
 

ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 3 
© 2012-2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

  

In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal 

In-Sight Publishing 

 

 

ISSN 2365-6885 

SPRING, 2020 

Outliers & Outsiders 
(Part Eighteen) 



 

ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 4 
© 2012-2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Interviewer: Scott Douglas Jacobsen 
Title: In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal 

Place of Publication: Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

Name of Publisher: In-Sight Publishing 

Numbering: Issue 22.A & 22.B, Idea: Outliers & Outsiders (Part Eighteen) 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020 (2020-05-01) 

Frequency: Three Times Per Year 

Web Domain: www.in-sightjournal.com 

ISSN 2369-6885 
 

IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING 

 

Published by In-Sight Publishing 

In-Sight Publishing 

Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

 

In-Sightjournal.com 

 

First published in parts by In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal, 

a member of In-Sight Publishing, 2020 

This edition published in 2020 

 

© 2012-2020 by Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

 

All rights reserved. Image credit courtesy of Imam Soharwardy, Massimo Pigliucci, Richard Sheen, Marco Ripà, 

Katherine Bullock, Matthew Scillitani, Krystal Volney, Tim Roberts, Anja Jaenicke, Duncan Pritchard, Zara Kay, 

Tor Arne Jørgensen, Björn Liljeqvist, Justin Duplantis, and Rod Taylor. 

 

No parts of this collection may be reprinted or reproduced or utilized, in any form, or by any electronic, mechanical, 

or other means, now known or hereafter invented or created, which includes photocopying and recording, or in any 

information storage or retrieval system, without written permission from the publisher. 

 

Published in Canada by In-Sight Publishing, British Columbia, Canada, 2020 

Distributed by In-Sight Publishing, Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

 

In-Sight Publishing was established in 2014 as a not-for-profit alternative to the large, commercial publishing 

houses currently dominating the publishing industry. 

 

In-Sight Publishing operates in independent and public interests rather than for private gains, and is committed to 

publishing, in innovative ways, ways of community, cultural, educational, moral, personal, and social value that are 

often deemed insufficiently profitable. Thank you for the download of this issue, your effort, interest, and time 

support independent publishing purposed for the encouragement of academic freedom, creativity, diverse voices, 

and independent thought. 

 

Cataloguing-in-Publication Data  

Official catalogue record in EBSCOHost for this issue and at In-Sight Publishing, www.in-sightjournal.com/issues 

Jacobsen, Scott Douglas, Author 

Issue 22.A & 22.B, Idea: Outliers & Outsiders (Part Eighteen)/Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

pages cm 

Includes bibliographic references, footnotes, and reference style listing. 

In-Sight Publishing, Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

 

Published electronically from In-Sight Publishing in Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

 

10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 

Designed by Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/


 

ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 5 
© 2012-2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

 

 

Issue 22.A & 22.B, Idea: 

Outliers and Outsiders (Part 

Eighteen) 
 

Editor-in-Chief 
 

Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

 

Advisory Board 
 

Dr. Aubrey de Grey 

Chief Science Officer & Co-Founder, SENS Research 

Foundation; Editor-In-Chief, Rejuvenation Research 

Professor Azra Raza, M.D. 

Columbia University, Medicine, 

Professor; Myelodysplastic Syndrome Center, Director 

Dr. Daniel Bernstein 

Tier 2 Canada Research Chair, Lifespan Cognition; 

Principle Investigator, Lifespan Cognition Lab; Inaugural 

Member, Royal Society of Canada’s College of New 

Scholars, Artists and Scientists 

Ismail Hamaamin Hamalaw 

Novelist & Writer; Editor; Indigenous Middle East 

(Kurdish); Editor-in-Chief, Culture Project 

Dr. Herb Silverman 

Founding President, Secular Coalition for America; 

Founder, Secular Humanists of the Lowcountry; Founder 

and (First) Faculty Advisor, (College of Charleston) 

Student Atheist/Humanist Alliance; Distinguished 

Professor Emeritus, Mathematics, College of Charleston. 

Dr. Kathy Bullock 

Past Chair, Islamic Society of North America-Canada 

(ISNA-Canada); Lecturer, Political Science, University of 

Toronto at Mississauga; Past President, Tesselate Institute; 

President, Compass Books 

J.J. Middleway 

Member, Order of Bards Ovates and 

Druids (OBOD); Member, Mankind Project – (MKP UK) 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson 

Lead Psychologist, Collaborative Centre for Justice and 

Safety, University of Regina; Founder, Hawkeye 

Associates; Vice-President, Humanist Canada 

 

Marissa Torres Langseth, B.S.N., R.N., M.S.N., ANP-

BC (retired) 

Founder and Emeritus Chairperson, Humanist Alliance 

Philippines, International; Creator, HAPI-SHADE (Secular 

Humanist Advocacy Development Education) 

Professor Maryanne Garry 

Professor, Psychology, Victoria University of Wellington; 

Deputy Dean, Faculty of Graduate Research, Victoria 

University of Wellington 

Rod Taylor 

National Leader, CHP Canada 

Dr. Sally Satel, M.D. 

Lecturer, Medicine, Yale University; W.H. Brady 

Fellow, American Enterprise Institute 

Stacey Piercey 

Founder & CEO, Stuff2Digital INC.; Co-Chair, Status of 

Women Sub-Committee of Human Rights; Section Chair, 

National Women’s Liberal Commission, Newfoundland and 

Labrador 

Professor Sven van de Wetering 

Head/Professor, Psychology, University of the Fraser 

Valley 

Prof. Imam Syed B. Soharwardy 

Founder, Islamic Supreme Council of Canada; 

Founder, Muslims Against Terrorism 

Terry Waslow, M.B.A. 

Executive Director (Former Board Chair), Congress of 

Secular Jewish Organizations; President, Old York Road 

Genealogical Society; Board Member, International 

Institute for Secular Humanistic Judaism 

Tim Moen 

President, Libertarian Party of Canada 

 
 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.sens.org/about/leadership/executive-team
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.sens.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.sens.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.liebertpub.com/overview/rejuvenation-research/127/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.cumc.columbia.edu/hematology-oncology/about_us/azra_raza
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.columbia.edu/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.cumc.columbia.edu/hematology-oncology/patient_care/myelodysplastic_syndrome
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/lifespancognition.org/dr-daniel-bernstein/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.chairs-chaires.gc.ca/program-programme/index-eng.aspx
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/lifespancognition.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/rsc-src.ca/en/college-new-scholars-artists-and-scientists
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/rsc-src.ca/en/college-new-scholars-artists-and-scientists
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/cultureproject.org.uk/2016/10/09/with-my-wings/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/cultureproject.org.uk/about-us/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/cultureproject.org.uk/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.herbsilverman.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/katherine-bullock
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/isnacanada.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/isnacanada.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/katherine-bullock
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.druidry.org/about-us/speakers-workshop-leaders
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.druidry.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.druidry.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/mankindproject.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.justiceandsafety.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.justiceandsafety.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.usask.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.humanistcanada.ca/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.humanistcanada.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/narsdoktorsausa.org/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/narsdoktorsausa.org/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/the-hapi-founder-corner
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/hapi-shade/hapi-shade-secular-humanist-advocacy-development-education/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/hapi-shade/hapi-shade-secular-humanist-advocacy-development-education/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/psyc/about/staff/maryanne-garry
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chp.ca/about/leader/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chp.ca/about/leader/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.sallysatelmd.com/html/about_the_author.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.yale.edu/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.aei.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.aei.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.facebook.com/pg/StaceyPierceyCA/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.facebook.com/Stuff2Digital/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/psychology/faculty-and-staff/faculty-members/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Syed_Soharwardy
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/islamicsupremecouncilofcanada.com/?p=2042
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.islamicsupremecouncil.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.m-a-t.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/in/terry-waslow-5875a262/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.csjo.org/board-of-directors
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.csjo.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.csjo.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.abingtonfreelibrary.org/about-us
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.abingtonfreelibrary.org/about-us
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/iishj.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/iishj.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tim_Moen
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.libertarian.ca/


ISSN 2369-6885 

 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 3 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Acknowledgement and Appreciation 
To Scott Robb; Morgan Wienberg; Pardes Seleh; Patricia Grell; Houzan Mahmoud; Kelly Marie Carlin-McCall; Patrick Zierten; Gordon Guyatt; Jonathan Schooler; Amanda Poppei; Sebastian 

Simpson; Michelle Shortt; Stuart "Stu" de Haan; Lois Volk; Deb Stone; John Shirley; John Collins; Anthony Grigor-Scott; Harriet Hall; David Garneau; Tony Hendra; James Randi; Lawrence 

Hill; Shaunna Doronski; Renton Patterson; Mitali (Ecophiles); Anelia (The Original Smiths); Emma Cohen; Sophie Shulman; Jon King; Naz and Matt (Naz and Matt Foundation); Diego Kricek 

Fontanive; Nathan Rubin; Patrick MacIntyre; Isabella Ngui; Janet French; Sean Turnbull; Jessica Schab; Shawn Polson; Faisal Saeed Al Mutar and Rachel Ford; David King; Seanna Watson; 

Vincent Yen; Reva Landau; Ryan Armstrong; Peter Tretter; John DiPede; Brandon (Rush Ventures); Jon Toker; Tamara Reid; Jaden D'Gama; Roy Harmon; Nikki Hunter; Rachel Gans; Mark 

Stenberg; Valérie Dubé; Brittany Loeffler; Monica Miller; Debbie Ellis; Yvonne Clarke; Bethany Mandel; Autumn Wells; Cynthia Romero and Taylor Tuckerman; Erica Saunders; Patsy Wai; 

Victoria Laberge; Wei Djao; Alexander Kovarovic; Hamdy El-Rayes; Doyle Irvin; Nahid R. (TVape); Murtaza Hussain, Michael, and Harry; JC Cadena; Dana Van Arsdale and Ronda P.; Kaylin 

Livshin; Keaton Kruser; Lilian (State Farm Insurance); Sohan Dsouza; Lina Kurian; Frank Ong; Anouar Majid; Amelia Newcomb; Timothy Dawson; Ani Zonneveld; John Pozzi; Massimo 

Piggliucci; Ryan Dyrud; Marieke Prien, Romeo De Bellefroid, Penny Komes, Roslyn Mould, Violin Namyalo, Andrew Nandip, Siyomnqoba Xolo, Alvaro Efrain Aguilar Zanabria, Feng Chin 

Wen, Emma Bryce, Conrad Brown, James Fogg; Andrew Copson, Anne-France Ketelaer, Roar Johnsen, Kato Mukasa, Uttam Niraula, David Pineda, Rebecca Hale, Gulalai Ismail, Rein 

Zinderdorp; Jenna van Draanen; Jeremy McKeen; Michelle Filiatreault; Cameron McLeod; Pallavi Vachaspati, Scott Jacobsen, Jason Dupuis, Masood Lohar, Yolande Antonuzzo; Karl Low; 

Peter & Eleanor; Mia Wiens; Davina Ogilvie; Stephen Grossberg; Carrie Schmidst (Carrie Beckett); Alexandra Henao; Paul Taylor; and Chantille Viaud; Carol White. Anthony Goertz, Lilly 

Ren, Hope Rayson, Godfrey Tang, Ludvik Skalicky, Roger Wangrui, Michael DuBelko, Rory Sutherland, Janice Jacinto, Lance Lim, Bill Beauregarde, Scott Jacobsen, Victoria Teo, 

Rosemary, Hendrik Beune, Mitsue Kudo; Jenna Valleriani; James Filipelli; Eric Mah; John Shirley; Jay McClelland; Nick Cristiano; Greg McIntyre; Kenneth Tupper; Robert Ferguson; 

Evan Loster; Lauren Lehman; Ken Stark; Tyler Prochazka; Alex Mottus, Bertrand Sodhajin, Clayton Clemens, Colin B Pinnell, Daniel Bonham, Daniel Jacques, Daniel Venne, "David 

Boulanger, Diane Mitchnick, Dr. Guang Chen, Dr. Shawn Fraser, Geetha Paulmani, Glenn Irwin, Ireti Fakinlede, Jamie Czerwinski, Jason Bell, Jérémie Seanosky, Joel Burrows, Junfeng 

Yang, Kannan Govindarajan, Kinshuk, Lachlan Gepp, Michael Yingbull, Minghua Yu, Richard Tortorella, Sandhya Kode, Shalvi Mahajan, Steve Harris, Vahid Bahreman, Vive Kumar, Walter 

Moreno - Pachon; Marilynne Whitty; Levente Orban; Alex Schadenberg; Chris Cole; Dessy Pavlova, Evan Loster, Heather D'Alessio, Gonzo Nieto, Aidan Harold; Kate McFarland; Julie-Soleil 

Meeson; Adriaan Planken; Daniel Jones; Priscilla Campeau; Anastasia Gaisenok; Jeff Abraham; Carrie M.; Susan Boyd; Gillian Maxwell; Veronica Thompson; Blair Longley; Maryam 

Namazie; Bays Blackhall; Zachary R.W. Johnson; Todd Davidson; Lowell Manning; Mike Starr; Everton Gordon; Basya Laye; Malik Jamal; Anthony Grigor-Scott; Margena A. Christian; Ian S. 

Charles; Daniel Werb; Wendy Canessa; Bill Hopwood; Justin Rawlins; André Coelho; Sarah Wilson; Karen Wienberg; Morgan Wienberg; Maryanne Garry; Justine Nelson; Michael Hale; Eleni 

M. Vidalis for being a love in my life; Isabelle Guillot; Jason Murphy; Afifa Hashimi; Eric Adriaans; Nicola Jackson; Gail Suderman; Sharnelle Jenkins-Thompson; Sarah Blayney Lew; Katie 

Irish; Leo Gibbons-Plowright; Rick Rosner, Carole Rosner, and Isabella Rosner; Benjamin David, Benedict Nicholson, Kevin Jenco, Dominic Lauren, and the editing team at Conatus News, and 

Nicola Young Jackson, Pat O’Brien, Reba Boyd Wooden, Eric Adriaans, Rebecca Newberger Goldstein, Roslyn Mould, Stephanie Guttormson, Alejandro Borgo, Tara Abhasakun, Kate 

Smurthwaite, James Underdown, Maryam Namazie, Tehmina Kazi, Rebecca Hale, Dana L. Morganroth, Angelos Sofocleous, Emile Yusupoff, Terry Murray, Pamela Machado, Nicola Young 

Jackson, Terry Sanderson, Anthony Grayling, Stephen Law, Nicole Orr, Jim Al-Khalili, Ali Raza, Linda LaScola, Bob Churchill, Jennifer C. Gutierrez, Vic Wang, Marieke Prien, Caleb W. 

Lack, Dr. Saladdin Ahmed, Sikivu Hutchinson, Haras Rafiq, Scott Blair, Andrew Copson, Matthew Rothschild, Nicole Orr, Adalet Garmiany, Roy Speckhardt, Anders Stjernholm, Tyler Owen, 

René Hartmann, Shari Allwood, Margaret Mitchell, Mikey Weinstein, Emmanuel Donate, Rob Boston, David Niose, and Marieme Helie Lucas, and Alida Thomas, Danielle Erika Hill, Ashton P. 

Woods, Waleed Al-Husseini, Ariel Pontes, James Croft, John Perkins, Jason Frye, Kim Gibson, Dr. Alexander Douglas, Amanda Poppei, Wade Kaardal, Simon Ørregaard, Marie Alena Castle, 

Julia Julstrom-Agoyo, Pamela Machado, Armin Navabi, Tim Whitmarsh, Andy Ngo, Hugh Taft-Morales, Yasmeen, Sven van de Wetering, Marie Alena Castle, Phil Zuckerman, Waleed Al-

Husseini, Paul Knupp, James Adeyinka Shorungbe, Houzan Mahmoud, Annie Laurie Gaylor, Ex-Muslims of Sri Lanka, Alexander Douglas, Dan Fisher, Sarah Mills, Carline Klijnman, Scott 

Davies, Lucas Lynch, and Beatrice Louis (Linda Louis); Pratyush (Gordon Neighbourhood House); Donald MacPherson; Doug Sturrock; Anand Jain; Harriet Hall; Peter Suedfeld; Paul 

Cooijmans; Haydar Zaki; Joy Gyamfi; Crystal White; Katy (Scottish Women's Rights Network); Priscilla Uppal; Caledonia Thomson; John Collins; Stephanie Guttormson; Victoria Chen; 

Frank Bélanger; Jamie Fofonoff; Lindsay Bissett; Nathaniel Finestone; Agata Feetham; Imad and Nahla, and Arifur Rahman; Allen Smith; Joshua Ryan; Cameron Schwartz; Justine Nelson; 

Molly Henry; David Kerruish; Saul Castanon; Megan Camp; Susan Murabana; Neil Fernyhough; Artemis Joukowsky; Janel Johnson; Mei Yao; David Garneau; James Martin; Kristin 

Glenn; Josephine Ferorelli & Meghan Kallman; Chelsea Bailey; Christina Noelle Ong; Amanda (Cause I Run); Kim Del Valle Garcia; Tim Douglas; Felix Kongyuy; Liza Bolger; Mireille 

Tchatchouang; Ben (Latterly Magazine); Murielle Diaco, Caroline upOwa; Anne-Sophie Garrigou; Kresse Wesling; Ali Raza; Golnar Rahmani; Lorna Turnbull; Donald Benham; Lynn 

McIntyre; John Green; Anemone (Basic Income Edmonton); Jason Hartwick; Wanda Macdonald; Leena Sharma Seth; Juliana Bidadanure; Virginia Trujillo; Amanda (Tuckerman & Co.); Lee 

Keun; Jason Hazel; David Denyer, Craig Ruttle; Cecilia and Aitak (Airsa Art & Thought Association NGO); Tara LaSalla; Tarsha Burn; Giorgos Kallis; Kirstein Rummery; Derik Hyatt; Tim 

Ellis; Matthew Talsma; Elizabeth McGuire; Mike Simoens; Chandra Pasma; Jonathan Brun; John Mills; Jurgen De Wispelaere; Katie Terry, Liz Bolger, Donis Tracy, Geralyn White Dreyfous; 

Maria Wong; Toni Pickard; Stéphane Boisvert; Lawrence Hill; Lauren Repei; Tim Dunlop; Ellen J. Kennedy; Elana Moscoe; Tom White; Dan Reich; Adalet Garmiany; Veronique St. Germain-

Wiwchar; Jean Weldin; Juana Rubalcava; Lisa Shusterman; Bonnie Abrams; Michael Balaban; Arlene Miller; Robert Park; Cathy Orlando; Sarah Cornett; Faith Greer; Helen Kirschbaum; Rita 

Williams; Savrina Minhas, Prav Grewal, and Tallie Kuang; Dina Weinbach; Hannah Rosenthal; Ronit Sherwin; Kany Nuwukurata and Ezra Shanken; Zachary Benjamin; Rita Williams; Todd 

Polikoff; Andrew Rehfeld; Scott Kaufman; Rrezarta Nimani; Marco Ripa; Katie Crane; Bill Cooksley; Dawn Rozakis; Jason Hickel; Sandra Schlick; David Brown and Ryan F.; Tommy 

Sellén; Zhang Yang; Kenneth Ferrell; Lynn Shepherd; Anil Patel; Pardes Seleh; N. E. (Liz) Galenzoski; Sarah Williams; John Argenti; Maxwell Wade; Jeff Perrera; Craig McClain; Clayo 

Laanemets; Kathie Orchard; Jonathon Rempel; Anya Overmann; Ariel Pontes; Emily Newman; Giovanni Gaetani; Marieke Prien; Julia Julstrom-Agoyo; Stephanie Hepburn; Linda LaScola; 

Dakota Soares; Gretta Vosper; Vannessa Bulteel; Sheila Baxter; Haven Raye; Robin Clunie; Robert Rainer; Cameron Raynor; Monique Gray Smith; Lee Maracle; Gerry Knibb; Angelina 

Rennell; Esi Edugyan; Glenn Alai; Elise Barber; Sarah Joseph; Alida Thomas; Moorish Science Temple; Jeffrey Reiss; June Ryan; Gigi Foster; Heather Ashbach; Brittani Bumb; Josephine 

Ferorelli; Saskia Epp; Bekki Miller; Todd Stiefel; Rosa Moriello; Kimberlyn David; Anton van Dyck; Megan Giroux; LIsa Simone; Mikey Weinstein; Matthew Rothschild; Alejandro Borgo; 

Georgia Dalton; John Perkins; Chris Street; Sikivu Hutchinson; Mark Brandt; Richard Korzekwa; Tyler Owen; Vic Wang; Kim Vickers and David Suzuki; Bob Churchill; Ali Raza; Pat O'Brien; 

Morgan Newington; Inna Stiagluk; Sara Anderson; Jennifer Baltazar; Mandisa Thomas; Stacey Petersen; Andrew Jenkins; Jeff Abraham and Kelly Marie Carlin-McCall; Jim G. Helton; Jen 

Scott; Bamidele Adineye; Shaharban Hameed; Maiga Chang; Gordon Ward; Gita Saghal; Nadia el Fani; Deo Ssekitooleko; Marie Alena Castle; Fotis Fragopoulos; Roy Speckhardt; Margaret 

Determann; Rene Hartmann; Barbara Buchner; Scott (Skeptic Meditations); Bjarni Jónsson; Scott Blair; Theresa Schneider, Dan Storey, Murielle Diaco, and Diane Moss; Christine M. Shellska; 

Sincere Kirabo; Paul Rust; Gwen Harvey; James Avery Fuchs; Melanie Fuller; Paul Knupp Jr.; Emmanuel Donate; Anders Stjernholm; Kimberly Saviano; Junye Wang; David Niose; Marieme 

Helie Lucas; Melissa Toth; Terry Plank; Devon Scoble; Nicole Orr; Anastasia Gaisenok; Connie Rogiani; Ashton P. Woods; Hugh Taft-Morales; Kaitlyn Hillier; Robert Ray; John Gibbs; Bonita 

Arbeau; Ron Millar; Alexander Douglas; Susie Roma; Kendra Gilbert; Ian Bushfield; Armin Navabi; Jeff Anderson; Yvan Dheur; Wade Kaardal; Caitlyn Piton; Laurel Grainger, Gordon Guyatt, 

Deborah Maddock, and Gail Clark; John O'Brien; Neil Fassina; Aron Ra; Waleed Al-Husseini; Eva Power; Katherine Soucie; Henrik Saetre; Shirley and Jenny (wolfbait b-girls); Dawn Laing; 

Dorris and Melissa, amd Mark Oliver (Mamahuhu Online); Deborah Williams; Helen Essoka; Kim Gibson, Stephen Frank, and Patrick Jerome; Simon Ørregaard; Edwina Rogers; Jason Frye; 

Sahar Zaidi; Narendra Nayak; Sandra Schlick, Claus-Dieter Volko, Kirk Kirkpatrick, Tommy Sellén, Ivan Ivec, Zhibin Zhang, Stefano Pierazzoli, Erik Hereid, Hans Sjoberg, Stefano Pierazzoli; 

Dan Arel; Frederik Nelsson; Alyssa Kerbedeborah willl; Rana Amjad Sattar; Sukhdev Hansra; Carolyn Kitto; Brook Simpson; Felix Kongyuy; Morgane Oger; Doug Thomas; George Ongere; 

Tony Kokol; Donni Klassen; Scott Robb; Kate Heikkila; Mary Jane MacLennan; Joanne Haramia; Kwaku Adusei; Phil Zuckerman; Chelsea Bailey; Steve Chitty; Annie Laurie Gaylor; Andy 

Ngo; Harriet Quint; Donna Harris; Maija Ahrentløv and Tim Ahrentløv; Tim Whitmarsh; Justine Nelson; Kory Earle; Lindsay Boyd; Gwen Kamelchuk; Nabina Maharjan; Voytek Stradomski; 

John Perkins; Tara Marie Watson; Lauren Emberson; Amanda Poppei; Tom Matlack, Lisa Hickey, Ken Goldstein, Allyson Vanderford, Wilhelm Cortez, Lisa M. 

Blacker, Emily LaDouceur, Michael Kasdan, Christa McDermott, Paul Hartzer, Christy Williams, Andy Grant, Paget Norton, Melissa Drake, Mark Greene, Thomas Fiffer, Lisa M. 

Blacker, Steven Lake, Barbara Abramson, John W. Holland, Charlie Bondhus, Ted McDonald, Kevin Wood, Jay Snook, Alex Yarde, Kallen Diggs, Dixie Gillaspie, Sean Swaby, Steve Horsmon, 

Hilary Lauren Jastram, Saliek Ruffin, Thaddeus Howze, Greg Liotta, Jeremy McKeen, Carol Bluestein, Sat Purusha, Rashika Roberts, RJ Washkow, Amy Zellmer, Dustin Lehmann; Kristinn R. 

Thórisson, Pei Wang, Kamilla R. Jóhannsdóttir, and Joscha Bach;James Opare; Arthur Di Leo; Jillian Becker; Sebastian Simpson; Jennifer Bardi; Nick Fish and Dave Silverman; Obrempong 

Kojo; Cynthia Cheong; Hazel Garcia; Alessia & Marvi (Lost in Samsara); Leo Igwe; Lucien Greaves; Noelle George; Cleopatra Blacke; Shari Allwood; Kyle Williams; Martin Vane-Hunt, John 

Dema-ala, Karan Bola, Daniel Derksen, Andrew Huebert, Elisabeth Kreykenbohm, Roopie Maan, Dawn-Leah McDonald, Bert Sager, Kevin Smith, Katheryn Morrison, Michelle Hunsche, 

Amanda Tabert, Corey Callies, Megan Giroux, Jordan Procyk, Zach Hamzagic, Rachel Van Poele, Shih-Chieh Chen, David Murray, Angela Giesbrecht, Kristen Zeller, Daniel Bernstein; Isabelle 

Guillot, Alex Mottus, Bertrand Sodhajin, Clayton Clemens, Colin B Pinnell, Daniel Bonham, Daniel Jacques, Daniel Venne, David Boulanger, Diane Mitchnick, Guang Chen, Shawn Fraser, 

Geetha Paulmani, Glenn Irwin, Hongxin Yan, Ireti Fakinlede, Jamie Czerwinski, Jason Bell, Jérémie Seanosky, Joel Burrows, Junfeng Yang, Kannan Govindarajan, Kinshuk, Lachlan Gepp, 

Michael Yingbull, Minghua Yu, Sandhya Kode, Shalvi Mahajan, Steve Harris, Vahid Bahreman, Vive Kumar, Walter Moreno - Pachon, William MacDonald; Shannon Schroecker, Thomas 

Schroecker, Karin Archer, Domenica Pasquale, Norma Seeds, Chris Burke, Harry Kim, Manny Ojigbo, Sharon Kashani, Bommer, Catherine Thompson, Stephanie Levac, Priyanka 

Chandrasekar, Ivilyn Samuels, Alex, Brian Chaves, Nadia Siraj, Pam Griffiths, Tong Zhang, Temi Sahee, Helen Zhou, Brandi Cull, Michael Balogh, Timi Adesoye, Yuqian Fan, Wendy, Alisa 

Chae, Ken Lewis, Sergiane Fernandes, Lissette Mairena-Wong, Maria C, Fatima Gharaibeh, (Yasmeen) Sabiha Khan, Carmen Clubine, Jennie Heo, Susanne Roma, Mary Christina 

Zhu, Stephanie Allison Brown, Andriy Strebkov, Caleb Williams, Jessel Hosein, chioma lynda; Toru Yamamori, Gamer Atron, Jenna van Draanen, Josh Martin, Barrett Young, Will 

Wachtmeister, Denis Flinn, Joe Timothy, Dejan Tachevski, Adriaan Planken, Philippe Durdu, Sandro Gobetti, Kate McFarland, Jessica Rafka, Julen Bollain, Genevieve Shanahan, Stanislas 

Jourdan, Austin Douillard, Thomas Kemple, Chantille Viaud, Malik Jamal, Isabel Ashton, Agata Feetham, James Kim; Pierce Smith; Katherine J. Kehler; Jo (Mamahuhu Online); Heiðrún Ósk 

Sigfúsdóttir; Hammad Ahmed; Anissa Helou; Judy de Leeuwe; Harrison Mumia; Laura Hakinen; Dana Morganroth; Debbie Goddard; Adam Gravois; Carly Friesen; Jake Ansell; Penny Komes; 

Craig (Defence Humanists); Renee Sigel; François Jacquin; Michael Cluff; Ingrid Taylor; Patrick Morrow and Donna Harris; Lena Nyhus; Lincoln Shaw; Azim Shariff; Richard Packham and 

Eric Kettunen; Brandon Gabriel and Eric Woodward; Beth Carruthers, Erica Grimm, Rita, Roy Mulder, Tim Lilburn, Barbara Zeigler, Zuzana, Tracey Tarling, Lyndal Osborne, Liz Ingram, Leah 

Kostamo, Eddie Gardner, Celeste Snowber, Bernd Hildebrandt, Donna Usher, Haida Gwaii Museum at Qay'llnagaay, Elizabeth Zwamborn, Markku Kostamo, Susan McCaslin, Mark Haddock, 

Joy Kogawa, Michael Fry, Cora Li-Leger, Daniela Elza, Christianne Wilhelmson, Brunella Battista, Connie Braun, Lynn Szabo, David and Erin Dalley, Patricia Victor, Events with David 

Whyte, Faith Richardson, Gardens DeVine, Nancy Holmes, John Terpstra, Melanie Calabrigo, Rosanna Hille, Sylvie Roussel-Janssens, Tracie Stewart, Sheinagh; Edward Slingerland; Sharon 

Fraess; Kombian Somtuaka; Vivian Caron; Ronald de Sousa; Steve Thorp; Delores Broten; Isaac Crouch; Alysha Vandertogt; Mark Haden; Ken Tupper; Thomas Wolf; Michael McDonald, 

Lindsay Boyd, Jonathan Rix, Priya Dube, and Ellen Wightman; Amy Boyle; Melanie Roy; Michelle Keast; Kylie Sturgess; Sanal Edamaruku; Ruth McLeod; Faye Girsh; Kate Eastman; Suman 

Hothi; David Marusek; Cynthia Henry; Amardeo Sarma; Tony Pickard; Mina Ahadi; Barb Corbisier; Kayla Bowen; Connor Healy; Scott Cragin, Shannon Low; Daniel Bliss; Christian Norton; 
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Anna Bauerle; Sue Bryant and Pierce Smith; Karen Loethen and Elizabeth Loethen; Sean Rivera; Curtis McCoy and Erin Bessette; Adriaan Planken; Christopher Jackson and Ronald Melvin 

Blake; Tony Alder; London Homer-Wambeam; Tamara Ling; Emily Pyszora; James (The Bridge); George Egerton; Kathryn Ryan; Andrea Lister; K. Jane Watt; Greg Fleet and Jaime Boldt; 

Tong Liech; Bonnie Dwyer; Ayaz Nizami; Esther Oman; Patrick Zierten and Jeff Vircoe; Emily McCullouch; Alexandria Andersen; Jon Penney; Wendy Webber; Rishvin; Michael J. Berntsen; 

Monica Vaught; Travis Smith and Kaeleigh Pontif; Brooke Henzell; Joseph Couch; Cayman Travis Gardner; Samantha Hansen; Charlotte Klasson; Amanda Rhodenizer; Abram Howell; Jimmy 

Bangash; Anna Heverin; Ricco Hill; Karen Kerr; Stephanne Taylor and Kathleen Walsh; Mike Ivanov; Hyeongkeun Kim; Douglas Farrow; Austin Edwards; Matt Flori; Jeffrey Fallick; Shireen 

Qudosi; Thien Phan; Joel Greenhalgh, Jazz Piano, Jeffrey Qi, Ken Yong, Jeremy Gustafson, Brent Williams, Crystal MacCallum, Tyler Jackson, Cameron McSorley, Ianick Leroux, Kanwaljit 

Singh Moti, Aanchal Mogla, Shai Mor; Orion Day; Joseph Cox; Gabor Hrasko; Marco Mendoza; Steven Shapiro; Mathew Chandler; Christel Gubert; David Bear; Diane Burkholder; Andrew 

Norman; Kyle Sittek-Lumsden; Michael Nelson; Danielle Blau; Cayman Travis Gardner; Gareth de Vaux; Adeline Sede Kamga; Sharon Kashani; Mark A. Ware; Emily Reesor; Mark Forsythe; 

Jason Roberts; Sarath Davala; Jay T. and Adam Dewey Bowen; Stavroula Kousteni; Jenny Arrington; Katie Smith-Easter; Bob Churchill; Uthman Khan; Tina Inman; Emily Eden; MacAndrew 

Clarke; Abram Howell; Ross Tyson; Mary Farrell; Trystan Lambert; Petrina Arnason; Albert Bandura; Ellier Leng; Phillipa Friedland and Nina Krieger; Elizabeth Mwanga; Junye Wang; Lia 

Laskaris; Leslie Wilde; Megan Hall; Dan Bowman; Marina Bannister; Gerardo Matamoros; Sharon Well-Ackermans; Andreas Gunnarsson; Stephen Garvey; Wade King; Jenny Uechi; Alannah 

Journeay; Khunteta Shreyans; Sadia Hameed; Red Tani; Bethany McLachlin; Maryam Naddaf, Kyle Bowman, and Joyce Lin; Ellen Crosby and Cameron Raynor; Nicholas (The Satanic Temple 

Ottawa); Amanda (Pitt Secular Alliance); Joey China; Melissa Krawczyk; Sarah E. Lauzen; Ryan Carruthers; Marcia Maglione Flynn; Courtney Jenkins; Aaron Kong; Miguel Nadal and Andrea 

Lopez; David Rand; Rosanne Waters; Indre Viskontas; Fauzia Ilyas; Jim Majors; Jed Diamond; Enrique Valdés Pliego; Shifrah Gadamsetti; Sherri Palmer and Patricia Flanagan; Dan Piddington; 

Claire Saenz; Robert Magara; Osioke Ojior; Calistus Igwilo; Zakariya Chatur; Vidya Bhushan Rawat; Hanne Stinson; Robert Bwambale; Mark A. Gibbs; David McGinness; Ysaac Jeudy; 

William Betcha; Marina Banister, Guillaume Raymond, Philippe LeBel, Max Salman, Lauren Slegers, Stephanie Nedoshytko, Rachel Moersch, Lauren Emberson, Alex 

Dimopoulos, S hubir Shaikh, Zakariya Chatur, Reed Larsen, Madi Blue Banks, Michael McDonald, Hammad Ahmed, Annie Sirois, Ossama Nasrallah, Julian Teterenko, Matis Allali, Parvin 

Sedighi, Hailey Babb, Nik Pereira, Nadia Bathish, Alyson G. White, Taya Nabuurs, Lexa Danielle Ali, Herbert A. Bempah, Simon Telles, Aria Burrell, and Samantha Nixon; Emmanauel 

Barker, Melinda Goertz, Natasha Donahue, Sarah Blayney Lew, Brittany Daigle, Darcie Fleming, Christine Hudder, Amanda Lipinski, Alice Namu, Lisa Oracheski, Joshua Ryan, Mark Teeninga 

for taking the reins; Athene Donald; Doris Nwanne; Jack Wellman; Donna Chang, Zahra Esmail, Allen Smith, Kelly Woods, and David; Herbert Bempah; Vikki Bellerose; Rory McGreal; Derek 

Gray; Veronica Abbass; Diana MacPherson, Joe, Corwin, Jason Pike, Shawn the Humanist, Spencer Lucas, Beth Wilks, Diane Bruce, and Steve Oberski; Jan (Movement of Former Belgian 

Former Muslims); Michael Kruse; Cleopatra Y.S. Nyahe; Laurence A. Moran; Gem Newman; Lucky Tembo; Nsajigwa I Mwasokwa (Nsajigwa Nsa'sam); Dennis Maselura Mhango; Gary 

Patterson; Kwabena Antwi; Phillip Erikson; Grant Shewchuk; Madi Banks; Carla Rodriguez, Joe Cox, Jordyn Doggett, and Emily Adams; Asad Mahmud; Takudzwa Mazwienduna; Brenda 

Dobbs; Dennis Maselura Mhango; Sarah Palmieri; Cory Ruf; Michael Simoens; Jean Tapao and Karla; Frantisek Korbel; Shaun Minné; Claire Mortifee; Kareem Muhssin; Rhonda Price; Caleb 

W Lack; Aubrey Everett; Daniela Wakonigg; Romy Prasad, Marle Simmons, Austin, and Johnmichael Symmonds; Jennifer Ward; Faith Hamlin; Izzy Brown; Kevin Bolling; Britany L.; 

Isaiah Akorita; Laurie Skori; Jacques Rousseau; Laury Silvers; Scott Janis; Tarek Fatah; Fiona MacGregor; David Amies; Michael Aristidou; Lisa Barrett; Marian Bruin; Victor Benitez; Amy 

Lieberman; Jeff Sharom; Christine McNab and Julia Cabassi; Holly Walsh; Ziauddin Sardar; Mike Slavin; Bret Weinstein; Joti Samra; Jen Takahashi; Alice Jay; Shekinah (The Poetry Annals); 

Marissa Bowsfield; Cheri Frazer; Sandra Jimenez; Oren Amitay; Robert Danay; Nick Khaligh and Matt; John Perkins; Katerina Balaban; Will Zieburtz; Tim Underwood; Komolafe Yomi; 

Chiedozie Uwakwe; Eduardo Feliz, Ray Clevenger, and Tonoy Emroz; Kabeena Anura; Jasmine Marjanovic; Tony Pinkney; Angel Sumka; Syed Soharwardy; Liam Whitton; Farid Esack; 

Rachel Phan; Francis Emeafu; Monique Catan, Ana-Lotis Fortuna-Pareja Ishikawa, Armin Navabi, Dean Lawrence, and Allie Jackson; Charlotte Hunter; Leslie Rosenblood and Jag; Geoff 

McKenzie; Almas Jiwani; Phaedra de Saint-Rome, Pallavi Vachaspati, Masood Lohar, Celine Caira, Pamela Buyu, Mauricio Lopez, Omar Al Busaidy, Crystal White, Jassie Badion, Fernando 

Prado, Jason Dupuis, Elysha Dg-Enos, Yolande Antenuzzo, Margaret Kasibayo, Diana Dwamena, Miriam Vargas Lopez, Ian Charles, Ikbal Juma, Lucie Fabien, Norman Ouellet, Alexandra 

Lucchesi, Danielle Emond, Meghan Van Arrdt, Angela Dwamena, Batool Fatima, Frida Misago, Market Wired, Executive Woen – United Arab Emirates, David Sundin, Estella Muyindi, Bryson 

Auditors, Annie Zawadi, Darine Benamara, Jenny Matingu, Alex Portman, Mireille Tchatchaouang, Rochelle Atizado, and Tabish Bhimani at Almas Jiwani Foundation; Professor James L. 

McClelland; Marilyne Whitty; Stan Shaffer; Malik Jamal; Debra Bryant; Harold Whittell; Alfred Yi Zhang; Professor Michael Turvey; Linda Minamimaye; Agata Feetham; Dr. Neil Fassina; 

MATCH International Women's Fund; United Nations Women Canada; Fenugreen; Hon. Rich Coleman; Solon Bucholtz; Andreas "Andy" Schildhorn; Councillor Petrina Arnason; Township of 

Langley; Professor Stavroula Kousteni; Everton Gordon; Jamaican-Canadian Association; Caribbean African Canadian Social Services; John Kerr; Benjamin David; the late Professor 

Christopher K. Rovee-Collier; Leah Giesbrecht; Positive Living BC; Professor Robert A. Rescorla; Professor James McGaugh; Dr. Margena A. Christian; Professor Saul Sternberg; Dashiell; BC 

New Democratic Party (NDP); Mike Donovan; Unparty: The Consensus-Building Party; Professor Jerome R. Busemeyer; Professor Lynn Nadel; Kerrie Kennedy; Canadian Women's 

Foundation; Peter Molnar; Steve Paikin; Linda Chee; Professor Larry Squire; Professor David Garneau; Lily Serna and Nanette Moulton; Mark Swarek; Bjoern Jivung; Rex Eaton; Davina 

Ogilvie; Earth Skin & Eden; Jim Balakshin; Young Ideas (Gordon Neighbourhood House); Kathryn Gibbons; Penn Jillette & Teller, and Glenn Alai; Professor William N. London; Dr. John 

"Jay" Ellison; Professor Stephen Grossberg; Huffington Post; Lynn Nadel; Mia Wiens; Susanna Millar; Don and Darlene McKinnon, Fred Girling, Greg McIntyre, and Peter Holobuff; Cameron 

Clarke McLeod; Zachary R.W. Johnston; Renee Griffin and Centre for Equality Rights in Accommodation; Bill Hopwood; Professor Scott O. Lilienfeld; Corey Callies; Susanna Millar; Linda L. 

Crawford and Interfaith Centre at the Presidio; James Filippelli and Your Political Party of BC; Orla Drohan and Abortion Rights Campaign; Zachary R. W. Johnson and the BC Progressive 

Party; Janna and Sarah from Nellies Community Service; Ontario Society of Senior Citizens' Organizations; Nicky Dunlop of PovNet; Stefanie Darlow and the GEN-NHQ Chaplaincy; Heidi 

McDonell; Fonda Betts; Danielle Kadjo; Kavita Shukla and Carrie M.; Liz Lilly; Carrol Woolsey; National Aboriginal Circle Against Family Violence; BC Social Credit Party; Green Party 

Political Association of British Columbia; Dr. Christopher DiCarlo and Linda Loucks; Dr. Alain May; Clayton Clemens; Equal Pay Coalition; Dr. Reinekke Lengelle; Dr Jonathan Haidt; 

Honorable Minister Judy M. Foote and Jessica Turner; Professor Larry Jacoby; Professor Geoffrey Loftus; Professor Michael Posner; Professor Alan Baddeley; Professor Robert Bjork; Professor 

Roberta Klatzky; Professor Nora Newcombe; Professor Henry Roediger; Daphne Odjig and Stan; James Randi; Skye van Zetten; Jessica Avery; Dr. Margena Christian; Michael Hale, Justine 

Nelson, Lynn Perrin, Wendy Major, Alan Hunter, Jessica Lar-Son, Lindy, and Leslie Dyson, and Kwantlen Elder Leykeyton for the smudge ceremony and kind words; Paul Taylor, Chantille 

Viaud, Kathryn Gibbons, Stephanie Shulehan, Matt Schroeter (Board Chair), Brendan David Bailey, Agata Feetham, Suzanna Millar, Peggy Casey, and Chantal Denis; Danica of Wild Tussah; 

Darlene James and Don McKinnon; Kathleen Murphy; Marijuana Party of Canada; NORML Canada; Blair T. Longley; Brett Seychell and Hanna Guy; Anna Sundari; Dominique Behn; PEI 

Reproductive Rights Organization - Charlottetown, PE; Horse Protection Society of British Columbia; Sharon Well-Ackermans; Dr. Steven Critchley; Michael Staley; Frater Iskandar; Sam 

Webster; Pastor James Paton; Lawrence Hill; Professor Veronica Thompson; Megan Hall; Dr. Ruth Kastner; Erin Simmons; Vesta Recovery; Nicole Reid-Naziel; Deborah Maddock; Program 

for Women Inc.; Nicole Boucher; Barbara Lehtiniemi; Insp. Baltej Singh Dhillon; Jeff Vircoe; Patrick Zierten; Satoshi Kanazawa; Karyn Mathewson; The Canadian Council of Muslim Women; 

Sahar Zaidi; Ryan Kiedrowski; Rayhana Sultan; Bays Blackhall; Thomas Wolf; Andreas Gunnarsson; The Honorable Minister Amarjeet Sohi and Brook Simpson; Professor Nikola Poljak; 

Leslie McQuade; Mr. Stacey Petersen, Andrew “AJ” Jenkins, and Lisa Simone; Andrea Sanabria; Chantal Denis; Amanda Tabert; Stephanie Shulhan; Matt Schroeter; Dr. Jason Betts (Emerald 

Alchemist); Sarah Wilson, Pamela Hine, Kim Tanner, Karen Wienberg, Britton Lense, Sharon Nehring-Willson, Catherine Poole, Russ Aitchison, Friedrich Fink, Wilmer Noel, Samuel Josaphat, 

Theodores Charnes, Florencia Bell, Nicholas Joseph, Bedel Desruisseaux, Remy Elaste, Clausette Clerger, Medjune Lundi, and Michaelange at Little Footprints, Big Steps (LFBS); Professor 

Stavroula Kousteni at Columbia University; Jenny Arrington; Lead Pastor Matt Chandler and Coleman Wagner; Natasha Taneka; Paul M. Taylor; Kay Johnson; Jennifer Arrington; Professor 

Nicola Clayton, FRS; Honorable Minister Patty Hajdu and Kirsten Strom; Professor Albert Bandura and Christine Cordone; Pardes Seleh; Dr. David H. Turpin and Kiann McNeill; Dr. Mamdouh 

Shoukri and Tessa G. Barclay; Deborah Gillis, Dr. Allan Rock and Néomie Duval; Executive Pastors and Pamela Arambaru at Centre Street Church; Pastor Shantz and Stephanie Warne-Lange; 

Teaching Pastor Bruxy Cavey, Keturah Knapp, and Zulema; Madeleine Gross; Anissa Helou; Lee Maracle; Tabitha Swanson for being a love in my life; Professor Lorelei Hanson; Dr. Lowitja 

O'Donoghue AB CBE DSG, Kylie Simmons, and Cristina Lochert at the Lowitja Institute; John O'Brien and Gail Brennan for assistance in intermediary and editing work for the interview with 

the university president; Dr. Reinekke Lengelle for the reading and the interview; Janice Swayze for the work; Monique Gray Smith; Professor Eric Topol and Corrine Yarbrough; Mike Hess; 

Professor Veronica Thompson; Professor Michael Graetzel; Professor Patrick M. O’Shea; Sayuri Yano; Profesor Trevow W. Robbins; Professor Deirdre McCloskey; Elaine Fabbro; Peggy Lynn 

MacIsaac; Deborah Gillis, Tia Gordon, and Dr. Jeanine Prime; Matt Eisenbrandt; Bronwyn Bancroft; David Griffin; Priya Bangar; Reinekke Lengelle; Lorelei Hanson; John O'Brien; Gail 

Brennan; Jacqueline Keena; Dr. Nayla Hayek; Lauren Repei; Kim Newsome; Corina Vogt; Pierre Plamondon; Sarah Cornett; Shawna Wasylyshyn; Lauren Morocco; Tamra Ross; Philip 

Kirkbride; Tiiu Vuorensola; Michele Kiselyk; Laura Meyer; Amelia Spedaliere; Diane Mitchnik; Anand Jain; Dr. Patrick Myers; Dr. Kamaljit Kaur Sidhu; Professor Tracey Lindberg; Anita Rau 

Badami and Jackie Kaiser; Madeleine Gross and Blaire Schembari; David Gregory; Pamela Hawranik; Dr. Allan Rock and Néomie Duval; Pamela Aramburu; Megan Hall; Pastor Mark Clark 

and Erin Harrison; John Shirley; David Marusek; Cory Doctorow; Professor Maiga Chang; Professor Sabine Graf; Hon. Minister Amarjeet Sohi and Brook Simpson; Professor Gordon Guyatt 

and Laurel Grainger; Elaine Fabbro and Peggy Lynn MacIsaac; Farouk A. Peru; Elizabeth Mwanga; Professor Dougkas Richard Hofstadter; Maria Konovalenko; Professor Saul Kripke and 

Oliver Marshall; Pastor Mark and Erin Harrison; Deb Stone and Victoria Liguez; American Mensa; Cathy Freeman and James; Rt. Hon. Kim Campbell and Sheila Graves; Dr. Richard 

Lynn; George Saunders and Dhara Parikh; Amy Smith and Tasleem Nawar; Tanya Tagak and Kate Price; Eric Mah; Amanda Panaanen; John Cleese and Pat; Dr. Shirley Cheechoo and Erin 

Medakovic; Sarah Cornett; Sarika Rao; Gail Brennan; Peter MacKinnon; Kany Nuwukurata; Lucie Idlout; Susan Aglukark; Kate Price and Tanya Tagak; Cathy Freeman and James; Kevin 

Davey; Kevin Davey; George Saunders; Edith Krause, Sam Pimentel, Elizabeth Ingram, Peter von Tiesenhausen, Loranne Brown, A. Hurt, Pamela MacKenzie, Celeste Snowber, Daniela, Doris 

Auxier, M. Abma, Helma Sawatsky, Kirsten A., Carl Tracie, K. Bubel, Sharon Fish Mooney, Tim Lilburn, Leah Kostamo, Mary O'Connor, Harley, Roy Mulder, Tracie, Lyndal Osborne, 

Katharine Bubel, R. Wong, M. Parolin, B Zeigler, Brandon Gabriel, Eddie Gardner, B. Holling, Karen Steensma, Beth Carruthers, David Clements, Brunella Battista, Lynn Fels, Patricia Victor 

at S.A.M.C.; Lois Volk (President) at CAWEE; Terrie Chan for being a love in my life; Serena Henderson; Dr. Patrick J. Fahy (Professor; Centre for Distance Education), Dr. Martha Cleveland-

Innes (Professor; Program Director, Centre for Distance Education) at Athabasca University; Victoria Liguez and Deb Stone at American Mensa; Grand Secretary Jerry W. Kopp; Hermetic 

Order of the Golden Dawn; Suzanne Northcott; Rukshana Hassanali; Priya Bangar; Dr. Priscila Uppal for the opportunity to conduct an extensive interview with one of Canada's leading young 

author, poet, and novelist, especially in the light of a very rare health scare through persistence and resilience to complete the interview during "r and r" time; Kathryn, Lisa, Gail Maurer, Lorie 

Marchinkow, Audrey Hiebert at the Fraser Valley Healthcare Foundation; Ed Roche (VP Sales, US & Canada) and Jill Denio (Key Account Manager, Publisher Relations) at EBSCO; Lance 

Richlin; J.D. Mata; Ray Oldhafer; John; Thea Zerbe; Alexandra Harper; David Squire; Michael Palin and Paul Bird; Dr. Kirsten Johnson, M.D.; Daniel Derksen; Samantha Clark for being a love 

in my life; Oana Salcescu; Dr. Paul Russell; Nuhyn and Oakwhyndhr at Pagan Federation International Canada; Karina Albert (Member Services Coordinator) at Canadian Counselling and 

Psychotherapy Association/Association canadienne de counseling et de psychothérapie; Dr. Katie Gibbs and Alana Westwood at Evidence4Democracy; Dr. Guang Chen, Shawna Wasylyshyn, 

Donette Kingyens, Dr. Kinshuk, Isabelle Guillot, Pearl McGhee, Dr. Tracey Lindberg, Dr. Junye Wang, Dr. Vivekenandan Kumar, and Morgan Newington at Athabasca University; Athelia 

Nihtscada (Founder and Arch Druid, Awen Grove; Genevieve Brule for being a love in my life; Member of the Third Order of the Reformed Druids of North America; Member, Order of Bards 

Ovates and Druids; Member, The British Druid Order; Member, Henge of Keltria; Member and Past Regional Coordinator, Druid Network; Member and Past Regional Druid of Western Canada, 

Ár nDraíocht Féin: A Druid Fellowship (ADF) at Awen Grove; Moorish Science Temple; Dr. Paul Bloom at Yale University; Jean-Louis de Biasi; Dr. Marjorie Robbins at University of British 

Columbia; Landon Bennett; Dr. Pei Wang (Associate Professor) at Temple University; Marco Ripa at sPIQr Society; Dale LaVerne; J.C. Hughes and Stephen; Dr. Cristina Atance (Associate 

Professor, School of Psychology, University of Ottawa; Principal Investigator, Childhood Cognition and Learning Laboratory; Editorial Board Member, Canadian Journal of Experimental 

Psychology) at University of Ottawa; BC Psychological Association; Paul Cooijmans (Administrator) at the Giga Society, the Glia Society, GliaWebNews, Young and intelligent?, Order of 
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Thoth, the Glia Society, Order of Imhotep, and the Grail Society; Richard G. Rosner at the Giga Society and the Mega Society for months of intensive, daily, collaboration and wonderful thought 

experiments tied to calculations, and Carole Rosner and Isabella Rosner for husband and father rental, respectively – means a lot for the effort, patience, and time with me; Adam de la Cruz, 

Morgan Deters, Cynthia Park, Charlie Walentiny, Samantha Winn, Rebekah Traficante, and Sameer Kanal, Sasha Sleiman, and Neil Rotta for the low-income grant, at Northwest Model United 

Nations; Dr. Xavier Jouve at Cogn-IQ.org and Cerebrals Society; Dr. Vijay Jain and Anand Jain at Jain Centre of British Columbia; Dr. Susan Hughson (past president) at British Columbia 

Humanist Association; Dr. Danielle Polage at Central Washington University; Dr. Stephen Lindsay; Dr. Don Read; Terry Lopez; Dr. Paige H aber-Curran; Dr. Bruno Colmant (Professor, Vlerick 

Business School, Solvay Business School (ULB), Louvain School of Management (UCL), and Roland Berger Strategy Consultants (Partner)) at University of Luxembourg and Institut 

Catholique des Hautes Etudes Commerciales; Aaron Quinn for an insightful parse of ethics involved in journalism; Dr. Howard Earl Gardner (John H. and Elisabeth A. Hobbs Professor, 

Cognition and Education, Harvard Graduate School of Education) for the interesting thesis the set of many distinct intelligences, and David Mucinskas, at Harvard University; Dr. Richard 

Dawkins and Edwina Rogers at Richard Dawkins Foundation for broaching important questions; Dr. James Flynn (Emeritus Professor, Political Studies) at University of Otago in Dunedin, New 

Zealand for a challenging interview and important research into apparent intelligence increases over time; Cognitive Science Society; Eyal Kalanthroff at Israeli Society for Cognitive 

Psychology; Dr. Alvin Plantinga (John A. O'Brien Professor, Philosophy (Emeritus)) at University of Notre Dame and (Inaugural Holder, Jellema Chair, Philosophy) at Calvin College; Zuade 

Kaufman (Publisher), Christopher Hedges (Journalist), and Katherine at Truthdig; Fr. & Dr. George V. Coyne, S.J. (McDevitt Chair, Religious Philosophy; Vatican Observatory Foundation) and 

Le Moyne College for opportunities, support, and setting an example of the ability to hold controversial convictions and intellectual opinion; Father Robert Barron and Nanette at Word on Fire; 

Dr. William Dembski of Discovery Institute; Maryam Namazie at Iran Solidarity, One Law for All and the Council of Ex-Muslims of Britain; Karl Low (Managing Editor, The Voice Magazine) 

at Athabasca University; Dr. Wanda Cassidy (Associate Professor, Education; Director, Centre for Education, Law and Society), Dr. Chantal Faucher (Postdoctoral Fellow, Education; Center for 

Education, Law and Society), Dr. Sarah Lubik (Lecturer, Beedie School of Business), Jade Andersen, Madeleine Thien (Writer-in-Residence, 2013/14), Patricia Coburn, Conrad Locke, Ovid 

Durbalau, Rosaline Baik (Explorations, Arts & Sciences), Madhav Goyal, Erin Westwood (Secretary to the Dean), Ed Deeks (Surrey Coordinator, SFSS), Tracey Anbinder (Manager, Academic 

& Administrative Services, Arts & Social Sciences), Blossom Malhan, Heather Corbett, Jessica Leung, Satwinder Gill, Dr. Zabrina Brumme (Assistant Professor, Health Sciences) for the coffee, 

Aniqa Shahid, Dr. Rolf Mathewes (Professor, Paleoecology & Palynology) for the opportunity of an interesting interview, Leah Bjornson and Melissa Roach (News, The Peak), Alison Roach 

(Coordinator, The Peak), Max Hill (Features, The Peak), David Proctor (Business/Advertising, The Peak), Brandon Hillier (Multimedia, The Peak), Tessa Perkins (Arts, The Peak), Joel 

Mackenzie (Opinions, The Peak), Freya Olson (Promotions, The Peak), April Alayon (Production & Design, The Peak), Anderson Wang (Photos, The Peak), Natasha Wahid (Copy, The Peak), 

Dustin Simmonds (Copy, The Peak), Rachelle Tjahyana (Production and Design, The Peak), Jacey Gibb (Humour, The Peak), Katherine Gillard (Promotions, The Peak), Adam van der Zwan 

(Opinions, The Peak), Paige Smith (Multimedia, The Peak), Kelsey Wilson and Cheyenne Bergenhenegouwen (The Lyre), Dr. Rachel Fouladi (Associate Professor, History, Quantitative & 

Theoretical Area Coordinator; Principal Investigator, Fouladi Psychometric Lab; Elected Member, Society of Multivariate Experimental Psychology) for the time to meet and discuss research, 

and Alexis (Fouladi Psychometric Lab), Kevin Rey, Martin Lee (Let's Talk Science), and Nicole Bance (Let's Talk Science) at Simon Fraser University; Dr. Nannerl Keohane at (Laurance S. 

Rockefeller Distinguished Visiting Professor, Woodrow Wilson School, and the Center for Human Values) Princeton University; Dr. Athene Donald (Professor, Experimental Physics, Soft 

Matter and Biological Physics) at Cambridge University for the piercing interview on the topic of gender and sex in relation to STEM; Dr. Steven Weinberg (Jack S. Josey-Welch Foundation 

Chair in Science and Regental Professor; Director, Theory Research Group; Nobel Prize (Physics), 1979) at The University of Texas at Austin; Dr. Lee Smolin (Professor, Theoretical Physics) at 

The Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of Waterloo, and University of Toronto; Dr. Norman G. Finkelstein for an example of integrity; Ashley Wright for being a love in my 

life; Dr. Noam Chomsky (Institute Professor & Professor (Emeritus), Linguistics) at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology; Myrna and Doug Pfeifer; Arielle Friedman; Dr. Evangelos 

Katsioulis, M.D. at World Intelligence Network (WIN), Academy of Abilities Assessment (Anadeixi), QIQ, GRIQ, CIVIQ, HELLIQ, OLYMPIQ, IQID, and The Giga Society for an example of 

quality correspondence and writing – and patience with me; Risa Simon at TransplantFirstAcademy and ProActive Path; Dr. Daniel Dennett (Austin B. Fletcher Professor, Philosophy; Co-

Director, Center for Cognitive Studies) at Tufts University; Dr. Aubrey de Grey (Methusaleh Foundation, Strategies for Engineered Negligible Senescence Research Foundation, and the journal 

Rejuvenation Research) for support and an interviewee recommendation with a fascinating fellow; Imam Rahman, Pastor Mackenzie, and Rabbi Falcon of the Three Amigos; Paul Krassner 

(Founder, Editor, & Contributor) of The Realist for inspiration in pursuit of honest discourse; Dr. Kirsten Johnson, M.D. (CEO, Humanitarian U; Program Director, Humanitarian Studies 

Initiative (HSI), McGill University; Assistant Faculty member, Harvard Humanitarian Initiative, Harvard University; Director, Canadian Consortium for Humanitarian 

Training (CCHT); Emergency Medicine Physician, McGill University; Assistant Professor, Family Medicine, McGill University; Board Member, International Humanitarian Studies 

Association) at McGill University for taking the time from an extraordinarily busy schedule for an interview in addition to setting an example of tacit humanist principles; Elizabeth Johnson and 

Paul Johnson of GraceRwanda; Elina Halonen (Ph.D. Candidate; Editor, InDecisionBlog:) at University of Turku for the opportunity to collaborate; Diana Phan at California State University, 

Long Beach; Dr. Douglas Rushkoff at Maybe Logic Academy; Dr. Amy Wax (Robert Mundheim Professor, Law, University of Pennsylvania Law School) at University of Pennsylvania for an 

important lesson in research; Ragav Kumar at University of Victoria; Dr. Hawa Abdi (Founder, Hawa Abdi Foundation; Physician & Human Rights Activist) for inspiration, and Jasmine Lam, at 

the Hawa Abdi Foundation; Rotary International; Rotary Club; Langley Kinsmen Rotary Club; Dr. Baba Ram Dass and Raghu Markus; Dr. Diana T. Sanchez (Associate Professor, Social 

Psychology/Intradisciplinary Health; Principal Investigator, Stigma, Health, and Close Relationships Lab) and Dr. Laurie Rudman (Professor, Social Psychology; Director, Rutgers 

University Social Cognition Laboratory) at Rutgers University; Dr. Sally Satel, M.D. (Lecturer; W.H. Brady Scholar, American Enterprise Institute) at Yale University for work opportunities, 

recommendations, and encouraging remarks; Judy Mayka of American Enterprise Institute; Dr. Neda Kerimi (Postdoctoral Fellow; Editor, InDecisionBlog:); Dr. Mahzarin Banaji (Professor, 

Psychology; Head Tutor) at Harvard University; Kwantlen Student Association; Dr. Gira Bhatt (Instructor, Psychology; Director, AT-CURA) for research opportunities, but more importantly 

kindness, Dr. Wayne Podrouzek (Chair, Psychology; Instructor) for the consistent presence in my life, for working overtime, serving beyond the call of educator duty, and mentoring through 

difficult circumstances continued support with recommendations, academic tough love, and setting an example of the pursuit of academic freedom, Dr. Andre Asfalg (Postdoctoral Fellow, 

Psychology) for lunch and minor mentorship, Dr. Roger Tweed (Instructor, Psychology; Co-Investigator and Lead Research, Quantitative Studies, AT-CURA) for the opportunity to collaborate, 

research opportunities, but more importantly kindness, Sandra Alfonso (AT-CURA), Dr. Betty Rideout (Instructor, Psychology) for continual thoughtful answers to random questions and 

genuine care for my wellbeing encouragement, positivity, and concrete additions to independent work mentoring, consistent presence in my life, and thoughtful correspondence, Dr. Amir 

Mirfakhraie (Instructor, Sociology), Dr. Dada Adebayo (Instructor, Psychology) for his large heart, Harry McNeil, Joseph Watson-Mackay, Gail Suderman (Instructor, Music), Nishan Perera 

(Instructor), Marketing, Management & Education), Thor Frohn-Nielsen (Instructor, History), Dr. Diane Purvey (Dean, Arts) for at-a-distance support consistent support, Dr. Farhad Dastur 

(Associate Dean, Arts; Instructor, Psychology) for coffee, three of them – even one in the little hometown, and early inspiration; Dr. Kyle Matsuba (Instructor, Psychology), Dr. Balbir Gurm 

(Instructor, Nursing), Chris Burns (Librarian), Linda Woodcock (Librarian), Elaine Samwald (Librarian), Dr. Daniel Bernstein (Instructor, Psychology; Tier 2 Canada Research Chair in Lifespan 

Cognition) for good cheer, honing my research abilities through asking good questions, and compassion in difficult circumstances, research opportunities, mentoring, consistent stances of support 

and constructive critique, mentoring, consistent stances of support and constructive critique, mentoring, research opportunities, thoughtful feedback, and patience with an at times guarded-heart 

individual; Martin Vane-Hunt at Lifespan Cognition Lab; Aaron, Sana, Saed, and Kurt for a lesson in clear communication and representation; Ezra S. Shanken (Chief Executive Officer) and 

Becky Saegert at Jewish Federation of Greater Vancouver; Edie Bijdemast at Netherlands Association and Greater Vancouver Dutch Network; Dr. Randall Engle (Professor, School of 

Philosophy, Psychology, and Language Sciences; Principal Investigator, Attention & Working Memory Lab) at Georgia Institute of Technology; Vijay Jain (President) and Anand Jain (Co-

Founder) at Jain Centre of British Columbia; Trina and Reverend Susan Thompson at Evangelical Lutheran Church in Canada; Jimmy de la Torre (Professor, Graduate School of Education) at 

Rutgers University; Chris Cole (Member & Internet Officer) at The Mega Society; Dr. Susan Hughson (Past President) at British Columbia Humanist Association; Eric Adriaans at Center for 

Inquiry Canada for the direct and honest responses to complex questions, and prompt correspondence; Safwan Choudry at Ahmadiyya Muslim Jama'at or Ahmadiyya Muslim Community; Chair, 

Outside in Pathways; Director, Brain Trust Charity; Former British Chess Champion; Bronze Medal, World Team Championship; Right to Arms, Royal College of Arms; Freeman, City of 

London; Winner (Two Times), Global Chess Oscar; Ex-Head (1994-2000), Mind Sports Faculty; Ex-Chess Tutor, Imperial Court of Iran; Gold Medal, Chinese Olympic Association; Gold 

Medalist, European Championship; Honorary Board Member, World Intelligence Network (WIN); The Global Media and PR Director, World Memory Sports Council; Ex-Head (2013/2014), 

Leadership Academies Prince Philipp of Liechtenstein and President of Mexico, Vicente Fox, in Leon; Britain’s Senior International Chess Grandmaster; International Arbiter, Fédération 

Internationale des Échecs (FIDE) or World Chess Federation; Co-Founder, World Memory Championships; Count of the Order of Torres Madras, Portugal) at The Brain Trust; Leighann Lord 

for the positive example; British Columbia Psychological Association; Dr. Danielle Polage at Central Washington University; Dr. Stephen Lindsay; Dr. Don Read; Terry Lopez; Erica Grimm; 

Dr. Arleigh Reichl for research opportunities, but more importantly kindness; David Hamilton; Erica; Gerry Mares Azules; Karen; Krystina; Leslie Westgate; Surindar Athawal; Wendy Palen; 

Dr. Bruce Whittlesea for the mentorship and training of instructors of eventual influence and inspiration to me; Dr. Michael Shermer at Skeptic Magazine; Mallory Galant; Michael Ringland; 

Michelle Hunt; Mike & Shelly; Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints Brothers, Sisters, and Elders including Crowell, Sharp, Spencer, Cardno (for an example of character), and others; 

Russell Ogden; Shauna Steger; Taylor Hamilton; Tim Shieh; Varun Jain; Victoria Thieu for assistance in piano and an example of character; Vikram Khandpur for pursuit of education in spite of 

difficulties; William Broverman; Sofia & Vera for examples of happiness in times of struggle; Nancy Chea; Paul Hillsdon; Richard LeGrand; Ross Halliday for encouragement at coffee; Kyle 

Latchford for singular assistance in professional appearance; Lenee Son; Madison; Matt & Jan, and Angela, for examples of hard work; Jason McBain; Jason; Jesse Devlin; Kendrick Ultra; 

James Busser for overcoming personal difficulties; Geoff Cleeve; Dr. Susan Hughson at British Columbia Humanist Association for an important lesson in work; Gloria Larsen for an example of 

a calm demeanor; Gourav Shah; Cameron Hitchcock; Lison Daubigeon for the kind heart; Iraqlee for an example of charity; Ivy Ng; Chanel Kwong for an example of positivity; Cheryl Lee; 

Chris Tubb; Elaine and Darryl; Ann Rhi; Andrew Littler for an example of persistence in spite of personal difficulties with reduced physical capabilities; Anca; Aaron Pang for honesty; Elisa 

Hunter; Alfred Zhang for an example of aesthetic appreciation; Ali (Mohammed) Abdullah for the positivity; Ben Best (Director, Research Oversight) at Life Extension Foundation for the 

comprehensive lifetime of research to undergird the complete interview, and for permission to transform the interview into one book, an academic ebook, for the purpose of cultural, educational, 

and social value; Alexandra Lipskaia for the example of self-starting; Fr. & Dr. Paul Gabor (Vice Director) at Vatican Observatory Research Group for the example of precise commentary, edits 

in written work, and patient consideration; Dr. John Marasigan for the opportunity to meet, collaborate, and the sincere interest in me; Sherry Wilson; Serena Eliza; Marie Pierre Raymond; Dale 

for an absolute kind heart and being a blessing in personal life; Jacy & Stephen for positivity; Ian & Soleil; Britany; John Crossen for long-term thoughtful and kind consideration; Dani; 

Dominique; Genevieve; Ashley for a lesson in life; Tabitha; Terrie for a lesson in priorities; Samantha; Cameron Johnston; Timothy Goertzen; John; Allen; Conrad; Neil; Ed & Nicole; Jonathan 

Rempel at Trinity Western University for being a savior; Rukshana Hassanali at British Columbia Psychological Association; Chris Cole (Member) at The Mega Society for the opportunity 

interview on giftedness; Dr. Arthur Brooks and Paige Tenkhoff at American Enterprise Institute (AEI); Dr. Ray Kurzweil and Nanda Barker-Hook (Comnunications Manager) at Kurzweil 

Technologies; Garry Kasparov and Sergey Risko at Kasparov International Management Inc.; Dr. Tracy Lindbergh (Associate Professor, Indigenous Studies; Director, Indigenous Education; 

Tier 2 Canada Research Chair in Indigenous Traditional Knowledge, Legal Orders and Laws) at Athabasca University; World Sikh Organization of Canada; Matin Ryan Eshaghi at University 

High School; Liana Gheorma at the Interdisciplinary Center for the Scientific Study for Ethics and Morality; David Squires; Bo; Samantha; Morgan Newington (Dream Saver) at BC Student 

Loan; Aqsa Malik; Andrea Eckelman (Survey Research Institute Assistant) at University of Houston; Tracy Osborn (Associate Professor) at The University of Iowa; Elsa Favila (Associate 

Director) at Western Political Science Association; Bob and Andrea; Matt and Jan; Dr. Jill Gatfield at (Tutor, Philosophy) at Athabasca University; Judith Butler; Mr. Fatkin for acceptance, 

interest, and inspiration, Mrs. Fatkin, and Cameron Fatkin; Cora Marrett; Laura Stubbs; Trish Millines Dziko; Lezli Baskerville; Anna Maria Chavez; Lisa P. Jackson; Ann Graybiel; Irena Heim; 

Sabine Iatridou; Susanne Siegel; James Nickason for the care, compassion, and consideration in personal and professional life; Patricia Kuhl; Gisela Striker; Raine Dozier; Bays Blackhall (for the 

http://www.linkedin.com/company/cogn-iq.org?trk=ppro_cprof
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shared wisdom in spurts over a few years); Annie Easley; Barbara McClintock; Diane Fossey; Helen Flanders Dunbars; Feldman Barret; Lannie Kanevsky for setting an example, and setting me 

straight; Susan T. Fiske; Charles Randy Gallistel; Sarah Shuttleworth; Shep Siegel; Giorgione; Shavan; Ara Norenzayan; Jim Enns; Todd C. Handy; Teryn Tsang for the enjoyable company; 

Nicole Poole; Gurpreet Hothi; Ragav Kumar; Vandana Shiva; Andre Aßfalg; Lecia Desjarlais; Zoe Dennison; David Froc; Lynda Hutchinson; Jamie Cellier; Arzo Ansary; Kyle Matsuba; 

Samantha Whelen; Sid Haeri; Cory Pedersen; Elizabeth Kreykenbohm; Arthur Bailey; Abbey Ratcliff John Rayray Dema-ala; Elaine Bridger for the kind times in psychology with Ashiq; Arielle 

Friedman and Amy Winter for wonderful work in collaboration; Genni Gunn; Oana Salcescu; Jill Denio; Thea Zerbe; Steven Pinker (Johnstone Family Professor, Psychology) at Harvard 

University; Nuhyn and Oakwhyndhr at Pagan Federation International Canada; Karina Albert (Member Services Coordinator) at Canadian Counselling and Psychotherapy 

Association/Association canadienne de counseling et de psychothérapie; Dr. Jimmy de la Torre (Educational Psychology, Professor) Rutgers, The State University of New Jersey; Philip Carr-

Gomm, Adrian Rooke, JJ Middleway, and Maria at Order of Bards, Ovates & Druids; Chris Cole (Internet Officer and Member) at The Mega Society; Pat O’Brien (Board Vice-Cahir) at Center 

for Inquiry Canada; Dara Parker (Executive Director) at Qmunity; Shayna Leenstra (Assistant to the Dean, School of the Arts, Media + Culture) at Trinity Western University; Rabbi Miriam 

Jerris, Ph.D. and Lisa Ferrari at Society for Humanistic Judaism; Frater Ogmern of the Magical Pact of the Illuminates of Thanateros and Iilluminates of Thanateros North America; Professor 

Aziza T. Shad (Professor, SOM Clinician Scholar Track; Amey Distinguished Professor of Neuro-Oncology and Childhood Cancer, Lombardi Comprehensive Cancer Center, Medstar 

Georgetown University Hospital; Director, Division of Pediatric Hematology/Oncology, Blood and Marrow Transplantation; Director, Leukemia Lymphoma Program; Director, Cancer 

Survivorship Program) and Todd Hyacinth at Georgetown University; Elana Scharf (Vendor Coordinator) at University of California, Irvine; Ivo Martinich (Continuing Studies) at The 

University of British Columbia; Lecia Desjarlais, Bertrand Sager, Dr. Kevin Hamilton, Dr. Arleigh Reichl, Dr. Carla MacLean, Nicole Pernat, Louise Meilleur, Ivy, and Rand; Richard Loren 

(Former Manager, Grateful Dead); Dr. Jonathan Schooler (Professor, Psychological & Brain Sciences) and Blaire C. Schembari (Lab Manager & Researcher, META Lab) at University of 

California, Santa Barbara; Dr. Rajiv Jhangiani (for early inspiration); Dr. Mazen Guirguis (Instructor, Philosophy), Dr. David Froc (Instructor, Psychology), Dr. Cory Pedersen (Instructor, 

Psychology), Dr. Romy Kozak (Associate Dean, Arts), Dr. Tracey Kinney (Instructor, History), Dr. Robert MacDonald (Instructor, Psychology) for the recommendation and for a hard-nosed 

example, Dr. Diane Naugler (Associate Dean, Arts), Christina Fung (Administrative Assistant, Dean’s Office), Dr. Charles Quist-Adade (Instructor, Sociology) for the research and work 

opportunities, Kyle Mitchell (Instructor, Sociology), Vic Herr, Candace McKill (Administrative Assistant, Arts), Melody Mercado (Administrative Assistant, Sociology), Kwantlen Psychology 

Society, Women Organizing Opportunities for Women, Kwantlen Student Association, Dr. Kevin Hamilton (Instructor, Psychology), Dr. Faith Auton-Cuff (Instructor, Educational Studies), Dr. 

David Burns (Instructor, Educational Studies), Dr. Sarah Hickinbottom-Brawn (Instructor, Educational Studies), Dr. Ann-Marie Mclellan (Instructor, Educational Studies), Adriana Spyker (for 

collaboration), Kachine Bige, Leneè Tai, Desiree Yu, Sophia Veale (for patience and kindness in hard times), Chanel Kwong (for setting an example), Iman Ghahremani (for setting an example), 

Ehssan Khodemooni (Previously KPU and UBC), Sheridan Taylor, Dr. Larissa Petrillo (Instructor, Anthropology), Alicia Poon, Kwantlen Counselling and Education Student Club, Dr. Carla 

MacLean (Instructor, Psychology), Dr. Betty Anne Buirs (Instructor, English), Kari Michaels, Dr. Ashiq Shah (Instructor, Psychology) for an example of moving quietly and honorably through 

life, Center for Global and Multi-Centric Education, Dr. Wayne Fenske (Instructor, Philosophy), The Centre for Interdisciplinary Research: Community Learning & Engagement, Bradley 

Anderson (Instructor, Business), Shauna McAuley-Bax (Instructor, Business), Dr. Patrick Findler (Instructor, Philosophy), Dr. Colin Ruloff (Instructor, Philosophy) for subtle, consistent 

inspiration, Dr. Jean McKendry (Librarian) for concern, Fatima Zaidi, Jan Penhorwood (Librarian), Lisa Hubick (Librarian), Kwantlen Polytechnic University Student Life and Development, 

Sue Shu-Hsien Lee (Instructor, English), Dr. Steve Charlton (Instructor, Psychology), Leslee Birch (Executive Assistant, Office of Research and Scholarship), Jason Dyer (Associate Vice 

President, Research), Catherine Parlee (Research Services Coordinator, Office of Research and Scholarship), Kurt Penner (Instructor, Psychology) for compassion), Dr. Jonathan Katz (Instructor, 

Philosophy), Dr. Melinda Hogan (Instructor, Philosophy), Brendan Fernandes for an example of work ethic, Daniel Derksen, Amy Yiu (Program Assistant, Student Life & Development), 

Theresa Voorsluys (Acting Coodinator, Student Life; Coordinator, Service Learning), Office of Research and Scholarship, Dr. Jocelyn Lymburner (Instructor, Psychology) for the 

recommendation of Man’s Search for Meaning by Viktor Frankl, and Natalie Walker (Confidential Assistant to the Provost, Office of the Provost & Vice President, Academic) at Kwantlen 

Polytechnic University; Ya-Chun Bonnie Chi at Trinity Western University; Leo Jung (Vancouver Area Proctor) of Vancouver Mensa Speaker’s Group; Dr. Seema A. Khan, M.D. (Bluhm 

Family Professor, Cancer Research and Professor, Surgery-Breast Surgery, School of Medicine) and Yolanda Thomas-Jones (School of Medicine) at Northwestern University; Dr. Rakefet 

Ackerman (Assistant Professor, Industrial Engineering and Management) for a positive attitude and example of prompt, polite, and upbeat business correspondence, and Dr. Miriam Erez 

(Professor (Emeritus), Faculty of Industrial Engineering & Management) at Technion: Israel Institute of Technology; Dr. Shere Hite of Hite Research Foundation; Dr. Barbara Forrest (Professor, 

Philosophy; Member, NCSE Board of Directors) at Southeastern Louisiana University; Dr. Mahtab Jafari (Associate Professor, Pharmaceutical Sciences; Director, Pharmaceutical Sciences 

Undergraduate Program; Vice Chair, Pharmaceutical Sciences; Joint Appointments, Pharmacology and Ecology/Evolutionary Biology) for suggesting to introduce more questions relating to 

personal emotional struggles mentoring, lunches, advising, critical inquiry, collaboration for women in leadership, and setting an example of seeing the wonder in life regardless of circumstance 

introducing me to Matin, the mentorship, the meals and coffees, the kind-hearted conversation, and the interview, Dr. Elizabeth Loftus (Distinguished Professor, Social Ecology; Professor, Law, 

and Cognitive Science) for the time to meet, discuss, and provide personal resources, Dr. Francisco Ayala (Donald Bren Professor, Biological Sciences; Professor, Philosophy; Professor, Logic 

and the Philosophy of Science, Logic & Philosophy of Science) for setting an example of one’s duties to others, especially the young, and that work never ends – and that it’s a good thing, and 

the time to meet, discuss, and provide personal resources, Dr. Kristen Monroe (Chancellor's Professor; Director, University of California, Irvine Interdisciplinary Center for the Scientific Study 

of Ethics and Morality; Book Review Editor, Political Psychology) for mentoring, research opportunities, the publishing opportunity, absolute kindness, complete support, and faith, Marilu 

Daum (Administrative Assistant, University of California, Irvine), Sylvia Lotito (Administrative Assistant, Physics and Astronomy), Edna Mejia (Administrative Assistant, Economics), 

Mohammed (Ali) Abdullah, Matin Eshaghi, Massil Adnani, Archer, Silvia Avetisian, Eric Baldwin, Daniel Driscoll, Gabriel Forthal, Liana Gheorma, Jennifer Jones, Sabrina Liang, Gina Park, 

Kyle Pham, and Alex Raleigh at the University of California, Irvine; Sue Kelly of the Postgraduate Students' Association at Victoria University of Victoria-Wellington; Dr. Maryanne Garry 

(Professor, Faculty of Graduate Research, Psychology) for support, Gregory Franco for the short chance to converse on collaboration, Nicola Panapa (From me to you: Kia Ora), Matt Crawford, 

and Gina Grimshaw at University of Victoria-Wellington; S. Abbas Raza (Founder; Editor) at 3QuarksDaily for the opportunity to an unknown young person, for support, and his compassionate 

and insightful letter consistent, long-term support, and an acute sensitivity to personal plight with a kind letter at the right time in the right way; Dr. & Fr. Paul Gabor, S.J. (Vice Director) at 

Vatican Research Observatory Group; Dr. Azra Raza, M.D. (Director, Myelodysplastic Syndrome Center; Editor, 3QuarksDaily) at Columbia University for consistent support and a sense of 

values rooted in a common humanity, a lesson through poetry about solidarity and sympathy, a distance and wisdom in observing life’s movements, and consistent, long-term support and select 

dissemination; Dr. Glen Bodner (Professor, Psychology) for last-minute support, Dr. Susan Graham (Professor, Psychology; Tier 2 Canada Research Chair in Language/Cognitive Development), 

Katy Macklan, and the Psychology Society at the University of Calgary; Shane Seger at Yale University; Dr. Sadrollah Alborzi (Professor) Dr. Sadrollah Alborzi for generosity of spirit – best of 

blessings in these continued difficult times for your wife, and for you too this time – and setting an example of a sense of hope in dire circumstances, and Dr. Anthony Greenwald (Professor, 

Psychology; Adjunct Professor, Marketing and International Business) at University of Washington for the coffee with Sven, Danny, Alex, and myself – as a first-year student; Dr. Rochel 

Gelman (Professor; Co-Director, Center for Cognitive Science) for the patience with me – and apology for the mistake - and Jo’Ann Meli at Rutgers University; Samantha Paige Whelen 

previously at University of Toronto; Bo Lee; Dr. Adele Diamond (Professor, Developmental Cognitive Neuroscience and Psychiatry; Fellow, Royal Society of Canada; Founding Member, 

Center for Interdisciplinary Research and Collaboration in Autism; Founding Fellow, Institute of Mental Health; Tier 1 Canada Research Chair in Developmental Cognitive Neuroscience), James 

Nickason, Sabrina Chang for the opportunity learn about human sexual psychology, Dr. Boris Gorzalka (Professor, Psychology), Dr. Andrew Martindale (Assistant Professor, Anthropology), 

Lecia Desjarlais, Shauna Steger, Victoria Thieu, Claire O’Grady, Conchita Suarez, Deb Pickman (Marketing & Communications Mgr., Theatre & Film; Co-Founder & Ensemble Member, 

shameless hussy productions), Veronika Bondarenko and Jovana Vranic (News, The Ubyssey), Jenica Montgomery (Culture, The Ubyssey), Will McDonald (Coordinator, The Ubyssey), Nick 

Adams (Design, The Ubyssey), Steven Richards (Web Developer, The Ubyssey), Mackenzie Walker (Photo, The Ubyssey), Jack Hauen (Sports, The Ubyssey), Austen Earhardt (Opinions and 

Blog, The Ubyssey), Lu Zhang (Video Producer, The Ubyssey), and Lily Cai (Promotions and Distribution Coordinator, The Ubyssey) at The University of British Columbia; Dr. Zoe Dennison 

(Instructor, Psychology), Dr. Sven van de Wetering (Chair, Psychology) for setting an example of making appropriate priorities in life and lessons in critical inquiry to even apparently ‘obvious’ 

subject matter for research, an example of consistent adherence to principled living, and serious consideration of corybantic and cockamamie proposals, and an intellectual challenge, consistent 

presence, and acceptance of ridiculous concepts, even setting an example of principled living for intrinsic values amongst the shifting sands of life, Linda Dahl (Administrative Assistant, Access 

and Continuing Education), and Brenda Philips (Librarian) at University of the Fraser Valley; Louise Meilleur and Dr. Ellen Peters (Professor, Psychology; Director, Behavioral Decision Making 

Initiative) at Ohio State University; Reverend Ivan Stang (Co-Founder; Author) of Church of the SubGenius and Church of the SubGenius Foundation for the one rule about taking a joke; 

Voytek Stradomski, Christine, Audrey; Dr. Leda Cosmides and Dr. Joel Thurston at University of California, Santa Barbara; Dr. Kenneth Miller (Professor, Biology) at Brown University for the 

honest and true-to-his-Catholicism message, and for generous and respectful correspondence on a topic with known political charge, and not self-censoring; Scott Sleek and Sandra Brookhart at 

Association for Psychological Science; Aislinn Hunter (Instructor, Creative Writing, Kwantlen Polytechnic University) at University of Edinburgh; PSI CHI; Ayaan Hirsi Ali and Elizabeth of the 

Ayaan Hirsi Ali Foundation; Melissa Hartman of the John Hopkins Center for Talented Youth; Dr. Lawrence Krauss (Foundation Professor, Earth and Space Exploration; Director, Origins 

Project) and Jessica Strycker at Arizona State University; Dr. Jonathan Wai (Research Scientist, Talent Identification Program) Duke University & Case Western Reserve University; Dr. Jill 

Tarter (Outgoing Director) of Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence (SETI); Dr. Carol Tavris (Social Psychologist, Writer, Lecturer) for an important lesson in appropriate and proper 

referencing; Sarah Brookhart of American Psychological Association; Esther Cho and Salman Khan of Khan Academy; Dr. Susan Blackmore (Visiting Professor) for a great lesson in appropriate 

scheduling and recommendations for internet links and Alison Seldon at University of Plymouth; Dr. Nannerl E. Keohane (Laurance S. Rockefeller Distinguished Visiting Professor, Woodrow 

Wilson School and Center for Human Values) at Princeton University; Dr. Richard Dawkins and Edwina Rogers at Richard Dawkins Foundation; Dr. Michael Behe (Discovery Institute) at 

Lehigh University for generous and respectful correspondence on a topic with known political charge, and not self-censoring; Pippa Sloane of MarilynvosSavant.com; Marilyn vos Savant of 

Parade Magazine and MarilynvosSavant.com for select, thoughtful discernment for publications, and apology for the mistake, and thank you for the opportunities; Derren Brown and Greg Day; 

Craig Cantlie (Principal, Caulfeild iDEC/Eagle Harbour Montessori, West Vancouver School District), Cari Wilson (Elementary District Innovation Support Leader in SD45 - West Vancouver), 

Brooke Moore (Vice Principal and teacher at West Bay Elementary), and Garth Thomson at TEDWestVancouverEd; Dr. Janet Metcalfe (Professor, Psychology, Neurobiology and Behavior) at 

Columbia University; Dr. Massimo Pigliucci (Professor, Philosophy; co-host, Rationally Speaking Podcast; Editor-in-Chief, Scientia Salon) at City University of New York: Lehman College; 

Dr. Wendy Suzuki (Professor, Neural Science and Psychology, Center for Neural Science) at New York University; Michael Chaoui at Laverne College; Luisa Kregel and Dr. Lupita Hernandez; 

Jeri Barrett at SENS; Shawn Brouwer and Natalie Anturri at Trinity Western University; David Cobb of the Historic Chief Skugaid; Imam Soharwardy, Joseph Emmanuel Yaba, Stacey Piercey, 

Yasmine Mohammed, John Collins, Ruth Henrich, Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, Graham Powell, Sandy Marshall, Amanda Parker, Graham Powell, Sarah Lubik, Leo Igwe, Tarek Fatah, Sheryl 

Fink, Sadia Hameed, Md. Sazzadul Hoque, Annie Laurie Gaylor, James Robert Flynn, Gita Sahgal, Alix Jules, Pascal Landa, Rick Raubenheimer and Jani Schoeman, Sufi Imam Syed 

Soharwardy, Iona Italia, Mahua Mukherje, Ronald K. Hoeflin; Pascal Landa, Ronald K. Hoeflin, Iona Italia, Gordon Guyatt, Iona Italia, Sarah Lubik, John Collins and Jennifer Hamilton, Aubrey 

de Grey, Graham Powell, Michael Ruse; Dr. Kathy Bullock, Imam Syed B. Soharward, Terry Waslow, Monika Orski, Hasan Zuberi, M.B.A., Erik Hæreid, Massimo Caliaro, YoungHoon Kim 

(김영훈), Massimo Pigliucci, Richard Sheen, Thomas Wolf, atthew Scillitani, Andreas Gunnarsson, Tim Roberts, Guillermo Alejandro Escárcega Pliego, Duncan Pritchard, Bwambale 

Musubaho Robert, Giuseppe Corrente, Zara Kay, Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko, Erik Hæreid, James Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, Tiberiu Sammak, Carey Linde, 

John Collins, Chris R. Kilford, Henrik Lagerlund, Sandra Schlick, Björn Liljeqvist , Justin Duplantis, Jc Beall, Cameron Dunkin, Gus Lyn-Piluso, Doug Thomas, Greg Oliver, Michel Virard, 

Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Seanna Watson, Paul Cooijmans, Marco Ripa, Rod Taylor, Dionysios Maroudas, HanKyung Lee, Kirk Kirkpatrick, Laurent Dubois, Marco Ripà, Mislav Predavec, 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/katherine-bullock
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/in-sightjournal.com/2018/08/22/orski-one/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/in/zuberi/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.facebook.com/massimo.caliaro.5
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/usiassociation.org/2019/07/17/president-younghoon-kim-%ea%b9%80%ec%98%81%ed%9b%88/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/usiassociation.org/2019/07/17/president-younghoon-kim-%ea%b9%80%ec%98%81%ed%9b%88/
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and Tor Jørgensen; and others unstated, i.e. unknown to me, but involved - and to those assisting in innumerable ways, but unbeknownst to them - in direct coordination or assistance in 

coordination, support and personal encouragement, and suggestions for advertising and contacts. 
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atheists from holding public office. After an eight-year battle, Herb won a unanimous decision in the South Carolina 

Supreme Court, striking down this religious test requirement. 

Herb has written for the for the Washington Post, Huffington Post, The Humanist, Free Inquiry, Humanistic 

Judaism, and other magazines and blogs. Herb is a recipient of the American Humanist Association Lifetime 

Achievement Award. Herb has appeared in debates on topics like: Can We Be Moral Without God? Does God 

Exist? Is America a Christian Nation? He has also debated at the Oxford Union in Oxford, England on the topic: 

Does American Religion Undermine American Values? 

Herb is the author of Candidate Without a Prayer: An Autobiography of a Jewish Atheist in the Bible Belt (2012) 

and An Atheist Stranger in a Strange Religious Land: Selected Writing from the Bible Belt (2017). He co-

authored The Fundamental of Extremism: The Christian Right in America (2003), Short Reflections on 

Secularism (2019), and Short Reflections on American Secularism’s History and Philosophy (2020). 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.herbsilverman.com/


ISSN 2369-6885 

 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 20 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

 

Dr. Kathy Bullock 
Past Chair, Islamic Society of North America-Canada (ISNA-Canada); Lecturer, Political Science, University of 

Toronto at Mississauga; Past President, Tesselate Institute; President, Compass Books 

Katherine Bullock received her Ph.D. in political science from the University of Toronto (1999). She is a Lecturer in 

the Department of Political Science, University of Toronto at Mississauga. Her teaching focus is political Islam from 

a global perspective, and her research focuses on Muslims in Canada, their history, contemporary lived experiences, 

political and civic engagement, debates on the veil, and media representations of Islam and Muslims. 

Her publications include: Muslim Women Activists in North America: Speaking for Ourselves, and Rethinking 

Muslim Women and the Veil: Challenging Historical and Modern Stereotypes which has been translated into Arabic, 

French, Malayalam, and Turkish. Bullock is President of Compass Books, dedicated to publishing top-quality books 

about Islam and Muslims in English. 

She is past President of The Tessellate Institute, a non-profit research institute in Canada, and of the Islamic Society 

of North America- Canada. She served as editor of the American Journal of Islamic Social Sciences (AJISS) from 

2003 – 2008. She was Vice President of the North American Association of Islamic and Muslim Studies (NAAIMS) 

from 2013-2017. Originally from Australia, she lives in Oakville, Canada with her husband and children. She 

embraced Islam in 1994. 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/katherine-bullock
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/isnacanada.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/katherine-bullock
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/political-science/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.utm.utoronto.ca/
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J.J. Middleway 
Member, Order of Bards Ovates and Druids (OBOD); Member, Mankind Project – (MKP UK) 

JJ Middleway is a Druid member of OBOD, where he served for seventeen years as tutor/mentor. He is a Celebrant, 

delivering ceremonies to mark Birth , Marriage and Death (Naming, Handfasting ans Parting), across the full 

spectrum of society. His ritual and ceremonial work encompasses marking the eight seasonal festivals of the ‘Wheel 

of the Year’ and is focussed on a deep reverence for the Earth along with a laugh and a smile. 

He developed and leads regular sessions of Enchanting the Void; a Western form of devotional chanting, geared 

toward the honouring and healing of the Land. He is an ‘Elder’ of several communities across UK and Europe, as 

well as leading singing groups and teaching extensively. His earlier claims to fame, were being born and brought up 

in a neighbouring street to Ozzy Osbourne, of playing maracas with The Incredible String Band and of sleeping 

through two thirds of Jimi Hendrix’s last ever live concert. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.druidry.org/about-us/speakers-workshop-leaders
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.druidry.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/mankindproject.org/
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Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson 
Lead Psychologist, Collaborative Centre for Justice and Safety, University of Regina; Founder, Hawkeye 

Associates; Vice-President, Humanist Canada 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson is a Registered Doctoral Psychologist with expertise in Counselling Psychology, 

Educational Psychology, and Human Resource Development. He earned qualifications in Social Work too. Duly 

note, he has five postsecondary degrees, which is a lot, of which 3 are undergraduate level. His research interests 

include memes as applied to self-knowledge, the evolution of religion and spirituality, the aboriginal self’s structure, 

residential school syndrome, prior learning recognition and assessment, and the treatment of attention deficit 

disorder and suicide ideation. 

He is interested in the study of the self and cross-cultural worldviews in which selves are imbedded with a focus on 

Adlerian psychotherapy, humanism, cognitive-behaviouralism, and neo-Freudianism in an eclectic approach. His 

competences exist in counselling psychology, educational psychology (including ability assessments), and human 

resource development. Dr. Robertson’s social work degree included specializations in lifeskills coaching and 

community development. 

He has written on residential school syndrome, the structure of the aboriginal self, the application of memes to self-

understanding, the evolution of spirituality and religion, prior learning assessment and recognition, the treatment of 

suicide ideation and attention deficit disorder, and works on anxiety and trauma, addictions, and psycho-educational 

assessment, and relationship, family, and group counselling. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.justiceandsafety.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.usask.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.humanistcanada.ca/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.humanistcanada.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/?source=post_page---------------------------
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/images/pdf/Resume-CV2.pdf?source=post_page---------------------------
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Marissa Torres Langseth, B.S.N., R.N., 

M.S.N., ANP-BC (retired) 
Founder and Emeritus Chairperson, Humanist Alliance Philippines, International; Creator, HAPI-SHADE 

(Secular Humanist Advocacy Development Education) 

Langseth is the Founder and Emeritus Chairperson to and is an avid philanthropist to HAPI (Humanist Alliance 

Philippines, International), the Creator of HAPI-SHADE (Secular Humanist Advocacy Development Education), 

a pioneer in SEC-registered and non-religious societies in the Philippines, a trailblazer in promoting education and 

community outreach in selected areas to promote humanism and critical thinking in the Philippines, was responsible 

for the very first atheist convention in South East Asia in 2012 (PATAS convention in Bayview, Manila, 

Philippines) and HAPI international affiliations with IHEU and FBBN, and the Creator of HAPI humanist 

curriculum. 

Langseth graduated Cum Laude with a Bachelor of Science in Nursing from the University of San Carlos in Cebu, 

Philippines, graduated from Lehman College (CUNY) in Bronx NY with a Masters in Adult Health Nursing where 

she wrote a thesis about Domestic Violence, graduated with a GPA 4.0 at College of Mount Saint Vincent in 

Riverdale, NY and has a Post-Master’s Certificate for Adult Nurse Practitioner while also having prescriptive 

privileges and Board Certification. 

In previous posts, she was an Adult Nurse Practitioner for UNH( United Health Group)/Evercare (1999-2015), an 

Adjunct Professor at Queensboro Community College (2005-2006), a Certified Emergency Room Nurse at Lincoln 

Hospital, Bronx, NY (1993-1999), a Nursing Care Coordinator/Supervisor (1990-1993), a Registered Nurse in the 

Kingdom of Saudi Arabia (1985-1989), a Territorial Manager for Carlo Erba (1980-1985). 

Her personal blog since 2009 has been against the tyranny of the Philippine government and fraudulent banking 

practices, which has evolved into a page to vent frustrations around non-religious activism. She as Admin for 

Atheist Against Pseudoscientific Nonsense since 2016, a Member of the American Humanist Association since 

2011, and a Member of IHEU since 2015. 

She is featured in the books Godless Grace: How Nonbelievers Make the World Safer, Personal Paths to 

Humanism, From Superstition to Reason, An Interview with Marissa Torres Langseth, B.S/N., M.S.N., and No 

Outside Intelligence. 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/narsdoktorsausa.org/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/narsdoktorsausa.org/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/the-hapi-founder-corner
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/hapi-shade/hapi-shade-secular-humanist-advocacy-development-education/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/hapi-shade/hapi-shade-secular-humanist-advocacy-development-education/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/hapihumanist.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/narsdoktorsausa.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.amazon.com/Godless-Grace-Nonbelievers-Making-Richer-ebook/dp/B019HNWVG6
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.amazon.com/Personal-Paths-Humanism-Bob-Bhaerman/dp/0931779715
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.amazon.com/Personal-Paths-Humanism-Bob-Bhaerman/dp/0931779715
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.amazon.com/Superstition-Reason-Filipino-Humanists-Humanism/dp/1978074042
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2018/04/an-interview-with-marissa-torres-langseth-b-s-n-m-s-n.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.amazon.com%2Fdp%2F1980708274%3Fref_%3Dpe_870760_150889320&h=ATM60_rDAAOEcCIq4fgJ0YnU6170u-bWafcsK9Nz884dRsVkBVisSdMDW_MUeEpoQtlvBADj8iHZ-M0aAbVJmCMDzRWJ4SOqsK23G-No6UgCHBVPyRrQ_irWNZjiY-JbxA
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/l.facebook.com/l.php?u=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.amazon.com%2Fdp%2F1980708274%3Fref_%3Dpe_870760_150889320&h=ATM60_rDAAOEcCIq4fgJ0YnU6170u-bWafcsK9Nz884dRsVkBVisSdMDW_MUeEpoQtlvBADj8iHZ-M0aAbVJmCMDzRWJ4SOqsK23G-No6UgCHBVPyRrQ_irWNZjiY-JbxA
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Professor Maryanne Garry 
Professor, Psychology, Victoria University of Wellington; Deputy Dean, Faculty of Graduate Research, Victoria 

University of Wellington 

Dr. Maryanne Garry is a Professor in Psychology at Victoria University, and the Deputy Dean of the Faculty of 

Graduate Research. For nearly 20 years, she has studied a puzzle of memory: how is that otherwise intelligent, 

rational people can remember things they never really saw, or experiences they never really had? 

Professor Garry’s interests in applying science to the law predate her interest in memory research or even in 

psychological science. Her undergraduate degrees are in Forensic Science and Chemistry. Professor Garry received 

her PhD in 1993 from the University of Connecticut, and did postdoctoral research at the University of 

Washington under the direction of Professor Elizabeth Loftus, the world’s foremost researcher on human memory 

distortions. 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/psyc/about/staff/maryanne-garry
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.victoria.ac.nz/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/uconn.edu/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.washington.edu/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.washington.edu/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/socialecology.uci.edu/faculty/eloftus
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Rod Taylor 
National Leader, CHP Canada 

Rod Taylor is the National Leader of CHP Canada, the Christian Heritage Party of Canada. He was born in 

1951 in Minneapolis, Minnesota. In the 1960s, his family was involved in the US Civil Rights movement among 

other social justice issues so he was exposed to political activism at a young age. After graduating from high school 

in California, he moved with his parents and siblings to Vancouver, BC in 1968. He became a Canadian citizen in 

1976. 

Rod met his wife, Elaine in Fauquier, BC. They were married in 1974 and celebrated 45 years of marriage this past 

summer. They have two married children and four grandchildren. Rod has worked with his hands most of his adult 

life in Alberta and BC, maintaining track and roadbed for the CNR and working on farms and in the oil and gas 

fields and later, in the lumber industry. From 1987 until 2009, Rod was involved in lumber grading and lumber 

quality control in Smithers, BC, while Elaine operated a local Christian bookstore. In 2000, Rod won the BC Interior 

Lumber Grading Championship and spent the next 9 years teaching lumber grading and serving as QC Supervisor at 

Kyahwood Forest Products in Moricetown, BC, a joint venture between Canfor and the Wetsuweten First Nation. 

Rod has served as a first aid attendant, a union shop steward, a secretary and chairman of workplace safety 

committees, a department supervisor, a director of the Bulkley Valley District Hospital Society, Chairman of the 

Bulkley Valley Christian Literature Society and a director, for over 25 years, of the Smithers Prolife Society. 

Rod has been active in both provincial and federal politics, advancing the causes of Life, Family and Freedom. In 

2001, he ran as a provincial candidate for the BC Unity Party and in 2004, 2006, 2008, 2011 and 2019, he 

represented the CHP in the federal riding of Skeena-Bulkley Valley, one of Canada’s largest electoral districts. In 

2013 and 2017, Rod ran provincially as a candidate for CHP-BC, the Christian Heritage Party of British 

Columbia. 

Rod and Elaine have been members of CHP Canada since before its founding convention, with Elaine serving on the 

first riding association board for Skeena. Rod served as the CHP Deputy Leader from November, 2008 until 

January, 2014 and in November of 2014, became National Leader. From 2009 until the present, Rod has worked 

full-time for the Christian Heritage Party, first as the Western Development Director and later as the National 

Development Director and since 2014 as CHP Leader. 

Rod also participated in the creation of CHP-BC—the first provincial wing of the Christian Heritage Party—which 

involved the reconfiguring of an existing party, the BC Heritage Party. Rod has served as the CHP-BC Leader and 

for a time as President of the federal BC Council of the CHP. 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chp.ca/about/leader/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chp.ca/about/leader/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chp.ca/about/leader/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chp.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/lifecollective.io/smithers
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chpbc.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.chpbc.ca/
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Rod is committed to the restoration of justice, the defence of personal freedoms, especially freedom of speech and 

religion and the protection of innocent human life. He believes in the traditional family and believes that Canada’s 

moral values and national prosperity are rooted in our Christian heritage. He reminds citizens that our Charter of 

Rights and Freedoms begins with these words: “…Canada is founded on principles that recognise the supremacy of 

God and the rule of law…” He is concerned that our freedoms are under attack and that government control and 

sponsorship of media will ultimately result in censorship of important ideas and perspectives. 

In the Spring of 2019, Rod published his first book, The Substance of Things Hoped For, a collection of his 

articles written over the past 10 or 15 years. He travels the country extensively, speaking and encouraging all those 

who are working to protect Life, Family and Freedom. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.rodtaylor.ca/book
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Dr. Sally Satel, M.D. 
Lecturer, Medicine, Yale University; W.H. Brady Fellow, American Enterprise Institute 

Dr. Sally Satel is a resident scholar at AEI and the staff psychiatrist at a local methadone clinic in D.C. Dr. Satel was 

an assistant professor of psychiatry at Yale University from 1988 to 1993 and remains a lecturer at Yale. From 1993 

to 1994 she was a Robert Wood Johnson policy fellow with the Senate Labor and Human Resources Committee. 

She has written widely in academic journals on topics in psychiatry and medicine, and has published articles on 

cultural aspects of medicine and science in numerous magazines and journals. She has testified before Congress on 

veterans’ issues, mental health policy, drug courts, and health disparities. 

Dr. Satel is author of Drug Treatment: The Case for Coercion (AEI Press, 1999), and PC, M.D.: How Political 

Correctness Is Corrupting Medicine (Basic Books, 2001). She is coauthor of One Nation under Therapy (St. 

Martin’s Press, 2005), co-author of The Health Disparity Myth (AEI Press, 2006), and editor of When Altruism Isn’t 

Enough: The Case for Compensating Kidney Donors (AEI Press, 2009). 

Her recent book, co-authored with Emory psychologist Scott Lilienfeld is Brainwashed: The Seductive Appeal of 

Mindless Neuroscience (Basic, 2013). Brainwashed was a finalist for the 2013 Los Angeles Times Book Prize in 

Science. 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.sallysatelmd.com/html/about_the_author.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.yale.edu/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.aei.org/
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Stacey Piercey 
Founder & CEO, Stuff2Digital INC.; Co-Chair, Status of Women Sub-Committee of Human Rights; Member, 

Standing Committee, Advocacy with the Canadian Federation of University Women; Section Chair, National 

Women’s Liberal Commission, Newfoundland and Labrador; Member, Provincial Executive Board, Liberal 

Party of Canada 

Stacey is a highly accomplished senior executive, business owner entrepreneur and, public policy and administration 

advisor. With 25 years of extensive career success in business, economics, finance, government, media and, 

technology. She is an asset for companies looking for insight in business problem solving, regulatory compliance 

and, executive advice. Her areas of expertise include communication, development, and strategy for gender, 

inclusion and diversity policies at all levels of government in Canada. 

In her executive career, Stacey is currently in three leadership positions. As the CEO and founder of Stuff2Digital 

INC. she is responsible for this successful start-up management consulting corporation. She is a leader in change 

management best practices and emphasizes an effective program based on her experiences as a female business 

executive. She is currently the Co-Chair, Status of Women Sub-Committee of Human Rights and, on the Standing 

Committee on Advocacy with the Canadian Federation of University Women. She is Section Chair, National 

Women’s Liberal Commission representing Newfoundland and Labrador and, a member of the Provincial Executive 

Board with the Liberal Party of Canada. 

Stacey is the former BC Liberal Party MLA Candidate for Victoria-Swan Lake in the 2017 British Columbia 

provincial election. She obtained a B.A. in Economics and Business Administration from the Memorial University; 

and a Diploma in Accounting, Business, and Computer Applications from Eastern College. 

Hobbies include listening to the radio, writing short stories and, French cuisine. 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.facebook.com/pg/StaceyPierceyCA/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.facebook.com/Stuff2Digital/


ISSN 2369-6885 

 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 29 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

 

Professor Sven van de Wetering 
Head/Professor, Psychology, University of the Fraser Valley 

Dr. Sven van de Wetering works as an Instructor for the Psychology Department of University of the Fraser 

Valley. Dr. van de Wetering earned his BSc in Biology at The University of British Columbia, and Bachelors of 

Arts, Master of Arts, and PhD in Psychology from Simon Fraser University. His research interest lies in 

“conservation psychology, lay conceptions of evil, relationships between personality variables and political 

attitudes.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/psychology/faculty-and-staff/faculty-members/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ubc.ca/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.sfu.ca/
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Prof. Imam Syed B. Soharwardy 
Founder, Islamic Supreme Council of Canada; Founder, Muslims Against Terrorism 

Prof. Imam Syed B. Soharwardyis the first Muslim Canadian who walked across Canada, more than 6,500 km, 

leading the Multifaith Walk Against Violence. (April 14 to October 27, 2008). 

Imam Syed Soharwardy was born in a highly respected religious family in Karachi, Pakistan. His father, Allama 

Syed Muhammad Riazuddin Soharwardy (May Allah shower His blessings upon him) was a famous Islamic scholar 

and the Imam of Jamia Bughdadi Masjid, Martin Road, Karachi where he established Dar-ul-Aloom Soharwardia. 

Imam Soharwardy’s grandfather, Allama Syed Muhammad Jalaluddin Chishty (May Allah shower His blessings 

upon him) was the Grand Mufti of Kashmir (Baramula). Allama JalaluddinChishty later migrated 

to Amritser (India) where he served as the head of Dar-ul-Aloom Nizamiah Sirajiah and the Imam of a Mosque. 

Imam Syed Soharwardy is one of the direct descendents of Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him). Through 

Imam Ja’far us-Sadiq (May Allah’s peace upon him), Imam Soharwardy’s lineage reaches Sayyidatunnisa (leader of 

all women) Hazrat Fatimah Binte Muhammad Ibn Abdullah (Peace be upon him), the wife of Ameer 

ul Mo’mineen SayyidnaImam Ali (May Allah’s peace upon him). His ancestors migrated from Syria to Iran where 

they settled in Zarrin OR Zarrindasht area in Asfahan province.  

During 1200s A.H. famous sufi scholar Hazrat Syed Bahauddin Ziryani (May Allah be pleased with him) was born 

in this family. Later, Hazrat Syed Bahauddin Ziryani migrated to Kashmir (India) and settled, where in his fifth 

generation, Allama Mufti Syed Muhammad Jalaluddin Chishty (May Allah be pleased with him) was born. 

Imam Soharwardy received his early Islamic education from his father, teacher and Murshad (spiritual guide) in the 

traditional Islamic Madrasah at Bughdadi Masjid, Martin Road, Karachi, Pakistan. Later, he graduated from Dar-ul-

AloomSoharwardia, Karachi. Mr. Soharwardy also earned Bachelor of Arts degree in Islamic Studies from 

University of Karachi. 

Beside his Islamic education, Mr. Soharwardy earned Bachelor of Engineering (Electrical) from N.E.D. University 

of Engineering & Technology, Karachi, Master of Science in Management Engineering from New Jersey Institute of 

Technology,Newark, NJ, USA and Master of Engineering in Project Management from University of Calgary, 

Calgary, Canada. 

Imam Syed Soharwardy was appointed as a teacher at Dar-ul-Aloom Soharwardia where he taught various subjects 

of Islamic studies. Later, he also served as the assistant Imam and Khateeb at Jamia Bughdadi Masjid, Martin Road 

(1971- 1979). Imam Soharwardy has lectured in Pakistan, USA and Saudi Arabia at various universities and 

institutes for over 12 years. 

Prof. Soharwardy is the founder of Muslims Against Terrorism (MAT). He founded MAT in Calgary in January 

1998. He is also the founder of Islamic Supreme Council of Canada (ISCC). He has authored several papers on 

various topics such as, challenges for Muslims in the western world, conflicts within the Muslim community, Intra 

and Inter religion conflicts, terrorism, political Islam, etc. Mr. Soharwardy has addressed hundreds of gatherings in 

Pakistan, USA, UK and Canada on various topics of Islamic faith.  

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Syed_Soharwardy
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/islamicsupremecouncilofcanada.com/?p=2042
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.islamicsupremecouncil.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.m-a-t.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/iscc.us11.list-manage.com/track/click?u=77801fc83d9f850ad9488747d&id=e1ced3151f&e=b3b525454e
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Prof. Soharwardy is the Executive Imam at the Al Madinah Calgary Islamic Assembly, Jamia Masjid Noor-e-

Madinah, Montreal, Jamia Riyadhul Jannah, Mississauga, Jamia Riyadhul Jannah, Edmonton and Jamia 

Masjid Aulia Allah, Surrey, B.C. He lectures in Montreal, Toronto, Mississauga, Brampton, Calgary and Vancouver 

on monthly basis. Imam Soharwardy is the spiritual leader of Jama’at Ahle Sunnat Canada and the World Sufi 

Mission Canada. He is also the founder of Multifaith Club of Calgary. 

Imam Soharwardy has the “Ijazah” in Soharwardy, Qadri and Chishty sufi orders from his Murshad (spiritual 

guide), Allama Syed Muhammad Riazuddin Soharwardy, Qadri, Chishty (May Allah’s blessings upon him). He is 

the Khalifah of his Murshad. His students and Murideen (disciples) have spread out all over the world. 

Imam Soharwardy is a strong advocate of Islamic Tasawuf (Sufism) and believes that the world will be a better 

place for everyone, if we follow what Prophet of Islam, Muhammad (Peace be upon him) has said, ” You will not 

have faith unless you like for others what you like for yourself.” He believes that the spiritual weakness in human 

causes all kinds of problems. Mr. Soharwardy can be contacted at Soharwardy@shaw.ca OR Phone (403)-831-

6330 OR 416-994-5467. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/mailto:Soharwardy@shaw.ca
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Terry Waslow, M.B.A. 
Executive Director (Former Board Chair), Congress of Secular Jewish Organizations; President, Old York Road 

Genealogical Society; Board Member, International Institute for Secular Humanistic Judaism 

Terry Waslow is the Executive Director of the Congress of Secular Jewish Organizations. Previously, she served 

four years as the Board Chair. She currently serves on the Board of the International Institute for Secular Humanistic 

Judaism and is President of the the Board of the Old York Road Genealogical Society. 

Terry’s Master’s in Business Administration is focused on Nonprofits and her undergraduate degree is in Human 

Services/Counseling. She has worked for over 25 years with individuals and families impacted by physical, 

intellectual and/or economic challenges to build fully inclusive communities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/in/terry-waslow-5875a262/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.csjo.org/board-of-directors
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.csjo.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.abingtonfreelibrary.org/about-us
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.abingtonfreelibrary.org/about-us
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/iishj.org/


ISSN 2369-6885 

 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 33 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

 

Tim Moen 
President, Libertarian Party of Canada 

Tim Moen grew up on a farm in Northern Alberta. He learned the values of freedom, hard work, responsibility, and 

respect for property and community. He worked as a community business owner, filmmaker, firefighter, paramedic, 

volunteer, and writer. In 2013, he worked with Neil Young. When Young critiqued the community and oil sands 

industry, Moen wrote a highly critical article stating hypocrisy in the position of Young. This gained a lot of media 

attention. 

Moen conducted a highly visible by-election in 2014. It caught the attention of CNN, Fox News, Gawker, Reason 

Magazine, This Hour Has 22 Minutes, and other outlets. His experience lies in leading high-performance teams. He 

a graduate degree in leadership with a thesis on ways in which high-performance teams can employ principles of 

libertarianism. Circa May, 2014, Moen took the reins of the Libertarian Party of Canada with a large growth in 

engagement, funding, and membership. 

Moen has spent his career protecting life and property from mindless destructive forces. He wants to focus attention 

as the President of the Libertarian Party of Canada on the forces of government deemed destructive by the 

Libertarian Party of Canada and him. He views the government as an unquenchable entity with a thirst for money 

and power with the citizenry as the individuals most harmed by it. 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tim_Moen
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.libertarian.ca/
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Previous Advisory Board Members 
Monika Orski 

Ordförande/Chairwoman, Mensa Sverige/Mensa Sweden 

Hasan Zuberi, M.B.A. 

Chairman, Mensa Pakistan 

Dr. Sandra Schlick 

Erik Hæreid, M.Sc./Cand.Scient. 

Chairman, ActuaryErik Hæreid, M.Sc./Cand.Scient., Actuarial Science; Member, Actuarial Society of Norway 

(Den Norske Aktuarforening) 

Massimo Caliaro, B.A. 

Paul Cooijmans 

Administrator, Giga Society; Administrator, The Glia Society 

Marco Ripà, B.Econ.Sc. 

Founder, sPIqr Society; Creator, X-Test 

Richard Rosner 

Member, The Giga Society; Member, The Mega Society 

Graham Powell, OOSt, BA (Hons), MA, PGCE, FRSA 

Krystal Volney 

Editor, Phenomenon (WIN); Editor, WIN ONE (WIN) 

Professor Kirsten Johnson, M.D., M.P.H. 

Assistant Professor, Family Medicine, McGill University 

Dr. Evangelos Katsioulis, M.D., M.Sc., M.A., Ph.D 

Professor Cristina Atance 

Associate Professor, School of Psychology, University of Ottawa 

Professor Adele Diamond, PhD, FRSC 

Tier 1 Canada Research Chair Professor, Developmental Cognitive Neuroscience, University of British Columbia 

Dr. Jonathan Wai  

Research Scientist, Duke University Talent Identification Program 

Rev. Dr. George V. Coyne, S.J. (Deceased) 

Emeritus Director and President, Vatican Observatory Foundation 

YoungHoon Kim (김영훈) 

United Sigma Intelligence Association, President/Executive Director 

Paul Krassner (Deceased) 

The Realist, Founder 

Dr. Diane Purvey 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Dean, Arts 

Dr. Wayne Podrouzek 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Dr. Manahel Thabet 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/in-sightjournal.com/2018/08/22/orski-one/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/in/zuberi/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/in/dr-sandra-schlick-a6962514/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.facebook.com/massimo.caliaro.5
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.spiqrsociety.com/about-the-founder
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.linkedin.com/pub/rick-rosner/16/3b4/973
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.iqsociety.org/win-people/graham-powell/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/krystalvolneyfansite.shutterfly.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.humanitarianu.com/about/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.katsioulis.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/socialsciences.uottawa.ca/psy/professor-profile?id=136
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.devcogneuro.com/AdeleDiamond.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/jonathanwai.wordpress.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.vaticanobservatory.org/about-us/emeritus-staff/75-emeritus-staff/george-v-coyne-sj/334-george-v-coyne-sj
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/usiassociation.org/2019/07/17/president-younghoon-kim-%ea%b9%80%ec%98%81%ed%9b%88/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.paulkrassner.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/dean-office
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/ca.linkedin.com/pub/wayne-podrouzek/95/841/337
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.iqsociety.org/win-people/manahel-thabet/
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Dr. Hawa Abdi, M.D. 

Hawa Abdi Foundation, Founder 

Dr. David Froc 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Dr. Cory Pedersen 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Dr. Kyle Matsuba 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Aislinn Hunter, PhD Candidate 

University of Edinburgh, Creative Writing 

Dr. Zoe Dennison 

University of the Fraser Valley, Psychology, Instructor 

Dr. Carla MacLean 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Dr. Robert McDonald 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Dr. Mazen Guirguis 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Philosophy, Instructor 

Dr. Arthur Bailey 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Modern Languages, Instructor 

Dr. Betty Anne Buirs 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, English, Instructor 

Professor Elizabeth Loftus 

University of California, Irvine Criminology, Law and Society & Psychology and Social Behaviour, Professor 

Dr. Betty Rideout 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Psychology, Instructor 

Professor Glen Bodner 

University of Calgary, Psychology, Professor 

Dr. Wayne Fenske 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University, Philosophy, Instructor 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.dhaf.org/about-us/dr-hawa/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/psychology/faculty-listing/david-froc
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/psychology/faculty-listing/cory-pedersen
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/psychology/faculty-listing/kyle-matsuba-14202
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.aislinnhunter.com/biography-3/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/www.ufv.ca/psychology/faculty-and-staff/faculty-members/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/carlamaclean.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/psychology/faculty/robert-mcdonald
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/philosophy/faculty
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/modern-languages/faculty
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/english/faculty
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/socialecology.uci.edu/faculty/eloftus
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/psychology/faculty-listing/betty-rideout
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/https:/psyc.ucalgary.ca/profiles/glen-bodner
https://web.archive.org/web/20200529162335/http:/www.kpu.ca/arts/philosophy/faculty
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Overview 
 

In-Sight Publishing began fall, 2014. It publishes ebooks, for free and charge, and operates in independent and 

public interests rather than for private gains, and is committed to publishing, in innovative ways, ways of cultural, 

community, educational, moral, personal, and social value that are often deemed insufficiently profitable. It operates 

inside and outside of the bounds of non-profit/not-for-profit. In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal began 

fall, 2012. It publishes interviews, articles, and issues. It operates inside the bounds of non-profit/not-for-profit. 

It equates to the first independent interview-based journal in the world. All informal statuses. 

 

Open, General Acknowledgement and 

Appreciation 
 
In-Sight Publishing and In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal exist because of three identifiable sectors of 

support: academics, contributors, and readers. Therefore, all time and effort does have identifiable people, groups, 

and organizations. Each earned acknowledgement and appreciation for single or continuous, individual or 

group, contribution in the construction of In-Sight Publishing and In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal. 

Many of them without mention of name contributed time and effort to the production of the journal. Some with 

provision of interviewee recommendations, connection to the interviewee, assistance in social media, social 

networks, and academic circles, photography or portraits, time for considered and comprehensive responses to 

questions, and assertive, constructive, and positive feedback too. Finally, and greatest, readers give the most support. 

For every person, group, and organization involved in this project, we express deepest gratitude to all types of direct 

or indirect assistance from every side for contributions to this initiative. Your effort, interest, and time support 

independent publishing purposed for the encouragement of academic freedom, creativity, diverse voices, free 

speech, and independent thought. 

 

Design and Development 
 

 Phase 1, August 1, 2012: foundation with “Independent Interview-Based Undergraduate Journal” status. 

 Phase 2, January 1, 2013: production capacity increased with “Tri-Annual” status.  

 Phase 3, January 1, 2014: stricture removal, both implied and actual, based on “Undergraduate” status 

through cessation of “Independent Interview-Based Undergraduate Journal” status and instantiation of 

“Independent Interview-Based Journal” status. 

 Phase 4, January 1, 2014: increased presence through incorporation of social media. 

 Phase 5, September 1, 2014: creation of In-Sight Publishing, and inclusion of reference styles in American 

Psychological Association (APA, 6th Edition, 2010) and Modern Language Association (MLA, 7th Edition, 

2009). 

 Phase 6, January 1, 2015: inclusion of footnotes and bibliographic references in full PDF issues, 

and Chicago/Turabian (16th Edition) and Harvard reference styles, and creation of the ebooks section for the 

first stages of construction of In-Sight Publishing. 

 Phase 7, January 1, 2015: incorporation of American Psychological Association (APA, 6th Edition, 

2010), Chicago/Turabian (16th Edition), Harvard, and Modern Language Association (MLA, 7th Edition, 

2009) reference styles in website interview publications. 

 Phase 8, April 1, 2015: creation of “Academic” and “Casual” sections for ebook publications. “Academic” 

includes footnotes, bibliographic references, and reference styles. “Casual” does not include footnotes, 

bibliographic references, and reference styles. 
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 Phase 9, May 1, 2015: inclusion of footnotes and bibliographic references in website interview 

publications. 

 Phase 10, July 1, 2015: incorporation of common reference styles such as American Medical Association 

(AMA), American Psychological Association (APA, 6th Edition, 2010), Brazilian National Standards 

(ABNT), Chicago/Turabian Author-Date (16th Edition), Chicago/Turabian (16th Edition), Harvard, Harvard 

(Australian), Modern Language Association (MLA, 7th Edition, 2009), and Vancouver/ICMJE reference 

styles in website interview publications in addition to one complete list of 27 reference styles (manual 

insertion without access dates) 

 Phase 11, August 22, 2015: article website layout refinement: article title, biography, abstract, keywords, 

common reference style listing, article title, bibliography/references/reference list, footnotes, appendix I: 

complete reference style listing – if any, other appendices including tables, figures, and images, and license 

and copyright. Updates to Copyright, General Philosophy, In-Sight Publishing: Overview, Journal 

Overview: Section B, and License. 

 Phase 12, September 1, 2015: previous Letter of Appreciation appreciations moved to Acknowledgements 

and Appreciation. Major appreciations remain in Letter of Appreciation. In addition, the refinement of 

interview layout on the website: interview title, interviewee image/photograph/portrait/sketch, abstract, 

keywords, common reference style listing, interview title, bibliography/references/reference listing, 

footnotes, appendix 1: complete reference style listing, and license and copyright; refinement to interviews 

in full issues: interview title, interviewee image/photograph/portrait/sketch, contents, abstract, keywords, 

common reference style listing, interview title, bibliography/references/reference listing, appendix 1: 

complete reference style listing – if any, other appendices including tables, figures, and images, and license 

and copyright. Footnotes for each page remain in their respective page. An update to ebook inside cover 

with respect to mandate and copyright. All informal statuses. 

 Phase 13, September 22, 2015: revision to format of the online publications, introduction of appendices for 

photographs, transformation of bibliography/references/reference list into bibliography, removal of 

common reference style listing, and introduction of citation style listing in place of complete reference style 

listing. 

 Phase 14, November 1, 2015: Amazon purchase transition with total proceeds to co-authors and In-Sight 

Publishing and In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal; EBSCO contract signed by Scott Douglas 

Jacobsen and EBSCO to proliferate In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal for formal institution 

distribution from the P.D.F. issues. 

 Phase 15, January 1, 2016: EBSCO co-sign completion with over 150 entries at the time; officiation of 

the In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal with continued information status of In-Sight 

Publishing. 

 Phase 16, February 1, 2016: In-Sight Publishing “academic” books have consistent “casual” counterparts; 

“academic” will be free on the website to encourage independent thought with footnotes and bibliographic 

references for personal research, and casual will be for charge with half of interview funds given to the 

interviewee (and the other half to In-Sight Publishing efforts towards cultural, community, educational, 

moral, personal, and social value); some e-books will not include the delineation between “academic” and 

“casual.” 

 Phase 17, May 1, 2016: Update and refine contents for Amazon Kindle products for In-Sight Publishing. 

 Phase 18, September 18, 2016: attain and maintain 18 member Advisory Board with 1 Editor-in-Chief for 

the individual interview publications, free and low-cost e-books, and full journal issues. 

 Phase 19, November 1, 2016: develop and implement early stages of novel venue for solo and collaborative 

article publications and interview publications in both academic and casual formats outside of the journal 

through In-Sight Publishing as hyperlinks compatible with P.D.F., Kindle, and iBooks. 

 Phase 19, November 1, 2016: develop and implement early stages of novel venue for solo and collaborative 

article publications and interview publications in both academic and casual formats outside of the journal 

through In-Sight Publishing as hyperlinks compatible with P.D.F., Kindle, and iBooks. 

 Phase 20, November 1, 2017: expand the range and variety of front cover options of ebooks for more 

aesthetic appeal. 
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 Phase 21, February 1, 2018: experiment with individual, unique book cover designs. 

 Phase 22, March 1, 2018: continuation with the previous phase, as this worked. 

 Phase 23, April 15, 2018: updates to the In-Sight Publishing In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based 

Journal archives at the University of California, Irvine (UCI) Interdisciplinary Center for the Scientific 

Study of Ethics and Morality (Ethics Center) Vaughen Archives (Bettye 

Vaughen): https://www.ethicscenter.uci.edu/vaughen.php. 

 Phase 24, June 7, 2018: beginnings of more journals with Ghana’s 5% and In Context. 

 Phase 25, June 8, 2018: beginnings of Apostasia. 

 Phase 26, June 11, 2018: beginnings of Indigenous Middle East. 

 Phase 27, June 12, 2018: construction of team for Ghana’s 5%. 

 Phase 28, June 24, 2018: construction of team for Indigenous Middle East. 

 Phase 29, June 18, 2018: beginnings of Canadian Islamic Theology Journal. 

 Phase 30, September 8, 2018: start publications of Indigenous Middle East and In Context. 

 Phase 31, September 13, 2018: construction of team for Canadian Islamic Theology Journal. 

 Phase 32, October 21, 2018: beginnings of African Freethinker. 

 Phase 33, November 1, 2018: start publications of African Freethinker and Ghana’s 5%. 

 Phase 34, November 3, 2018: construction of national editorial teams for African Freethinker. 

 Phase 35, December 1, 2018: add years sections in Ebooks tab. 

 Phase 36, January 1, 2019: increase of the available chronologies on the website. 

 Phase 37, June 1, 2019: experiment with more published ebook material with 2 ebooks published at this 

time. 

 Phase 38, July 1, 2019: collect and compiled disparate written professional productions of insufficient size 

in a single publication to complete an individual ebook for publication as an ongoing series entitled “Book 

of Stuff,” as, humorously, a book with stuff in it. 

 Phase 39, August 1, 2019: alteration of copyright interior of ebooks and further work to expand co-authors. 

 Phase 40, January 2, 2020: an experimental bilingual ebook with prominent ex-Muslim and Founder of the 

Council of Ex-Muslims of France, Waleed Al-Husseini, entitled Crépuscule des idoles: Conversations avec 

un Franco-palestinien sur le sécularisme. 

 Phase 41, February 1, 2020: increased collaborative efforts with others for co-authored books. 

 Phase 42, February 1, 2020: ongoing collecting and publishing of extant materials in various publications 

with small collections insufficient for an entire book alone collated and published as the Book of Stuff 

series. 

 Phase 43, February 1, 2020: ongoing refinement and advancement in the sophistication of the ebooks.  

 Phase 44, February 1, 2020: ongoing connections between ebooks on In-Sight Publishing main site for free 

and Amazon Kindle ebooks for low-cost with connection back to the original In-Sight Publishing website. 

 Phase 44, April 12, 2020: updates to the Advisory Boards and Update to progress on publications, 

including African Freethinker, Apostasia, Ghana’s 5%, In Context, In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based 

Journal, Indigenous Middle East, Question Time, and World Religions Theology Journal. 

 Phase 45, May 1, 2020: incorporation of Publication Chronology for each publication with publications. 

 Phase 46, May 1, 2020: inclusion of more article submissions of a variety of authors, including more 

experimental large-scale discussion groups published together. 

Near future phases will incorporate donations, paid ebooks, and ebook listings. Far future phases will develop from 

re-design and transformations of In-Sight Publishing and In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal. 

https://www.ethicscenter.uci.edu/vaughen.php
https://web.archive.org/web/20200521123629/https:/www.amazon.com/Twilight-Idols-Conversations-French-Palestinian-Secularism-ebook/dp/B083FKB996
https://web.archive.org/web/20200521123629/https:/www.amazon.com/Twilight-Idols-Conversations-French-Palestinian-Secularism-ebook/dp/B083FKB996
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Journal Overview 
 

In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based 

Journal  
 

 

In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal exists as the first international independent interview-based journal. 

Submissions remain international and interdisciplinary for interviews, articles, and others. Individual publications 

throughout the year: January 1 to May 1; May 1 to September 1; September 1 to January 1, and so on. Each 

publication on the 1, 8, 15, and 22 of the month. Tri-annual full issue publications on “Spring,” “Summer,” and 

“Winter”: January 1, May 1, and September 1, respectively. 

 

General Philosophy 
 

Where imperatives, utility, and virtues interrelate, and where accuracy/authenticity implicates honesty, credibility 

implicates integrity, fairness/balance implicates justice, and news judgment implicates prudence, honesty, integrity, 

justice, and prudence converge on the ethical utility in the moral imperative of truth. Truth necessitates honesty, 

integrity, justice, and prudence. Academic freedom permits the possibility of truth; academic freedom necessitates 

destitution of dogma or obfuscation. An ability to question anything, pursue implications, and express these 

implications in spite of harbored biases and fear of backlash. All without alteration or omission to discover 

knowledge. In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal aims to attain academic freedom through its core 

interview format. 

 

Format, Overview 
 

 

In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal formatted by subjects or ideas per issue. Each issue divides into 

interviews (A), submissions (B), and responses (C). 

 

 

Sections ‘A’, ‘B’, and ‘C’ 
 

 Issue titles implicate format, e.g. “Issue 1, Subject: Psychology,” “Issue 2, Idea: Epistemology,” and 

so on. Interview, essay, and response sections segmented by issue content. Interviews specified by 

“A”; submissions specified by “B”; responses specified by “C”, e.g. “Issue 1.A, Subject: 

Psychology,” “Issue 2.B, Idea: Arts,” “Issue 2.C, Idea: Arts.” 

 

Subject Issues 
 

 Interview sections contain only experts from one discipline with emphasis on a subject, e.g. 

“Psychology,” and so on. Submission sections contain only experts from one discipline with 
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emphasis on a subject, e.g. “Psychology,” and so on. Contribution exceptions permitted with 

sufficient reason sent to the Editor-in-Chief. 

 

Idea Issues 
 

 Interview sections contain many experts from many disciplines with emphasis on an idea, 

e.g. Women in Academia, Outliers and Outsiders, and so on. Submission sections 

contain many experts from many disciplines with emphasis on an idea, e.g. Women in 

Academia, Outliers and Outsiders, and so on. Contribution exceptions permitted with sufficient 

reason sent to the Editor-in-Chief. 

 

Frequency 
 

 Individual publications throughout the year: January 1 to May 1; May 1 to September 1; September 1 

to January 1, and so on. Each publication on the 1, 8, 15, and 22 of the month. Tri-annual full issues 

publications on “Spring,” “Summer,” and “Winter”: January 1, May 1, and September 1, 

respectively. Frequency dependent upon material quantity and completion dates. Multiple delayed 

completions will accelerate the publication rate until issue fulfillment. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



ISSN 2369-6885 

 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 41 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Interview Guidelines (‘Section A’) 
 

 

An overview of the interview process for this section. Interview submissions not accepted from external sources. 

 

 

Research 
 

 Preliminary research required for interview solicitation. If interview consent obtained from interviewee, a 

typical, but not absolute, minimum of one to four weeks for comprehensive research. This includes 

purchasing, acquiring, and processing articles, audio-visual material, books, interviews, social media 

material, and their respective synthesis to produce questions. 

 

Consent 
 

 Interviewees either provide written or verbal consent based on an interview request. Written or verbal 

consent relate to the interviewee having the power to deny/accept the interview, and for final decision 

of publication as a single interview on the website or in the full issue publication with all other issue-

interviews in PDF and on the website. It remains casual in consent. See Copyright for information on 

ownership of publications. 

 

Conducting 
 

 Interview form depends on interviewee preference: email via Microsoft Word or Open Office file, in 

person, phone call, question set, or Skype. Most prefer question sets in email via Microsoft 

Word or Open Office. Most questions mix standardized and specialized formats. Standardized for 

consistency of journal format. Specialized for relevant-to-interview questions. All questions have 

design to elicit in-depth and full responses from interviewees. 

 

Editing Stage One 
 

 Editing consists of the interviewees original interview with minimal editing to keep the intended 

meaning and message of the interviewees intact, even where certain answers may contain 

controversial or ‘politically incorrect’ statements, opinions, or information. 

 

Editing Stage Two 
 

 Interviewer sends draft back to the interviewee to confirm the originally intended meaning and 

message seem sustained to the satisfaction of the interviewee. If the interviewee requires any further 

alterations, omissions, or edits, the interviewer repeats the cycle of edit to confirmation of accuracy 

of message and meaning to re-edit until the interviewee evaluates the final version of the interview as 

sufficiently accurate to their intended meaning and message. Any major editing consists of 

corrections to grammatical and/or spelling errors. This editing aims to optimize the correspondence 
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between the interview and the interviewees intended message and meaning to the satisfaction of the 

interviewee. 

 

Submission Guidelines (Section ‘B’) 
 

Material 
 

 Contributor status access restricted to undergraduate students, graduate students, instructors, 

professors, and experts. Each submission considered on appropriateness 

of grammar and style, comprehensiveness, coherence, and originality of content. 

 

Scope 
 

 Depending on the issue, the accepted submissions consists of articles, book reviews, commentaries, 

poetry, prose, and art. 

 

Submission 
 

 It must not have publication or pending publication elsewhere. For exceptions, sufficient reason 

should be sent to the Editor-in-Chief along with the material. For written scholarly material, it must 

be in 12-point font, Garamond, double-spaced, and with APA or MLA formatting. Length of material 

ranges from 2,000 to 7,500 words. Material should be sent to the following: 

 

 Scott.D.Jacobsen@Gmail.com 
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Response Guidelines (Section ‘C’) 
 

Responses to interviews (‘A’) or essays (‘B’) must have the following format: 

 

Material 
 

 Preferable for respondents to have experience or expertise in area relevant to interview or essay 

content. 

 

Scope 
 

 Response material should relate to current or prior issue on specific points in one essay or article. 

 

Submission 
 

 Responses must have the following format: APA format, Garamond, 12-point font, double-spaced, 

citation of interviewee and each ‘Question-and-Answer’ section of response (maximum of 5), and 

reference list of relevant articles, books, prior interviews, watching of video material, reading of 

social media material in APA. Length of material should range from 500-1,000 words; exceptions 

will have consideration with appropriate reasons provided to the Editor-in-Chief. Material should be 

sent to the following: 

 

 Scott.D.Jacobsen@Gmail.com  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Scott.D.Jacobsen@Gmail.com


ISSN 2369-6885 

 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 44 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Research Ethics 
 

In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal does not answer a research question. Interviews hold total control 

over final published responses for as accurate a representation as possible of an interviewee as possible. Hence, zero 

mandatory ethics board consent necessitated by its operation. Monetary detachment removes constraint by an 

institution or individual for published content, despite academic positions or alma maters for the Editor-in-Chief and 

Advisory Board. Please see Internal and External Funding for monetary information. 

 

Internal and External Funding 
 

Scott D. Jacobsen provides complete internal funding In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal. All internal 

funding includes purchasing of articles, books, chapters, prior interviews, video material, social media material, and 

all marketing efforts of In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal. In the case of external monetary funding, 

only monetary funding not restricting academic freedom for In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal will 

have consideration. At this time, In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal operates with internal funding 

from Scott Douglas Jacobsen with the addition of one website renewal donation from Richard G. Rosner. 

 

Attachments 
 

Attachments means constraints or restraints through functioning out of institutions or groups. For instance, an 

institution or group would consist of a university, an agency, a think-tank, and/or an interest group of some form. In-

Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal functions autonomous from any institution or group. This provides total 

freedom of content for consistency with principles of operation for academic freedom. 

 

Advertising Policy 
 

All advertising for the journal exists as open-access for any individual. See ‘Open Access’ for more information. 

 

Open Access 
 

In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal exists as open access for online contents, where any content In-

Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal becomes accessible for reading or downloading to any interested 

individual/group. 
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Letter of Appreciation 
Outsiders and Outliers continues into its eighteenth issue. I extend appreciation to the following: Dr. Aubrey de 

Grey, Professor Azra Raza, M.D., Dr. Daniel Bernstein, Dr. Herb Silverman, Ismail Hamaamin Hamalaw, Dr. Kathy 

Bullock, J.J. Middleway, Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Marissa Torres Langseth, B.S.N., R.N., M.S.N., ANP-BC 

(retired), Professor Maryanne Garry, Rod Taylor, Dr. Sally Satel, M.D., Stacey Piercey, Professor Sven van de 

Wetering, Prof. Imam Syed B. Soharwardy, Terry Waslow, M.B.A., and Tim Moen, as the current advisory board 

members, and Monika Orski, Hasan Zuberi, M.B.A., Dr. Sandra Schlick, Erik Hæreid, M.Sc./Cand.Scient., 

Massimo Caliaro, B.A., Paul Cooijmans, Marco Ripà, B.Econ.Sc., Richard Rosner, Graham Powell, OOSt, BA 

(Hons), MA, PGCE, FRSA, Krystal Volney, Professor Kirsten Johnson, M.D., M.P.H., Dr. Evangelos Katsioulis, 

M.D., M.Sc., M.A., Ph.D, Professor Cristina Atance, Professor Adele Diamond, PhD, FRSC, Dr. Jonathan Wai, 

Rev. Dr. George V. Coyne, S.J. (Deceased), YoungHoon Kim (김영훈), Paul Krassner (Deceased), Dr. Diane 

Purvey, Dr. Wayne Podrouzek, Dr. Manahel Thabet, Dr. Hawa Abdi, M.D., Dr. David Froc, Dr. Cory Pedersen, Dr. 

Kyle Matsuba, Aislinn Hunter, PhD Candidate, Dr. Zoe Dennison, Dr. Carla MacLean, Dr. Robert McDonald, Dr. 

Mazen Guirguis, Dr. Arthur Bailey, Dr. Betty Anne Buirs, Professor Elizabeth Loftus, Dr. Betty Rideout, Professor 

Glen Bodner, and Dr. Wayne Fenske as the previous Advisory Board members; and to the interviewees – Massimo 

Pigliucci, Richard Sheen, Katherine Bullock, Thomas Wolf, Krystal Volney, Andreas Gunnarsson, Tim Roberts, 

Anja Jaenicke, Guillermo Alejandro Escárcega Pliego, Matthew Scillitani, Duncan Pritchard, Bwambale Musubaho 

Robert, Tim Roberts, Giuseppe Corrente, Zara Kay, Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko, Erik Hæreid, James Gordon, 

Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, Tiberiu Sammak, Tor Jørgensen, Carey Linde, Lloyd Hawkeye 

Robertson, John Collins, Chris R. Kilford, Henrik Lagerlund, Sandra Schlick, Björn Liljeqvist , Justin Duplantis, Jc 

Beall, Cameron Dunkin, Gus Lyn-Piluso, Doug Thomas, Greg Oliver, Michel Virard, Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, 

Seanna Watson, Imam Soharwardy, Paul Cooijmans, Marco Ripa, Massimo Caliaro, Rod Taylor, and Herb 

Silverman, as well as observers to interview sessions, including Dionysios Maroudas, HanKyung Lee, Kirk 

Kirkpatrick, Laurent Dubois, Marco Ripà, Mislav Predavec, Richard Sheen, Sandra Schlick, and Tor Jørgensen. 

Also, I express gratitude and respect for the Athabasca University, Simon Fraser University, The University of 

British Columbia, Kwantlen Polytechnic University, University of California, Irvine, Fort Langley Library, and 

Surrey Public Library librarians. The people unseen, often, count the most. I appreciate all assistance in 

collaboration necessary for required sufficient comprehension of new disciplines, research, and interviewees 

involved in this project coinciding with improvisatory and comprehensive feedback in the past ad into the present. 

Once more, thank you for the implied love to make the connection, it’s an interesting journey. This particular issue 

incorporates some new phases to In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal in the ongoing evolution of the 

journal.  

 

Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

Founder, In-Sight Publishing 
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Abstract 

Cameron Dunkin is the Acting CEO of Dying With Dignity Canada. Dr. Gus Lyn-Piluso is the President of 

Center for Inquiry-Canada. Doug Thomas is the President of Secular Connexion Séculière. Greg Oliver is the 

President of Canadian Secular Alliance. Michel Virard is the President of Association humaniste du 

Québec. Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson is the Vice-President of Humanist Canada. Seanna Watson is the 

Vice-President of Center for Inquiry-Canada. They discuss: finding the life stance and worldview of 

humanism; finding the formal institutions and earning leadership positions; backstory of the organizations; 

important evolutions and individuals of the organizations; and targeted objectives and overall visions 

entering into the leadership positions. 

Keywords: Association humaniste du Québec, Cameron Dunkin, Canadian Secular Alliance, Center for Inquiry-

Canada, Doug Thomas, Dying With Dignity Canada, Greg Oliver, Dr. Gus Lyn-Piluso, Humanist Canada, Michel 

Virard, Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Seanna Watson, Secular Connexion Séculière. 

Humanism in Canada: Personal, Professional, and Institutional Histories (Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*If no answer existent in the particular question, of the 5 total questions, for the particular leader/interviewee 

representative of the hierarchs of the humanist or humanistic organization in Canada, then the name does not 

become included in the responses for the question. Interviews based on open invitations to the leadership for 

interviews. If not appearing, then the others did not respond to request for interviews. If no appearance in future 

parts, then no responses provided by interviewees who accepted within the first part, i.e., conflicting demands on 

attention and time, or organizational resources. All responses in alphabetical order by the first-name first portion or 

institutional title (in one case).* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let’s start from the top 

on a brief personal note. How did you find and 

come to orient personal life stance and worldview 

to humanist, or at least humanistic, values in 

personal and professional life? 

Cameron Dunkin, Acting CEO, 

Dying With Dignity Canada: I have always been 

passionate about social justice and the pursuit of a 

more equal society. To me, humanism is embodied 

by working to ease the suffering of others. This 

entails creating the circumstances for them to not 

only survive and meet their needs, but also to walk 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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alongside people as they thrive. This is a thread 

that’s woven through my work for different human 

rights causes and continues at Dying With Dignity 

Canada (DWDC), fostering empowerment for people 

across the country at end of life. 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: As a lifelong agnostic, I began to realize 

that this philosophy, while it clearly defined the path 

to truth for me, did not address matters of ethics and 

dealing with human problems. At the same time, I 

was looking for people with similar ideals and made 

the connection with humanist philosophers (Epicurus, 

Russel, etc.). I realized that there was a fit between 

my ethical thinking and the International Humanist 

and Ethical Union’s (now Humanists International’s) 

humanist principles as set out in the Hague document 

of 1952. From then on, I began to refer to those 

principles as a guideline for ethical principles when 

the answer was not obvious from my own ethical 

ideas. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: I grew up non-religious. I’m actually 4th 

generation atheist on my father’s side, though my 

maternal grandparents were devout Catholics so I had 

some exposure to religious life. As I grew older and 

learned more about the world, I very quickly grew 

skeptical of religious metaphysical claims and the 

institutions that promoted them. Humanist values 

took precedence before I even knew what the term 

meant. 

Dr. Gus Lyn-Piluso: I grew up in a Southern Italian 

family that had experienced fascism and WWII. 

There was always talk about politics, injustice and 

religious hypocrisy. Critique of the church (and 

religion in general) was fair game and I found myself 

doing the same. When the time came for my 

confirmation I refused and created a bit of an uproar 

in my school. My grandfather supported me saying 

that if they gave me any trouble “there would be hell 

to pay”. He survived Mussolini’s Blackshirts and was 

not afraid to take on a local priest in suburban 

Toronto. So, my first anti-religious action was really 

just standard operating procedures for my family and 

I was adhering to my family’s ethos. 

As an undergrad, I was exposed to the writing of 

John Dewey – one of the signatures of the first 

Humanist Manifesto. His work gave me the 

foundation to understand the rebelliousness of my 

family. Their refusal to sit by as passive onlooker of 

the public sphere was what Dewey thought real 

citizenship was about. Democracy for Dewey 

required informed citizens, who were actively 

engaged in the decision-making process. True 

democracy required a skeptical attitude, and a 

thoughtful process of discovery. This “method of 

intelligence” is the scientific process democratized, 

allowing all citizens to engage in an on-going 

educational process that saw knowledge, personal 

reflection, and political action all part of the 

democratic citizen’s role. 

So, my education, from early childhood on, lead me 

to a humanist worldview. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: Two events oriented me. First, in 1980, 

out of necessity, I co-created a kindergarten together 

with about a dozen concerned parents. We all had 

small children (2 to 5) and it was obvious the offering 

at the time was for «Baby parking lots» and nothing 

more. This was at a time the Quebec government 

became open to NFP kindergartens staffed with 

trained childcare professionals and draw the 

framework to create them. We were among the very 

firsts to take advantage of this opportunity. Our 

Kindergarten was “Les Copains d’abord” (Chums 

First, if you will) and has evolved into a famed CPE 

(Centre de la petite enfance) and is still operating, 39 

years later, still with a long waiting list. It was with a 

legitimate pride the original pioneers feted the 

25th birthday of the Les Copains d’abord in 2005. 

Since my landing in Montréal, in 1966, I had been 

puzzled by the apparent credulity of many Quebecers 

and was set to do something about it. I was dreaming 

of creating a real science museum in Montréal but 

that didn’t materialize. Thus the second event was the 

discovery in 1992 of a skeptic group, Les Sceptiques 

du Québec, founded barely four years before. This is 

where I learn the ropes of an NFP. I became 

administrator, played the evening show host and lent 

my business office to the board up until 2002, I think. 

Parallel to this, the remnants of my Catholic 

upbringing had essentially evaporated by 1990. I had 

become an atheist many years before, since age 14, in 

fact, but I continued to pay lip service to my parents’ 

religion until their death. By 2003, both my parents 

were deceased and I felt free to do what I now 

wanted to do: create the first truly atheist 

francophone association in Québec. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: I owe it all to fundamentalist 

Christianity, the U.S.-Vietnam War, and my mother. 

You see, after living a somewhat wildlife in young 

adulthood (during which time I was conceived) my 

mother decided to convert to the Church of Christ 

(Christian). She became very devout. We prayed 

without ceasing, and on our knees. We had to 

memorize bible scriptures and successfully recite 

them, chapter and verse, before our evening meal. 
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She accepted my stepfather’s proposal for marriage 

only on the condition that he become a Christian. He 

had been a member of the United Church of Canada, 

but apparently, that did not count. In fact, the only 

other Christians on the planet were the Disciples of 

Christ and they were “fallen away” because they 

allowed instrumental music in their church services. I 

determined to wash away my sins through baptism at 

the age of 12, and found, afterward, that I had higher 

status in the church than my mother. I could lead the 

congregation in prayer, lead the singing and even 

preach from the pulpit, but my mother could not 

because she was a woman. My stepfather became 

secretary of the church elders, but my mother could 

never become an elder. I thought this odd because 

she was the most devout of all of us. 

The congregation of which we were members was 

sustained by missionary activity from a church in 

Abilene, Texas. Half the Church of Christ Christians 

in the world hailed from Texas, and as a boy I 

considered it odd that half of the saved in heaven 

would speak with a Texas drawl. Then one day, a 

new missionary came to minister to our congregation 

and he had a bumper sticker that read “Kill a 

Commie for Christ.” I had already taken a somewhat 

different position on both the U.S. invasion in 

Vietnam and the morality of killing. 

Years later my daughter, then age 6 or 7, told me she 

liked watching “the Simpsons” because they taught 

her how not to be. I guess you could say that the 

Church did the same for me. In searching for a higher 

and more universal morality I began espousing 

humanist values before I became acquainted with the 

concept in university. A few years after graduation I 

was invited to join the board of the Saskatchewan 

Association on Human Rights and I remained on that 

board for nearly 20 years, much of that time as its 

president. 

Seanna Watson, CFI-Canada: My family 

background is Jewish, but mostly tending towards a 

humanistic/social justice approach to life. As a 

teenager, I was interested in figuring out how to 

answer the questions of life. As a girl geek interested 

in math and science, I was very unpopular at school. I 

encountered a group of evangelical Christians who 

welcomed me despite my background and 

inclinations, which convinced me that there must be 

something to the claims of Christianity. 

Over the subsequent decades, conflict between the 

tenets of my religion vs my commitment to evidence 

and rationalism resulted in me becoming increasingly 

more liberal in my approach to Christianity, focusing 

on community building and social justice. As I 

continued readings in philosophy and cognitive 

neuroscience, I finally came to the point where there 

was an irresolvable conflict between my religious 

faith and rationalism, so I had to accept the fact that I 

had become an atheist. 

2. Jacobsen: Following from the previous 

question, how did you find your organization, 

become involved, and earn your way to the highest 

levels of leadership in it? 

Cameron Dunkin, Acting CEO, 

Dying With Dignity Canada: When I was in grade 

9, I worked in a seniors’ home assisting residents and 

keeping them company. It was a formative 

experience for a young person, and I learned a lot 

while serving coffee and tea and helping people with 

their walkers. It was transformative to understand, 

at a young age, how the ever-present possibility of 

death affects people’s lives. In my 20s, I became a 

caregiver for a family member who had experienced 

a decline in health. Although her eventual passing 

was difficult for her family and friends, it was a 

“good death.” This person had access to treatment, 

was surrounded by people who advocated for her, 

and retained a certain amount of control over the 

circumstances of her death. That kind of peace is 

what I want for everyone. 

The opportunity to contribute to Dying With Dignity 

Canada’s work is exciting, as the organization has 

been so instrumental in fighting for human rights and 

shaping the discourse around end-of-life choice in 

this country. After the 2016 passage of Bill C-14, 

Canada’s assisted dying law, DWDC’s work 

continues to fight for equal access to medical 

assistance in dying (MAID), eligibility for the 

procedure, support for patients, clinicians, and their 

families, and education for communities across the 

country. We are working to ensure that every person 

in Canada has access to a “good death” as they define 

it. 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: As a part of my internet research 

regarding the IHEU, I discovered the Humanist 

Association of Canada (now Humanist Canada) and 

its local affiliate The Kitchener, Waterloo, Guelph, 

Cambridge Humanist Association (now the Society 

of Freethinkers) and joined in order to have a 

community. Subsequently, I became involved in the 

leadership of both organizations. Earning one’s way 

to leadership was not difficult since, unfortunately, 

most secular humanists, like other human beings, 

seem reluctant to take on responsibility so it is a 

matter of stepping up to do jobs most people don’t 

seem to want. Once I took on the responsibility, I 

discovered that the membership of Humanist Canada 

did not have the same vision for promoting the rights 
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of secular humanists as I did. This led to my leaving 

the organization to form Secular Connexion Séculière 

with Barrie Webster. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: It was 2008, and at that point, I had 

become quite interested in religion and politics. I’ve 

always had a particularly strong contempt for 

illegitimate authority, and found theocracy quite 

odious. To me, it was obvious that while individuals 

should be free to worship as they please (provided of 

course that they don’t harm others), that government 

institutions should be strictly neutral with respect to 

religion. As I began to learn more and more about 

Canada’s political landscape, I realized it wasn’t the 

perfect secular liberal democracy I had hoped for. 

While the challenges we face are minuscule in 

comparison to many countries around the world, 

there was still much room for improvement. This 

prompted me to reach out to Justin Trottier, who at 

the time was running the Centre for Inquiry Canada. 

At the time CFI was pursuing charitable status, so 

their capacity to engage in political advocacy was 

restrained. So along with several others, we founded 

the Canadian Secular Alliance, an organization 

whose sole purpose was to advocate for the 

separation of religion and state in Canada. By 2011, I 

was the President of the organization. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: I didn’t “find” an organization because 

there was none. I created it. Actually, by 2003, I was 

in touch with Bernard Cloutier and Pierre Cloutier 

(no relation), I knew both of them from the Skeptic 

Association. We had regular meetings in a restaurant 

on St-Denis street when we discovered a new 

movement started in California: the Brights. It 

defined itself as “a constituency” and nothing more. 

Pierre Cloutier created the Bright web site and it is 

still online. I managed it for a time. But it was not 

going anywhere so we looked at something else. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: The idea of universal human 

rights flowed from secular understandings of the 

nature of humanity grounded in the Enlightenment, 

but the human rights movement has evolved to 

largely rely on simplistic heuristics rather than deeper 

understandings. Let me give you an example. 

Affirmative action, as originally implemented in my 

province, was centered on applied scientific research 

into every situation where an identified minority was 

underrepresented in an occupational group. If the 

problem involved discrimination, then that would be 

demonstrated in the affirmative action study and 

remedial action would be taken ensuring equality of 

opportunity. If the problem was a lack of educational 

attainment, then affirmative action would be focused 

on increasing educational skills so that more 

members of the targeted group would be qualified for 

the occupation in question. If the problem was a lack 

of interest because of a lack of role models, then 

appropriate role models would be brought to targeted 

communities to alert students to potentialities. If the 

problem was that graduates were choosing other 

options not available to other workers in the 

occupational group, as indeed happened with respect 

to graduating indigenous teachers in my province, 

then nothing needed to be done. We must respect the 

right of the individual to make their own best 

choices. 

The heuristic that was applied by human rights 

tribunals was that such studies were not needed 

because whenever a group was underrepresented this 

indicated discrimination. To justify this heuristic, the 

concept of systemic discrimination was broadened to 

include invisible discrimination that we cannot 

actually measure but is assumed. This has led to the 

establishment of quotas based on ascribed group 

membership irrespective of educational, aspirational 

and motivational variables. Equality of opportunity 

has been replaced with equality of results. 

Humanism was attractive to me because it had not, 

philosophically, lost sight of the nature of the human 

person as a unique and volitional individual. I have 

argued that the self that embodies that ideal pre-dates 

the Axial Age of the first century B.C.E. (see: Free 

Will). I was influenced by Dr. Pat Duffy Hutcheon 

who had simultaneously won Humanist of the Year 

awards in both Canada and the United States. Pat and 

I had many conversations about the philosophy of 

humanism, and she also mentored me with respect to 

my first published academic journal articles. I was 

also interested in developing the humanist 

community, and I was trained as an officiant in 2002. 

I was content to provide weddings, conduct research 

and publish the occasional article from my base in 

northern Saskatchewan, but then in 2014 then-

president Eric Thomas invited me to run for the HC 

board. It so happened I had recently finished a 

decades-long stint as a director of our local Indian 

and Metis Friendship Center and was open to a new 

volunteer experience. I became vice-president two 

years later. 

Seanna Watson, Vice-President, CFI-Canada: I 

should perhaps note that my education and my entire 

work career has been as an electrical engineer (I am 

now retired) and almost all of my involvement both 

with religious groups and with 

humanist/atheist/secular groups has included some 

aspect of serving as a lay leader and/or volunteer. My 

https://www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/images/pdf/academic/Free_Will.pdf
https://www.hawkeyeassociates.ca/images/pdf/academic/Free_Will.pdf
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personal inclination has always to become involved 

in the operations (and sometimes leadership) of 

groups in which I am a member. 

In any case, having embraced my loss of faith, I was 

now faced with irreconcilable philosophical 

differences with a community that I (and in fact my 

entire family) had been an integral member of. 

Looking for a group that I hoped would offer 

community support as well as the opportunity to be 

involved in social justice locally, nationally, and 

globally, I came upon the Humanist Association of 

Ottawa (at the time part of Humanist Canada). I was 

encouraged to discover that this was a place where I 

could find common ground with people who shared 

my love of rationalism, skepticism, and philosophy, 

but also were interested in working towards building 

a better world – not because God said so, but just 

because they thought it was the right thing to do 

3. Jacobsen: What is the backstory of the 

organization – its history, the rationale for its title 

and existence, and its original leadership? 

Cameron Dunkin, Acting CEO, 

Dying With Dignity Canada: This interview comes 

at an exciting time, as 2020 marks the 

40th anniversary of Dying With Dignity Canada. The 

organization started at a grassroots level, with a small 

number of dedicated volunteers banding together in a 

basement to fight an injustice they saw in society. 

They stood up for those who were suffering across 

Canada, even when the discourse around medically 

assisted death was cloaked in fear, secrecy, and 

stigma. The right to die movement has also 

influenced and intersected with other critical 

moments in the history of human rights. After 

returning from working in Kenya, I transitioned into 

work in HIV/AIDS advocacy in Canada. I began to 

understand the history of the AIDS crisis and that 

period in history’s role in increasing people’s 

awareness of suffering. 

Our co-founder, Marilynne Seguin, worked with 

patients who did not yet have the legal access to a 

medically assisted death (including those suffering 

from HIV/AIDS) over her career as a nurse. She was 

dedicated to what have emerged as the pillars of our 

work: education, access, support, and eligibility at the 

end of life. She was guided by people’s experiences 

with suffering and lack of control over their deaths. 

In her book A Gentle Death, written in 1994, she 

wrote, “It is perhaps ironic that, through thinking 

about death, both patients and health-care 

professionals have acquired increased respect for 

human life.” Though that passage was written 25 

years ago, we still find that to be the case today. 

Increasing options at the end of life only means more 

opportunities for quality treatment, palliative 

care, and the choice to access medical assistance in 

dying (MAID), if a patient chooses it. 

Center for Inquiry-Canada as an Organization 

(Seanna Watson and Dr. Gus Lyn-Piluso): CFI 

Canada was initially started in 2006 as a branch of 

the US-based Center for Inquiry, in co-operation with 

members of two Toronto groups, the Toronto Secular 

Alliance (initially started as a University of Toronto 

student group), as well as the Toronto Humanist 

Association (part of the Humanist Association of 

Canada). Justin Trottier was CFI Canada’s first 

executive director. Subsequent Executive Directors 

leading CFIC include Michael Payton, Derek Pert, 

and Eric Adriaans. 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: Barrie Webster and I had the same 

discomfort with the lack of political action in 

Humanist Canada up to 2011. That year, we formed 

Secular Connexion Séculière1 specifically to engage 

in political action and lobbying. Our three goals 

were: 

1. to lobby government to eliminate systemic 

discrimination against atheists in Canada, 

2. to act as a communications hub for atheists 

in Canada, and 

3. to represent Canadian secular humanists to 

the world. 

We spend most of our efforts on goal number 1, 

lobbying governments to eliminate systemic 

discrimination against Canadian atheists. Goal 

number 2 – acting as a communication hub or nexus 

for atheists in Canada is still a work in progress. We 

have left Goal number 3 “on the books, but since 

Humanist Canada is already doing this, we have not 

been active on it. 

From the beginning, we wanted the organization to 

be national and felt that it should communicate as 

much as possible in both official languages, hence the 

bilingual title. We are particularly pleased with 

“Connexion” since it is a legitimate word in both 

languages. In English, it means the same as the 

modern spelling – a connection; in French, it means a 

nexus or place for many connections. 

SCS has always had a small footprint, in terms of 

leadership – the bare minimum for legal purposes. 

This is partly by design, but also a result of reality. 

The number of non-believers who feel comfortable 

committing publicly is pretty small. 

1 Originally Secular Connexion Séculaire until a 

retired government translator pointed out the 
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Séculaire was French for something happening every 

hundred years and suggested Séculière. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: At about the same time, two Quebec 

organizations, the Mouvement laïque québécois and 

Les Sceptiques du Québec, attempted to redefine 

themselves as atheist organizations. Following 

internal opposition, both failed in their attempt and 

had to revert to a non-committed religious status. 

They could not officially become atheist 

organizations. 

This is when Bernard Cloutier and I decided to “do 

something about it”: a truly atheist organization. 

Bernard, being fairly wealthy, had in mind a 

“Foundation” where voting rights would be 

proportional to the sums invested in it but I had in 

mind an «Association» of equal members. We ended 

up by having both. Both of us were professional 

engineers and seasoned businessmen retired or on the 

verge of retiring. We hesitated on the name we 

should select for our two organizations. The first idea 

was to call our organizations «libres-penseurs» (Free-

Thinkers) but the name was already squatted in 

Quebec by one website (wo)manned by Danielle 

Soulière. Although she would later join us and is the 

current proof-reader of our magazine, Québec 

humaniste, at the time, this was perceived as an 

unnecessary obstacle. We looked farther. From the 

American Brights forum, we received one 

suggestion: why not «humanist»? At the time, we 

were completely ignorant about what was a modern 

«humanist» so it was quite a discovery for us. We 

found the term was used mainly within Northern 

Europe, the British Commonwealth and the USA and 

in no Latin country. There was already a Humanist 

Association of Canada but it was purely an English 

speaking organization with essentially no members in 

Quebec. We looked at what Humanist associations 

were doing elsewhere and we liked it, so Humanist 

imposed itself without much further thinking. Still, 

we flirted for a while with the Center For Inquiry of 

Paul Kurtz but CFI insistence on having a French-

speaking Quebec affiliate with an English name (no 

translation was allowed) killed the deal right from the 

start. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: Our first president was Dr. 

Henry Morgentaler who is widely credited for being 

the man who almost single-handedly overturned 

Canada’s abortion laws. This tradition of social 

activism within a human rights framework has 

continued to this day with recent campaigns to 

legalize doctor-assisted suicide, outlaw so-called 

“conversion therapy, and to defend humanists who 

have been jailed for their activism in other countries. 

The organization has concurrently maintained a focus 

on separating church and state. Unlike the United 

States, Canada has not had such a tradition as can be 

seen by extensive public funding accorded to Roman 

Catholic schools, hospitals and social services. A 

historical review of our magazines and newsletters 

would reveal a decidedly anti-clerical stance. 

The philosophy of humanism is centered in a belief 

that there is a reality that exists outside of ourselves 

and that human perception and reason is capable of 

discerning that reality without reliance on 

supernatural means. Thus our support for science and 

our challenging of religion flows from a desire to 

debunk ignorance and superstition. The philosophy of 

humanism assumes human agency emphasizing 

critical thinking and evidence as necessary to 

exercise agency. Unfortunately, this anti-dogmatic 

stance leads to a plethora of different possibilities. A 

former president, Dr. Robert Buckman, once 

despaired that organizing humanists are a lot like 

herding cats. 

4. Jacobsen: What have been pivotal moments – 

and who have been seminal individuals – in the – 

ahem – evolution of the organization? 

Cameron Dunkin, Acting CEO, 

Dying With Dignity Canada: After 40 years, Dying 

With Dignity Canada has seen enormous gains in the 

right to die movement. We’ve been involved in 

ground-breaking court cases with the aim of 

increasing access to the right to MAID, including the 

Truchon and Gladu case in Quebec that ruled criteria 

in the provincial and federal laws were too restrictive 

in September 2019. Pivotal moments in the right to 

die movement in Canada include Sue Rodriguez’s 

1993 challenge to the Canadian Charter of Rights and 

Freedoms, the 2015 Carter decision, and subsequent 

2016 passage of Bill C-14. 

2020 will also mark the mandatory Parliamentary 

review of Bill C-14, Canada’s assisted dying law, and 

we hope Parliamentarians of all stripes will step up to 

ensure the law is amended to ensure equal access for 

all. There are still hurdles to overcome in access and 

eligibility, and in the way, the law is being 

interpreted across the country. We’re fighting for the 

rights of those in the Assessed and Approved 

category, as well as the right to advance requests for 

people suffering from dementia, Alzheimer’s, and 

other degenerative conditions. All through our 

organizational history, we have been supporting 

people through navigating their legal options and 

providing education on what they can control and 

understand about their deaths. 
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So many people have contributed to where DWDC is 

today — it’s the volunteers and supporters who have 

made our work, and our successes, possible 

throughout our history. I am inspired by the passion 

of our volunteers across Canada, as well as the staff, 

board, and partners who are dedicated to making the 

end of life a less fraught and dehumanizing 

experience. 

Center for Inquiry-Canada as an Organization 

(Seanna Watson and Dr. Gus Lyn-Piluso): Dr. 

Robert Buckman and Dr. Henry Morgentaler, both 

deeply respected and valued for their contributions to 

healthcare (particularly women’s health and rights), 

humanism and human rights, worked with local 

humanists Don Cullen, Ron Burns, Jim Cranwell and 

George Baker to lay the essential foundation of this 

new group. Other individuals in leadership positions 

in CFIC include Nate Phelps, son of anti-gay activist 

Fred Phelps. 

Eric Adriaans joined the organization as Executive 

Director in 2014. During Eric’s tenure, CFIC 

sponsored Bangladeshi refugee Raihan Abir, who had 

been part of the Mukto Mona blog 

network https://www.macleans.ca/news/world/in-

toronto-a-bangladeshi-editor-pays-tribute-to-his-

murdered-colleagues/. CFIC also became the only 

secular group working with the Conservative 

government’s “Office of Religious Freedom” (this 

work continues as CFIC representatives have been 

consulting with the current government’s “Office of 

Human Rights, Freedoms, and Inclusion”). 

Sandra Dunham joined CFIC as Executive Director 

of Development in 2017. CFIC currently has 10 

branches across Canada, from Victoria, BC to St 

John’s, NL, as well as an online “Virtual Branch” 

connecting members of the secular community who 

do not have physical access to attend branch events. 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: 

May 2011 – Secular Connexion Séculière formed – 

somewhat based on the ideas of Freedom From 

Religion Foundation in the US. 

February 2016 – SCS registered as a Lobbyist with 

the Government of Canada. This legitimizes our 

contacts with Parliamentary Committees, Ministers 

of the Crown and MPs. 

April, 2017 – SCS added advocates in each region of 

Canada: BC and The Yukon, 

Alberta and The Northwest Territories, 

Saskatchewan, Manitoba and Nunavut, Ontario and 

Québec, Maritimes. 

April, 2019 – SCS registered as a lobbyist with the 

Province of Ontario to legitimize our lobbying efforts 

with the Ontario Provincial Government. This is 

intended to be the first province/territory to be so 

registered with others to follow. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: In the early years, we focused much of our 

efforts into researching violations of religion and 

state separation and developing sensible and morally 

coherent policy positions. There were many 

significant contributors, but extra acknowledgement 

is due to Leslie Rosenblood, whose contributions 

have been indispensable since our founding. Since 

then we’ve met with dozens of politicians across the 

political spectrum to promote our ideas (with varying 

degrees of success). More recently, we’ve focused on 

legal challenges. We have intervened on two 

successful cases at the Supreme Court of Canada 

(with more on the horizon). And we also led a 

coalition of organizations in a successful campaign to 

repeal blasphemy law from the Canadian Criminal 

Code in 2018. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: Bernard created the Fondation 

humaniste du Québec in December 2004. In June 

2005, Bernard Cloutier, Normand Baillargeon and I 

signed the Letters Patent of the Association 

humaniste du Québec (AHQ). We were the three 

original administrators of the AHQ. After a year or 

so, Normand and Bernard disagreed on a side point: 

whether or not we should have our own publishing 

house. Normand, a famed philosopher, left and no 

longer participated in the administration of the 

Association but I remained in good terms with 

Normand up until now: I republish all his articles on 

education on our Facebook page and he invited me 

once on a Radio-Canada talk show he was co-

animating. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: In the mid-1990s Hutcheon 

warned us of the dark side of multiculturalism 

leading to tribalism and societal fragmentation. This 

was pivotal in that humanists were being warned to 

look deeper into concepts we have traditionally 

supported, that cultural evolution can bring about 

unexpected consequences. Later in that decade, the 

Ottawa Humanists led by Simon Parcher won the 

legal right to solemnize marriages in the province of 

Ontario, and this program was transferred to the 

Humanist Association of Canada. This pivotal 

development placed an emphasis on servicing the 

humanist community. Although humanist 

organizations have not yet won the right to solemnize 

marriage outside of Ontario, humanists in some 

https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/01/01/humanism-one/blank
https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/01/01/humanism-one/blank
https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/01/01/humanism-one/blank
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provinces provide other ceremonies and in at least 

one other province in-house marriage commissioners 

perform weddings. Humanists have increasingly 

developed as a sense community through hospice 

care, mutual support, social opportunities, and in-

house education. 

5. Jacobsen: As one of the leaders in the national 

freethought community, what were the targeted 

objectives, and overall vision, for the organization 

entering into its leadership role? 

Cameron Dunkin, Acting 

CEO, Dying With Dignity Canada: I see 

Dying With Dignity Canada at the forefront of 

revolutionizing healthcare in Canada. We are 

expanding end-of-life options that include but extend 

beyond MAID. This includes palliative care, advance 

care planning, and ensuring equitable access to 

assisted dying. I want to prioritize open 

communication and education that addresses fears 

and worries about what the choice to access to MAID 

means for people across Canada. We’re taking stock 

of the Canadian healthcare landscape and the ways 

that judgement and misinformation can have very 

serious consequences for people’s lives, 

and are also working towards improved legislation, 

education for patients and providers, and support for 

patients and their loved ones. Ultimately, opening up 

conversations around death and grief, and doing so 

with compassion, will empower people to live their 

lives to the fullest. 

Center for Inquiry-Canada as an Organization 

(Seanna Watson and Dr. Gus Lyn-Piluso): CFIC’s 

Vision is to build a world where people value 

evidence and critical thinking, where superstition and 

prejudice are eliminated, and where science and 

compassion guide public policy. 

CFIC’s Values: 

 CFIC was founded by Humanists and 

continues to follow the principles of 

Humanism, as outlined in the International 

Humanist and Ethical Union’s Amsterdam 

Declaration of 2002. 

 CFIC is committed to a just society and 

supports opportunities to improve social 

justice 

 CFIC believes that all humans have a right 

to be treated fairly. We will defend the 

human rights of all persons, especially 

those protected by the Canadian Human 

Rights Act. 

 CFIC promotes diversity, as a means of 

achieving more interesting conversations 

and more inclusive outcomes. 

 CFIC is committed to active citizenship with 

a process based on robust dialogue rooted 

in sound evidence. 

 CFIC believes that rationalism (critical 

thinking) is the basis for all good policy 

and decision making. 

CFIC’s Mission: 

Centre for Inquiry Canada fosters a secular society 

based on reason, science, freedom of inquiry, and 

humanist values 

CFIC has 4 main areas of focus: 

Secularism, Scientific Skepticism, Critical Thinking, 

and Building Community 

CFIC’s Goals: 

Critical Thinking: Educate members, the public and 

the government to interpret information effectively. 

Scientific Skepticism: Improve science literacy in the 

public and government in order to promote decision 

making based on good science. 

Building Community: Improve members’ access to 

the community through “on the ground” and virtual 

branches. 

Secularism: Promote neutrality on matters of 

religious belief. 

Enabling Activities: 

Communications: Create a coordinated 

communications strategy that raises our public profile 

and engages our members. 

Fund Development: Raise sufficient funds to stabilize 

and expand CFIC. 

Partnerships: Develop mutually beneficial 

partnerships that increase our membership; benefit 

our members and further our mission. 

Administration: Create processes which allow for the 

seamless transfer of key tasks and timing as a 

volunteer and paid personnel transition between role 

(CFIC’s complete strategic plan is available 

here: http://centreforinquiry.ca/wp-

content/uploads/2018/09/CFIC-Strategic-plan-

final.pdf) 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: 

http://centreforinquiry.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/CFIC-Strategic-plan-final.pdf
http://centreforinquiry.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/CFIC-Strategic-plan-final.pdf
http://centreforinquiry.ca/wp-content/uploads/2018/09/CFIC-Strategic-plan-final.pdf
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SCS has always focused on eliminating systemic 

discrimination against atheists in Canada. We 

specialize in lobbying MPs, MPPs, and bureaucrats to 

change laws that perpetuate that discrimination. 

That means we tend to work in the background, 

cultivating allies and contacts at all levels of 

government. Since 2011 we have learned a great deal 

about how to do this and how to develop contacts and 

allies. 

We also attempt to promote conversations among 

secular humanist leaders, with limited success. That 

said, the national organizations seem to fly in a sort 

of loose, informal formation, supporting each other 

when they take any kind of action. For example, the 

elimination of Section 296 (anti-blasphemy) of the 

Criminal Code of Canada was a shared cause among 

all the national and some local organizations. There 

was no particular co-ordination; we just seem to put 

pressure on different parts of the government at the 

same time. 

When Le Mouvement Laïque Québécois was 

successful in supporting Alain Simoneau in his court 

challenges to opening prayers at the City of Saguenay 

council meetings, SCS not only recognized the 

achievement, but made sure that our regional 

advocates understood the nationwide implications of 

the Supreme Court decision and that they confronted 

any local councils that were engaged in the practice. 

We think it important that organizations like SCS 

work in concert with other organizations and we are 

always open to coordinating efforts. We may be a 

leader in one area while other organizations are 

leaders in others. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: We have an intentionally narrow mandate. 

We are non-partisan and separation of religion and 

state is our sole objective. We’ve always felt this 

approach would build the largest number of 

supporters and maximize the probability of achieving 

our objectives. Though we have come to appreciate 

that progress can be frustratingly slow in politics, we 

are committed to continuing this fight over the long-

term to make Canada a better place for all, regardless 

of religious (or non-religious) worldview. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: After September 11th, 2001, it became 

apparent that religious fanaticism could be much 

more than annoying: it could be lethal on a large 

scale. I think I was not alone in thinking that, unless 

we take religious threats seriously we, Free-Thinkers, 

may not survive for long. As Voltaire put it: “Those 

who can make you believe absurdities can make you 

commit atrocities.” But the enemy was not 

circumscribed to Saudi Arabia, it was everywhere 

and took multiple forms. The roots of fanaticism is 

mostly ignorance, not only ignorance of facts but 

more importantly, ignorance of proper thinking, what 

we call «critical thinking». So, our endeavour would 

be an attempt at increasing the level of critical 

thinking in our society, which, for us, meant the 

French speakers within Quebec. 

We have been doing that for the last 14 years, mostly 

with movie screenings and lectures, but also through 

our magazine, webpages, YouTube sites and 

Facebook page. But that’s not all, we have been 

actively pursuing three other goals either directly or 

through sisters’ organizations: the separation of state 

and churches in our institutions, the right to die with 

dignity and the removal of discrimination against 

atheists in Quebec, especially in the Quebec Civil 

Code but also within the Criminal Code of Canada. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: It is the mandate of Humanist 

Canada to provide a unifying forum to like-minded 

secularists across the country, but that has proven 

difficult. Let me give you an example. Humanist 

Canada is a national organization that has been 

legally solemnizing marriages in our largest province 

for over two decades. Humanists in two other 

provinces have applied to solemnize marriages in 

those jurisdictions, but have been turned down on the 

grounds that they are not religions. Yet the 

regulations in those, and other, jurisdictions hold that 

where a national organization solemnizes marriages 

in at least one other province, and has local 

adherents, that organization can solemnize marriages 

locally. One would think that the national and local 

organizations could work together on this issue, but 

the local organizations are jealous of their 

independence. One is reminded of Buckman’s cats. 

In my opinion, it is vital that humanists, secularists, 

freethinkers, atheists and agnostics unite to save our 

civilization. There is a threat to our existence that is 

greater than global warming, it is the abandonment of 

science and reason. First, let us take some credit. We 

are part of a tradition that largely shook off the 

shackles of superstition permitting us to discover 

more closely how the universe actually works, and 

this has permitted technological advance that has, as 

Steven Pinker meticulously documents, give us a 

civilization that is healthier, more long-lived, more 

peaceful and law-abiding, with greater literacy and 

democracy than any prior civilization. We have even 

confounded Malthus. In our wake, we have dragged 

religious fundamentalists, such as those of my 

childhood, into the 21st century. Faith healing and 

prayer are no longer considered to be the equivalent 
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of medicine and surgery. We have become proficient 

at debunking creationists, but the threat has been 

joined from two new directions. 

In 2012 a toddler, Ezekiel Stephan died of bacterial 

meningitis. His parents believed in naturopathy and 

tried to treat him with garlic, onion and horseradish. 

They called an ambulance only after he had stopped 

breathing. A jury of their peers convicted them of 

child neglect, but they won a new trial on appeal. For 

the re-trial, they chose a judge without a jury. 

Amazingly, the judge ruled that reasonable parents 

could attempt alternate therapies. If you believe that 

there is a thing called “western medicine” and that 

there are alternative therapies, then your mind has 

been colonized by pseudoscience. In reality, there is 

only medicine and some therapies have been proven 

to work and some have not. But pseudoscientific anti-

vaccination belief is so prevalent that diseases such 

as whooping cough and measles are making a 

comeback in many areas and some parents are even 

afraid to protect their children from the flu. This is 

not just an attack on medicine, it is an attack on 

science and reason. 

Science has been undermined even in our universities 

where the philosophy of postmodernism, which holds 

that there is no “reality” that is not socially 

constructed, predominates. Since science is a “white 

male way of knowing” and that truth is arrived at 

“through the discourse of knowledgeable people 

(Strong, 2002, p. 221), science cannot be used to 

settle disagreements and who is knowledgeable will 

be determined by the acceptance of their conclusions. 

Hence censorship, rebranded as “de-platforming” 

becomes essential in establishing and maintaining a 

coherent canon. This begins to sound a lot like a 

religion with tenured professors who are dismissed 

for being politically incorrect, in effect, suffering ex-

communication. 

We humanists have a long history of being outsiders 

to the formal operations of power, but nonetheless, 

we have had had a gradual and profound influence on 

the public discourse through perseverance. We will 

need all of that to withstand the renewed attacks on 

science and reason, and it is essential that we do so, 

because the challenges facing humanity are immense. 
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Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, everyone. 
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Mysteries and Problems: K.D. Irani Professor of Philosophy, City College of New York (Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Of course, you are a 

very prominent skeptic and new stoic, and so on. 

Let us maybe, do a brief touching on early life and 

education to provide a context of what you are 

doing today. What were some early pivotal 

moments in terms of becoming more skeptical? 

Dr. Massimo Pigliucci: Those are different 

questions. My attitude and interest toward science 

started very early, as far as I can remember. I was a 

kid, my family tells me, when I decided to become a 

scientist. 

I wanted to become an astronomer and then switched 

to a biologist, which is what, in fact, I ended up 

doing. It is hard to tell where, exactly, that came from 

[Laughing] because I was so young. I was watching 

the Apollo 11 landing. 

I am sure that had an impact on a five-year-old. My 

adoptive grandfather fostered this interest through 

buying me books on science, and eventually my first 

telescope. It helped in providing a nurturing 

environment. 

The interest in skepticism came later. That is 

connected to a very specific episode in my life. After 

my post-doc at Brown University, I took my first 

academic position as a full-time faculty at the 

University of Tennessee-Knoxville. Knoxville is in 

the middle of the Bible belt. 

I was surrounded by creationists. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: My neighbours were creationists. Some of 

my students were creationists. One of them, in 

particular, told his fellow students not to listen to 

what I was saying because, otherwise, they would 

end up in hell. 

This brought to my attention the idea of science and 

pseudoscience, and attitudes such as creationism. I 

started doing some outreach. I organized one of the 

first Darwin Days at the University of Tennessee in 

1997 with Douglas Joel Futuyma as a guest speaker. 

He later became one of my colleagues at Stony 

Brook. As I started doing outreach, I was approached 

by a local skeptic group in Knoxville. They said, 

“Hey, there are a lot of other people out here trying to 

do the same thing. Maybe, you want to do stuff 

together.” 

That is how it started. It is still going. I started 

writing for the Skeptical Inquirer. I wrote two books 

on the topic. One, specifically on creationism, 

called Denying Evolution: Creationism, Scientism, 

and the Nature of Science. Another one 

called Nonsense on Stilts: How to Tell Science from 

Bunk. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: It was on pseudoscience more generally 

and the nature of science. That is how it got started. 
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2. Jacobsen: Why separate the questions in 

skepticism? Why do those not necessarily come 

together as a knit package? 

Pigliucci: They started out as separate streams of 

thought based on life experience and trajectory. Most 

scientists are not interested in pseudoscience. Most 

scientists just do their job because they like science. 

Most are not even aware of pseudoscience. 

Because I was living in the South and exposed to that 

attitude to science and evolutionary biology in 

particular; that is why that second stream came in 

later. Interestingly, when I made the switch from 

science to pseudoscience, then the two came together 

quite nicely. 

In the philosophy of science, now, people call this 

branch philosophy of pseudoscience. I deal with the 

Demarcation Problem between science and 

pseudoscience. The two streams are very connected 

from a philosophical viewpoint. They, definitely, 

come together. 

3. Jacobsen: What is the state of science in 

America now? What is the state of pseudoscience 

in America now? 

Pigliucci: That is a complicated question [Laughing]. 

The state of science is “meh, okay.” There is a 

general vibrant scientific community in the United 

States in all areas of science, e.g., physics, biology, 

and so on. There is a significant amount of funding 

that goes into research. 

There are some prestigious research laboratories. The 

state of science in the United States is pretty healthy. 

But we have a divided population. About half rejects 

climate change. About half think autism is caused by 

vaccines. More than 50% are creationists and reject 

evolution. 25-40%, I think, believe in astrology and 

ghosts. 

In that sense, the situation is pretty bad. 

Pseudoscience is rampant in the United States – more 

so than other Western countries. It is not like people 

in Western Europe do not believe in nonsense. Many 

do. But not nearly as many. 

But the National Science Foundation puts out surveys 

every few years on pseudoscientific beliefs in the 

United States compared to other countries. It is pretty 

clear the United States is much worse by several 

percentage points when it comes to accepting 

pseudoscientific notions. 

We have a president, right now, who is a climate 

changed denier, among other problems that he has 

[Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: I would not even say that that’s the worst. 

We have an entire party, the Republican Party, who 

are climate change deniers. Some believe what they 

say. There are some who do this for ideological 

reasons or financial reasons. 

One of the reasons to deny climate change is because 

the solutions must include a large effort on the part of 

the government, especially a worldwide coordination 

in governmental efforts. Republicans and 

Libertarians are opposed to that, by definition. 

It is an interesting thing that ideological position 

trumps, essentially, – want to be careful with that 

word! – other reasons. 

One example is vaccinations. The number of people 

who vaccinate their kids has gone down significantly 

in several areas of the country. We have seen a 

resurgence of diseases that were almost wiped out 

until a few years ago. Pseudoscience has very, very 

practical and impactful consequences, it isn’t just a 

question of having some fun talking about people 

who deny reality. It is really not funny at all. It has 

consequences for all of us. 

4. Jacobsen: What is the line between science and 

pseudoscience? 

Pigliucci: It is not a line as much as a gray area. 

There are some fields that are obviously 

pseudoscientific. Nobody with a decent amount of 

education should seriously consider homeopathy or 

astrology or anything like that. 

It is like, “No, it doesn’t make any sense.” Also, no 

one with any decent amount of education should 

question the scientific status of fundamental physics, 

evolutionary biology, or anything else like that. But it 

gets more interesting when you get to borderline 

situations. 

Some notions are considered pseudoscientific, but 

there may be something to it. I do not know. Until 

recently, I would have put certain claims about 

paranormal phenomena into that area, e.g., telepathy, 

telekinesis. Up until recently, it was reasonable to 

think there might be something in there. 

So, doing some research in that area was not an 

unreasonable thing to do. Now, those are also pretty 

clearly out. But those cases are far less obvious cases 

than, say, homeopathy or astrology. 

On the science side, there are situations that are also 

borderline. Do I think evolutionary psychology is a 

full-fledged science? Not really. The basic idea is 

fine. The notion that human behaviour evolved in 

part via natural selection. Sure, human beings are 
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animals. We are not an exception to the natural 

world. 

So, we are not an exception to evolutionary biology 

either. But whether certain specific behaviours 

evolved in the Pleistocene, well, that is far more 

debatable. The evidence is not there. The connection 

between the claims and the evidence is far shakier. 

So, I consider that not quite a pseudoscience, but 

borderline. 

5. Jacobsen: Some prominent researchers in the 

area make very bold claims. I recall Buss making 

one claim that – he would hope – in the future 

evolutionary psychology would 

drop “evolutionary” and just be “psychology.” 

Pigliucci: That is right. That is a bold claim. Now, 

that bold claim comes from the interesting reality that 

psychology still does not have an overarching theory, 

like physics has General Relativity and Quantum 

Mechanics. Evolutionary biology, too, has its general 

theory. Geology has Continental Drift. Psychology 

does not. Psychology tried. Freud tried. Then Jung 

tried to produce an overarching theory for all 

evidence in psychology. Behaviourists tried too. 

They all failed. It is not clear why. Is it because 

psychology has not had its Darwin or Newton yet? 

Maybe. Is it because psychology is involving sub-

sciences that do not admit of a unifying theory? That 

is also possible. 

So, claims like the one from Buss, wherein 

evolutionary reasoning will be the reading key for 

psychology, are not out of the question. The proof is 

in the pudding. But I do not think it will happen. I 

think evolutionary psychology will go the same way 

of the other overarching attempts that have 

characterized psychology over the last century or so. 

Again, I do not go as far as saying that evolution has 

nothing to do with present human behaviour. That 

would be silly, honestly. But I do not think biological 

evolution has a lot to say about that. Modern human 

behaviour is mostly the result of cultural evolution, 

not biological evolution. 

Now, we can have a different discussion on “What is 

cultural evolution?” That is an active area of 

research. Biology, I think, in the case of human 

behaviour sets certain constraints and allows certain 

things to happen or not to happen. 

But I think most of the behaviours are the product of 

cultural evolution, not biological evolution. 

6. Jacobsen: What is cultural evolution? 

Pigliucci: Cultural evolution is a descriptive term for 

how cultures change. I do not mean simply cultural 

artifacts, but also ideas and general theories about 

stuff, and how people think about stuff. 

The question is, “How does that work?” There are a 

lot of ideas in the field. I am going to be somewhat 

neutral about it, which I think is the reasonable thing 

to do. Whenever experts in a field disagree, the most 

reasonable position for someone from the outside is 

“Okay! You guys figure it out.” 

Some people think that cultural evolution is mostly or 

strongly bound by biological evolution. People like 

E.O. Wilson. Others are more flexible like the other 

Wilson, David Sloan. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: Then there are people like me who think 

biological parameters put constraints on what humans 

can do and allows us to do certain things and not 

others. 

Culture depends heavily on the fact that we are large-

brained mammals, and large brains certainly evolved 

biologically. [Laughing] There is no question of that. 

It is a biological characteristic. But I think biological-

cultural dynamics are their own thing. 

They emerge. I do not mean this in any mystical 

sense. I mean they result from the biological 

substrate. But cultural evolution has its own 

dynamics and its own rules. We still do not know a 

hell of a lot about it. 

Let me give you an example. Food habits, eating. 

You can make the obvious case. That is biologically 

constrained. We need to eat as biological organisms. 

If you do not eat, you are dead. You must eat some 

things and not others. 

You must eat certain combinations of proteins and 

carbohydrates. If you eat differently, you will get sick 

or be unhealthy. Great! But this tells you precisely 

nothing about the gourmet foods that you find in New 

York City. 

Most of these restaurants, or much of the grocery 

stores nearby, are there because eating is a biological 

necessity. But biology is no explanation whatsoever 

for you why we need so many and different 

restaurants in New York. What is the difference 

between sushi and Italian restaurants? It is all cultural 

evolution. 

If we do not make that distinction, we make the true 

but trivial statement: “Well! We have restaurants 

because we need to eat.” Yes, no kidding. 
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7. Jacobsen: What do you make of the difference 

between mysteries and problems? 

Pigliucci: A mystery is a problem that we do not 

know how to attack yet. So, I do not think that there 

are mysteries in the mystical sense of the word. There 

are things that we do not understand. There are 

gradations of understanding. 

There are things that we do not understand and do not 

know how to go about. There are things that we 

understand and do know how to go about. I am not 

one of those people who think science will eventually 

find the solution to every problem. I think that is a 

silly position to hold. Scientists are human beings. 

Human beings have epistemic limits. We do not have 

access to infinite amounts of information or access to 

all the relevant information. 

Let me give you an example, the origin of life, it has 

been a problem since Darwin. Darwin did not touch 

it. [Laughing] he did not even go there. He said, 

‘Somebody else is going to do that.” There are plenty 

of theories. There are a lot of books and papers 

published. If someone tells you, “We understand how 

life started,” they are either lying or they are deluded. 

Some ideas are more plausible than others. Some 

ideas become more fashionable for some time and 

then go out of fashion. But nobody really has a clue. 

Will we ever solve that problem? We do not know. 

Because the necessary clues are probably gone. 

Whatever the early organisms were, they were wiped 

out by geological changes. Geologists are even 

questioning the exact composition of the early Earth 

atmosphere. When you are questioning that, there is 

really no reason to favor certain theories over others. 

Even if you could postulate certain theories based on 

the right knowledge of the physico-chemical 

conditions at that time, you still have no fossil record. 

You do not know where to begin. Even if, in the 

future, we were able to replicate life in the laboratory, 

that still wouldn’t solve the problem, since life could 

originate in several ways. So, the artificial path may 

not be the one along which it happened on Earth 

billions of years ago. I am skeptical of ever 

answering the origin of life question. It is a mystery 

to me. But not in the sense of “Oh, it shows the 

limitations of science. Some God must have put it 

there…” No! It shows the limitations of being 

human. 

A colleague of mine, Richard Lewontin, is a retired 

geneticist at Harvard. He once wrote a dissenting 

article in a book on the evolution of cognition. 

Lewontin’s comment was that we should get out of 

the childish notion that if something is interesting, 

then we will solve it. Sometimes, this is the case. 

Other times, it is not. The evolution of cognition may 

be another example, for the same reason. 

We can say a lot about cognition. We can say a lot 

about the neural correlates of consciousness and how 

the brain produces language. But why did language 

evolved? Why have we gotten big brains? If you 

check Darwin’s Unfinished Symphony: How Culture 

Made the Human Mind, by Kevin N. Laland, it is 

about cultural evolution, the evolution of language, 

and the evolution of large brains. And, we have no 

clue! Kevin has his own ideas. He is a great guy. But 

there is no reason to go one way or the other. He has 

his preferences as others do. 

Here is another case What was there before the Big 

Bang? Who knows? The Big Bang destroyed what 

was there before, if there was a before. You can make 

inferences based on the current laws of nature. But it 

is all speculation. 
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Interview with Dr. Massimo Pigliucci on Cognitive Limitations, Consciousness, and Qualia, and Mystical 

Thinking, and Human Rights: K.D. Irani Professor of Philosophy, City College of New York (Part 

Two)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: With these cognitive 

limitations, how would you apply that to problems 

such as consciousness and qualia? I know you 

have attacked the distinctions that are attempted 

to be made between hard and soft problems. 

Dr. Massimo Pigliucci: Yes. I think the hard 

problem is a misunderstanding, probably. I know a 

lot of people have gotten a lot of mileage out of it. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: I do not get it. I think it is what 

philosophers call a “category mistake.” It is asking 

the wrong question. The problem of consciousness is 

the problem of how a piece of matter organized in a 

certain way – the human brain and nervous system – 

can produce first person impressions, such as the 

feeling of seeing color. 

Again, we may not get to solve it. But if we do, the 

solution will come from neuroscience. It will not 

come from quantum mechanics, because the 

fundamental physics is too low of a level of 

description for what we are talking about; it does not 

tell you anything relevant about consciousness. 

Yes, brains are made of cells, which are made of 

molecules that are made of quarks. Absolutely, it is 

the same for a bunch of other things. I am made of 

quarks as well. But try to come up with a quantum 

mechanical description of human physiology and 

anatomy, good luck with that. 

The solution to the problem of consciousness will be 

compatible with fundamental physics. Whatever we 

come up with, it better be compatible with 

fundamental physics. But I do not think that it will 

come from fundamental physics. 

At the same time, I think this hard problem is not 

something that science cannot solve because it 

involves a first-person perspective. Let us assume for 

a minute that neuroscientists can tell you, 

mechanistically, how an arrangement of neurons and 

chemicals and so forth causes or triggers what we call 

first person experiences. Then there is nothing else to 

be added. 

The fact that you say, “Yes, but I still have a first-

person experience, a third person description cannot 

simulate or make me have a first person perspective,” 

is true. It is also irrelevant. The problem is the one I 

just stated. How is it possible that a bunch of matter 

organized in a certain way, with certain 

characteristics, makes it possible for certain beings to 

have first person experiences? 

Obviously, only individuals can have first person 

experience. But that is a problem. It would be like 

saying, “I described everything there is to know 

about how bicycles work. But that, in and of itself, is 

not enough for you to drive a bike. You have to try it 

on your own.” 

True! 
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Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: But it does not mean that a scientific 

description of bicycles is missing anything. It just 

means that human beings, being what they are, if they 

just read about bicycles, they will not be able to ride 

one [Laughing]. We must make the mistakes in order 

to learn. 

There is no mystery there. What irks me about the 

hard problem of consciousness is that these are 

people who, on the one hand, fundamentally 

misunderstand the nature of the question itself, but, 

on the other hand, they propose alternatives that do 

not stand up to any scrutiny at all. 

So, what? Are we supposed to be dualists? 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: Dualism went out with Descartes, “Oh! 

But I am not talking about substance dualism. I am 

talking about property dualism.” Whatever! It still 

puts consciousness squarely outside of the physical 

universe. I am sorry [Laughing]. I do not think 

anything is outside of the physical universe 

[Laughing] 

If you go there, you already lost me. You are not 

doing anything interesting as far as I am concerned. 

Also, they get into bizarre issues. Let’s talk about 

David Chalmers, for instance. 

Chalmers has, for years (!), said, “Science will not 

have a solution to the problem of consciousness.” 

Then he proposes panpsychism, where consciousness 

is fundamental. In other words, he invented a 

problem that is not there and came up with a solution 

that goes against everything we know about how the 

world works. 

It’s like, “Wait, what?! How does that even go?” I 

don’t understand why people take this stuff seriously. 

2. Jacobsen: When do not sufficiently skeptical 

scientists step into forms of mystical thinking? In 

the sense that, if they are approaching the 

problem of consciousness as a non-technical 

problem, they attribute some form of magical 

property to it. 

How do they tend to think about this when you 

are reviewing some of the things they write, they 

say? 

Pigliucci: They are just bad scientists [Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: Remember, scientists are human beings. 

We are subject to all the foibles and cognitive biases 

and personal preferences for ideologies as every other 

human being. There is this notion, which many 

scientists, themselves, put forth, that science is 

objective. Science is not objective. It is no more 

objective than any other human endeavour. That is 

one of the reasons, I think, why Max Planck said, 

‘Science does not make progress because people 

change their mind. It makes progress one funeral at a 

time.’ 

Because the older generation dies. A new one comes 

up with innovative ideas. They are familiar with it, 

and so on and so forth. Scientists make the same 

mistake as everyone else. Science as a human activity 

is special not because of the supposed objectivity of 

scientists. 

What make science special as a human activity is two 

things. 

First, there is a real world out there. You must 

continue to confront this world as you conduct 

science. You can come up with any idea that you 

want. But if it does not work out and keeps failing, 

then, eventually, you must face the music. 

This was, for instance, the case with Lysenko’s 

genetics during the Cold War. It was in the Soviet 

Union. Lysenko, for ideological reasons, as it turns 

out, rejected Darwinism and Mendelian genetics, and, 

instead, opted for some form of Lamarckian genetics. 

Soviet crops failed. People starved [Laughing]. There 

is a real world out there. It will stop you. 

This will not happen to the Chalmers of the world 

because they think about things like Philosophical 

Zombies. You will never have a philosophical 

zombie in front of you. You say, “Oh crap! I was 

wrong about this.” 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: That is the difference between speculative 

metaphysics and science. That is one reason science 

works well. The other reason is that there is a high 

premium on science to show that other people are 

wrong. 

So, one of the best ways to make a career in science 

is to show a big shot is wrong. Darwin, Newton, 

Einstein, you name it. If you can show, as a young 

scientist, that one of the lofty ideas is incorrect or 

wrong, then hey! You made it. You will probably get 

a Nobel Prize. There is a competition to show others 

wrong. It makes science work. 

There is a premium in philosophy too, to show that 

other people are wrong. Unfortunately, philosophy, 

by its nature, talks about possible and coherent 

worlds, not real worlds. Therefore, there is, as you 

know, the Chalmers type of argument. 
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The p-zombies argument was about conceivability. Is 

it conceivable that I am talking to you and nothing is 

going on there in my mind? Sure, it’s conceivable, 

but conceivability is such a low bar. All sorts of 

things are conceivable. I can think of notions that are 

obviously impossible. People have been conceiving 

the notion of squaring the circle for, literally, two 

millennia until someone proved that this is 

impossible. 

Conceivability is such a low bar. I do not know why 

people are wasting their time with it. 

3. Jacobsen: When it comes to speculative 

metaphysics with even lower bars, what are your 

thoughts on religion? 

Pigliucci: Good if you have it [Laughing]? I suppose. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: Not for me [Laughing]. Religion, that is. It 

depends on what we mean by the term. It is an 

interesting cultural phenomenon, obviously. It helps 

many people get their lives together and adds 

meaning to those lives. 

But when someone says, “There is a Creator God 

who started the universe,” then that it is worse than 

speculative metaphysics. There is no reason to think 

that it is the case. If you want to believe it, go ahead. 

But make no mistake, it is the same as believing in 

philosophical zombies. 

4. Jacobsen: [Laughing] what do you think about 

a framework of ethics to do with human rights 

and their implementation in the world, especially 

as a new stoic? 

Pigliucci: The concept of human rights is 

fundamental. It is important. So long as we agree 

rights are not some thing out there in the world, that 

is, they are not objective properties of the world, they 

are made up by human beings. So, when somebody 

says, “We have a right to choose…” (fill in the 

blanks), I want to know what they mean. The only 

way I can make sense of that is that we have agreed 

in society that people have a right to x. Outside of 

that, if you think that human rights somehow exist in 

some mind independent or objective fashion, my 

answer is the same as Jeremy Bentham’s: nonsense 

on stilts. Very tall nonsense. 

Rights are human concepts. They are very important 

human concepts, but human concepts, nonetheless. 

Ethics is a human concept, a human creation. I do not 

believe in moral truths to be “discovered.” Moral 

truths are invented, not discovered. Some of them 

work much better than others. 

You can adopt some frameworks for morality that are 

going to lead to disaster, in terms of human 

flourishing. Other frameworks are going to work 

much better. That, I think, is the way to judge ethical 

frameworks. Also, how internally coherent they are. 

Presumably, you do not want philosophical 

frameworks that are obviously incoherent. 

But the crucial criterion is: does your preferred 

ethical framework bring about human flourishing? 

That is the reason for my interest in Stoicism. First, it 

is highly internally coherent. The Stoics put a lot of 

effort into that. They were good very good logicians, 

after all. 

For me, at least, Stoicism also just works, in terms of 

providing me a way to navigate tricky situations in 

life and to help build meaning, focusing on what I 

find important in life – and what I should pursue in 

my life. Still, I would never say, ‘Stoicism is the only 

way to do that.’ There are plenty of other – both 

religious and non-religious – philosophical systems 

that do just as well. 

In fact, with two colleagues of mine, Skye C. Cleary 

and Daniel Kaufman, we are about to put out a 

collection of essays. It comes out January 7th, I think. 

It is called How to Live a Good Life. It is a collection 

of 15 essays written by people who practice a given 

religion or a philosophy of life. 

Each author talks about this in terms of their 

experience with the philosophy. They explain their 

philosophy of life or religion. I think all 15 and more 

are valid approaches. One may work better for some 

people and not for others. It is a matter of personal 

choices. This, however, does not mean that every 

conceivable philosophy of life works fine. 

Nazism, to take the obvious example, is also a 

philosophy of life. But I do not think that it is a good 

one. I do not think it leads or yields human 

flourishing. I think, if you follow it, that you are 

mistaken. But not mistaken in the same sense if you 

thought Saturn was closer to the Sun than Jupiter. 

The latter is a fact of nature, it’s out there, and it can 

be verified. Whether Nazism is a good or a bad 

philosophy of life, it is not in the same sense. 

Of course, philosophies of life are constrained by 

facts of human nature. One of the things that I like 

about Stoicism is that it takes seriously the notion of 

human nature. The Stoics say, “We need to practice 

an ethics conceived as the practical study of human 

nature.” Now, for the Stoics, the two most important 

aspects of human nature are that we are capable of 

reason and that we are highly social animals. 
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From which they derived the fundamental axiom of 

their philosophy: a good human life is one in which 

we use reason to improve human society. I can get 

behind that because I am, in fact, a being – a living 

being – capable of reason and who is highly social. If 

I was missing one or both of those properties, it 

would not make sense to me. It would be like “What 

are you talking about?” 

5. Jacobsen: If we are looking at Big Bang 

cosmology, evolutionary theory, or a human rights 

ethic, all of them work bottom-up and from a 

technical, empirical perspective rather than top-

down and mystical, magical. 

Pigliucci: Right. 

Jacobsen: What about the social, political, and 

economic consequences of a system of thought 

asserting a top-down framework of ethics, of the 

origin and development of things – living and non-

, and then using that as a political force in life? 

We see this in various – or some – sub-

denominations in the Christian churches in the 

United States. We see this elsewhere in the world, 

whether it is in Hindu nationalism, or in Iran or 

Saudi Arabia for Sunni and Shia Islam. 

Pigliucci: Yes, that is a good question. I do not know 

if I have a ready answer for it. I tend to be distrusting 

of top-down ethics. I recognize there is a difference 

between ethics and law. You must have a top-down 

system of law in society, because you cannot have 

everybody behave as they want. The law emerges at a 

societal level in some fashion. The ancient Romans 

were very aware of this distinction between law and 

ethics. They and the Greeks made a distinction 

between the natural world or Natural Law, if you 

prefer, and social law, human-made law. 

Cicero is probably the most famous author in that 

sense. My preferred way to think about it is that 

ethics should be a bottom-up approach. We should be 

working on our own behaviour, our own character, 

and then influence other people to do the same. 

But it is up to them how to do that. It is up to their 

efforts. However, because we live in society, we need 

laws that govern our collective behaviors. Of course, 

our laws are — ideally, at least — informed by 

ethical principles. 

The question then becomes, “How do you have the 

two meet in the middle, where ethics comes from the 

bottom-up and law comes from the top-down?” 

Cicero’s answer was that you need virtuous 

legislators. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: Unfortunately, there are few of those 

around; at least, not these days [Laughing]. I was in 

Philadelphia recently. I visited the Museum of the 

American Revolution. One of the interesting things, 

despite the limitations of the 

American Constitution and the Bill of Rights, is that 

these were documents written in a top-down fashion, 

but inspired by virtuous principles. 

Yes, they say that men are created equal and women 

are not mentioned, and blacks of course were 

enslaved. That is why we had amendments to the 

constitution later on. The amendments were positive 

later additions. Still, the American Constitution is a 

set of legal principles put together by largely virtuous 

individuals. Would I trust a lot of modern or 

contemporary politicians in the U.S. and the U.K. to 

do the same? 

Hell, no, and that is the problem. Ethics is a personal 

matter. Law is a societal matter. But laws are written 

by individuals. If you get individuals who are 

unvirtuous to write laws, then you are in trouble. 
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An Interview with Dr. Massimo Pigliucci on Imposed Morality and Inculcated Ethics, Fundamentalism as the 

Central Problem, and the Choice of Stoicism 5 Years Ago: K.D. Irani Professor of Philosophy, City College of 

New York (Part Three)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You mentioned 

internal change to change others. What about 

populations grounded in dependency on external 

authority figures well into their lives? For 

instance, we see this in a rather prominent 

phenomenon in your country in the form of mega-

churches. 

Dr. Massimo Pigliucci: Yes. 

Jacobsen: These forms of worship are very 

simplistic, very colourful, and very vague and, 

often, lacking in content, but [Laughing] having 

quite a lot in terms of emotive content. Positive 

sayings that one can get every week. 

How does that impact political discourse and 

social life when you are talking about virtuous 

people and making changes in society through 

internal change? How do those two rub when you 

are seeing this dual-phenomenon of extreme 

external reliance on authority as opposed to 

internal dynamic changes based on certain ethical 

principles built bottom-up? 

Pigliucci: If we had an answer to that question, then 

[Laughing] we would have a much better society than 

we do, [Laughing] unfortunately. The danger there, 

with the situations you are talking about – mega-

churches and so on – is what Marx pointed out: 

‘Religion is the opium of the people.’ 

If you follow authority for authority’s sake, on the 

basis on simplistic reasoning, you, essentially, check 

out your brain and your ability to think critically. 

Early on, that is where the trouble starts. But to be 

fair, it is not just religion. 

Jacobsen: Sure. 

Pigliucci: There are political ideologies that fall into 

that category. That is how totalitarianism comes 

about, very often. I am reading now a fascinating and 

disturbing book on Mussolini and the rise of Fascism 

in Italy in the early 1920s, immediately after WWI. 

You can see people – little by little – rallying around 

simplistic ideas and the figure of a charismatic leader. 

That has happened over and over in the history of the 

world. So, I do not think it is fair to blame just 

religion. Religion is one type of ideology, if followed 

blindly. But not all religions are like that. There are a 

lot of religions without charismatic leaders, that do 

not have a hierarchical structure, where people 

embrace them in their own personal ways and in a 

more dynamic. 

Again, I think that is why the Stoic project or similar 

projects are important. Although it is true that going 

bottom-up is a very slow and painful process. 
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Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: But it also works. If I learn something on 

my own, and I develop something based on my own 

will to improve as a human being, it will stick. If I 

learn to simply repeat something that someone else 

told me, it is not going to stick, because it is not 

going to be a deep part of my being. 

I do think that the bottom-up approaches are good 

ones. Whether they’re ever going to scale up to all 

society or not, that remains an open question. Then 

again, as the Stoics would say, “That is out of my 

control.” I can only control decisions in my life, not 

other people’s. 

As you know, I put a lot of stuff out there about 

Stoicism and critical thinking. All sorts of stuff. 

However, I have no control over how people think or 

act on these things. 

2. Jacobsen: In that expanded sense, does the 

problem seem as simple as fundamentalism? 

Pigliucci: Yes, I think fundamentalism is one label 

that you can put on that. The problem is the word 

“fundamentalist,” nowadays means a very specific 

thing. So, I never, for instance, hear that word applied 

to political ideological positions. But it does. 

In terms of origin, the word “fundamentalism” goes 

back to the publication of several books in the early 

20th century in the United States, called The 

Fundamentals. They were meant to bring back a 

basic Christian religion: forget about those 

sophisticated things the theologians tell you, let’s go 

back to the basics. 

In that sense, I like going back to the basics. If they 

mean: basic critical thinking, basic philosophical 

meanings of what it is to have a good life. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: I do. One of my favourite books is one by 

Epictetus, called the Enchiridion. It is going back to 

the basics [Laughing]. In this sense, it is a [Laughing] 

fundamentalist text. However, as I say, today, that 

word means something different. So I would stay 

away from it. 

Narrow ideology, or blindly following an ideology, 

whether political or religious, is what the real 

problem is. 

3. Jacobsen: Why pick Stoicism? We 

communicated, originally, 5 years ago. That is 

about the time that you began to take on Stoicism. 

Why? 

Pigliucci: It was a combination of things at a stage in 

life at the time. It was a period where I was emerging 

from a mid-life crisis. Personal things happening, 

normal things, like my father dying and my wife 

divorcing me, a new job, moving to a new city. 

However, all those things happened in the same year. 

Any psychologist will tell you that one of those is 

disruptive enough. All of them in the same year is a 

serious blow. Obviously, there are worse things in the 

world, but still! 

That put me in the mood of looking for different 

answers to my question about how to live my life and 

make the best of it, the best of my time on Earth, 

answers that were different from what I had assumed 

before. 

I started my life as a Christian, a Catholic. Then I left 

the church as a teenager. After that, I considered 

myself a secular humanist. Secular humanism has 

been a background condition for me. But it never 

provided guidance on how to live my life day to day, 

or in general, frankly. It was there. But it was not 

very useful. 

That point in life also happened to be the time when I 

switched careers, from science to philosophy. So I 

started looking into philosophies of life more 

seriously. It was obvious to me, at least, that a 

satisfactory answer would come from the general 

area of virtue ethics, because it focuses on improving 

your character, making sure that you are making 

decisions that are meaningful to you. Virtue ethics 

teaches you how to interact with others in a 

constructive, positive way. So I started looking into it 

more seriously. 

The first author to consider was Aristotle. He had a 

lot of interesting things to say, but he did not really 

click with me. He came across as a little aristocratic, 

based on if you had health, wealth, and even a bit of 

good looks, then your life is fine. 

It did not seem right. Certainly, if you have those 

things, then your life is better. But to say that if you 

do not have those things then your life is not worth 

living, that seemed a bit much to me. 

So I moved on to Epicurus, who is popular among 

secular humanists, and whose philosophy is also a 

type of virtue ethics. 

The reason for his popularity among humanists is his 

treatment of religion. He was skeptical of gods, an 

afterlife, and so on. He was not an atheist. But he was 

still very skeptical of the whole thing. He was a 

materialist, an Atomist. 

Epicurus does have a lot of good things to say. He 

resonated more than Aristotle. Then I hit the big 

snag, which is: the major goal of an Epicurean life is 
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to stay away from pain. People often think of 

Epicureanism as a pleasure seeking philosophy but it 

is mostly about avoiding pain. Epicurus defines the 

highest pleasure as the complete avoidance of pain. 

There is nothing wrong with avoiding the feeling of 

pain. But one major source of pain is social and 

political involvement, according to Epicurus. And he 

is right! But I do not think I could live a life without a 

social and political dimension. I think Aristotle was 

right there, when he said that human beings are 

essentially political animals. 

At about that time this thing happened on my Twitter 

feed. I saw “Help us celebrate Stoic Week!” 

Jacobsen: “Stoic Week” [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: [Laughing] I thought, what the hell is Stoic 

Week? And why would anyone want to celebrate the 

Stoics? I was curious. I remembered reading Marcus 

Aurelius when I was in college, and translating 

Seneca from Latin in high school. 

I also remembered that Stoicism is a type of virtue 

ethics. And it clicked immediately. Stoic Week 

happens every year around October or early 

November. You sign up, download a booklet, and 

start reading about Stoicism. 

You read some of the texts and practice some of the 

exercises. Every day, you focus on a different area of 

Stoic philosophy. It can be meditation (for instance, 

by way of journalism) or physical exercises (for 

instance, mild self-deprivation, like fasting). 

The very first day was about Epictetus. I started 

reading the Discourses, and it was “Wow!,” who is 

this guy? Why did I never hear about this before? 

Epictetus was, in fact, a highly influential 

philosopher throughout the Middle Ages, 

Renaissance, and early modern period. But then he 

went into an eclipse at the beginning of the 

20th century, which is why it is not taught in college 

or graduate school. I did a Ph.D. in philosophy and 

never heard of the guy. It is kind of strange 

[Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: He speaks plainly, no nonsense, but also 

with an interesting sense of humor. Sometimes, he 

gets in your face and frankly tells you things as he 

sees them. He does not mince words. It was kind of a 

shock. “Wow! I better pay attention to this.” 

After Stoic Week, I committed myself, as if I were 

going on a diet, to stay on Stoicism for another month 

or two, which led to an end of the year. Then I 

committed to stay on for another year. And here we 

are, more than 5 years later, I still practice 

[Laughing]. 
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include Nonsense on Stilts: How to Tell Science from Bunk (University of Chicago Press), and The Philosophy 

of Pseudoscience (co-edited with M. Boudry, University of Chicago Press). He discusses: postmodernism and 

fundamentalism; smartest person; and his role model. 

Keywords: Carl Sagan, doctorates, Elon Musk, fundamentalism, kindness, Massimo Pigliucci, postmodernism, 

Pythagorean Theorem, Stoics, truth, Virtue Ethics. 

An Interview with Dr. Massimo Pigliucci on Postmodernism and Fundamentalism, Intelligence, and Role 

Models of Kindness: K.D. Irani Professor of Philosophy, City College of New York (Part Four)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let us say someone is a 

postmodernist, and let us say someone is a 

fundamentalist ideologue… 

Dr. Massimo Pigliucci: …that is an interesting 

combination. Okay [Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: Two separate people, they ask the 

question, “Mr. Pigliucci, what is truth?” They 

would ask this to you knowing that you have a 

secular humanist background, an atheist 

background. Of course, I know there is not a 

necessary overlap between those two words. 

Pigliucci: I would give them a short course in 

epistemology 101. I would say, “Truth is actually a 

heterogeneous category.” It is not one thing. There 

are different notions if it, different theories of truth in 

philosophy. 

There is no single answer to the question. It is 

instructive to look at the options that philosophers 

have put on the table. One of them is the 

correspondence theory of truth. Something is true 

only if it corresponds to the way things are in the 

world out there. 

I mentioned before the example of the relative 

positions of Saturn and Jupiter to the Sun. Is it true 

that Saturn is farther away than Jupiter? It is. Why? 

Because if you check the data, Saturn is more distant 

from the Sun than Jupiter is. So, to speak the truth 

about empirical matters, you must find some way to 

establish – or if not establish then reasonably infer to 

the best of your abilities — the state of affairs out 

there. 

The correspondence theory of truth is obviously 

useful in science. I know there are a lot of caveats 

there, like in order to establish the correspondence, 

shouldn’t you have a view from nowhere, where you 

are basically omniscient? No, you do not. 

That is why I said, to the best of your abilities. I 

always start these discussions accepting the notion 

that we are human beings and, therefore, 

epistemically limited. I assume your readers and you 

are perfectly capable of understanding the thing about 

Jupiter and Saturn. 

The correspondence theory of truth applies to 

everyday matters, too. If I say, ‘I am in New York 

City, not Rome,” it is (currently) true. Why? Because 

I live in Downtown Brooklyn. I can turn around the 

video camera and show you. 

That is my window. You can see Manhattan in the 

distance. What I said corresponds to the best of our 

knowledge to the truth. 

However, there are other concepts of truth that are 

useful in other areas, such as a coherence notion of 

truth, which is useful in logic and mathematics. 

Consider the Pythagorean Theorem in geometry. Is it 

true? It is not true in the sense that it is true that I am 

here in New York. Geometry is the creation of the 

human mind, it does not correspond to anything out 

there. You do not need any actual triangle to 

understand the Pythagorean Theorem. 

It is true in the sense that it is coherent. It is what you 

get out of certain axioms of Euclidean geometry. The 

coherence concept of truth is also useful in certain 
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human affairs. We said earlier about that a 

philosophy of life better be coherent, because if it is 

incoherent, we create obstacles for ourselves, 

incurring in contradictions. 

If I run into a given situation and my philosophy tells 

me to do contradictory things, what do I do? 

In real life, you probably want a combination of those 

two notions of truth, correspondence and coherence. 

If you are talking about values, judgments, and 

prescriptions of what to do and not to do, you are 

probably using some version of a coherence notion of 

truth. 

If you are asking about facts about the world as it is, 

then you are using the correspondence theory of 

truth. 

Interestingly, in Virtue Ethics you must use both. 

Again, let me go back to the example of the Stoics, 

when they say, “A good human life is one in which 

you practice the four virtues of wisdom, courage, 

temperance, and justice.” 

Where did they get that from? The prescription to 

practice those virtues is internally logically coherent. 

Chrysippus was the third head of the Stoic school, 

and a great logician. He was the one who made sure 

that Stoic principles were internally coherent. 

But the philosophy also comes out of a certain 

understanding of human nature. And understanding 

human nature is an empirical issue. It is not a priori. 

Therefore, you can see the Stoic system as a 

combination of correspondence and coherence. 

To live a good life, according to the Stoics, you must 

study two other things, other than ethics. First, logic. 

Meaning, you must reason well. Second, what they 

called physics, which is, essentially, natural science. 

Why? Because in order to live well you must 

understand the way the world works. 

If you misunderstand how the world works, or cannot 

think straight about things, then you are not going to 

live a good life. If you think about it, these two areas 

of study that influence Stoicism, one is based on the 

correspondence theory of truth, the other is based on 

the coherence theory of truth. 

2. Jacobsen: One last question, who is the smartest 

person you know or have met? You have three 

doctorates. 

Pigliucci: As a philosopher, I reject the notion of 

“smartest person” for a couple reasons. For one, 

intelligence means different things to different 

people. Are we talking about intelligence as the 

ability to solve abstract problems, or intelligence to 

solve practical problems? They are not the same 

thing. 

The notion of “smartest” implies that there is some 

sort of linear scale of intelligence, with someone at 

the top and others at the bottom. That’s hard to 

believe. 

That said, there are some people who I think of as 

particularly smart in a way that is meaningful and 

interesting. 

Socrates was smart. Actually, he was wise more than 

smart. He was not necessarily into solving 

mathematical or scientific problems. But he was 

certainly a person who seemed to be able to navigate 

society and culture in an intelligent way. Epictetus is 

another I would count as smart. 

Among our contemporaries, there are individuals 

who I personally know and think are very smart, but 

who would not mean anything to your readers or you, 

because they are not famous. Among people your 

listeners might recognize I would count Carl Sagan, 

the astronomer. He was a model of an intelligent 

person, in my book. 

I cannot think of a lot of other examples among 

people alive now, because most of the people that 

come to mind are smart in a technical sense, but they 

are not wise. For instance, Elon Musk is obviously 

smart in a technical sense. But he is one of the most 

unwise and obnoxious people walking the earth now. 

So, do I want him as a role model? No. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Pigliucci: So, I think a good question is, “Who would 

you pick as a role model?” 

3. Jacobsen: Okay. Who would you pick as a role 

model? 

Pigliucci: My grandfather. 

Jacobsen: Why? 

Pigliucci: He was a kind person. He was always 

trying to do his best towards other people. It was 

never about him. It was always about how he would 

interact with the rest of the family and society. So, 

my grandfather is my role model. 

There are also people I know who have gone through 

hardship and come out the right way. My friend 

Larry Baker, who died last year, for example. He was 

a professor of philosophy. He went through his life 

after being hit by triple polio when he was young, 

and still managed to have a successful academic 

career. 
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He learned to grade students’ papers with his right 

foot. That kind of person is inspiring. He was also a 

nice guy. Role models to me are those who are 

concerned about others, who can overcome adversity 

when adversity comes to them, and who, 

nevertheless, maintain a cheerful demeanour and are 

a good example for other people. 

Are they smart? Yes, in a sense, but not in the sense 

that most people would think of “smart.” 

4. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Dr. Pigliucci. 

Pigliucci: All right! It was a pleasure. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] K.D. Irani Professor of Philosophy, City College 

of New York. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: January 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/pigliucci-

four; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

Image Credit: Simon Wardenier/Massimo Pigliucci. 
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Abstract 

Richard Sheen is a young independent artist, philosopher, photographer and theologian based in New 

Zealand. He has studied at Tsinghua University of China and The University of Auckland in New Zealand, 

and holds degrees in Philosophy and Theological Studies. Originally raised atheist but later came to 

Christianity, Richard is dedicated to the efforts of human rights and equality, nature conservation, mental 

health, and to bridge the gap of understanding between the secular and the religious. Richard’s research 

efforts primarily focus on the epistemic and doxastic frameworks of theism and atheism, the foundations of 

rational theism and reasonable faith in God, the moral and practical implications of these frameworks of 

understanding, and the rebuttal of biased and irrational understandings and worship of God. He seeks to 

reconcile the apparent conflict between science and religion, and to find solutions to problems facing our 

environmental, societal and existential circumstances as human beings with love and integrity. Richard is also 

a proponent for healthy, sustainable and eco-friendly lifestyles, and was a frequent participant in competitive 

sports, fitness training, and strategy gaming. Richard holds publications and awards from Mensa New 

Zealand and The University of Auckland, and has pending publications for the United Sigma Intelligence 

Association and CATHOLIQ Society. He discusses: background, philosophy, and views in general; interest in 

the high-IQ societies and community; and IQ scores, tests, and standard deviations. 
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An Interview with Richard Sheen on Tests, Community, and Life Story (Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: How about 

background, philosophy and views, work, and 

looking to the future? 

Richard Sheen: I am 26 years old from New 

Zealand, and have studied philosophy at Tsinghua 

University of Beijing, China, and The University of 

Auckland of New Zealand. As a young child, I 

always had an intense curiosity to understand our 

universe. I had very atypical interests since I was in 

kindergarten, as I had no interest for things that 

children would normally love, such as toys and 

cartoons, but was immersed in all sorts of science 

documentary and encyclopedias. My favourite show 

during my earliest years was the 1950s Bell Science 

series, and my favourite episode was the one that 

explains time, the universe, and general relativity in 

simple and interesting ways. 

While professionally I work for a large international 

corporation, I consider myself a combination of many 

things, as I have a huge range of interests and 

hobbies. My life passions revolve around the pursuit 

of truth, love, and beauty, and I believe this can be 

realized in every aspect of our daily life, from even 

the most mundane moments of reality such as 

enjoying the sunset, or helping a stranger on the 

street — to understand, appreciate and dwell within 

the rich meaning and beauty that lies within the 

miracle that is life and existence. 

My studies in university primarily focused on 

metaphysics at Tsinghua University, where I received 

heavy influence from Professor Huang YuSheng, a 

leading Continental Metaphysics and 

Phenomenology scholar in China. Depression due to 

social isolation and environmental destruction lead 

me to halt my studies at Tsinghua in my final year. 

Narrowly escaping several suicide attempts during 

my darkest hours, I later returned to New Zealand 

and continued my studies in philosophy of religion 

and theology under the guidance of Professor John 

Bishop of The University of Auckland, who is 

currently working on his next book outlining the 

‘Euteleological’ concept of God, one that I highly 

identify with. My later research, including several 

papers and my dissertation, revolved around 

Philosophical Theism, which I describe as the form 

of rationally justified belief in God. My academic 

ambitions revolve around the formulation of ‘S-

Theism’, which I deem as ‘Theism in its strongest 

form’, as opposed to the numerous forms of 

rationally unjustifiable or outright superstitious (and 

often morally dubious) beliefs in an inadequate 

understanding of God. Suffice to say I have been 

heavily influenced by traditional continental 

philosophy and medieval theology, as both of my 

instructors were top experts in these areas. I am 

however no longer working on my academic 

ambition, as I have other responsibilities that require 

my immediate attention. 

Apart from my passion in science and philosophy, I 

am also an avid creator of art. I have been an amateur 

photographer since high school, where I founded 

Depictograph Productions with my two best friends. I 

am also involved in art, particularly machine and 

character design, during my free time. Music 

composition, particularly oriental-styled piano 

symphonies are also among my favourite, however I 

have not had the time to create anything as of late. I 

display my photographs, artwork, and music tracks at 

my personal website Richard Sheen – Home | 

Philosopher, Artist and 

Entrepreneur (http://www.richardsheen.com) , 

where I also occasionally post short segments of 

thought that come into my mind during any moment 

of my day. 

Nature is one of my greatest passions, I am 

particularly interested in both adventuring and 

documenting the outdoors, and have been dedicating 

to a healthy and environmental lifestyle for quite a 

while. I used to be a very ‘nerdy’ teenager who 

focused on strategy gaming, and interestingly 

enough, I am also one of the best StarCraft players of 

all time in New Zealand, being the first and only New 

Zealand player to have ever achieved an international 

ranking of A-, and placing second in a minor 

tournament, losing 1:2 to a Polish player, one of the 

best foreign players in the world in 2017. I have some 

experience in competitive sports as I played for my 

faculty badminton team at Tsinghua University, and 

am now a casual fitness and nutrition guru. I believe 

that a healthy body and a healthy environment are 

crucial to the optimal survival of mankind and our 

peaceful coexistence with nature, and I strive to 

promote a healthy and environmental lifestyle 

whenever I can. 

My future ambitions revolve around several different 

aspects, I shall categorize them in three different 

areas: 1) Academic; 2) Career; and 3) Family. 

http://www.richardsheen.com/
http://www.richardsheen.com/
http://www.richardsheen.com/
http://www.richardsheen.com/
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I have briefly mentioned my academic experience in 

previous paragraphs, but I have not stated an ultimate 

objective. My objective is not to further the debate 

between theism and atheism, but rather, finding 

mutual understanding between those of different 

positions through meticulous refining of existing 

logics and concepts regarding God. Ultimately, my 

purpose is to achieve an adequate understanding of 

God, and subsequently, a healthy spiritual life in the 

worship of God, either religious or non-religious. 

This relies heavily on dispelling the incorrect 

concepts and understandings of God that are very 

popular in both theist and atheist circles in modern 

debate, most of which have lost sight of the depth and 

richness of continental philosophy and classical 

theology. As such, my tasks consist primarily of 

deconstructing and disproving inadequate 

understandings of God, so that the issue may be 

focused in the correct direction — which I believe, 

humanity can then eventually achieve to mutual 

understanding and respect for each other’s 

faiths based on this holistic understanding of God. 

My career aspirations lean towards strategic and 

upper managerial areas. I am a natural strategist and 

am good at leading and influence. This has been the 

case since high school despite my relative 

introversion at the time. However, I am not satisfied 

with merely advancing within the business and 

corporate world, as money and power are merely a 

means to an end, and I have far greater pursuits 

beyond the mere accumulation of wealth and the 

hoarding of worldly powers. My long term 

aspirations are focused on conservation charity and 

education, as I am particularly concerned for our 

environment, and possess great sympathy for mental 

health issues that our world is facing. The solution, I 

believe, is education. We must teach our next 

generation to think and act more responsibly, both on 

the collective level (environment and society) and the 

individual level (personal responsibility and well-

being). I believe the mind is our greatest gift from 

God, and in many ways, constitutes our very ‘image’ 

of Him. To educate is to cultivate the ability to think 

and reason, to not be easily swayed by public opinion 

and political propaganda, and to be able to learn and 

understand novel information and apply them in 

healthy and productive ways. Our modern education 

focuses too much on knowledge and other formalities 

that the essence of learning — to equip a mind with 

the tools for rational discernment and individual 

thought — is often lost in the progress. We are taught 

by society to hoard degrees for ‘better employment 

opportunities’, but seldom taught to seek wisdom, 

morality, and virtue from our learning, and this, I 

believe, is the underlying reason for most of society’s 

problems — a short-sightedness that focuses on the 

immediate, rather than the long-term. 

Family, which is the third and last of my future 

aspirations, is really quite simple. I come from a 

broken family, with a mother who is a hopeless 

romantic that desired love which never came, and a 

father who is on the autism spectrum — highly 

career-focused, but socially and emotionally 

dysfunctional. Just like every other child who was 

raised in a single-parent household, I have 

encountered many difficulties that had long-term 

negative effects on my identity and well-being. Only 

through extensive studying of psychology and the 

social sciences was I able to become aware of, and 

eventually overcome my shortcomings and strive to 

achieve excellence with the very limited amounts of 

resources that I was given. And if there is one thing 

I’ve learned from my past, it’s that there is perhaps 

nothing more devastating, both to society and the 

individual in general, than divorce or a loveless, or 

even violent marriage. Fatherlessness is a leading 

cause of the mental-health epidemic in younger 

generations, and studies have shown that children 

raised in single-parent households consistently do 

worse in every measurable aspect in life. While I 

understand that I cannot, and probably should not, 

intervene in the life of others, I am firm in my belief 

that I must not repeat the same failures of my parents. 

I desire to establish a healthy, stable, and permanent 

family in the traditional way of the atomic family 

unit. I desire to seek the support, intimacy, and 

understanding that comes from a deeply loving 

relationship with a significant other, to experience 

and actualize all the joys and romance in life, and to 

eventually raise a healthy and successful family, 

while leading a successful and balanced career 

myself. Perhaps, I believe, deep down I am taking on 

the wishes of my parents, of the dreams that they 

once bore, and the future that should have been. I 

seek to make their dreams come true, through both 

my own life, and together with my significant 

other’s/children’s life, and perhaps as an image to 

honour their ambitions and legacy, and as gratitude to 

all the things that they have given me, even though I 

certainly did not have the most privileged upbringing. 

Apart from this, I am a semi-active member in 

several high IQ societies, which lead to this very 

opportunity since if I hadn’t submitted my paper to 

the USIA journal I would have never known you. So 

in many ways, I am also very happy and grateful for 

everything. 

Once again thank you very much Scott for this 

opportunity. I am very intrigued about you and your 
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work as well, I hope we can get to know more about 

each other in the future. 

2. Jacobsen: What is the interest in the high-IQ 

community for you, including the various 

societies? 

Sheen: For me it was largely a coincidence, as due to 

my upbringing I was very introverted as a child and 

teenager, and my peculiar interests did not help me 

get along with similarly aged peers. It is difficult to 

establish deep friendships with your classmates when 

your main interests in primary school lie somewhere 

between the biology of native New Zealand bivalve 

molluscs and the mechanics of nuclear fusion. Social 

isolation eventually led me to discover other means 

to connect with others, and it wasn’t long before my 

younger self discovered and embraced the perceived 

safety behind the computer screen, and the broad 

diversity that the internet offered. 

I originally had no awareness of the existence of high 

IQ societies, and the discovery of my intellectual 

giftedness was more or less a coincidence. Growing 

up with very little self-esteem, I had always thought 

very less of myself. In middle school, a friend of 

mine sent me the 2003 Mensa Denmark mock test as 

a random challenge, and I was very surprised to find 

out that I managed to solve every question and 

reached the ceiling of the test, despite it being 

designed and normed for adults averaging 25 years of 

age. I still remember spending 15 minutes on the last 

item, which was extremely interesting to me at the 

time. 

After gaining awareness of my differences with most 

of my peers (and in some ways, explaining my 

inability to fully ‘fit in’), I later joined and began 

participating in the high IQ community, and have 

formed lasting friendships with the diverse minds that 

I have come across, each with their own unique 

brilliance. It is the clarity of thought, unique 

perspectives, intellectual depth and often the 

passionate sincerity and generosity of these 

individuals that kept me in this community, and what 

I treasure the most is the rare and unique opportunity 

to connect deeply with other minds who share a 

similar vision and curiosity for the unknown. 

3. Jacobsen: What have been the IQ scores, 

standard deviations, and tests (mainstream and 

alternative) taken by you? 

Sheen: I am generally reluctant to disclose or 

compare IQ scores, as I believe a high IQ is a gift, a 

gift that I attribute to the works of God, as I am 

merely a lowly servant for the purpose of the good in 

the grander scheme of reality. As such I believe IQ, 

or any other sort of natural gifts, are never to be taken 

for our own credit, and in many ways, ought be 

treated as a gift to the entire world, rather than a 

‘capital’ owned by, and at the sole disposal, of 

oneself. I wish to treat giftedness with gentleness and 

humility, and hope that one day I may be able to give 

back to the world for everything that I have had the 

privilege to receive in my brief experience of this 

vast universe of wonder as a mere servant of purpose 

and meaning. 

To briefly answer your question, I seemed to have 

reached the ceiling for the official Mensa admissions 

test, which I found far easier than the type of 

experimental high-range tests that unusually selective 

groups use for admission purposes. The official 

ceiling for the Mensa test was around 145-150 

(SD15), or around the 99.9th percentile, but 

nowadays they seem to artificially cap the score at 

the 99th percentile after a certain raw score threshold. 

My score in the experimental high range test that I 

have taken several years ago was 170 (SD15), which 

was the ‘Nydegger Intelligence Test Form – I’, where 

I answered three items incorrectly and used the test 

for admissions and documentation to high-IQ 

societies. To be truly honest, I have a feeling that I 

was simply lucky with my scores, as I seem to have 

an unusually strong ability for visual and spatial 

logical processing. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Independent Artist, Philosopher, Photographer, 

and Theologian. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: February 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/sheen-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. Image Credit: 

Richard Sheen. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 

 

 

 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/sheen-one
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 79 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Humanism in Canada: Canadian 

Humanism, Social and Political 

Discourse, Personal Views, and 

Opposition (Part Two) 
Interviewer: Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

Numbering: Issue 22.A, Idea: Outliers & Outsiders (Part Eighteen) 

Place of Publication: Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

Title: In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal 

Web Domain: http://www.in-sightjournal.com 

Individual Publication Date: February 1, 2020 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020 

Name of Publisher: In-Sight Publishing 

Frequency: Three Times Per Year 

Words: 5,139 

ISSN 2369-6885 

Abstract 

Doug Thomas is the President of Secular Connexion Séculière. Greg Oliver is the President of Canadian 

Secular Alliance. Michel Virard is the President of Association humaniste du Québec. Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye 

Robertson is the Vice-President of Humanist Canada. They discuss: definition of Canadian Humanism; 

Keywords: Association humaniste du Québec, Canadian Secular Alliance, Doug Thomas, Humanist Canada, Michel 

Virard, Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Secular Connexion Séculière. 

Humanism in Canada: Canadian Humanism, Social and Political Discourse, Personal Views, and Opposition 

(Part Two)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*If no answer existent in the particular question, of the 5 total questions, for the particular leader/interviewee 

representative of the hierarchs of the humanist or humanistic organization in Canada, then the name does not 

become included in the responses for the question. Interviews based on open invitations to the leadership for 

interviews. If not appearing, then the others did not respond to request for interviews. If no appearance in future 

parts, then no responses provided by interviewees who accepted within the first part, i.e., conflicting demands on 

attention and time, or organizational resources. All responses in alphabetical order by the first-name first portion or 

institutional title (in one case).* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: With some of the 

personal background, professional role, the 

backstory of the organization, pivotal moments 

and seminal individuals for the organization, 

change over time of the organization, and the 

targeted objectives and vision of it, let’s cover 

some the personal and community views of local 

and national humanism or, at least, humanistic 

values. What, in one word, encapsulates Canadian 

Humanism? Please unpack this one word in depth 

once provided. 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: Given the nature and condition of secular 

humanism in Canada, no one word can encapsulate it. 

The best brief description of humanism, and this 

applies to Canadian humanism as much as to any 

other humanism, is that it is a philosophy through 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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which one is good without god(s) by following the 

forty principle doctrines of Epicurus, the twelve 

principles developed in the Hague in 1952 or 

variations on those principles such as those listed on 

the Society of Freethinkers website. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: Just one word? That’s a tricky one. I’ll go 

with ‘improvement’. Ultimately humanism seeks a 

holistic and well-rounded improvement of human 

welfare. Canada has humans. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: The word I would use is 

“objectivity.” Everything we as humanists stand for 

including respect, fairness, compassion and reason 

depend on our capacity to overrule subjective 

prejudice on the balance of evidence. It is sometimes 

thought that the Age of Reason began with the 

Enlightenment; however, the capacity to differentiate 

between the objective and subjective began much 

earlier. I have argued that the rise of the world 

religions during the first millennium BCE was likely 

a reaction against the earlier emergence of a self that 

was both individual and volitional. Volitional 

individuals capable of evidenced-based forward 

planning represented a potential threat to existing 

collectivist societies. Although this ability was 

useful, it was constrained by religious dogma that 

often included self-renunciation. The Enlightenment 

released this self from such constraints resulting in a 

flowering of scientific and humanistic thought. It is 

this capacity for objective evaluation that allows us to 

understand what constitutes genuine respect, fairness, 

compassion and even reason. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: Canadian Humanism is the local 

expression of a larger concept, Humanism as a 

modern, universal view about what it is to be human, 

what to expect and, as importantly, what not to 

expect as a human being. Although it is coloured by 

the specific Canadian life experience of each and 

every one of its banner holders, from Henry 

Morgentaler to Martin Frith, its core values remain 

remarkably sharable by all humanists of Planet Earth. 

This also means there are no significant differences 

between Quebec Humanism and the Rest of Canada 

Humanism, apart, of course, the communication 

channel peculiarities such as language and, 

sometimes, preferred references. Perhaps an example 

will underline the universality of Humanist concepts. 

Romain Gagnon, who lives in Montreal, has recently 

published a book: “Et l’Homme créa Dieu à son 

image”. Within months the English version was 

produced: “So Man Created God in his Own Image”. 

Romain open both books with a quote from a 

Humanist, a German Jew who lived in the USA, a 

wonderful epigraph encapsulating the humanist 

stand: 

“Strange is our situation here upon Earth. Each of us 

comes for a short visit, not knowing why, yet 

sometimes seeming to a divine purpose. From the 

standpoint of daily life, however there is one thing we 

do know: that we are here for the sake of other men – 

above all for those upon whose smile and well-being 

our own happiness depends.” 

Yes, that was from Albert Einstein. Our ability to 

extract the best of many cultures is, indeed, a 

humanist trait and I certainly wish it will stay that 

way forever. 

Of course, there are differences of “priority” between 

Humanist groups on the face of Earth and within 

Canada as well. So, currently, Ontario Humanists are 

concerned about catholic state schools, BC 

Humanists seem to be more interested in our right to 

die with dignity and Quebec Humanists have been 

concerned mainly with the religious bias built in their 

provincial institutions. But that would hardly be a 

justification to pretend that Humanists think 

differently according to their province of residence or 

even the place of their upbringing. 

2. Jacobsen: How does your organization reflect 

and embody – in values and actions in community 

– this description of Canadian Humanism? 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: SCS follows the principles in its dealings 

with government agencies by encouraging those in 

the agencies to pay attention to secular humanist 

principles and following the human rights laid out by 

the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: To maintain as big a tent as possible, we 

decided it would be best if we had no formal 

affiliation with humanism or freethought. Our narrow 

mandate leaves the door open for any who share the 

ideal of secular government, including the religious. 

But admittedly, most of our members have a non-

religious worldview and possess humanist values. 

And we are motivated by the desire to improve the 

welfare of Canadians – not unlike the organizations 

that best epitomize the values of Canadian Humanism 

previously described. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: Humanist Canada embraces the 

idea that science and reason constitute the best way to 

understand the world around us, and this is displayed 

prominently on our website. Science and reason posit 

a reality outside of our selves which we can know 
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and understand, at least to a proximal degree. This is 

more than an assumption. We have used the scientific 

method for over 400 years to produce a modern 

human civilization is longer lived, more educated and 

better fed than any preceding civilization. The 

scientific method is based on notions of objective 

thought modelled by ancient Greek, Indian and 

Chinese science 2,000 years earlier. 

The alternative to science and reason is some form of 

revealed truth. When that revealed truth is attributed 

to a deity, Humanist Canada has a consistent record: 

a humanist Canada is a secular Canada. This does not 

mean that people cannot be religious, but in a secular 

world the state will not promote a religious belief, 

nor will it allow the levers of state to be used to 

promote such belief. The irony is that only a secular 

state can guarantee equality of expression to 

competing religions, but that is not the primary goal 

of our organization. Our goal for a secular Canada is 

to promote those very qualities of cognition that has 

permitted human civilization to flourish. 

Humanists from across Canada meet regularly in 

local groups to discuss issues related to the 

advancement of science and reason. Often these 

meetings are in the form of self-education on topics 

and issues of current interest. With limited success, 

Humanist Canada attempts to network with these 

groups and share information between groups. 

Recently, we have hosted a national essay contest for 

high school students writing on humanist topics. One 

project that I think has promise involves the 

development of a national webinar series, and some 

of these webinars could be hosted by local humanist 

groups. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: The Quebec Humanist Association, a 

francophone organisation, came to life much later 

than the original, English speaking, Humanist 

Association of Canada (now HC) so it should be no 

surprise that the fights carried and won by HC 

pioneers are no longer top priorities for the AHQ. 

Thus the right for women to choose to have a baby or 

not, a cause célèbre successfully defended, at a heavy 

personal cost, by HC first president, Henry 

Morgentaler, is no longer a hot topic in Montreal, 

where most AHQ members live. Another article of 

the Humanist main principles has emerged as a 

central figure of current Humanism. It is the 

secularity of the State, as represented by all three 

levels of government. We, Humanists of Quebec, 

have come to the conclusion that most of the great 

and small fights we have been involved with in the 

past were really the unavoidable, undesirable 

consequence of a major, anti-democratic, flaw of our 

governmental system: the influence of religious 

considerations permeating all our institutions, from 

top to bottom, and from Newfoundland to Yukon. It 

thus became evident that we had to aim at the head of 

this tentacular monster and this is what the AHQ has 

been doing since its creation, in 2005. This means 

constant interaction with various branches of the 

provincial government, mostly the Ministry of 

education, the opposition parties, the Justice 

department, and the influencing media. For example 

we write to la Presse and to Le Devoir fairly often 

and we do get many of our papers published. 

However fighting for a secular state is one thing but, 

as important, is the building of a supporting 

community keen on critical thinking. In Quebec, 

that’s what we continuously do through our regular 

monthly events of significant film screenings and 

lectures. In addition we now organise thematic larger 

events once every two years with four of five 

speakers. We keep our supporters fed with the latest 

news from the humanosphere through a set of 

channels: website, Facebook page, a pdf and printed 

magazine, and Youtube videos (about 120). 

3. Jacobsen: How does this description of 

Canadian Humanism expand into the outreach of 

the organization outside of the local community 

into the wider national social and political 

discourse? 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: SCS advocates are aware of the principles 

of humanism and apply them to their dealings with 

government agencies. Basically, they respect 

individual rights and work to gain respect for 

humanist principles, especially in regards to the 

Supreme Court of Canada’s statement in 1984 that 

the fundamental right to freedom of conscience and 

religion protects the right to freedom from religion as 

much as is protects the right to freedom of religion. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: I think Humanist Canada has 

historically been more successful at impacting on the 

national discourse than in supporting the 

development of local humanist groups. I previously 

mentioned he abortion rights movement as 

fundamental to our early development. The notion 

that a fertilized human egg is a life within the 

definition of criminal law is inherently tied to a 

supernatural view that the embryo is infused with a 

supernatural soul at conception. Humanist Canada (at 

the time, Humanist Association of Canada) took a 

secular view that decisions on abortion laws should 

be based on science and reason. Our recent campaign 

to defund Catholic schools is similarly based on a 

desire to remove religious privilege in the provision 
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of state funding. There is also a human rights issue 

tied to the separate schools controversy. The 

provision of a separate Catholic school system 

advantages Catholic teachers because they may apply 

for positions in both systems while non-Catholics are 

disadvantaged in applying for jobs with the separate 

system. This is discrimination on the basis of 

religious belief, and therefore, a violation of human 

rights although allowed under Canadian law. 

Canada has a different philosophical basis than does 

the United States whose Declaration of Independence 

states “We hold these truths (the right to life, liberty 

and the pursuit of happiness) to be self-evident.” The 

evidentiary basis of human rights was alluded to by 

Chris DiCarlo’s slogan “We are all of African 

descent” which he used as the basis for an anti-racism 

campaign. From a humanist perspective, rights that 

are based on science and reason have a more solid 

grounding than those granted by a divinity. For 

example, DiCarlo faced a disciplinary hearing 

because his “we are all of African descent” campaign 

was thought to be “insensitive” to those of ancestry 

aboriginal to the America’s who believed they had 

been placed on this continent by a creator-god. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: Whether it is Humanist Canada on 

Parliament Hill or Quebec Humanist Association 

in Commissions parlementaires in Quebec 

City, Canadian humanists attempt to sway the current 

governments toward an effective separation of 

Churches and State(s). Our action takes various 

forms, such as parliamentary petitions, memoirs to 

specific ministries, meeting ministers or opposition 

leaders, etc. Sometime we win, sometime we lose. 

Sometime we have to be content with the repealing of 

a little used, obsolete but still menacing law, such as 

the blasphemy law in the criminal code, sometime we 

hit big, like in Quebec, when after years of media 

pounding by us and our sister organisations, the 

government decided, in a momentous move, to 

declare Quebec as a secular state. I’m not sure the 

Rest of Canada, hypnotized by the religious sign 

quarrel, realizes the importance of this mere «one 

liner». The other great victory of recent years is, of 

course, the establishment of Right to die with dignity 

first in Québec, then in Canada. Since 2005, the AHQ 

has been instrumental in helping to create, man and 

finance an effective local DWD organisation, the 

AQDMD. 

4. Jacobsen: Apart from the organization, does 

personal view differ from the organizational 

bounds of the definition of Canadian Humanism 

as an individual differentiation? If so, how? If not, 

why not? 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: Since the organization is officially neutral 

on the matter, my personal views are by definition 

different. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: The Humanist Canada board 

declined to take a position on Quebec’s secularism 

bill. Those on the board who support the legislation 

do so from a position that provincial employees 

should not advance their religious beliefs while 

exercising positions of power. Opponents of the 

legislation believe the Quebec bill denies Muslim 

women, in particular, freedom of expression. On the 

surface, this appears to be a conflict between two 

values or “goods,” secularisms versus freedom of 

expression, but humanists are united in the belief that 

state power should not be used to advance 

supernatural belief. For humanists the issue is not 

freedom of expression per se, but whether the law 

would be used to target an identified minority. If the 

HC board refused to take a position until it is 

determined statistically whether the law is being 

enforced differentially, that would be consistent with 

a rational and scientific worldview. 

Freedom of speech was an issue in the dismissal of 

Acadia University professor Rick Mehta a couple of 

years ago. The tenured professor had questioned the 

Truth and Reconciliation Commission into Indian 

Residential Schools and the practice of using special 

designated pronouns for transsexual people. If Mehta 

used his position of power to force students to 

conform to his belief system, then this would have 

been an abuse of power. On the other hand, the right 

for university professors to raise unpopular or 

controversial positions is protected to ensure that 

universities do not return to the dark ages of 

controlled thought. I would argue that this protection 

is fundamental to science and reason, and the 

removal of any tenured professor should, therefore, 

be transparent. I was disappointed that our board 

refused to ask Acadia for that transparency. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: Personal views always differ somewhat, 

even on subjects where we all, basically, agree. 

Making it work is the name of the game, not marking 

points. So we tend to accept our mutual differences 

on specific subjects in order not to jeopardize the 

greater good we are aiming at. We know we are, at 

heart, humanists. This certainly does not mean we 

will be willing martyrs for the cause, but we do try to 

maintain a healthy distance between our personal 

interests and those of humanity. The doing is its own 

reward. 
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5. Jacobsen: Given the definition of Canadian 

Humanism provided, the internal actions 

reflecting this to the organizational community, 

the expansion of this in relationship with the 

wider Canadian cultural milieu, and the 

individual difference of opinion (or not), a natural 

question follows in its antipode, its (Canadian) 

humanistic polar opposite. What individuals, 

organizations, and even Canadian values, stand 

opposed in the past and into the present of these 

ideas behind Canadian Humanism? 

Doug Thomas, President, Secular Connexion 

Séculière: The presence of “socially conservative”; 

that is fundamentalist religious individuals at all 

levels of government means that we always have to 

maintain a rational and legally supportable stance in 

regards to social issues. The assumed right of 

Christians to impose their religion on the rest of the 

population often puts on the opposite side of the table 

from these people. We are careful to make the 

distinction that we do not oppose their religion or 

their right to believe in that religion, but that we are 

opposed to their forcing their religion on others. 

The legal construct of Canada has certainly been 

influenced by religious people in the past. The 

Criminal Code of Canada, the national anthem, the 

preamble to the Charter of Rights and Freedoms are 

all that they are because of the influence, directly or 

indirectly, of religion. 

Our long-term goal is to make all of our governments 

places where people can participate in decision 

making on an equal basis, in a neutral milieu without 

religious interference. 

Greg Oliver, President, Canadian Secular 

Alliance: Related to our mandate specifically, I’d say 

any individuals or organizations who seek 

preferential status in society for any religious 

worldview Our organization is essentially focused on 

equality rights – which is among the core principles 

of liberal democracy. Without secular government 

citizens who do not conform to the preferred 

religious worldview cannot truly be political equals. 

We strongly believe liberal democracy is essential to 

maximizing human well-being. Of course, by no 

means would this represent the totality of individuals 

and ideas opposed to humanist values. 

Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson, Vice-President, 

Humanist Canada: Traditionally, Humanist Canada 

has been wary of the impositions of religion in 

undermining scientifically based rational discourse, 

and I think humanists of all stripes have been 

effective in countering these impositions. But the 

public’s belief in science and rational thought has 

been systematically undermined by at least two more 

recent threats. First, there is counter-culture that 

decries things “western” including medicine, diet and 

lifestyle. What is called “western medicine” is 

actually scientifically validated practise while so-

called “alternative medicine” consists of unproven 

therapies. Although some of these unproven 

therapies, such as homeopathy, are of recent and 

western origin, the claim is made that these 

treatments are traditional, and “if they have been 

around for thousands of years they must be 

effective.” Scientists and medical doctors are then 

cast as co-conspirators keeping people from less 

invasive treatment. As I discussed in relation to a 

previous question, this can have devastating health 

consequences. 

The religious and counter-culture attack on science 

and reason has been joined by the post-modernist 

turn in academia, particularly in the humanities. The 

seminal 20th-century post-modernist philosopher, 

Martin Heidegger, described intelligent thinking as 

“degenerate” to be corrected by the thought that is 

“more primordial.” This has led to a relativist view 

that there are equally valid “ways of knowing” based 

on ideological preference. Tom Strong described 

science as a “white, male way of knowing” in a peer-

reviewed journal article. Another well-cited author, 

Kenneth Gergen, described all quantitative research 

as ideologically oppressive. Yet, without science and 

reason, the resolution of disputes about what 

constitutes reality ultimately comes down to brute 

force. Heidegger described himself and Hitler as 

“Dasien” with the ability to determine ultimate truths 

beyond those available to science. Religions privy 

ultimate truth to their deities and those who interpret 

the will of those deities. I think the upsurge of 

censorship, “de-platformings,” and even firings in 

universities is led by post-modernists who, because 

of their ideological stance, have no other ways of 

resolving ideological difference. I think humanists 

should be open to dealing with all challenges to 

science and reason irrespective of where on the 

political spectrum those challenges originate. Our 

civilization depends on it. 

Michel Virard, President, Association humaniste 

du Québec: In short, who or what is opposing our 

actions? To be frank, direct opposition is relatively 

rare. When, in 2009, we managed to get the Montreal 

buses with a side advert stating «Probably God does 

not exist…» I received a single heinous message 

while we were expecting a lot of flack. The day 

before the buses were scheduled to be on the streets 

of Montreal, my wife was worried we could be the 

target of nasties. But no such things happened. To the 

opposite, we got a lot of new members and we 
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received our biggest donation, ever. Even the 

archbishop of Montreal managed to state publicly 

something like «everyone has the right to his 

opinion»! This was the moment we realized the 

Quebec society was ripe for … real secularism. 

Still, the opposition exists but it is now mostly behind 

curtains. We find that ethics committees are often 

packed with religious stalwarts disguised as ethicists, 

that educational boards are packed with former moral 

or catechism teachers. We still find invisible cassocks 

in the media and in the position of power in our 

Universities. They no longer have a monopoly on 

what can be said, but they are there, no doubt. 

“Humanist” is a rather positively charge word, at 

least in Canada (not the US!), we get, most of the 

time, the right to expose our opinion providing we 

badger the media long enough. This is not a privilege 

we should sneeze at. We do get insulted sometimes 

by religious bigots, but also by political bigots from 

left and right. The major force opposing us is, really, 

the sheer weight of tradition. We are asking for 

CHANGE and that is, for most people, a dirty word. 

But you also asked: what Canadian values, at large, 

might be opposed to Humanist values? If one 

considers that these Canadian values are somehow 

embedded in our current constitution (or what stands 

for it…), I would say we, Humanists of Quebec, are 

in agreement with most of it. There is, of course, this 

funny God reference in the preamble of the Canadian 

Charter of Rights. Well, the Supreme Court of 

Canada has already dismissed it could be used in any 

way to contradict the articles of Charter, so I won’t 

dig deeper on that. Far more important is the other 

elements of the Charter which have made waves 

within our ranks. Contrary to popular belief, there is 

no unanimity on the meaning and the reach of the 

principle called «multiculturalism». You have to 

understand that our humanist roots are in the deeply 

held belief that all humans should have the same set 

of basic rights. In other words, those rights 

are universal and may not be curtailed in any way 

without very good reasons. In particular, they may 

not be denied by reason of a particular attachment to 

particular cultural customs. This is why we will 

defend the rights of women, regardless of their 

origin, to be autonomous beings, equal to men in 

rights. However, multiculturalism has been used, 

even in courts of law, to deny the protection granted 

to women by the Charter against custom based 

abuses by members of their own ethnic community. 

Many of us believe this is unacceptable and that this 

Charter article commanding to promote 

multiculturalism gives a free pass to misogynistic 

religions. These glaring flaws have led us to give 

multiculturalism a closer examination. 

What we have discovered is that multiculturalism has 

shaky parts and even shady friends. But first comes 

first. When and where was «multiculturalism» used 

first? Nope, it’s not in Canada. It became part of the 

law in Sweden in 1970. As of 2018, 48 years later, or 

two generations later, 73% of Swedes consider their 

politic of integration a failure. Yet this is the country 

which has spent the most to make immigration and 

multiculturalism a success. 

Germany also gave it a try. Her chancellor, Mrs. 

Merkel declared in 2015: « “Multiculturalism leads 

to parallel societies and therefore remains a ‘life 

lie,’ ” or a sham, she said. 

Other countries such as Netherland, Denmark, are 

rethinking their approach to Cultural Diversity. 

Cultural Diversity is also a loaded expression: it was 

used in South-Africa as a fig-leaf for the apartheid 

based Tricameral system. Even today, in South-

Africa, the term multiculturalism is used to prettify 

the neo-apartheid programs of the white right-wing 

fringe. So beware: your mileage may vary. 

For all its touted virtue, multiculturalism had its 

critics. Robert David Putnam, the author of “Bowling 

Alone” and Professor of Public Policy at Harvard 

University conducted a nearly decade-long study on 

how multiculturalism affects social trust. He 

surveyed 26,200 people in 40 American 

communities, finding that “people in diverse 

communities “don’t trust the local mayor, they don’t 

trust the local paper, they don’t trust other people and 

they don’t trust institutions,” What is worse, “In 

diverse communities, we don’t trust people who do 

look like us”. In effect “we act like turtles”, trying to 

shield ourselves. These are harsh words even if 

Putnam admits this effect tends to disappear over 

time. 

When you look around, now, in 2019, it seems the 

only country where multiculturalism is not much of a 

problem is Canada. But the selection of immigration 

candidates with better credentials than in Europe or 

the USA may have a lot to do with this relative 

success. Yes, it may come as a surprise to many that 

on average, immigrants to Québec are LESS religious 

than the local population. Quite possibly the effect of 

a level of education somewhat higher than the local 

average. 

But Humanists are concerned with other questions: 

how come a successful businessman from 

Afghanistan, Mohamed Shafia, could convince his 

wife and his son than killing his own girls was OK? 

Was he persuaded that «anything goes» in Canada. 
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Did we telegraph the wrong message when the Shafia 

family landed? Is Canada image one of a country 

where you can import any tradition and nobody 

cares? By insisting on an ill-defined 

“multiculturalism” rather than on integration, are we 

advertising it’s OK to beat your wives? Humanists in 

Quebec are haunted by those tragic 

misunderstandings. 

Perhaps Canada has been a bit too heavy on the 

«rights» and forgot that life in society does imply a 

certain number of «duties», and I don’t mean by this 

that you must merely obey the laws. A country does 

require much more than simply a set of criminal 

laws. It needs shared convictions otherwise it will 

eventually disintegrate. Multiculturalism is not 

promoting shared convictions; to the contrary, instead 

of integrating the existing groups, each new group is 

adding one more fault line within Canadian society. 

Granted, some fault lines are not very threatening but 

others, definitely, are dangerous. How Canadians can 

forget that the worst terrorist massacres in Canada 

(329 deaths) had its roots in the rift between Hindus 

and Sikhs in Canada. This massacre was worse than 

any of the Islamic terrorist attacks in Western 

Europe, beating by a large margin the bus-metro 

attack in London (52 deaths), the Bataclan massacre 

in Paris (129 deaths) and the trains in Madrid (190 

deaths)? 

How can we ignore these festering wounds in the 

social fabric of Canada? Unless we rethink what 

multiculturalism should mean I’m afraid the future 

will have some nasty surprises in store for us. 

Multiculturalism cannot be apartheid! 

Could Secular Humanists, who have been leading 

many of the most significant, workable, social 

advances in this country, come with a workable 

solution to this very human problem? 
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An Interview with Richard Sheen on the Full Scope of Philosophy and Ethics (Part Two)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is the full scope 

of philosophy to you? Does philosophy have 

limits? 

Richard Sheen: I think every form of human reason, 

or more broadly speaking, all linguistic, logical 

and/or systems of meaning in general, are 

fundamentally limited in their scope to discover and 

comprehend truth and reality to their fullest 

extent. This includes all empirical frameworks as 

well, such as science, as empirical input must be 

processed by the mind via rational procedures that 

conform to a particular logical framework, e.g. 

probability and causal inference. 

From one perspective, the world can be seen as a 

series of gigantic puzzle pieces, with each domain 

consisting of their own mysteries and wonders 

waiting for us to discover, but our ability to fully 

comprehend the completeness of truths in the form of 

information — any information — is fundamentally 

limited by the inherent incompleteness of formal 

logical systems and language in general (which I 

perceive as the “building blocks” of all other 

emergent properties). On the other hand, our 

experience of reality is limited by our perspective as 

observers, and in strange ways, elements of 

perception seem to influence our reality, as observed 

on the subatomic level in quantum physics. What this 

entails, is that our world of truths is fundamentally 

limited, or “capped”, by the inherent, 

systematic restrictions of the foundational building 

blocks (or perhaps the “operating system” of the 

universe) in which our reality is grounded upon. In 

some ways, this is analogously similar to how virtual 

realities such as computer games must be built upon 

coding systems called “engines”, with each 

“engine” having their own maximum processing rates 

and other systematic limitations. Our world in many 

ways resemble such a virtual reality, and comes with 

all the possibilities and limitations of its own 

“engine”, as seen in the limitations of logic, 

mathematics, and the laws of nature. 

Aside from inherent limitations in the information 

and truth systems that formulate and describe our 

reality, as human beings we are also limited by our 

emotions, cognitive biases, fallacious reasoning, and 

other limitations in cognitive ability in general. As a 

result, we often find ourselves faced with a world 

filled with complex and seemingly chaotic 

information. As our mind struggles to find patterns 

and make sense out of the chaotic continuity of 

“sensory data” that fills our horizon, we 

inevitably contemplate upon the meaning behind our 

existence — what is the meaning, purpose, or at 

least a subtle reason for our own existence, and for 

the existence of the entirety of reality? Why is there 

something rather than nothing?  

While scientists have wrestled with this question for 

ages, their answers fall short of the demands of 

reason itself — for what can be scientifically proven, 

must necessarily lie within the realm and expectation 

of tangible and repeatable observation 

and experimentation. But beyond the scopes of our 

observable universe, or even the possible multiverse, 

a priori laws or truths (such as the law of identity) 

formulate and sustain the “functional premise” of our 

physical reality, similar to how strings of basic code 

formulate the foundations of an operating system. 

These a priori laws must necessarily be unconditional 

in order to give rise to the conditional that is our 

universe (or other higher-order conditional functions 

and frameworks that are not yet known to science and 

logic/mathematics, but nonetheless provable through 

human reason) and its existents. As Immanuel Kant 

famously exclaimed, human reason is naturally 

inclined to deduce, from the limited existents of the 

conditional the unconditional that forms the 

foundations of the entirety of reality and existence, 

whereby the discovery, or even subtle awareness of 

the unconditional, may finally lead the mind to rest 

within the completion of knowledge, or at least the 

faith of it (this of course does not necessarily entail 

that the unconditional is already given). 

Some may say that to seek the unconditional is a 

fool’s errand, for not every question can be answered, 

nor should every question have a definitive answer. I 

tend to agree, as there may very well be no answers 

for the greatest questions in life, the metaphysical and 

the philosophical — questions that go far beyond 

mere explanations of the scientific and the physical 

like the Big Bang; questions that seek to unravel the 

mystery of being itself: why there is something rather 

than nothing, instead of simply how the universe 

came to be. 

Why, we ask? The keen thinker may have already 

noticed that the question “why?” pertains to reason 

and purpose. It seeks a motivation, rather than a 

mechanism. It seeks meaning amidst the coldness of 

time and space, and it is not satisfied with merely the 
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explanations of the “how”. It seeks an answer of 

philosophical nature, of the purposive, the 

axiological, and the teleological. It is of course 

very easy, and extremely comforting to bury one’s 

head in the sand and proudly proclaim that such 

questions of meaning and purpose are “meaningless” 

or that the entire universe is “meaningless” (if such a 

claim is even sensible, given that we are a part of the 

universe), and that to even ask such questions 

requires a particular sort of naivety and 

foolishness that only a delusional daydreamer may 

entertain. However, reason is not satisfied 

with knowing only the functional relations of facts 

and numbers, no more than how humanity cannot 

survive only on food and other functional, biological 

and practical necessities alone. We require reason, 

motivation, value, and ultimately, purpose and 

meaning in order to find ourselves in this world, to 

truly actualise our potential, and testify to our 

freedom and dignity. We must align ourselves with 

the grand teleology of existence, and that answer lies 

far beyond the reaches of science and mathematics 

alone. 

Philosophy is hence, the complex framework of 

thought that pertains to truth, reason, value, meaning, 

and ultimately faith, that constitutes the very nature 

of our humanity and existential reality. To 

philosophise is to ponder upon the eternal questions 

of life, questions of meaning that lie beyond science 

and logic/mathematics alone. As we struggle to piece 

together the grand puzzle of existence, by linking 

every domain of truth, applying every school of 

knowledge, and filling every blank as we seek to 

contemplate the “Mind of God”, we are attempting to 

understand, and appreciate, with great humility and 

reverence, the miracle that is life and existence itself. 

To understand, in spite of our weaknesses and 

limitations, and to love, despite our flaws 

and imperfections, and ultimately, to believe, despite 

our fears and uncertainties. This contemplation of the 

exalted, and this pursuit of the virtuous, I believe, is 

the ultimate purpose and the fullest scope of 

philosophy – philosophy is not only of the mind and 

thought, but also of action and application. 

Philosophy must change the world, beginning from 

the tiny, positive things that the virtue of thought 

brings in oneself, and gradually to share it with the 

world. 

2. Jacobsen: What ethics drives or motivates 

moral acts and thoughts in life for you? Why those 

ethics? 

Sheen: For me, ethics is one of the most important 

aspects of both one’s social life and one’s spiritual 

life. Ethics must not only consist of the attitudes and 

ways in which we treat others, but must also 

encompass all values that pertain to a good and 

healthy life in general. To be ethical, one must not 

simply conform to the standards of ethical laws or 

other forms of formal demands, but also 

wholeheartedly love the good, as it is entirely 

possible for one to have no regard for the inherent 

value of the good yet simply conform to ethical laws 

as a means to an end, e.g. getting their own way in 

society, or merely “following” ethical laws due to 

fear of punishment or simply as conditioned 

behaviour. As such, to me, ethics and morality must 

be treated as one and the same. While these terms 

cannot be used interchangeably from a 

strictly academic perspective as ethics generally 

refers to external, societal expectations while morals 

are largely internal values, I do not believe that one 

can truly respect and act ethically if one does not 

have faith in the value of ethics or at least believe that 

goodness itself is important to some degree, whether 

intrinsic or extrinsic. 

The first part of my ethics stems from my firm belief 

in the power of rationality and the value of goodness 

in itself, in this sense I would refer to myself as a 

rationalist. I am confident that reason is capable of 

showing us objectively why some things are good 

and others bad, albeit just like all other areas of 

philosophy and all dimensions of science (and human 

reason in general), the ability for reason to arrive at 

objectively “correct” answers in ethics is also limited, 

and to a greater extent than the limitations in science 

and logic/mathematics. This is often seen in highly 

complex hypothetical scenarios that theoretical ethics 

deal with, such as the (in)famous trolley problem and 

its variations. However this does not imply that we 

should discard ethics, or at least objective normative 

ethics altogether and adopt a form of blissful, nihilist, 

and ultimately irresponsible (individual)relativism 

that so many resort to nowadays. I believe, just like 

how we cannot discover and prove the consistency 

and completeness of all truth systems there is to 

know within our reality, we cannot know for certain 

all objectively correct moral values and always apply 

the “best” ethical frameworks or solutions, for in 

many situations we cannot fully determine what the 

“best” frameworks or solutions must necessarily 

entail, less apply them effectively given each unique 

circumstance. But this does not render the pursuit of 

truth and goodness in itself meaningless like some 

would claim, for the pursuit of goodness is in itself its 

reward, and speaking from my past experience of a 

dark, lonely, and “wasted” childhood, I am confident 

that there are beautiful and meaningful things to be 

discovered even from the most mundane pursuits and 
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the most mediocre perspectives. This then leads to 

the second part of my ethics: faith. 

The incompleteness of truth and the limitations in our 

understanding of goodness in itself leads me to the 

realm of faith. I identify as Christian and believe in 

the transcendent ultimate reality that most of us 

would refer to as “God”. While my understanding of 

the term “God” may perplex many readers, the 

simplest way to express this understanding in our 

current context is to see God as “the highest good in 

itself”. The same understanding of God applies to all 

truths, facts, and all other possible existents and 

cognisable concepts. Of course this simplistic 

understanding brings in many logical dilemmas such 

as the problem of evil or the existence of the “perfect 

island”, and may strike a nerve for those who are 

sentimentally predisposed to scoff at the mere idea of 

a higher power. But the idea simply seeks to provide 

an ultimate foundational framework for us to 

interpret our reality, and more or less, to grant peace 

to our mind and soul, in spite of the fact that we 

cannot truly comprehend the unconditional ultimate 

reality within our limited minds. To me, just like if 

mathematics were false, we would have no good 

reason to trust in architecture; if the highest order 

laws and frameworks of the ultimate reality that 

formulate the foundations of our rationality and 

reality are false, then we would have no good reason 

to trust any lower order laws and frameworks of truth 

and interpretation that are derived from or necessarily 

“anchors” on them, such as logic, mathematics, 

causality and all patterns of nature and science in 

general. 

It is of course possible to argue that such highest 

order laws, frameworks — the ultimate reality (God) 

which possesses, encompasses, upholds, or perhaps 

manifests itself as these unknowable truths that 

exceed our limited reality, are simply false, 

imaginary, and nonexistent. It is entirely possible, 

and relatively common today, for even highly 

educated individuals to subscribe to a form of naïve 

realism for our physical, empirical world and to adopt 

a non-realist position in logic, mathematics and 

abstract truths in general. One’s solution would 

necessarily depend on the order of supervenience in 

which one associates between the relation of the 

physical and the non-physical. It is equally logically 

untenable from a philosophical perspective to fully 

subscribe to a form of naïve realism and 

evidentialism, as Hume has proposed, we do not have 

purely logical reasons to account for the reliability 

and consistency of causality, as causal inferences are 

by definition non-deductive in nature. As such, 

purely evidentialist epistemic frameworks are also 

doxastic in nature – that is, they rely on the belief in a 

series of unprovable premises, such as the reality and 

existence of the external physical reality, the 

existence of material or matter itself, and the 

complete reliability and consistency of causality in 

nature in the particular way we experience it. 

By far, many attempts have been made to debunk the 

validity of and to scoff at the nature or meaning of 

these questions raised against naïve realism and 

“pure” evidentialism, but none have successfully 

refuted them no more than how no attempts have 

successfully established truly logical reasons for us to 

trust in, and only in, the power of observation and 

evidence alone. The Logical Positivism movement of 

the Vienna Circle was by far the most sophisticated 

attempt at this endeavour, but the problems they 

faced, which ultimately led to the demise of the 

movement, have largely been forgotten today (As A.J 

Ayer, a major proponent for Logical Positivism later 

remarked, “nearly everything about it was false”). 

Similar to how the profound knowledge of medieval 

theologians and Enlightenment philosophers have 

been largely ignored or even forgotten by both the 

religious community and the academic community 

today, what we are often given now then, is merely a 

dumbed-down version of fanatic scientism/crass 

materialism and religious fundamentalism/blind faith, 

neither of which possess the merits of independent 

thought and rational analysis, and in many ways, 

devoids the human mind of its freedom and dignity as 

attained through the capacity to reason and discover 

truth by its own will and desire. 

From a logical, and partly doxastic perspective based 

on my limited knowledge, I am inclined to believe 

that the physical supervenes on the informational 

(logical – mathematical) — otherwise we would have 

little reason to trust the consistencies of our scientific 

understanding and predictions through logic and 

mathematics –, and that the informational 

frameworks that sufficiently determine the existential 

state of our physical reality must necessarily anchor 

themselves upon a highest-order framework that 

transcends our limited epistemic and cognitive 

frameworks. This highest order framework that is 

necessarily required for the completeness, 

consistency, and predictive validity of our logical and 

empirical frameworks, would pertain to what we 

refer to as “God”, or at least what we should refer to 

as “God”. This however does not mean that I am 

proclaiming complete and definitive knowledge of 

God, I cannot and will not make such an arrogant 

statement regarding that which is ultimately beyond 

my limited scope of understanding, and so much 

transcends my horizon and very being in a way that 

exhausts even the wildest of my imagination. My 

statements only lay out a foundational framework for 
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an order of hierarchy of truths and reality and its 

corresponding epistemology. It is a way for us to 

interpret reality from a more “holistic” or “complete” 

perspective, to make sense of reality by combining 

both the logical – factual, and the axiological – 

teleological. 

The rationalist nature of my ethics and my faith in the 

ultimate reality leads to my conclusion that reason is, 

metaphorically, God’s greatest gift to mankind, and 

in some ways, bears the truest image of God. This 

means most of our questions regarding the ethical 

and moral may be answered through applying sound 

reasoning in the correct way, which has been the 

traditional endeavour in our philosophical traditions 

of ethics such as Deontology, Consequentialism, 

Utilitarianism and other newer or less popular 

philosophical traditions and systems. 

One may reasonably ask, as a self-identified 

Christian, why I have not referred to the Bible or any 

sort of scripture for answers to ethics and morality in 

general? My answer is simple: in order to correctly 

interpret scripture or any form of information in 

general, one must first humble oneself down, and 

apply one’s reason and comprehension to its fullest 

extent. It is very easy to be lead astray if one simply 

follows, without independent thought or introspection 

regarding the soundness of, any sort of external 

guidance — be it divine revelation, humanly 

guidance, or perhaps from the patterns of nature. As 

such, while we can often find sound guidance from 

external references, it takes dumb luck to never be 

lead astray if one never applies introspection to the 

information one is given. Hence, reading the Bible, or 

any other book etc., also falls under the category of 

reason, for without reasonable interpretation, 

knowledge and wisdom is necessarily lost in the 

process, and are very often misinterpreted or even 

twisted, either deliberately, or as a result of cognitive 

immaturity. 

What about Jesus, the central figure of Christianity? 

What is his purpose in this system of ethics? I would 

first answer by stating that, at least through the 

proper teachings of Christian philosophy and 

theology, it is generally understood that Jesus was the 

perfect embodiment of “the highest good in itself”, 

the “Son of God” (this is not to be understood in a 

purely literal way). He was the perfect human being 

who demonstrated the utmost highest moral and 

ethical qualities as laid out by the highest frameworks 

of goodness, both demanded, and later deduced via 

reason, and in the context of scripture revealed 

through divine revelation. Jesus was not a 

conventional Jew, but rather, a “heretic” to the 

Jewish tradition. He was a challenger to the old ways, 

and laid out many of the foundations of modern 

ethics through his teachings, such as the Golden 

Rule, later formally elucidated by Immanuel Kant as 

the Categorical Imperative. To be a Christian entails 

a very huge moral and ethical responsibility – to be 

more Christ-like in one’s beliefs, intentions, 

motivations, and ultimately actions and impact to this 

world. This includes learning from the teachings of 

Jesus Christ, most importantly to learn, understand 

and apply the nature and essence of love to one’s 

life– to fill oneself with a gentle patience and 

kindness through love, to cleanse one’s hatred and 

prejudice for this world with forgiveness, and to 

genuinely will for and aid in the good for others for 

its own sake, despite the dangers and risks. As I see 

it, this transformation of love is the greatest of all 

miracles that is possible for us – to transform oneself 

through learning and following of the teachings of 

Jesus, and subsequently, to find salvation within the 

embrace of love that is reflected in our truest image 

of God that is reason for the highest goodness itself. 

To sum it up, rationalist ethics combined with an 

element of faith in the ultimate reality that is God and 

the perfect example of a good life as shown by Jesus 

is what drives my pursuit of moral goodness and my 

dedication to an ethical lifestyle. The element of faith 

is necessary for me because our reason is limited and 

highly fallible, and in order to account for the 

completeness of knowledge and the integrity of 

goodness in itself, we must go beyond the ambiguous 

evidence, and make a ‘doxastic venture’ into the 

realm of the highest epistemic and axiological 

frameworks and truths that forever lies beyond the 

reaches of our finite logic, rationality, and the limited 

and systematically ambiguous evidence in our world. 

(I will go further into this in the subsequent sessions) 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Independent Artist, Philosopher, Photographer, 

and Theologian. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: February 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/sheen-two; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. Image Credit: 

Richard Sheen. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Richard Sheen on the Human Being, Humanity, and Human Society (Part Three)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is a human 

being? What makes a human being part of the 

animal kingdom in the fundamental sense and, 

perhaps, not in some other senses (unlike other 

members of other species)? 

Sheen: I think this question can be answered from 

two different perspectives: the scientific, and the 

philosophical/metaphysical. I will focus on the 

philosophical/metaphysical as I do not consider 

myself well-versed enough in biology to provide an 

interesting enough answer that one cannot easily find 

on Google. 

A human being is, first of all, a person. While the 

nature of personhood is highly debated, it is generally 

accepted that a person is fundamentally distinguished 

from non-persons in the sense that they are able to 

experience and interact with the world in a self-

conscious way, and are able to make decisions or 

take action based on this subjective, self-conscious 

experience of reality. In other words, a person 

possesses free will, and hence, is a free agent – their 

decisions and actions (hypothetically)originate from 

their very own free will, rather than as a necessary 

reaction or consequence locked within a deterministic 

chain of causal interactions external to the person 

him/herself. 

Free will is a widely misunderstood concept in 

modern society. People often attribute free will, or 

what is loosely interpreted as “freedom”, as the 

ability to do whatever they wish to do. This cannot be 

further from the truth. Consider this simple 

hypothetical example: 

A man, low in spirit and tired of the boredom that his 

empty and unexciting life offers, decides to “break 

free” of the chains that he believes is holding his life 

back from passion and enjoyment. He goes on a 

spending spree, and celebrates his decision with vast 

amounts of expensive food and alcohol. In this 

process, he is acquainted with a number of “friends” 

– a prostitute, a drug dealer, and a shady 

businessman. He became very intimate with the 

prostitute and distanced himself from his wife, and 

became increasingly addicted to the pleasure that the 

various sorts of recreational drugs his drug dealer 

friend offered. He later quit his job and lied to his 

wife and children during his absence from home, and 

proceeded to enjoy the next few months on his 

private savings. By the time he realized his pockets 

have been drained empty, he realized the mistakes he 

has made, but his former employer will no longer 

accept him, and he had no luck finding other means 

of income. In the depth of his despair, his 

businessman friend offered him a job that promises a 

fortune – to distribute parcels of “products” to 

various clients, none of whom provided any form of 

identifiable information. He was often told to meet 

individuals of particular descriptions at various 

reclusive locations to deliver the parcels, and was 

never allowed to open the parcels nor ask for the 

identity of the recipient. Later, an accident resulted in 

one of the parcels breaking apart, and he was 

horrified to discover that the contents were, in fact, 

human organs. The thought of justice flashed across 

his mind, but in spite of the call of decency, he 

insisted to keep the contents of the parcels secret and 

continued to deliver them in cooperation as long as 

his friend paid him handsomely. Months down the 

road, his friend’s illegal human organ trade was 

busted by the police, and he was sentenced to trail 

along with other accused. 

In this hypothetical example, this man destroyed both 

his own life and his family’s future by quitting his 

job, abandoning his responsibilities, and pursued a 

form of so-called “freedom” in hopes of re-igniting 

passion and excitement for his life. He believed that 

he was following his free will, and chose what he 

believed would best provide him with passion and 

excitement that would add value to his boring, 

ordinary life. But in reality, instead of truly choosing 

for himself, his actions were simply the result of him 

gradually falling for the powers of lust, greed, and 

opportunistic thinking, as he failed to resist the lure 

of these lower desires that led to his moral corruption 

and eventual life downfall. While he had the choice 

and possibility in every single phase of this gradual 

downfall to resist further temptation and come back 

to his senses and moral responsibilty for his family 

and himself, he failed in every single circumstance, 

and for this reason, he is fully responsible for the 

harm that he has caused to himself and others, and is 

hence, deemed immoral and unethical and worthy of 

punishment. 
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This is an example of how in the pursuit of this so-

called “freedom”, one, in reality, forfeits the actual 

essence of free will and instead submits oneself to the 

caprice of nature and chance by yielding to one’s 

lower desires and submitting to their corresponding 

external stimuli. In this sense, those who choose to 

follow this illusory “freedom” are precisely the most 

deprived of free will, for every aspect of their will 

and existence are chained or controlled by these 

negative external influences so that their life and 

existence become severely limited by these external 

factors (this does not mean all external influences are 

bad). Free will is hence decisively not “the freedom 

to do whatever you want”, but rather, the choice and 

possibility to overcome one’s own limitations and 

transcend the immediate, to rise up to the virtue and 

dignity of the gift of free agency by resisting the 

influence of negative external influences (such as the 

lust for immediate pleasure and power upon the 

slightest of temptation, often at the cost of others or 

one’s own future) to preserve that which is good and 

noble in spite of the risks, difficulties, or even at the 

threat of death (such as a civilian refusing to give 

away the hiding locations of Jewish refugees despite 

being forced at gunpoint by German soldiers during 

WWII). Free will is the possibility to resist the 

influences of evil in the pursuit of a higher purpose, 

to be able to resist and transcend the amoral 

desires(note: “amoral” rather than “immoral”, as 

natural desires by themselves are neither moral or 

immoral, they are only given moral or ethical 

qualities under relational context) that nature has 

hard-coded into us, and to be able to actualize this 

higher purpose for the realization of the ultimate 

good. The essence of free will, and hence, of 

humanity, is the ability or possibility to reject the 

temptations of evil, in spite of the dangers and 

potential costs. It is distinct from evolutionarily-

wired natural desires and reflexes such as hunger, 

fear, jealousy, greed etc. which are irrational in 

nature. 

The keen reader would have noticed that my answer 

has a superficial resemblance to Kantian 

metaphysics. However, to me, human beings share 

far more similarities with other members of the 

animal kingdom than Kant believed. As the Chinese 

philosopher Xunzi remarked, there is only a very thin 

line between humanity and bestiality. While the 

aforementioned possibility of free will opens the road 

for us to a higher dimension of virtue, meaning, and 

moral goodness, human beings are also very prone to 

the same limitations from our lower desires, no 

different from that of a wild beast. Human greed has 

resulted in centuries of devastation and massacre, 

while arrogance and envy provides fuel for all sorts 

of moral conflicts that often result in horrible 

tragedies. The Nanking Massacre demonstrated to the 

world the full capabilities of human malice and 

bestiality, and when pushed to extreme enough 

conditions, such horrors are bound to repeat 

themselves throughout the course of history. This 

reminded me of an unrelated quote by Joseph Conrad 

I have come across many years ago: “The belief in a 

supernatural source of evil is not necessary; men 

alone are quite capable of every wickedness”. 

Perhaps just as written in Ecclesiastes of the Bible, 

metaphorically speaking, there truly won’t be 

anything new under the sun. 

2. Jacobsen: How does one abstract from the 

individual human person to humanity (or, 

perhaps, the human species) as an extension of the 

concept? In other words, what justifies the idea of 

humanity as a real one? What are the 

characteristics of humanity? How does this idea of 

humanity, and the concept of the human person, 

relate to the ideas laid out on faith and a 

rationalist form of ethics? 

Sheen: I think there are two ways to make this 

abstraction, but both ways share the same path, which 

is through genuine relation between human 

individuals. By genuine, I refer to any sort of 

relation, whether direct or indirect, that results in at 

least some degree of perceivable impact on any of its 

members within this relation, whether willingly or 

unwillingly. 

The first path is formal, or contractual, and is best 

represented by the Social Contract Theory. This path 

was primarily explored by Hobbes, Locke, and 

Rousseau, and focuses on the formal contract or 

agreement between members of a particular group or 

society that involve certain ethical obligations for 

each individual member or group. The Social 

Contract Theory has important influences in modern 

democratic political systems, and can be said to be 

the philosophical foundation of modern civilization. 

It is a rational process based on the evaluation of the 

individual existential circumstance, the collective 

existential circumstance, and the optimal relation 

between these two, hence it is calculative in nature. 

The second path is, what I believe, transcendental. 

Purely formal, rational deductions in ethical issues 

can easily lead one into types of morally-detached 

self-interest theories, such as the subjective moral 

laws adopted by the type of individual that I have 

mentioned in the previous interview session, who 

regulates their behaviour and conforms to ethics not 

out of understanding and respect for the good, but 

rather to deceive others and gain an upper hand in 

social interactions, such as pretending to be honest 
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and gain others’ trust before secretly betraying them 

and making it look like an accident. As such, for 

society to be truly humane (rather than simply the 

result of rational calculation), one must also account 

for the possibility of individual free will to transcend 

our natural weaknesses such as greed, envy, and 

arrogance etc.. This process, or “act” of transcending 

one’s inherent limitations and rising above purely 

self-interested calculations is only made possible 

through the understanding and realization of the 

purpose of the highest good, which as I see requires 

at least a minimal belief in the objective truth and 

value of the good in itself. 

The second path of the abstraction from individual to 

humanity is what holds the determining element for 

the idea of humanity to qualify as a “real” one, for 

purely logical algorithms can equally come to a 

rational “contract” from a perspective of pure self-

interest (we can, of course, program these algorithms 

to interact on the basis of the acceptance of some sort 

of absolute, collective good premise, but it would not 

be possible to say that these algorithms would thus 

have “faith” in this highest good, for deterministic 

processes are not individual agents, hence do not 

“believe”, less revere or worship, in any meaningful 

sense as they do not have free will, but can only 

mimic it — they are neither persons nor agents). 

As the second path necessarily involves the aspect of 

free will, of possibility and transcendence, it naturally 

follows down the road of belief and faith – for free 

will is ultimately a metaphysical concept, we have no 

physical proof of its existence, nor do we have any 

evidence for its non-existence. We do nonetheless 

require faith in free will for our actions to truly 

possess any moral significance, as St. Augustine 

remarked, if Adam and Eve did not have the freedom 

or possibility to resist the temptation to consume the 

forbidden fruit, that their actions were fully 

predetermined and inevitable, then God would have 

no justification to punish them, for they cannot be 

held responsible for something they have no choice 

over. Moreover, “they” would not even “exist” from 

the perspective of personhood, as there is no free 

agent in which we can attribute these decisions to. In 

conclusion, the idea or concept of humanity is real in 

the sense that it has real impacts or implications on 

the human individual(s), while the nature of free will 

is what links humanity to faith and God, as a 

minimalist concept of God is that of the ‘ultimate 

first cause’, and as free agents, our own decisions are 

also the ‘first cause’ of our actions. 

This, of course, begs the question that free will is real 

and that we do possess it to some extent, but then, 

this is what faith is. Unless any logical reasons are 

given to definitively reject its reality, the reasonable 

position is to maintain an agnostic believe in its 

reality. Since free will is an a priori concept, science 

and any other form of empirical arguments are 

entirely irrelevant and powerless in its verification, 

despite some ill-informed attempts as of recent. But if 

we were to take free will out of the equation of 

humanity, we might as well define humanity as a 

cluster of purely functional objects not much 

different from a collection of smartphones, 

computers, and roombas that are forever locked 

within a deterministic cage of causal cycle and 

repetition. 

3. Jacobsen: What forms of society make most 

sense to you? In that, if you existed as some 

benevolent alien super-intelligence, given the 

forms of rationalist ethics, definitions of the 

individual human person and humanity, what 

form of societal organization for these organic 

creatures makes sense for them? Of course, this 

implies a targeted objective or end, even a moving 

target “end,” as the metric for success or failure of 

the societal organization for these human 

creatures. I leave the definition of this end or 

targeted objective as the metric based on the 

definitions of human person and humanity to you.  

Sheen: Well, suppose that if I were a benevolent 

alien super-intelligence and am tasked to create an 

ideal society that “makes the most sense” for each 

individual according to the type of rationalist ethics I 

have laid out, I would probably focus on two aspects: 

the intellectual, and the emotional (assuming that this 

benevolent species possesses the capacity for reason 

and emotion just like humans, albeit at a far superior 

level in terms of sophistication). 

The intellectual aspect must centre on understanding 

and communication. Understanding is first of all the 

most important aspect of social relations. We cannot 

engage in any meaningful relation with any sentient 

being if we cannot in some way understand each 

other, which means we must be able to communicate 

with each other effectively. Given the limited 

capacities of our understanding and means of 

communication (yes, even if we were a species of 

super-intelligent aliens with >200 IQ!), there are 

bound to be conflict and disagreement between 

individuals. Given my belief in the objectivity of 

human reason, any sufficiently intelligent and 

benevolent being ought to be able find ways to seek 

mutual understanding with other beings to the 

greatest possible extent in order to avoid conflict. If 

we assume that the power of the intellect in such 

beings are close to infinite, communication would be 

the only barrier that we face, as when given equal 
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amounts of information, different individuals will 

likely arrive at the same objectively correct solution 

regarding most problems. Hence, some form of 

optimal communication must be achieved. 

Emotional responses can often cloud our rational 

judgement, and may create obstacles in activities or 

pursuits that would otherwise not be of much 

challenge. Fear causes us to hesitate, while distrust 

can lead us to close off towards others. A super-

intelligent alien species – suppose that they are truly 

super-intelligent in a way conceivable to us – ought 

to possess the ability to minimize the negative impact 

of emotions that often restrict our very own potential 

as human beings. This also requires extremely 

effective communication, particularly so since 

emotions are fundamentally distinct from logic, they 

are often descriptive rather than deductive, and are 

subjectively qualitative rather than objectively 

quantitative. They cannot be easily formulated and 

transferred as objective information, hence, require 

an even more “integrated”, or perhaps “personal” or 

even “spiritual” means of communication to 

optimally express. In some ways, we humans possess 

this form of communication through empathy, but 

our ability to truly link our mind and heart with 

others is very limited, and only rarely blossoms with 

the occasional “soul mate”, be it a friend or a spouse 

that only very fortunate individuals may come across 

once in their lifetime. 

Communication is hence the most important element 

in the establishment of this ideal society. A 

conceivable, but technologically impossible (from 

our current understanding of science and reality) 

method is through some form of “mutual nexus” or 

“stream of thought” in which every aspect of the 

mind and heart of every participating individual is 

always perfectly linked together, which allows for 

absolute understanding without misconception 

between each and every individual, as everyone 

would be able to perfectly express their thoughts and 

emotions and lead others to reason and experience 

the exact same way as themselves. In some 

sense, this leads all subjective perspectives, emotions, 

and experiences to become objective, and 

“omnipresent” to every experiencer. Suppose that 

such beings possess incredibly superior intelligence, 

they would theoretically be able to process the 

thoughts and emotions of all other members 

simultaneously by accessing this nexus of thoughts, 

and in some ways, achieve some form of “spiritual 

union” with all other members, or even “Oneness 

with the Universe” in some sense. It would 

superficially resemble a hive-mind, but simply with 

every individual in consensus over every thought and 

decision, based on the full and complete 

understanding between each other and the universal 

pursuit of the highest good. The ultimate purpose of 

this society would be thus defined as the pursuit of 

the greatest possible degree of unity and communion 

through compassion, understanding, intimacy, and a 

universal goal to strive for the highest good. 

Now that I think of it, in some ways this hypothetical 

society would resemble “heaven”, as in this society, 

there will be no conflict nor dissolution, only genuine 

union achieved through true and intimate 

understanding and empathy. “Heaven” is often 

understood by Christian philosophers as a place 

where we are “at One with God”. This “Oneness” 

entails an absolutely perfect form of union through 

love (which requires understanding and empathy, for 

we cannot love nor care for that which we do not 

know), and in this union, we find ultimate peace and 

eternal rest. This reminded me of something the 

Chinese philosopher Ye XiuShan expressed in his 

introduction for Professor Huang YuSheng’s Truth 

and Freedom (Beijing, 2002): “The refined soul may 

often catch a glimpse of heaven through the harmony 

of those which we often perceive as dichotomies, 

such as the divide between reason and emotion, or 

between idea and reality. As we transcend the 

limitation and conflict between our dualistic reality 

through the realization of this harmonious Unity 

through the gradual refinement of our soul, we are 

brought to an image of the Kingdom of God. As 

understood in Christian philosophy, our world is but 

a shadow of eternity, as it is merely a creation of 

God.” The ultimate goal or purpose of heaven would 

be unity and communion with the entirety of reality, 

and ultimately, to be “at One with God”. Similarly, if 

we understand things from this perspective, that 

which resembles “hell” would be a world of conflict, 

of separation, dissolution, exclusivity, antagonism 

and of deceit(which is fundamentally antithetical to 

mutual understanding and harmonious communion). 

In this sense, traces, or elements of both the highest 

good and of the greatest evil can be found within our 

limited world, where a semblance of the ideal 

world(heaven) is found in the coming together of a 

unity, such as friendship, community, marriage and 

family, and the image of evil(hell) is seen in the 

casting apart of such communions, such as the 

breaking of trust, dissolution of community, and 

divorce of marriage and family. 

I would, however, say that such a society is 

impossible to achieve in this world. Even if all 

properties of such a super-intelligent species suffice 

for the establishment of such a “nexus”, there will 

always be external risks and limitations such as that 

of the physical constraints of our universe, and 

perhaps influence from other species or the caprice of 
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nature alone. If we were to apply this principle to us 

humans, who are far more limited in every aspect of 

our capabilities, the only semi-realistic framework 

would be a completely decentralized social system 

where AI and blockchain technology are combined to 

create a platform for pure democratic voting for 

legislation, proposals and regulations for the 

collective good. This system would have no central 

government nor any other centralized forces such as 

corporate beneficiaries to make decisions for the 

rest(often unjustly), only a public executive agency 

that carries out the changes desired by most members 

of the community. Of course, I cannot even begin to 

fathom the degree of bloodshed and destruction that 

would follow if something like this were ever to be 

pushed for or implemented, for humanity will forever 

be enslaved by our lust for wealth and power, and 

those at the top will never allow power to be shared 

by the majority at the cost of their own pleasure and 

luxury. 
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Institute; President, Compass Books (Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: To make things 

transparent and upfront, you are a former 

Christian. Now, obviously, you are a highly 

prominent Muslim woman, a Canadian Muslim 

woman. We have been in correspondence since 

2018 with the publication of an interview on 

October 8, 2018 (Jacobsen).  

Since that time, I have been independently 

working to build relevant relations, as time and 

energy permits, and projects with some leading 

members of the Canadian Muslim community.  

Our work in this series will continue in this 

ongoing work. In between 2018 and 2020, 

recently, you accepted an invitation to join the 

Advisory Board of In-Sight: Independent 

Interview-Based Journal.  

Now, as per a proposal by me, you accepted 

moving forward with an educational series after a 

discussion on relevant topics to the Canadian 

Muslim public and needing some discussion.  

Our trajectory will be three-fold: 1) internal 

issues, 2) external issues, and 3) ongoing or 

potential solutions to the issues. The first two, 1) 

and 2), will be leading, naturally, into 3), which is 

good.  

I like happier endings; I assume the same for you. 

Our educational series here will focus on the 

statistical trends, which should exist in the back of 

the minds of the public in regard to the issues 

mentioned and the claims made here. Every single 

religious individual is – ahem – an individual. 

To begin, let’s focus on the central issue facing 

Canadian Muslims as an internal issue, the 

actuality of identity and the relation of religious 

identity to national identity. What is religious 

identity compared to national identity in general? 

How are these related and not related to one 

another? 

Dr. Katherine Bullock: A religious identity is how 

one connects to one’s spiritual self. I know that some 

people find religions can be dogmatic and 

domineering, but they still feel a spiritual connection 

to something larger than themselves, a link to an 

intangible presence in the universe. They will say, “I 

am not religious, but I am spiritual.” Back home in 

Australia, when I thought of myself as an atheist, I 

nevertheless, had spiritual experiences. For instance, 

I always found swimming in the ocean or the local 

outdoor swimming pool a spiritual experience. 

Underwater, I would watch the light rays dancing 

under the waves, separating into beams that faded at 

the edges into the grey-blue opaqueness of the water. 

I would hold my breath, watching the swaying light 

that seemed to be reaching down into the murky 

depth to illuminate my life with the knowledge of 

something other-worldly. Eventually, my spiritual 

experiences, which happened while thinking of 

myself as an atheist, led me down the path to 

embracing the concept of a Creator-God, and thence 

to Islam. 

This spiritual journey took place in Australia, and 

later, in Canada. I am a proudly and blessedly a 

citizen of both. Nationality is one’s political, 

economic, social and cultural identity. There should 

not be any conflict between a spiritual or religious 
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mode and one’s citizenship; especially in today’s 

multicultural, multi-ethnic, globalized world. 

2. Jacobsen: In particular, what is Canadian 

Muslim identity as a concept, i.e., its components 

and relations between its parts? Naturally, I 

assume a plural category rather than a singular 

one.  

Bullock: Canadian Muslims come from all over the 

world. Our communities are incredibly diverse. The 

most significant countries of origin are Pakistan, Iran, 

Algeria, Morocco, Afghanistan, Bangladesh, and 

India. According to the National Household Survey 

of 2011, there were also more than 1,000 Muslims 

who identified as Aboriginal (First Nation or 

Métis).[1] 

There is also sectarian diversity, mirroring that of the 

world – Sunni; Shia; Ahmadi; Ismaili. Inside each of 

these broad groupings are also differing theological 

schools. 

All this makes it hard to say, in a general way, “This 

is a Canadian Muslim Identity”! 

3. Jacobsen: When it comes to the older and the 

younger generations, the older generations of 

Canadian Muslims – brushing over 

denominational or interpretational differences for 

the moment – may hold more firm beliefs and 

senses of self, i.e., firmer religious identities.  

Young generations of Muslims may not have this. 

Youth exists in a state of uncertainty, sometimes 

producing anxiety, due to the inchoate state of 

one’s mind and sense of self-identity.  

Without endorsement or not of religion, what is a 

concern amongst older generations of Canadian 

Muslims in terms of the passing of values, 

practices, and beliefs in a modern, technological, 

and largely secular society to younger generations 

of Canadian Muslims? 

 

Bullock: I’m not sure that religious identity works 

like that. The 2016 Environics Survey of Canadian 

Muslim opinion, which I worked on, found some 

interesting statistics that complicate the way you’ve 

asked the question.[2] 

First, 40% of those who had been in Canada less than 

ten years found that their attachment to Islam had 

increased since arriving. For those in Canada more 

than twenty years, it rose to 47%. 

Second, perhaps counter-intuitively, stronger 

attachment to Islam was found amongst younger 

Muslims, who reported attending the mosque at least 

once a week, especially for non-prayer purposes (e.g. 

social events), which was more than older 

generations. 

On the other hand, a frequent conversation I have 

with parents is concern over passing along the values 

and religious practices of the Islamic faith 

(remembering as I say that that we must be aware of 

denominational or interpretational diversity in what 

those look like, as you have noted above). Parents 

worry particularly about passing along the habit of 

praying five times a day – especially the morning 

prayer which is done at dawn – no easy thing in the 

summer at 4.00 am; about no alcohol or drugs; about 

no dating before marriage; and about not eating pork 

– i.e. no pepperoni on pizza and no marshmallows. 

4. Jacobsen: Following from the previous 

question, does Islamic denomination or 

interpretation influence the kinds of concerns 

amongst the older generations of Canadian 

Muslims about the passing of Islamic values and 

practices, and beliefs, and Muslim identity? 

Bullock: Denominational or interpretational concerns 

certainly exist, but I don’t think it’s generational. I 

see youth getting tied up into narrow views of Islam, 

or dissolving into broadness, as much as older 

people. 

The more important concern I hear about from older 

people is about passing along customs and traditions 

that are not necessarily Islamic, but part of their 

cultural identity. Contentious issues are around dress 

and marriage, and careers – whether the child will 

wear “western” clothes or country-of-origin clothes; 

whether the family will choose the spouse or not; and 

whether the child will go into medicine/engineering 

or journalism; whether the woman will work outside 

the home or not. None of these are about Islam as 

worship. They do cause inter-generational conflict. 

5. Jacobsen: From the younger generations of 

Canadian Muslims, what are the identity issues 

facing them now – not from the concerns of older 

generations but solely within their own 

perspectives on the world? 

Bullock: Although I quoted the Environics survey’s 

findings on youth attendance at the mosque, there are 

other findings that suggest the picture is more 

complicated. A 2014 documentary, 

called Unmosqued,[3] found that many Muslims feel 

unwelcomed or uncomfortable in mosques, especially 

youth, women, converts, minority ethnicities in a 

mosque dominated by one ethnicity, and black 

Muslims. They don’t always leave the religion, 

though many do, rather, they try and establish other 

spaces (called “third spaces”) where they can be 

Muslim. 

https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/02/22/bullock-one/#_ftn3
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The Environics survey pointed to some troubling 

statistics: 

 Only 41% of youth aged 18-34 reported a 

strong sense of belonging to Canada; 

 83% of Canadian born rejected traditional 

teachings about husband as breadwinner 

and head of household; 

 78% of Canadian born Muslims noted 

discrimination as the most important issue 

facing the country; it was 54% amongst 

the youth 18-34; 

 50% of Canadian born, and 41% of youth 

18-34 believed they would face more 

discrimination in the future; and 

 32% of Canadian born and 24% of youth 18-

34 24% feel inhibited in expressing their 

political or social opinions. 

Together these tell a story of a cohort of young 

people who are not sure of their identity, rejecting 

aspects of traditional teachings, not sure where they 

belong, not sure if they fit in, and not sure about 

expressing themselves. They are un-moored. 

I am not a psychologist, but I know enough about 

self-esteem and self-confidence to understand that to 

flourish individuals need to feel certain about their 

identity, comfortable fitting in with their society and 

expressing themselves. They need to feel moored. 

A successful community can only be made up of 

individuals who are doing well. If we have some who 

do well, and others who do not, then we have work to 

do. Young people in this cohort need programming to 

assist with handling discrimination; counselling; self-

defence; self-esteem; empowerment; they need 

teaching/guidance on hope, on coping tools; on 

addressing discrimination; on bystander training; and 

help feeling they belong to Canada. 

6. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Dr. Bullock. 
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An Interview with Thomas Wolf on Background, Religion, Giftedness, Education, Accumulated Self-Doubt: 

Member, Giga Society (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is your family’s 

background – culture, geography, language, and 

religious/irreligious affiliation? What did your 

parents do for work? 

Thomas Wolf: I was born and raised in Regensburg, 

a medium-sized city in Bavaria, Germany, which is 

quite well known for several universities and 

therefore culturally comparable to much larger cities. 

My father, also born in Regensburg, was a professor 

of economics. My mother’s family were WW II 

refugees from Silesia, so she unfortunately never got 

the chance to attend college, although she was a 

smart woman. She briefly worked as a librarian, but 

after marriage became a housewife and mother (I 

have one brother), as most women at the time. My 

mother’s family was never religious to begin with, 

and although my father came from a Christian family, 

he was too smart to believe in religious teachings, so 

he left the church before I was born and I wasn’t 

baptized and grew up in a family believing in science 

rather than religion. 

2. Jacobsen: What differentiates religion from 

science to you? 

Wolf: Science (in the meaning of natural sciences) 

investigates our universe as a closed system, 

researching and trying to explain its natural laws. 

Philosophy is not a natural science, neither does it 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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compete with natural sciences, but tries to explain the 

nature and origin of the universe outside of this 

closed system, whether it is idealism, deterministic 

materialism, godly creation or something else. 

Religion is the extension of one particular 

philosophic belief (i.e. the belief in a creator-god or 

several gods) into the realm of our perceived 

universe/nature, i.e. into the field of science. Unlike 

its root, philosophy, religion does compete with 

natural sciences in trying to understand and explain 

the system of the universe and its natural laws, but as 

it is solely based in assumptions and believes rather 

than in facts and logic, it blatantly fails to be a 

serious competitor for science. The existence of a 

higher being cannot be proven or disproven, but the 

teachings of any holy book I know can easily be 

shown to be simple human projections and/or 

extensions or alterations of predecessor religions with 

some political agenda of the author in the 

background. to begin with, the assumption that an 

almighty and perfect higher being (if existent) would 

require to teach its values by the imperfect means of 

forming and maintaining a religion is already self-

contradicting and quite ridiculous. 

3. Jacobsen: What was the family environment for 

you? 

Wolf: I was lucky. My parents were extremely 

supportive but never pushing too hard. Many 

“helicopter” parents of gifted children today try to 

mould them into new Leonardo DaVincis by having 

them participate in a lot of activities they consider 

beneficial – art courses, language classes, violin 

lessons, kid chess clubs, more. All fine, but it can 

simply be too much. At the same time, those parents 

limit everything they consider “harmful” or 

“uncreative”, comics, TV, computer games. Certainly 

with good intentions, but the good intentions with 

which you pave the road to hell. My parents did not 

try to force me into anything, but whenever I 

expressed a maintained interest in some field, they 

strongly and actively supported it. They gave me a lot 

of liberties, were always there to help me study for 

school when I asked them, but also to tell me that a 

bad grade was no catastrophe. They bought me a 

high-end home computer in the late seventies, at a 

time when this was still expensive. They did 

everything to let me grow, but nothing to suffocate 

me. 

4. Jacobsen: Does giftedness seem more innate or 

environmental to you? 

Wolf: Both factors are important, and frankly I see 

little benefit in the long ongoing discussion which 

one is dominant. Quite the contrary, I regret that 

research in this field has in many cases become a tool 

to support a political position for either side of a 

pointless left-right struggle, mostly about education 

priorities. We can neither afford to neglect special 

education opportunities for gifted children, nor can 

we afford to neglect mass education on their behalf. 

We should strive to have different education 

opportunities to benefit every child. 

5. Jacobsen: Where did you go to school as a child 

and adolescent? Was the giftedness identified and 

nurtured early – at home and in school? 

Wolf: I attended a public school in Germany, as is 

normal there. Private schools are extremely rare in 

Germany and – at least back in my childhood – did 

not enjoy as good a reputation as they do in e. g. the 

USA. School and its teachers were a mixed blessing 

for me. In retrospective, to about two thirds of them I 

am grateful for supporting me and doing to 

encourage and stimulate me intellectually, but the last 

third gave me some pretty bad experiences as they 

considered me far too self-confident for a pupil. This 

was especially true for my first teacher, who took 

great offence at even the most polite and constructive 

criticism from a first-grader, although I meant no 

harm but simply was bored (having been taught skills 

reading and basic math well before school already), 

so I had to change classes in my first year already, a 

bit of a traumatic experience. Again, luckily my 

parents were full of understanding and were always 

on my side in battles with those teachers rather than 

simply telling me to “shut up and fit in”. This was a 

major bonus in my personal development. 

6. Jacobsen: What educational methods seem best 

for the emotional, intellectual, and moral 

development of the gifted? 

Wolf: The key to the right development is to help 

gifted children find out and decide what direction 

they want to take and what they want to be. Usually, 

gifted children will excel in a number of areas, and 

they need help in finding out what activities fit best. 

They should be given the opportunity to deepen or 

speed up their development in one or some areas, but 

they also should learn to limit their interests to a 

reasonable number of fields – they are still human 

and will not be able to accomplish everything in the 

world – a misconception that I see as a major danger 

especially for younger gifted children. If intellectual 

development is steered into the direction best suited 

for a person, emotional and moral development will 

usually be positive as well. Especially if it is 

supported by the actions you would recommend to 

any parent, to set a good example, to show its of love 

and to keep an open mind. 
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7. Jacobsen: You joined the Giga Society in 

September, 1999. You earned a perfect score on 

the NUMBERS subtest of the Test for Genius. 

You were the second member. What was the 

original interest in the Giga Society? 

Wolf: It was mainly the simple ambition to prove to 

myself that I can do it. Other people run marathons or 

lift weights – I, never having been any good at sports, 

always had intellectual ambitions instead. I had 

joined another high IQ Society, Prometheus, before, 

and this was the natural next goal to achieve. 

8. Jacobsen: What benefits have come with 

membership in it? 

Wolf: The Giga Society unfortunately is not very 

active, with limited communication between the few 

and individual members. The only significant 

external benefit was some amount of 

acknowledgement. A few articles were written about 

me, and I was asked to appear in a few radio and TV 

formats, which I enjoyed. But I would say the 

greatest benefit was plain self-confidence, as I had 

finished my personal “intellectual marathon”. As a 

working adult, when not everything was measured in 

grades anymore, I had learned that often things won’t 

go your way, and at the time I joined Giga Society, I 

had accumulated a lot of self-doubt, which was 

counteracted by my Giga membership. 

9. Jacobsen: You mentioned confidence in first 

grade. You mentioned confidence in achievement 

of membership in the Giga Society. In between, 

you “accumulated of self-doubt.” Between first 

grade and the membership of the Giga Society, 

what were the sources of the self-doubt? 

Wolf: In everybody’s life at some time there comes 

the simple realization that you are only human. Again 

and again you will make mistakes, you will not 

succeed in something, somebody else will be better 

than you in something where you considered yourself 

unbeatable. For most people, this realization will 

come quite early in childhood, but the more gifted 

you are, the later that realization may sink in. If it 

comes quite late in life, especially if it comes at a 

time that people usually start careers, families, 

companies, this can become a confidence-shattering 

factor. This was the case for me. For quite some time, 

I felt that a few serious disappointments and setbacks 

I had were bad underachievement, before I later 

realized that they were normal life experiences. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/wolf-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Thomas Wolf on Background, Religion, Giftedness, Education, Accumulated Self-Doubt: 

Member, Giga Society (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is your family’s 

background – culture, geography, language, and 

religious/irreligious affiliation? What did your 

parents do for work? 

Thomas Wolf: I was born and raised in Regensburg, 

a medium-sized city in Bavaria, Germany, which is 

quite well known for several universities and 

therefore culturally comparable to much larger cities. 

My father, also born in Regensburg, was a professor 

of economics. My mother’s family were WW II 

refugees from Silesia, so she unfortunately never got 

the chance to attend college, although she was a 

smart woman. She briefly worked as a librarian, but 

after marriage became a housewife and mother (I 

have one brother), as most women at the time. My 

mother’s family was never religious to begin with, 

and although my father came from a Christian family, 

he was too smart to believe in religious teachings, so 

he left the church before I was born and I wasn’t 

baptized and grew up in a family believing in science 

rather than religion. 

2. Jacobsen: What differentiates religion from 

science to you? 

Wolf: Science (in the meaning of natural sciences) 

investigates our universe as a closed system, 

researching and trying to explain its natural laws. 

Philosophy is not a natural science, neither does it 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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compete with natural sciences, but tries to explain the 

nature and origin of the universe outside of this 

closed system, whether it is idealism, deterministic 

materialism, godly creation or something else. 

Religion is the extension of one particular 

philosophic belief (i.e. the belief in a creator-god or 

several gods) into the realm of our perceived 

universe/nature, i.e. into the field of science. Unlike 

its root, philosophy, religion does compete with 

natural sciences in trying to understand and explain 

the system of the universe and its natural laws, but as 

it is solely based in assumptions and believes rather 

than in facts and logic, it blatantly fails to be a 

serious competitor for science. The existence of a 

higher being cannot be proven or disproven, but the 

teachings of any holy book I know can easily be 

shown to be simple human projections and/or 

extensions or alterations of predecessor religions with 

some political agenda of the author in the 

background. to begin with, the assumption that an 

almighty and perfect higher being (if existent) would 

require to teach its values by the imperfect means of 

forming and maintaining a religion is already self-

contradicting and quite ridiculous. 

3. Jacobsen: What was the family environment for 

you? 

Wolf: I was lucky. My parents were extremely 

supportive but never pushing too hard. Many 

“helicopter” parents of gifted children today try to 

mould them into new Leonardo DaVincis by having 

them participate in a lot of activities they consider 

beneficial – art courses, language classes, violin 

lessons, kid chess clubs, more. All fine, but it can 

simply be too much. At the same time, those parents 

limit everything they consider “harmful” or 

“uncreative”, comics, TV, computer games. Certainly 

with good intentions, but the good intentions with 

which you pave the road to hell. My parents did not 

try to force me into anything, but whenever I 

expressed a maintained interest in some field, they 

strongly and actively supported it. They gave me a lot 

of liberties, were always there to help me study for 

school when I asked them, but also to tell me that a 

bad grade was no catastrophe. They bought me a 

high-end home computer in the late seventies, at a 

time when this was still expensive. They did 

everything to let me grow, but nothing to suffocate 

me. 

4. Jacobsen: Does giftedness seem more innate or 

environmental to you? 

Wolf: Both factors are important, and frankly I see 

little benefit in the long ongoing discussion which 

one is dominant. Quite the contrary, I regret that 

research in this field has in many cases become a tool 

to support a political position for either side of a 

pointless left-right struggle, mostly about education 

priorities. We can neither afford to neglect special 

education opportunities for gifted children, nor can 

we afford to neglect mass education on their behalf. 

We should strive to have different education 

opportunities to benefit every child. 

5. Jacobsen: Where did you go to school as a child 

and adolescent? Was the giftedness identified and 

nurtured early – at home and in school? 

Wolf: I attended a public school in Germany, as is 

normal there. Private schools are extremely rare in 

Germany and – at least back in my childhood – did 

not enjoy as good a reputation as they do in e. g. the 

USA. School and its teachers were a mixed blessing 

for me. In retrospective, to about two thirds of them I 

am grateful for supporting me and doing to 

encourage and stimulate me intellectually, but the last 

third gave me some pretty bad experiences as they 

considered me far too self-confident for a pupil. This 

was especially true for my first teacher, who took 

great offence at even the most polite and constructive 

criticism from a first-grader, although I meant no 

harm but simply was bored (having been taught skills 

reading and basic math well before school already), 

so I had to change classes in my first year already, a 

bit of a traumatic experience. Again, luckily my 

parents were full of understanding and were always 

on my side in battles with those teachers rather than 

simply telling me to “shut up and fit in”. This was a 

major bonus in my personal development. 

6. Jacobsen: What educational methods seem best 

for the emotional, intellectual, and moral 

development of the gifted? 

Wolf: The key to the right development is to help 

gifted children find out and decide what direction 

they want to take and what they want to be. Usually, 

gifted children will excel in a number of areas, and 

they need help in finding out what activities fit best. 

They should be given the opportunity to deepen or 

speed up their development in one or some areas, but 

they also should learn to limit their interests to a 

reasonable number of fields – they are still human 

and will not be able to accomplish everything in the 

world – a misconception that I see as a major danger 

especially for younger gifted children. If intellectual 

development is steered into the direction best suited 

for a person, emotional and moral development will 

usually be positive as well. Especially if it is 

supported by the actions you would recommend to 

any parent, to set a good example, to show its of love 

and to keep an open mind. 
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7. Jacobsen: You joined the Giga Society in 

September, 1999. You earned a perfect score on 

the NUMBERS subtest of the Test for Genius. 

You were the second member. What was the 

original interest in the Giga Society? 

Wolf: It was mainly the simple ambition to prove to 

myself that I can do it. Other people run marathons or 

lift weights – I, never having been any good at sports, 

always had intellectual ambitions instead. I had 

joined another high IQ Society, Prometheus, before, 

and this was the natural next goal to achieve. 

8. Jacobsen: What benefits have come with 

membership in it? 

Wolf: The Giga Society unfortunately is not very 

active, with limited communication between the few 

and individual members. The only significant 

external benefit was some amount of 

acknowledgement. A few articles were written about 

me, and I was asked to appear in a few radio and TV 

formats, which I enjoyed. But I would say the 

greatest benefit was plain self-confidence, as I had 

finished my personal “intellectual marathon”. As a 

working adult, when not everything was measured in 

grades anymore, I had learned that often things won’t 

go your way, and at the time I joined Giga Society, I 

had accumulated a lot of self-doubt, which was 

counteracted by my Giga membership. 

9. Jacobsen: You mentioned confidence in first 

grade. You mentioned confidence in achievement 

of membership in the Giga Society. In between, 

you “accumulated of self-doubt.” Between first 

grade and the membership of the Giga Society, 

what were the sources of the self-doubt? 

Wolf: In everybody’s life at some time there comes 

the simple realization that you are only human. Again 

and again you will make mistakes, you will not 

succeed in something, somebody else will be better 

than you in something where you considered yourself 

unbeatable. For most people, this realization will 

come quite early in childhood, but the more gifted 

you are, the later that realization may sink in. If it 

comes quite late in life, especially if it comes at a 

time that people usually start careers, families, 

companies, this can become a confidence-shattering 

factor. This was the case for me. For quite some time, 

I felt that a few serious disappointments and setbacks 

I had were bad underachievement, before I later 

realized that they were normal life experiences. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/wolf-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Rick Rosner and I conduct a conversational series entitled Ask A Genius on a variety of subjects through In-

Sight Publishing on the personal and professional website for Rick. According to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, Rick G. Rosner may have among America’s, North America’s, and the 

world’s highest measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 16) based on several high range test 

performances created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 

12 years of college credit in less than a year and graduated with the equivalent of 8 majors. Erik Haereid 

earned a score at 185, on the N-VRA80. Both scores on a standard deviation of 15. A sigma of ~6.13 for Rick – 

a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 2,314,980,850 – and ~5.67 for Erik – a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 

136,975,305. Of course, if a higher general intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, and margin of 

error in, the general intelligence scores because of the greater rarity in the population. This amounts to a 

joint interview or conversation with Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, and myself. 

Keywords: America, Erik Haereid, intelligence, Norway, Rick Rosner, Scott Douglas Jacobsen, standard deviation. 

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Intelligence (Part Six)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Few people, statistically 

speaking, qualify for general intelligence quotients 

above 4 standard deviations. One reason remains 

the ceiling set on mainstream standardized 

intelligence tests. Another is the rarity of the 

population. A small number of people, 

internationally, developed some tests for above 4 

standard deviations.  

What is intelligence? What is IQ? Why the limits 

on the mainstream standardized tests? What is the 

reliability and validity of the alternative tests for 

above 4 standard deviations above the norm? How 

many have each of you done? What is the range of 

earned scores? What do this score or these scores 

indicate about the alternative tests, the mental 

abilities tapped, and the conceptualization of 

general intelligence? 

Erik Haereid: Intelligence is, strictly, about the 

ability to think abstract and learn new stuff. It’s about 

the g factor; if you are good/bad at one thing you are 

probably good/bad at another thing too. Since there 

are a lot of opinions among scientists, psychologists 

(psychometricians) and laymen, I conclude that there 

is not one single definition. We don’t know what 

intelligence exactly is, but that it has to do with how 

we learn, adapt, solve problems and understand. It’s 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://www.imdb.com/name/nm1262827/
https://olymp.iqsociety.org/olympians/dr-christopher-philip-harding/
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https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_K._Hoeflin
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more about how we process knowledge than knowing 

per se. 

IQ is a measure of intelligence. One of the main 

difficulties by making tests that are supposed to 

measure intelligence is that they can’t capture the 

culture’s knowledge; they discriminate because some 

know things other don’t and score higher (gaining 

higher IQ) without having a higher intelligence. Most 

people in the world would score poorly if the test was 

in the Chinese, Norwegian or Swahili language or 

using ancient Egyptian hieroglyphs. 

Other disturbing factors are such as bad preparation 

and performance anxiety on proctored timed tests, 

which seem to be the only accepted psychometric IQ-

tests today. If you have 20 minutes once in a lifetime 

to show your level of intelligence, those sort of tests 

obviously will discriminate on how good you are at 

dealing with that kind of pressure. As far as I know, 

that kind of nerves are not correlated with 

intelligence. Then ordinary timed IQ-tests are not 

measuring pure intelligence. But which tests are? No 

tests are, if you ask me. The experts, the 

psychometricians claim that tests like WAIS is 

optimal concerning measuring intelligence. So let’s 

stick with that. 

Why the limits on the standardized IQ-tests? They 

have those limits, “low” ceiling, because they are 

supposed to measure correct IQs. To draw the right 

statistical distribution, e.g. the normal distribution 

which one has measured and calculated as the best 

statistical distribution on measuring IQs, you need 

plenty of data, scores, testees, in each area of IQs. 

But since there are fewer and fewer scores at the 

bottom and top, you can’t say for sure that it is the 

normal distribution, or any other distribution, that fits 

that area of IQs. The higher (and lower) you get on 

the IQ-scale, the more uncertain is the calculation of 

the IQs. We know that between let’s say 50 and 150 

(standard deviation 15, which I consequently mean) 

in IQs, we have enough data (scorers and scores) to 

measure a quite correct statistical distribution; the 

normal one fits almost perfect. That’s not the case 

deciding IQs under 50 and over 150. That’s why you 

get on most (?) proctored, psychometric accepted IQ-

tests have ceilings, and that it’s more right to achieve 

“Your IQ is 150+” than “Your IQ is 172”. 

When you increase the ceiling (more difficult items, 

less time), you will also get more uncertainty 

connected to the highest IQs. So when you gain a 145 

IQ on a WAIS-test, this is probably close to your g. If 

you gain >155 (or wherever that limited limit on that 

standardized test is) you probably have an IQ over 

that level (155+), but without knowing what it is. If 

you gain 175 on a WAIS-test, you still probably have 

an IQ>155 and also >160, but with increasing 

uncertainty. Maybe it’s 165, 170 or even 180; it is 

uncertainty connected to those high IQ-scores 

compared to those <155 on standardized tests. 

The Mensa entrance test (e.g. FRT) is constructed for 

the purpose of dividing the top 2 percent from those 

below, so if you gain a >130 IQ on that short 20 

minutes test with limited ceiling, you probably are at 

the top 2 percent of the population because of the 

many testees in that area, and the fact that the test is 

highly correlated with other psychometrical tools like 

WAIS. 

Let’s say we have developed a perfect measure of 

intelligence, for every level (as many say the WAIS-

test approximately is today for levels < 155 or so); 

we have a valid IQ-measure. Because of the huge 

amount (I guess) of testees in the area below 145-155 

(let’s say on WAIS worldwide), we can be pretty sure 

about the coherence between the measured data (the 

scores) and the distribution; they follow the normal 

distribution let’s say up to 150-160 (that is 155). And 

since we here assume (for simplicity) that the test 

also measures exact intelligence from IQ-levels of 

155 and infinitely (that means that no one will get the 

full score, never) we only have to destine the IQs 

related to the scores. But since there are few testees 

among those who scores over 155, we can’t for sure 

say that the normal distribution counts for these 

scorers. So far, based on their WAIS (or whatever 

“perfect” test we use)-scores, we can tell that they are 

above a certain IQ-level, even though the test 

measures IQ-levels all the way (has an infinite 

ceiling), but we can’t say that their scores follow a 

normal distribution over 155 because of the lack of 

data to confirm that. It becomes just a qualified 

guess. 

So, when we talk about other HR-tests (e.g. high 

range untimed tests) with high ceilings (>160-170), 

and compare these scores with standardized tests like 

WAIS, we can’t say for sure that the HR-tests are 

reliable even though they are correlated with WAIS 

on the high levels. If you gain IQ 170 on WAIS, 

LS24 (spatial HR-test by Robert Lato) and SLSE1 

(numerical HR-test by Jonathan Wai), you can’t 

claim a reliability on the 170-level even though it 

seems to be, because also WAIS-scores on that level 

are unsure. But there is, certainly, a correlation here. 

Maybe the theoretical true IQ is 180 on the WAIS-

test. Then your real IQ (g) maybe is more like 175 

than 170. Even though the tests are correlated (you 

gain the same score on several, different tests) it’s not 

sure that (on these high levels) the statistical 

distribution (the formula that calculates the IQ) is 
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correct because of the few data to predict that 

distribution. 

When we have few data we can use non-parametrical 

methods, which is the second best choice. If every 

person in the world took this test, we would have 

plenty of data to measure levels up to 180; deciding a 

parametrical statistical distribution, not necessarily 

normal, from the population with IQs over let’s say 

155. Now we really don’t know if this distribution 

(IQ>155) is normal, but we use the normal 

distribution to decide IQs also in this area, because 

the normal distribution is right to use for everyone 

else (IQ<155). We presume that IQs follow the 

normal distribution also for people >155. But this is a 

vague anticipation. 

I don’t have any insight to data from proctored, 

psychometrical accepted IQ-tests in this area, so I just 

speak theoretically. 

I presumed that the best tests, like WAIS, measures 

intelligence. But this is also a definition of 

intelligence, and I mean that the psychologists 

(psychometricians) are the experts. One thing is that 

you have a nice test and plenty of observations 

(scores), and therefore can predict a solid distribution 

(like the normal). Another is if that the test and scores 

really measures intelligence. 

As said, let’s say you force people to take one 20 

minute IQ-test once in their lives, that is said to 

measure something that important as intelligence, 

you certainly measure much more than intelligence 

(nervousness, performance anxiety, your relation to 

authorities, the culture’s weight on such tests…). 

Then you at least not only discriminate on the mental 

capacities like intelligence. It’s a lot of statistical 

disturbance that is difficult or impossible to measure. 

There are for example some, many, that believe that 

untimed high range IQ-tests measure something more 

than intelligence; perseverance, stamina, patience and 

so on, in addition to intelligence. I am one of 

those. So when you gain a 180 IQ-score on an 

untimed credible HRT, you probably do have a very 

high intelligence, but also a high degree of stamina. 

Assume that a person A (preferably a future super 

AI-agent) take Lato’s LS24- and Hoeflin’s Titan-test 

in one hour with all items right. The second best 

achiever is, let’s say a person B that scored 20/24 on 

LS24 and 48/48 on Titan, but used totally one month. 

B is said to have 200 in IQ, based on a dozen or two 

of other testees in the same range (170-200). But how 

should we calculate A’s IQ? 

In a parametrical distribution, like the normal one, we 

would calculate it directly. But is this normally 

distributed in the end of the tail? Maybe not. The 

problem is how we should decide, calculate, if A’s IQ 

is 300, 700 or 1,000. We have a lot of statistical 

methods to measure uncertainty, predicting 

something that makes it a qualified guess, and the 

common factor of those methods is that when the 

data become fewer the guess-factor becomes larger. 

This illustrates the problem with little data at the end 

of the tail. We can say that extraordinary 

achievement, considering the short time used, 

deserves an extreme high IQ, but we can’t know how 

high. The distribution is unknown in this area. 

I mention two factors that influence intelligence: 1) 

the ability to solve abstract problems, including 

different degrees of complexity and a diversity of 

cognitive problems like in a WAIS-test, and 2) the 

time used to do so. I can’t see any major obstacles 

creating extreme difficult IQ-tests, because it’s about 

combining degrees of difficulty and available time or 

time used. It’s not any problem creating an IQ-test 

that measures (theoretically) IQ’s at 900 or 1,000-

level. If a person solves the Titan-test in six hours, 

with all items right, she/he/it would obviously have 

an IQ superior to the most intelligent person we know 

of today. The problem is to decide the IQ-level, not 

proclaiming that persons superior level of 

intelligence. 

I have taken something like 30+ HR-tests since 2013, 

and one proctored standardized test in 2013 to get 

into Mensa (FRT). I am among the top scorers on 

several HR-tests with high credibility and 

ceiling. Before 2013 I was not concerned with IQ-

tests. I am more interested in how we humans can use 

our intelligence than measuring it, but it’s a lot of fun 

doing these HR-tests; you sort of get addicted. 

On the tests I have taken seriously I have scores in 

the range 145 to 185. I have a quite good assembling 

on some of the most accepted, respected and oldest 

HR-tests, like LS24, Algebrica, SLSE1, SLSE2, 

LSHR, some of T. Prousalis’ tests and some more. 

My IQ on these tests with high credibility is in the 

range 166-176, as I remember it, and maybe my g is 

about 170-171, maybe a couple of points higher since 

I score high on different type of tests (numerical, 

spatial, verbal); I don’t know, and I don’t care. I am 

pretty sure that my IQ (g) is in the range 0 to 200! 

And I am pretty sure that I am 56 years old. 

Rick Rosner: Intelligence is generally finding 

consistencies in the world, consistencies and 

relationships. If you want to be slightly grandiose 

about it, then it is what separates human beings as 

generalists from other species whose search for 
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exploitable consistencies don’t have as much fluidity 

as humans. 

That’s it. It is figuring stuff out about the world. You 

do not know if something is inconsistent; until, you 

are aware of things. Chaos is just chaos when you 

haven’t pulled anything out of it. Until, you’ve pulled 

some things, some consistencies, out of it. Then you 

can find out what is consistent or not.  

If you do not know anything about anything, then that 

means not knowing anything about what is 

inconsistent. IQ is an attempt to measure intelligence 

via testing, standardized testing. I don’t want to go 

into the whole history of IQ. You can look it up.  

Basically, it started with – intelligence testing that 

leads to IQ – Binet in France who had a 5-point scale 

designed to help kids be designed appropriate 

educational resources. If you are a 1 or a 2, then you 

need extra help because you’re not that smart. If you 

get a 4 or a 5, then you get extra help because you’re 

smarter than average. 

Terman put this on a 100-point scale where 100 is 

average. He probably is the one who came up with 

the ratio IQ. If the kid is 10, but scores on an IQ test 

like the average 12-year-old, then it is 12/10 for an 

IQ of 120 for the kid. Then largely in America, you 

had a small intelligence testing industry grow from 

there. 

With the heyday of IQ testing probably being in the 

50s and the 60s, people really believed in it. Kids get 

tested now, as part of school. In the 50s and 60s, 

kids really got tested. People entirely believed in the 

results of those tests. Now, they seem old-fashioned 

and superfluous. People have the same objections to 

IQ as aptitude and achievement testing, which is part 

of college admissions in America, e.g., SAT and 

ACT.  

People are skeptical of those. They should be. They 

say, “This doesn’t help us differentiate between the 

rest of the student’s application. It doesn’t add 

anything to an application. A kid who scores 1420 on 

the SAT is no more likely to be a successful and good 

addition to your student body, then a kid who scores 

1120, 1390, or 1510. SAT scores are not predictive. If 

you want more on this, I say this all the time with 

Lance [Ed. Richlin from “Lance vs. Rick“], “Just 

Google it! Read about it.”  

Limits on mainstream standardized tests are for 

efficiency in two ways. One is on group-administered 

IQ tests. You don’t go below 50 or above 150. It goes 

to Binet’s original point of IQ tests. At institutions, 

people will have to address the kid’s needs and 

behaviours, regardless. It doesn’t necessarily help to 

know whether the kid has an IQ of 55 or 45.  

At the extreme limits, or even within the normal 

range, there may not be differences that can be 

pinpointed within 5 or 10 points. I used to work with 

developmentally disabled people. Every kid with a 

low IQ is unique. You have to treat every kid as a kid, 

not as an IQ score. It takes work to differentiate 

between a 140 and 170 IQ.  

The IQ testing industry was intended to differentiate 

at ultra-high levels. Because if you have a kid with an 

IQ of 140, then you have a smart kid. You have 

enough information to give this kid enough study 

materials outside of this kid’s study level. You see 

how the kid does on the study materials. It is a waste 

of effort to turn this into a sport, where people are 

competing to be Mr. 180. 

The best test constructors – Hoeflin, anybody who 

tries to norm the tests. That is, figure out where the 

test performance stacks up to test-takers’ other self-

reported IQ scores with a fairly large sample. Those 

tests are, I think, no worse, no less accurate, in their 

ranges, as long as you limit the ranges to below what 

a perfect score will get you.  

Because every test blows up with 0 wrong or 1 

wrong. It is hard to tell where you are at that point. If 

you are wondering what a score of 37 or 41 on the 

original Mega Test might equal in terms of IQ, those 

scores are no less accurate than a score from taking 

the group-administered test in a classroom in 3rd 

grade. They’re fine. They have a plus or minus of 8 

points.  

As long as people put adequate effort into those tests, 

which, in itself, is hard to put the adequate effort in 

because adequate effort on tests like the Mega is 

dozens of hours, if people put adequate effort in from 

test to test, the scores are bound to be consistent.  

When I started taking the tests, I racked up scores 

from the 160s to the 190s, which is a big range. Also, 

some of the tests were sloppily normed. I was always 

looking for tests that were slutty to give me the 

highest possible scores. I didn’t put in the effort on 

some of the tests. If you look at the range of some of 

my scores, I have a range of 25 or 30 points. 

Part of this is me. Part of this is the kinkiness of 

various tests. You might see a smaller range if you 

see someone who averages 120 and then give them a 

dozen different tests. they may show scores from 105 

to 135, across the various tests. I don’t know if it was 

determined whether the Mega or the Titan had a 

higher ceiling.  

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCiJXFUt7CQvddI8UcJMUpgg


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 112 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

As I said, it is hard to determine if it is possible to 

determine. I think Hoeflin, himself, would say, ‘The 

Titan is harder.’ I would say, “It is harder.” It is 

paradoxical. If you have taken the Mega and done a 

really good job, and worked the problems, it gives a 

skill-set that makes the Titan easier. Because you 

have already done the Mega and know how Ron 

thinks.  

If you took a bunch of really smart people and gave 

half of them the Mega and half of them the Titan, 

people would probably find the Mega easier. The 

Titan has been called the hardest test ever. I would 

argue it is the highest rigorous test ever made. 

Cooijmans has come up with a bunch of really good, 

really challenging tests.  

I would say that his problems need more leaps of 

faith. When you’ve got the correct answer on a 

Hoeflin problem, you know it. It is still pretty true 

about Cooijmans’s problems. But they are more 

idiosyncratic, have more personality. You may not be 

as confident in your answers. It makes them 

somewhat harder. 

The hardness comes from a not exactly poetic and not 

exactly not poetic kind of freehandedness in the 

associations, patterns that you’re trying to find. That 

mirrors the world, though, where one indicator of 

intelligence is picking out the faint signal, the 

nebulous relationships. They are so faint among the 

noise.  

You could call Cooijmans’s problems noisier. The 

signal that you’re trying to pull out will not provide 

as spiky a spike as a Hoeflin signal.  

Jacobsen: As an interjection for the record, did 

you get a perfect score on the Titan Test on the 

first attempt?  

Rosner: I got in an article in the Wall Street 

Journal for the perfect score on the Titan. Nothing 

really about the Titan, specifically. I almost got on 

T.V. because I scored really high on the Mega, but I 

fucked it up. I made the guest booker nervous. She 

cancelled me because I sounded like a lunatic. I 

thought you supposed to be a lunatic. 

I thought you were supposed to be interesting. It was 

supposed to be a news show. I worked in bars. It was 

in the morning. I didn’t wake up in the fucking 

morning. I didn’t know it was supposed to be happy 

and soothing, and not some fucking lunatic in the 

morning.  

I have done like 40 tests. None lately, I don’t even 

know if my brain works anymore. I have been 

sedated, general anesthetic, like two and a half times 

in the past year. All of the way out of propofol, which 

killed Michael Jackson. I was in a twilight sleep 

when they gave me the once in five years 

colonoscopy. Unless, you elect to be put all the way 

out. 

Anyhow, I was in twilight sleep, which is sedated and 

still conscious. You are sedated and not supposed to 

still remember it. The last time, it was fine to be not 

asleep. It is watching a camera go up your butt. I was 

proud of myself. I did not see a bunch of flakes of 

poop floating around. 

The tests have personal meaning to me. I felt like a 

loser until I started getting kickass scores on these 

tests. It is not justified because I am not an idiot. I 

know the tests still don’t mean that much. I couldn’t 

get a girlfriend. I was bad at P.E. My orientation 

was: if I couldn’t get a girlfriend, then I was shitty at 

stuff. A girlfriend was what I really wanted. I 

couldn’t get a girlfriend. 

To me, it was a general indicator of my suckiness. I 

was proud of some of the stuff that I had done. I felt 

this overarching suckiness because I couldn’t hook 

up. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Erik Haereid: “About my writing: Most of my 

journalistic work I did in the pre-Internet-period (80s, 

90s), and the articles I have saved are, at best, aged in 

a box somewhere in the cellar. Maybe I can find 

some of it, but I don’t think that’s that interesting. 

Most of my written work, including crime short 

stories in A-Magasinet (Aftenposten (one of the main 

newspapers in Norway, as Nettavisen is)), a second 

place (runner up) in a nationwide writing contest in 

1985 arranged by Aftenposten, and several articles in 

different newspapers, magazines and so on in the 

1980s and early 1990s, is not published online, as far 

as I can see. This was a decade and less before the 

Internet, so a lot of this is only on paper. 

From the last decade, where I used more time doing 

other stuff than writing, for instance work, to mention 

is my book from 2011, the IQ-blog and some other 

stuff I don’t think is interesting here. 

I keep my personal interests quite private. To you, I 

can mention that I play golf, read a lot, like debating, 

and 30-40 years and even more kilos ago I was quite 

sporty, and competed in cross country skiing among 

other things (I did my military duty in His Majesty 

The King’s Guard (Drilltroppen)). I have been asked 

from a couple in the high IQ societies, if I know 

Magnus Carlsen. The answer is no, I don’t :)” 

Haereid has interviewed In-Sight: Independent 

Interview-Based Journal Advisory Board 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
https://www.nettavisen.no/meninger/erikhareid/
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Member Dr. Evangelos Katsioulis, some select 

articles include topics on AI in What will happen 

when the ASI (Artificial superintelligence) evolves; 

Utopia or Dystopia? (Norwegian), on IQ-measures 

in 180 i IQ kan være det samme som 150, and on 

the Norwegian pension system (Norwegian). His 

book on the winner/loser-society model based on 

social psychology published in 2011 

(Nasjonalbiblioteket), which does have a summary 

review here. 

Erik lives in Larkollen, Norway. He was born in 

Oslo, Norway, in 1963. He speaks Danish, English, 

and Norwegian. He is Actuary, Author, Consultant, 

Entrepreneur, and Statistician. He is the owner of, 

chairman of, and consultant at Nordic Insurance 

Administration. 

He was the Academic Director (1998-2000) of 

insurance at the BI Norwegian Business School 

(1998-2000) in Sandvika, Baerum, Manager (1997-

1998) of business insurance, life insurance, and 

pensions and formerly Actuary (1996-1997) at 

Nordea in Oslo Area, Norway, a self-employed 

Actuary Consultant (1996-1997), an Insurance 

Broker (1995-1996) at Assurance Centeret, Actuary 

(1991-1995) at Alfa Livsforsikring, novice Actuary 

(1987-1990) at UNI Forsikring, and a Journalist at 

Norsk Pressedivisjon. 

He earned an M.Sc. in Statistics and Actuarial 

Sciences from 1990-1991 and a Bachelor’s degree 

from 1984 to 1986/87 from the University of Oslo. 

He did some environmental volunteerism 

with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian Society 

for the Conservation of Nature), where he was an 

activist, freelance journalist and arranged 

‘Sykkeldagen i Oslo’ twice (1989 and 1990) as well 

as environmental issues lectures. 

He has industry experience in accounting, insurance, 

and insurance as a broker. He writes in his IQ-blog 

the online newspaper Nettavisen. He has personal 

interests in history, philosophy, reading, social 

psychology, and writing. 

He is a member of many high-IQ societies 

including 4G, Catholiq, Civiq, ELITE, GenerIQ, 

Glia, Grand, HELLIQ, HRIQ, Intruellect, ISI-S, 

ISPE, KSTHIQ, MENSA, MilenijaNOUS, 

OLYMPIQ, Real, sPIqr, STHIQ, Tetra, This, Ultima, 

VeNuS, and WGD. 

Rick G. Rosner: “According to some semi-

reputable sources gathered in a listing here, Rick 

G. Rosner may have among America’s, North 

America’s, and the world’s highest measured IQs at 

or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 16) based on 

several high range test performances created 

by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

He has written for Remote Control, Crank 

Yankers, The Man Show, The Emmys, The 

Grammys, and Jimmy Kimmel Live!. He worked as a 

bouncer, a nude art model, a roller-skating waiter, 

and a stripper. In a television 

commercial, Domino’s Pizza named him the 

“World’s Smartest Man.” The commercial was taken 

off the air after Subway sandwiches issued a cease-

and-desist. He was named “Best Bouncer” in the 

Denver Area, Colorado, by Westwood Magazine. 

Rosner spent much of the late Disco Era as an 

undercover high school student. In addition, he spent 

25 years as a bar bouncer and American fake ID-

catcher, and 25+ years as a stripper, and nearly 30 

years as a writer for more than 2,500 hours of 

network television. Errol Morris featured Rosner in 

the interview series entitled First Person, where 

some of this history was covered by Morris. He came 

in second, or lost, on Jeopardy!, sued Who Wants to 

Be a Millionaire? over a flawed question and lost the 

lawsuit. He won one game and lost one game on Are 

You Smarter Than a Drunk Person? (He was drunk). 

Finally, he spent 37+ years working on a time-

invariant variation of the Big Bang Theory. 

Currently, Rosner sits tweeting in a bathrobe (winter) 

or a towel (summer). He lives in Los 

Angeles, California with his wife, dog, and goldfish. 

He and his wife have a daughter. You can send him 

money or questions 

at LanceVersusRick@Gmail.Com, or a direct 

message via Twitter, or find him on LinkedIn, or 

see him on YouTube.” 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/haereid-

rosner-six; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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https://www.bokklubben.no/boeker/benektelse-og-verdighet-erik-haereid/produkt.do?produktId=6491232
http://www.aktuar.com/
http://www.aktuar.com/
https://rickrosner.org/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
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Abstract 

Matthew Scillitani, member of The Glia Society and The Giga Society, is a web developer and SEO specialist 

living in North Carolina. He is of Italian and British lineage, and is predominantly English-speaking. He 

earned his bachelor’s degree in psychology at East Carolina University, with a focus on neurobiology and a 

minor in business marketing. He’s previously worked as a research psychologist, data analyst, and writer, 
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publishing over three hundred papers on topics such as nutrition, fitness, psychology, neuroscience, free will, 

and Greek history. You may contact him via e-mail at mattscil@gmail.com. He discusses: family background; 

a self extended through time; early formation; influential mentors and guardians; important authors and 

books; pivotal educational moments; intellectual interests; exceptional intelligence discovery; and intelligence 

tests taken, scores earned, and the relevant standard deviations.  

Keywords: East Carolina University, Giga Society, Glia Society, intelligence, Matthew Scillitani. 

An Interview with Matthew Scillitani on Family, Early Formation, Important Mentors and Books, and 

Interests: Member, Giga Society; Member, Glia Society (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Matthew Scillitani: My father’s side of the family is 

Italian and my mother’s British, the former 

immigrating to the United States just a couple of 

generations ago. The Italian language fell out of use 

in the last generation on my paternal side, and I was 

raised speaking primarily English and some Spanish, 

which is typical in American schools. I’m an only 

child and was raised on the East coast in a middle-

class, Christian home. My mother was non-

denominational and my father Catholic, though I was 

brought up Methodist. My family is well-educated, 

with both of my parents having earned multiple 

degrees, one of which was in aeronautics. Watching 

my mom eat healthy and exercise also influenced my 

diet and fitness. Neither of my parents spoke much 

on politics when I was young, and I had a healthy 

blend of viewpoints along the political spectrum. 

This is also in large part because I lacked the political 

indoctrination so many others experience from the 

media, in education, and through their social groups 

as they move through childhood and adolescence. 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time? 

Scillitani: This is a difficult question to answer, 

primarily because I kept to myself as a child, so there 

was little environmental influence on my 

development. Some of the familial influences that 

had some impact on my identity were fitness 

behaviors and workaholism. My mother made sure to 

feed me healthy meals and inspired me to start long-

distance running and weight training as a teenager. 

This led me to set strength records in my high school, 

run varsity track and field, and join the wrestling 

team my senior year. Fitness continues to have an 

impact in my life and day-to-day behaviors, and I 

continue to exercise with the goal of remaining 

healthy into an advanced age. One of my greatest 

fears is losing my mobility or mental faculties as a 

senior. Both my parents worked very hard while I 

was growing up, and being around two conscientious 

adults inspired me to do the same. 

3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation? 

Scillitani: Workaholism from a young age, and the 

related ability to hyper-focus on a single task for long 

periods of time. As a child, I’d spend nearly the 

entire day drawing, and would occasionally pass out 

from exhaustion because I’d rather practice than 

sleep. As an adult, I treat my work just as seriously, 

and am prideful of my mental endurance. One week 

at university, I was studying physics as a hobby and 

was so focused that I didn’t realized I had gone 

without food or sleep for several days. I eventually 

fell asleep standing up, and a roommate saw me 

sleeping upright in the middle of the room and had to 

shake me awake. This workaholism later transferred 

into my working life after college, and I find it 

difficult to take any extended breaks from work. 

4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you? 

Scillitani: My weight training coach in high school 

had an enormous influence on my self-esteem. When 

I started weight training, I was the weakest student in 

the weight room. He saw how hard I worked and 

stood up for me when the other students mocked my 

weak physical constitution. The next year I was one 

of the strongest students at our school and could 

perform great feats of strength, such as strict barbell 

curling more than my body weight. Ironically, my 

track-and-field coach had the opposite view, but also 

achieved a similar effect on my fitness outcome. I 

was a mid-long distance runner on his team my 

freshman year of high school, and during sophomore 

year tryouts I suffered from heat stroke and didn’t 

perform well. Rather than give me a second chance I 

was cut from the team. I asked him why he wouldn’t 

let me try again and he said it was because he didn’t 

believe I’d ever be a good runner. This drove me to 

mailto:mattscil@gmail.com
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train harder than before, and a few months later I had 

cut my mile time down from 7 1/2 minutes to a hair 

over 5 minutes. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and 

adolescence, what authors and books were 

significant, meaningful, to worldview formation? 

Scillitani: Logic, by Immanuel Kant changed how I 

approached problems for the rest of my life. Had it 

not been for reading that book, I probably would not 

have been able to come up with the solutions to many 

of the I.Q. test problems or other puzzles I’ve worked 

on. The Illiad, by Homer, also drove my interest 

towards Greek mythology, and many of those stories 

influenced my art and writing for many years. I think 

reading, especially a blend of fiction and nonfiction, 

is essential for a child’s creative and intellectual 

development. It’s concerning that many children and 

teenagers today don’t read books outside of school, 

preferring to socialize or play video games, both of 

which are inferior to their cognitive development. 

6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood? 

Scillitani: Teaching myself how to draw was a 

pivotal time in my childhood. I would study the 

drawings of other great artists and then meticulously 

teach myself to emulate their styles, sometimes 

taking hundreds or even thousands of hours to master 

before moving on to the next artist. It was especially 

hard to emulate Leonardo Da Vinci’s drawings 

because his style is very unique and technically 

demanding. At age eight or nine, I spent hundreds of 

hours over several weeks trying to re-create a self-

portrait of his. After passing out on the dinner table, I 

woke up to see my mother had taken three of my 

failed drawing attempts and framed them. The motive 

behind that was kind, and I appreciate the thought, 

but every time I saw those pictures it only reminded 

me of my lack of ability. A few months later, seeing 

them so often had motivated me to draw a near-exact 

replica of his portrait 

Reading books on psychology and sociology also 

helped me learn how to socialize more effectively. 

The most interesting information being on ego 

strength, and how a weak ego negatively impacts 

social outcome for the disposed person. Those co-

workers, students, friends, and family who would 

rather insult than give compliments, who would brag 

while claiming humility, and who can’t admit when 

they’re wrong are good examples of this. It takes 

someone with a strong ego to deal with these people, 

since we mustn’t take them seriously. Otherwise, 

avoidance is the only good option. 

7. Jacobsen: For formal postsecondary education, 

what were the areas of deepest interest? What 

were some with a passion but not pursued? Why 

not pursue them? What were the eventual 

qualifications earned to this point in life? 

Scillitani: Psychology and neurobiology were my 

main interests while attending university. I received 

my bachelor’s in psychology and took as many 

neurobiology classes as I could during that time. I 

was also passionate about mathematics and some 

physics problems on light, but only realized I wanted 

to pursue these after having already taken several 

years of psychology courses. I do plan on working a 

more math-focused vocation in the future, and will 

continue thinking about a couple of physics problems 

only as a hobby. At this point in life, I have many 

certificates for various computer programs (such as 

Microsoft, CSS, HTML, Dreamweaver, and so on) 

and computer engineering, as well as a bachelor’s 

degree in psychology. 

8. Jacobsen: When was exceptional intelligence 

discovered by family, friends, and yourself? 

Scillitani: In elementary school I took an I.Q. test 

and in spite of being very distracted and having put in 

little effort I still scored a couple of standard 

deviations above the mean. I wasn’t told about that 

until I was seventeen though. I think the ‘eye opener’ 

was when I was fifteen years old and realized I had 

skipped three or four math grades (depending on the 

curriculum of the school), taking college-level 

trigonometry as a sophomore in high school. I didn’t 

do very well in the class, but I was still proud to be 

there. I learned from the teacher that I was the 

youngest person to ever take that course in my high 

school, which was very large and had been active for 

over forty years. 

9. Jacobsen: What have been the intelligence tests 

taken and the scores earned on them with the 

relevant SDs? Also, as an aside, what seems like 

the most robust non-pencil-and-paper proxy of 

general intelligence to you? 

Scillitani: I’ve taken many I.Q. tests, voluntarily 

from age 19 on. In the beginning, I invested only a 

few hours of time in each test, and mostly scored in 

the 140s and 150s (S.D. 15). The first high-range I.Q. 

test I took was Dr. Jason Bett’s WIT, scoring 154 

(S.D. 15). After taking a few more tests, I began 

spending ten or twenty hours of time on them and my 

scores crept up into the 150s and 160s (S.D. 15). The 

first test that I spent over forty hours on yielded an at-

the-time high score of 167 (S.D. 15), on Paul 

Cooijman’s Marathon Test – Numerical section. It 

was only after asking some ultra-high I.Q. scorers for 
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advice that I started scoring extremely high. The 

advice, which I recommend all I.Q. test-takers 

follow, was to work on a test until you can’t easily 

answer any more problems. Then, put the test down 

and wait a few months before coming back to it with 

a fresh start on the unsolved problems. Following this 

strategy, I received a perfect score on Paul 

Cooijmans’ Psychometric Qrosswords, scoring 190 

(S.D. 15). I had spent probably around eighty hours 

on that test over the span of a year. Just a couple of 

weeks later I scored 176 (S.D. 15) on the verbal 

section of The Marathon Test, also by Paul 

Cooijmans, following the same strategy. 

The most robust non-pencil-and-paper proxy of 

general intelligence is probably the ability to delay 

gratification. A large part of delaying gratification, 

and impulse control in general, is having the foresight 

to know the repercussions of one’s actions and 

choosing the most positive one, even if it comes at an 

immediate loss. This is a good indicator of 

intelligence because whether our intellect or 

emotions guide our actions is mostly determined by 

which of those we have more of. 

10. Jacobsen: What responsibility, if any, comes 

with exceptional levels of general intelligence? 

Scillitani: I’m not sure if there’s 

any responsibility that’s exclusive to intelligent 

people. Everyone should probably do what they’re 

best at, so long as it’s not criminal. Some of the most 

important vocations don’t require exceptional 

intelligence, and if everyone pursued careers in 

STEM (science, technology, engineering, and 

mathematics) fields we’d lose farmers, garbage men, 

police officers, teachers, firefighters, and so on. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society; Member, Glia Society. 

Bachelor’s Degree, Psychology, East Carolina 

University. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/scillitani-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

Image Credit: Matthew Scillitani. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Krystal Volney is an Editor of Phenomenon, and known for her computing interviews for WIN One (World 

Intelligence Network) as a tech writer, Co-Editor and publications in Award-winning/bestselling educational 

books that can be found in bookstores and libraries around the world, journals, blogs, forums & magazines 

such as Thoth Journal of Glia Society and City Connect Magazine since 2012-present. She is the author of 

Cosmos and Spheres poetry book and the ‘Dr. Zazzy’ children’s series. She discusses: Cosmos and Spheres; 

acceptance of the manuscript; polyglotism; appropriateness of the text; the early sections of the book; major 

themes of the text; opening with a poem on love, and “Bubo Scandiacus”; and “The Beauty”. 

Keywords: editor, Glia Society, Krystal Volney, Phenomenon, poetry, World Intelligence Network, writer. 
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An Interview with Krystal Volney on First Parts of “Cosmos and Spheres,” and Actualization of Giftedness 

and Talents: Author & Editor, Phenomenon (Part Three) 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Now, we come to the 

formal publishing of a book by you – in 

particular, a book of poetry for one. Cosmos and 

Spheres was published by Trafford Publishing 

from Victoria, British Columbia, Canada, which 

happens to connect some personal Canadian 

heritage for yourself and local geography to me 

(British Columbia) with the first appearance 

online in February of 2011 (some reports state 

2010, though) with a publication revision in 

Trafford Publishing on March 28, 2012. 

Krystal Volney: Cosmos and Spheres was first 

published online in 2010 on Amazon and then 

published by Trafford Publishing and Author 

Solutions in 2012. I wrote my first poem ‘The 

Flower’ in 2010 while I was meditating about life on 

my couch and looking at flowers with hummingbirds 

outside of the window. It is available in that book 

along with my other poem ‘The Immaculate Hacker’ 

which is a romance, mental health and thriller poem 

reviewed by Dr. Evangelos Katsioulis, Lord Graham 

Powell, Bertrand Arlain, Thomas J. Hally and Paul 

Cooijmans. 

2. Jacobsen: Why select Trafford Publishing and 

Author Solutions? 

Volney: Back in 2011, they liked and accepted my 

manuscript, choosing to publish it. 

3. Jacobsen: You speak English, Spanish, and 

French. Why these languages? How does 

polyglotism, as a talent and skill set, help with 

personal and professional life? 

Volney: I studied those languages in both primary 

and secondary school for literary and conversational 

purposes. Polyglotism helps with personal and 

professional life if you are always travelling to other 

countries and meeting various people from different 

backgrounds. 

4. Jacobsen: Why was Cosmos and 

Spheres appropriate for family and minors? 

Volney: The themes in the book are suitable for 

adults of all ages and there are children’s poems for 

minors as well. 

5. Jacobsen: You reference some influences, which 

have been covered before. However, in the 

introductory portion of the text, you quote 

Voltaire, “Poetry is the music of the soul, and, 

above all, of great and feeling souls,” in 

the Acknowledgements. Intriguingly, and in the 

next section, you state the means by which to 

understand Cosmos and Spheres in Understanding 

Cosmos and Spheres, as follows: 

The title of the book has a lot to do with how people 

live their lives. Cosmos connotes the universe and 

everything that exists anywhere. It also defines an 

orderly or harmonious system. Spheres connote a 

particular environment or walk of life. Ever since I 

was younger, I’ve been fascinated with stars in the 

night sky and fell in love with the artistic piece 

‘Starry night’ from pa inter Van Gogh. I compare the 

planets to human beings based on the description of 

each one from scientific research and also each 

planet as a sphere in the solar system. To me, the 

earth is somewhat like the solar system and different 

peoples like the planets in relation to the sun. This of 

course is not a spiritual or religious theory. 

However, I believe in God. 

Now, I reference these two sections as non-trivial, 

and parts of the sections, because of the one 

reference to someone who believed, by some 

accounts, either to a deistic interpretation of a 

Christian God or simply a Deity of some form 

without care, compassion, or concern for the 

earthly frail lives of human beings, and then the 

reference to the firm non-presentation of “a 

spiritual or religious theory” whilst believing in 

God. Was Voltaire another unstated, until the 

present, influence on you? What would formally 

comprise a spiritual theory to you? What would 

formally comprise a religious theory to you? 

Volney: When I wrote Cosmos and Spheres poetry 

book in 2010 (ten years ago), I was a Roman Catholic 

(but not a prophet) which is why in some of the 

poems like the ‘Immaculate Hacker’ there is a 

mention of Exorcisms. For many years I lost faith in 

Christianity because of people who I saw as 

Hypocritical although I’ve met those who are genuine 

as well. I believe that God exists. I pray about it all of 

the time wondering why the Creator of everything 

brought so many human beings into the world from 

various financial, social, physical and religious 

backgrounds. For years I was agnostic but I started 

believing in God who I would like to truly discover 

completely again. I live a moral lifestyle hoping that 

He will show himself to me. When I became 

agnostic, I believed that there was just pure evil in the 

world and that good people don’t truly exist unless 

getting money or something socially was on the 

agenda but then I met honourable women who are 
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some of the sincerest people around. I will never 

judge or condemn anyone spiritually or their religions 

as well because you don’t know what he or she 

experiences daily so it’s better not to judge him or 

her as nobody is perfect. Voltaire was an influence on 

me as I remember when I wrote the book. A spiritual 

and religious theory would have been that the planets 

and the billions of people on the earth are the reason 

that we exist for a purpose (the Solar System). That is 

not a valid theory though and it’s not my place to 

make that assumption about everything. I haven’t 

read about any evidence of life on any of the other 

planets even though filmmakers want people to 

believe that aliens do exist and that there are Martians 

from Mars, etc. 

6. Jacobsen: Why the major themes of children, 

the environment, fashion, nature, and romance 

in Cosmos and Spheres? 

Volney: I wanted to create a poetry book for families 

around the world which is why it was written about 

numerous countries including the place where I was 

born- Trinidad and Tobago. 

7. Jacobsen: Why open Cosmos and Spheres with a 

poem on love, “Veux-Tu M’Espouser”? Some 

readers may jump, hop, and skip from page to 

page, but, still, others will read front to back. For 

the latter group, the first poem sets a tone, as the 

other sections provided a framework for 

comprehension. Why the themes of patience, 

waiting, courtship, and so on, intertwined with 

love in it? Once more, also, we see the echoing of 

themes with the reference to roses, forsythias, and 

cyclamen and animals with the feathered wing, 

fireflies, killer bees, serpents, and swans to 

another poem in the series entitled “Bubo 

Scandiacus.” 

Volney: The first romance poem ‘Veux-Tu 

M’Epouser’ was written in 2010 to give couples a 

greater appreciation for love and marriage. It is 

deeper than the material things such as diamond rings 

and gifts. Although I’m not that way, I don’t judge 

anyone who likes that because everyone is different 

and jewellery is popular especially in Fashion. The 

themes of patience, waiting and courtship intertwined 

with love in it are meant for people in relationships as 

well as the married people to know that true romance 

is about loving someone through the ‘thick and thin’ 

as well as not being backstabbing or betraying the 

person who loves you. ‘Veux-Tu M’Epouser’ is 

about a man who is in love with a woman who 

betrays him for someone better off than him so he 

finds peace and love with God. The poem 

demonstrates that through the coldest weather such as 

in Russia (the fog, mist and clouds), he would be 

there for his love after romancing her in the secret 

garden. On the other hand, that was not good enough 

for her as she wanted someone wealthier than him 

and that broke his heart so he turned to God who 

would love him unconditionally. 

8. Jacobsen: “The Beauty” opens with some prose, 

which made me giggle quietly to myself: 

Beauty stared proudly at her reflection in the vermeil 

mirror, while her golden cup held a mixed glass of 

Perrier and Tasmanian rain. Spoke the mirror to her 

in a fervent dream-„Wake up from your 

egocentricity!” O how the tears of fizzing water 

splashed in her face as the beast Narcissus deemed 

her vain and stained. 

Does this echo personal experience? You also 

speak to the dance of image and reality, internal 

character and external representation, and the 

ways in which many, probably most, women 

‘question their beauty” again and again in 

cultures, and as a species, beholden to differential 

standards of what counts as valuable in men and 

women. You remark on the qualities of a woman 

with charisma, confidence, elegance, intelligence, 

and personality. How does this gentlewoman 

represent the “sensational woman called beauty”? 

Volney: Yes certainly! Women “question their 

beauty” again and again in cultures, and as a species, 

beholden to differential standards of what counts as 

valuable in men and women. Beauty is in the eye of 

the beholder and various cultures reveal what is 

considered to be visually pleasing to them. By way of 

example, the long-necked women of Myanmar, lip 

stretching women in parts of Africa and South 

America, having pale skin in Asian countries as well 

as having coloured eyes are seen as beautiful in some 

parts of the world. The poem ‘The Beauty’ is about a 

woman who wanted to achieve physical perfection as 

she deemed that as being truly beautiful but her 

interior was not equally lovely. The focus of the 

poem at the end is that inner beauty is more 

significant as the woman should have charisma, 

elegance, confidence, intelligence or personality as a 

sensational beauty. 
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An Interview with Andreas Gunnarsson on Family, Sweden, Student Life, Network and Computer Security 

Expertise, and Interests: Member, Giga Society (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Original interview from October 20, 2016.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is your family’s 

background – culture, geography, language, and 

religious/irreligious affiliation? 

Andreas Gunnarsson: I come from Sweden. The 

language is Swedish and I believe that Scandinavia in 

general is quite secular compared to many other 

places. 

2. Jacobsen: You were born in 1969 in Ängelholm, 

Sweden. What was the culture like at the time? 

Gunnarsson: I’m not sure how accurate my memory 

from my early days is, but I think it was quite open 

minded and inclusive. 

3. Jacobsen: What was the family environment 

like for you? 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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Gunnarsson: I had a brother, a sister and two 

parents, and in general a great family environment. 

4. Jacobsen: What did your parents do for work? 

Gunnarsson: They owned a business where they 

both worked. 

5. Jacobsen: Where did you go to school as a child 

and adolescent? Was the giftedness identified and 

nurtured early – at home and in school? 

Gunnarsson: The school was not too far from where 

I lived. Most of my early teachers were good and 

helpful. For example, I was interested in astronomy, 

and the teacher I had in first to third grade spent quite 

a bit of her free time reading up on it so that she 

could engage in discussions and explain things to me. 

I found maths easy and got more advanced exercises 

when I finished the ordinary ones, but there was no 

other particular special education. 

6. Jacobsen: You are a member in a number of 

high-IQ societies including Mensa Society, ISI-

Society, and Giga Society. Each more exclusive 

than the last, especially the Giga Society with a 1-

in-a-billion rarity. 

Gunnarsson: I think it is fun to solve problems and 

puzzles, and doing IQ tests on the net was a bit of a 

hobby for a while. I have my doubts about the 

validity of most online tests although I am not trained 

in psychology so that is just a layman’s opinion. 

Although I have many thoughts on IQ testing and 

even made my own test foritensum together with a 

friend to learn more, I defer to the experts in the field 

for accurate information and research. 

The reason I took the test for Giga society – apart 

from seeing it as a challenging puzzle that I enjoyed 

spending time on – was that I was skeptical that it’s 

possible to measure or even define IQ at the level of 

one in a billion. One way to falsify the validity of the 

test would be if many people would take the test and 

pass. 

7. Jacobsen: Who are your favourite living/dead 

artists, philosophers, and scientists? 

Gunnarsson: I’m surprised how difficult I found it 

to answer this question. If I name a few then there are 

too many left out and if I list too many then it 

becomes meaningless. When it comes to philosophers 

and scientists there are of course many very well 

known names who have participated in building up 

the foundation of science that we take for granted 

today. When it comes to artists that tends to change 

over time and with mood. To mention one, I recently 

found Tim Minchin whose musical comedy I find 

hilarious and clever. 

8. Jacobsen: In 1990, you began studying 

engineering physics at Chalmers University of 

Technology. You started, but did not complete, an 

M.Sc. What were the memorable experiences of 

student life? 

Gunnarsson: It’s always fun to learn new stuff and it 

was great to meet so many intelligent people. I have 

heard some people say that they did not know how to 

study before attending University and it came as a big 

surprise. I share that feeling. As the courses got more 

advanced and I could rely less on prior knowledge I 

noticed that I actually had to put in quite a bit of 

effort which I wasn’t prepared for. 

9. Jacobsen: Any recent plans to finish the M.Sc.? 

Gunnarsson: Not really. I think that a degree is 

valuable in general, but it’s in my experience most 

valuable in the beginning of the career. When you’ve 

worked for a while it’s more important to have work 

experience. I imagine that an academic degree can be 

more important in some countries than in others, and 

it’s probably very good if you want to change field. 

And of course a requirement in academia. 

That said, I do still take courses at Chalmers every 

now and then, but that’s not in order to graduate but 

just because they are interesting. 

10. Jacobsen: You have worked as a network and 

computer security expert at Carlstedt Research & 

Technology, which is in Gothenburg, Sweden. 

What main capacities developed from this 

professional experience? 

Gunnarsson: I was part of a team with a broad and 

deep knowledge in computer security and 

networking. My own main focus was cryptography 

which I found very interesting. Although I still think 

it is interesting I haven’t been working professionally 

with it for many years and I notice how easy it is to 

hold the illusion that I still know everything about the 

field while the reality is that I haven’t kept up and 

must be humble to that fact. That’s a reality check I 

try to apply elsewhere too – I’m just as affected by 

the Dunning-Kruger effect as everyone else. If you 

are an expert in something it’s easy to see how non-

experts are mistaken because you see what part of the 

picture they miss. You must make a mental effort to 

turn that around and realize that unless you have 

spent a lot of time and effort in a scientific approach 

to something there will be big holes in your 

understanding that you am not aware of. That of 

course also applies if you are an expert but then your 

task is to find and investigate those holes that haven’t 

been explored yet. 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 129 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

11. Jacobsen: You have interests in cryptography, 

juggling, programming, puzzles, and skydiving. 

Does some personality trait unify these interests? 

Gunnarsson: I don’t know about personality traits 

but I do like to try new things. In general it’s 

inspiring and engaging to start learning something 

new. It’s also rewarding to keep working on 

something when you’re really good at it but I prefer 

to have a mix and find new interests every now and 

then. Of the things in that list, programming is the 

only thing I still engage in on a regular basis. 

12. Jacobsen: What is the most challenging thing 

you have ever done? Why it? 

Gunnarsson: This is another surprisingly difficult 

question. Things can be challenging in different ways 

but I can’t think of anything that really stands out. I 

try to be outside my comfort zone as often as 

reasonable, but not too far outside it. I think that’s a 

good way to learn. So I’m usually confident that my 

challenges are feasible. Of course there are situations 

that you don’t choose yourself such as funerals which 

can be very emotionally challenging. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/gunnarsson-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Richard Sheen is a young independent artist, philosopher, photographer and theologian based in New 

Zealand. He has studied at Tsinghua University of China and The University of Auckland in New Zealand, 

and holds degrees in Philosophy and Theological Studies. Originally raised atheist but later came to 

Christianity, Richard is dedicated to the efforts of human rights and equality, nature conservation, mental 

health, and to bridge the gap of understanding between the secular and the religious. Richard’s research 

efforts primarily focus on the epistemic and doxastic frameworks of theism and atheism, the foundations of 

rational theism and reasonable faith in God, the moral and practical implications of these frameworks of 

understanding, and the rebuttal of biased and irrational understandings and worship of God. He seeks to 

reconcile the apparent conflict between science and religion, and to find solutions to problems facing our 

environmental, societal and existential circumstances as human beings with love and integrity. Richard is also 

a proponent for healthy, sustainable and eco-friendly lifestyles, and was a frequent participant in competitive 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 131 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

sports, fitness training, and strategy gaming. Richard holds publications and awards from Mensa New 

Zealand and The University of Auckland, and has pending publications for the United Sigma Intelligence 

Association and CATHOLIQ Society. He discusses: faith and reason; misapplications of faith and reason; 

faith, reason, and science in the 21st-century spiritual person; science and God; and uncertainty and faith. 

Keywords: faith, God, metaphysics, philosophy, reason, religion, Richard Sheen, science, theism. 

An Interview with Richard Sheen on a ‘Doxastic Venture’: or, Reason, Purpose, and a Leap of Faith, the 

Nature of Faith and Its Relation to Reason and Adventure (Part Four)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let’s transition into 

faith and reason. Some pose these as separate 

sides of a partition. Others seem them as 

inextricably linked in a hierarchy. That is to say, 

faith above reason as respect and 

acknowledgement of the infinite, the unknown, 

and the unknowable and reason as the only basis 

for marginal or limited knowledge about 

anything; or, reason above faith with reason as a 

means to derive deep truths about the world and 

faith in the margins where reason becomes 

insufficient to solve that which seem not as 

problems for solving but as mysteries to be 

considered, respected, and left alone. Still others, 

they seem them as playing equal parts in an 

interplay of conscious discrimination about that 

which can be left outside human possibilities, for 

faith, and that which can be contemplated inside 

human possibilities, for reason. All this sets aside 

empiricism and science for the moment. To begin, 

what is faith? What is reason? 

Richard Sheen: This is a very good question, and 

one that deserves far more attention than it is 

typically given today. I suppose Isaiah 7:9 would 

serve as an underlying theme in this entire discussion, 

even though it refers to a very specific event in the 

Bible, this verse serves as an important guidance in 

understanding the entire nature of faith and its 

relation to reason – “Unless you believe, you will not 

understand”. 

My position on faith and reason is very Thomistic, 

with the greatest of faith and most exceptional of 

reason being not only mutually compatible, but 

complementary. Like the sun and the moon as they 

cross the horizons of day and night, and the light and 

the shadows that playfully flirt with each other as we 

venture through our moments of life, faith and reason 

are “married and inseparable” with each other in spite 

of their apparent “conflicts”, no different from how 

an elderly couple who have bonded for an eternity 

may still engage in quarrel every now and then. 

We can begin by giving an outline to faith in general. 

I understand faith as distinct from mere belief. Belief, 

in general, is usually propositional (e.g. “p believes 

that q”), it is a dyadic relation constituted of the 

believer and the object of belief, and is limited in that 

its moral and epistemic implications are usually 

restricted within particular contexts. Faith (or at least 

the type of faith that is generally considered 

“religious” in nature) on the other hand, pertains to a 

much broader scope of our mind and reality, it 

constitutes an “overall” framework of understanding 

for reality, and is deeply entrenched in every aspect 

of our life. Such faith cannot be represented merely 

by a simple, dyadic relation like that of a belief, as it 

is closely intertwined within the entire frameworks of 

our moral and epistemic reality. In short, faith in the 

religious sense covers a far greater(perhaps greatest) 

scope of our reality than mere belief, as it must 

constitute the highest overarching stance of our 

perception and understanding, hence is subsequently 

monadic in nature in the sense that it “immerses” us 

within an entire framework or tradition of values and 

beliefs, rather than merely “relating” us to a 

particular or set of values or beliefs from an “outside 

perspective” – faith in the religious sense is 

essentially “one with us”. 

Reason and faith are inseparable, it is not possible to 

discuss one without relating to the other. However, 

we can more or less conceptually isolate the purely 

calculative aspects of human reason, which Kant 

refers to as “pure reason”, though to do this in 

practice is impossible. “Pure reason” is the part of us 

that makes deductions, inferences, and calculations, 

somewhat similar to a computer — albeit for us, the 

perspective and creativity gained through our self-

consciousness and our temporal awareness allow us 

to see beyond the purely formal and deductive, hence 

we are able to “discover” new ideas rather than 

simply “follow” a pre-determined series of 

deductions or events. 

Pure reason is always an “outsider” regarding the 

human existential circumstance, as one cannot rely 

on calculations and deductions alone to truly “live” 

life to its fullest extent and “experience” every 

moment of reality with our complete selves, less love 

each other faithfully through the lens of divine 

perfection and eternity. However, pure reason is a 

necessary path in which we must take in order to 
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reach genuine faith, as pure faith alone without the 

guidance of reason can easily lead us into superstition 

– this is the importance of critical reasoning in faith. 

The limitations of (pure)reason can lead us toward 

the realm of faith as we attempt to pursue the deeper 

meanings of life and existence that lie beyond the 

scope of logic and evidence alone. As we assess the 

premises and foundations in which our rational 

instruments such as science and logic are established 

upon, we eventually “bump” into the limits of 

cognition, and hence necessarily require “a leap of 

faith” in order to continue our rational pursuits 

without the fear of inconsistency and illusion, or 

some sort of “grand trickery” (see Descartes, Hume, 

and Kant etc.). 

Reason and faith must then “join forces” to make that 

“leap” across the boundaries of cognition and “rest 

within” the “completion” of truth and virtue that is 

attained only through a thorough assessment of our 

reality by our reason, combined with a genuine leap 

of faith towards what is ultimately beyond the 

limitations of logic and evidence. Hence, reason is 

more or less the “eye” of our mind and soul in which 

we perceive and discern our world, while faith is the 

“heart” that we use to “touch” and “feel” the love and 

beauty of our world as we immerse within the 

meaningful experience and purpose of the miracle of 

life. 

Reason and faith together constitute our overall 

experience of life and reality as sentient, intelligent, 

and free agents/persons who are blessed with infinite 

possibilities, and imbued with the desire and purpose 

for love, peace, the highest good, and ultimately, for 

God. 

2. Jacobsen: Following from the previous 

questions, what seems like a misapplication of 

faith? What seems like a misapplication of 

reason? In practical or real-life terms, how can 

proper application or misapplication of faith lead 

to positive or negative consequences, respectively, 

in life, directly or indirectly? Similarly, how can 

proper application or misapplication of reason 

lead to positive or negative consequences, 

respectively, in life, directly or indirectly? 

Sheen: I believe reason necessarily leads to faith, 

although this faith is often implicit or “hidden 

beneath” the frameworks of our perception and 

cognition, and may not always be “well-placed” nor 

would it always lead to religious belief. Unlike in the 

previous section, I will now refer to reason, or 

“holistic/good reason” here as a very comprehensive 

ability that underlines the very essence of humanity, 

rather than merely the calculative aspects of “pure” 

reason that can be fully imitated by a computer. 

Not only does this more “holistic” reason include our 

ability to perform logical deductions and make causal 

or probabilistic inferences based on our calculations 

and intelligent observation of the world, it also 

constitutes the part of us that allows us to love in 

spite of fear and uncertainty for our future, to cherish 

and appreciate in spite of the harshness and suffering 

of reality, to pursue peace and harmony in spite of 

our conflict and despair in life, and to transcend our 

immediate desires in order to reach out for a higher 

purpose in spite of our own limitations and the 

axiological imperfections of our world. The latter 

ability of our reason — the possibility for our will to 

transcend our inner selfishness and love each other in 

spite of the suffering of life, is what ultimately 

bestows us the possibility have faith beyond what is 

immediately perceivable or accessible to our logic, 

senses, and desires. 

In this way, faith and reason are not two separated 

and somewhat contrary aspects of our cognition as is 

so often portrayed in the media and pop science, as 

they both hold real influence and consequences for 

each other. Nowadays as I see it, bad faith is often the 

result of bad reason, as it is often reason that leads us 

to faith(not only in God, but many other things, some 

proper, others misplaced. This is not to say that is 

always the case, as one can certainly have a 

preconceived belief or faith that is misplaced, 

distorting their reason and resulting in a vicious circle 

of disconnection with reality. 

Bad faith and/or bad reason often occurs when faith 

and reason are divorced from each other, usually with 

one being infinitely magnified over the other as it 

attempts to transgress it’s own realm of jurisdiction 

in seek of dominating the other. 

Stephen Jay Gould famously argued that science and 

religion are “non-overlapping magisteria”(NOMA), 

that is, science and religion each govern their own 

respective realms of facts and values. According to 

Gould, it is not reasonable to demand that science 

answer questions which pertain to values, nor is it 

reasonable to demand religion to explain the 

mechanisms of nature as derived through scientific 

observation and experimentation. 

NOMA is an attempt to solve the apparent conflict 

between science and religion, and consequently, 

between reason and faith. While it has its virtues, 

NOMA does not provide us with the clear boundaries 

of science and religion(less reason and faith), as it is 

more or less merely a guidance framework in how we 

ought to treat these different domains of inquiry. 
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Therefore in order to distinguish between what 

pertains to faith and what pertains to reason, we must 

approach God the Creator (the “premise” of facts and 

values in this context) and God’s creations (the 

natural world and our experience of reality) in a 

discerning way, and learn to distinguish not only 

between facts and values, but also between the 

mundane and natural, and the extraordinary and 

divine. 

I will give some plain and simple examples of bad 

faith and bad reason, and how they ought to interact 

with each other on the basis of wisdom and 

discernment. I will start with two examples of bad 

faith: 

1) James 2:24 tells us that “You see that a person is 

considered righteous by what they do and not by faith 

alone.” The first example of bad faith comes in the 

form of misplaced faith, which often replaces our 

action and removes from us any responsibility. 

Consider if your car breaks down and that you notice 

a tyre is flat. What ought to be the best course of 

action for you? Do you stop, assess the situation, and 

decide what would be the best course of action to fix 

the simple issue at hand, or do you instead stop and 

pray hard in front of your car hoping that the tyre will 

somehow magically restore itself and be pumped full 

of air again? The latter is a classic example of 

misplaced faith, which is commonly seen in all forms 

of superstitious behaviour, particularly in strongly 

fundamentalist religious traditions and pagan 

superstitions of the past. 

Misplaced faith happens when one leads one’s faith 

beyond the jurisdiction of its own divine realm 

(which pertains to the underlying purposive, 

teleological, and ultimately the divine, spiritual 

reality of our life), and consequently trivialises one’s 

faith in the divine, transcendent reality(God), 

“downgrading” it into a form of naïve and wishful 

thinking of trivial desires from the common aspects 

of life(which one believes could substitute for one’s 

own actions and responsibility). Misplaced faith is 

hence also a form of “theological blasphemy”, as it 

takes the glory and purpose of God and corrupts it 

with trivial, worldly functions. 

Let us return to James 2:14-17. “What good is it, my 

brothers and sisters, if someone claims to have faith 

but has no deeds? Can such faith save them? Suppose 

a brother or a sister is without clothes and daily food. 

If one of you says to them, “Go in peace; keep warm 

and well fed,” but does nothing about their physical 

needs, what good is it? In the same way, faith by 

itself, if it is not accompanied by action, is dead.” 

While faith is very important in our lives (often 

without some of us realizing that it is there at all!), 

we ought to discipline our actions in accordance with 

our faith, but not replace our actions entirely with 

faith alone, particularly when it is directly contrary to 

the demonstrable laws of nature (if we do have 

genuine faith in God, we ought to have faith in nature 

as an extension of faith in God’s creations). 

In this case, it is evident that we ought to either fix, 

or replace the flat tire, whether by ourselves or 

through the aid of others (which also leads us to put 

faith in, and trust the good will of others as an 

extension from our faith in God); as even if it is not 

in principle impossible for supernatural miracles to 

happen as a result of divine intervention, we would 

have no good reasons to expect God to perform such 

an unimpressive miracle regarding a problem as 

mundane as a flat tire, which on top of trivializing 

God’s transcendent divinity, would also 

consequentially jeopardize the integrity of the entire 

natural, physical world (as God’s creation) through 

the injection of an external, supernatural non-causal 

force within a set of natural, causal relations that are 

otherwise consistent with the rest of God’s creations. 

It would a completely unnecessary and contradictory 

action from God if He did actually fix your type in a 

flash of light (following Occam’s Razor), which 

could only logically undermine God’s infinite 

wisdom, and twist God into some caricature of a 

wish-granting lamp genie that bends to the ever 

trivial desires of mankind. 

(The relation between prayer and the subsequent 

answers of prayers are another huge topic that 

deserves its own discussion, as it is heavily involved 

with the theological discussions of the nature of God 

and God’s relation to time and eternity. One view 

proposes that before anyone prays, God has already 

known about the prayers and determined the outcome 

of it even before the creation of the world, and hence 

has already “planned” the occurrence and outcome of 

the prayer via the complex chain of interactions of 

the laws of nature that He has already embedded 

within the creation of time and the universe. This 

means that all prayers and all answers to prayers are 

simply pre-determined events that God has 

masterfully crafted to play out within our experience 

of time. This of course brings in conceptual 

difficulties for free will and other issues, which 

deserves its own topic) 

2) A second example of bad faith comes in the form 

of “transactional faith”, which often include 

superstitious “exchanges” or false, selfish acts of 

devotion. “Exchanges” are attempts by individuals to 

bargain for some sort of “favour” from a divine entity 
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or supernatural force by performing certain rituals or 

presenting certain items as an “offering” to gain this 

supernatural entity’s favour. 

While such patterns of behaviour are generally 

associated with primitive tribes and cultures, we can 

still observe such patterns of superstitious behaviour 

in many Asian cultures today, particularly within 

Chinese Buddhism/Taoism as I have often witnessed. 

(This is by no means an attack on genuine Buddhist 

and Taoist philosophy however) 

In Taiwan, lucrative industries are established around 

the superstition of “karma gathering” through the 

“releasing” of all sorts of animals. Large amounts of 

caged pigeons are sold to believers intent on gaining 

“good karma” by “releasing” them into the wild in 

hopes that the deities of their choice would grant 

them good luck for their business to prosper, their 

health to retain, or even for them to win the lottery or 

be born into a wealthy family in their next life so they 

wouldn’t have to work again. The pigeons are often 

released in fixed locations so that the merchants 

could quickly recapture them for resale purposes. 

Fish would be sold beside a small pond, released by 

karma purchasers, and subsequently caught just a few 

meters away, sometimes within plain sight of the 

customers. 

Such examples of bizarre superstition are not 

uncommon in our world even today, and are by no 

means unique to Buddhism or Taosim, but can be 

found in every religion, and even in secular cultures 

between limited agents (such as worship of money, 

status, attention, e.g. “Instagram influencers” etc.). 

In Luke 6:46, Jesus says: “Why do you call me Lord, 

Lord, and don’t do what I say?”, it is very clear to us, 

even written so obviously in the Bible that genuine 

faith must be followed by consistent change and 

action for the purpose of the good (Will of God). One 

who only announces their faith in God in words 

cannot possibly be truly faithful if their actions are 

not consistent with their words and do not bear the 

fruits of love. 

The idea of a promise of eternal life after death as 

long as one “follows” Jesus Christ – even if not 

accompanied by genuine action — in some 

fundamentalist Christian sects also gives rise to 

similar forms of superstitious “exchanges”, as this 

overly-simplistic interpretation of Christian faith may 

lead opportunistic individuals to adopt a form of 

“playacting” in Sunday church to “repent for their 

sins” so that they could gain a “free ticket to heaven” 

all the while disregarding all sorts of evil that they 

condone, or even endorse and commit during the rest 

of the 6 days of the week. Such individuals 

essentially follow the same mentality as the karma 

purchasers, hoping that their acted “obedience and 

repentance” in front of God and other believers 

would somehow gain them favour from God, 

regardless of how inconsistent their actions and 

behaviour are compared to their proclaimed beliefs in 

love and forgiveness outside of church. 

Since God is all-knowing, is it even remotely 

possible for God to be fooled by the deceptive acting 

of such individuals? Would God not see through the 

true intentions of such individuals from the 

inconsistency between what they proclaim to believe 

in, and the selfish and disdainful conducts that they 

secretly engage in when they are outside of church? 

Would God, in all His omniscience, trust someone 

who has no genuine desire to follow the teachings of 

Christ and discipline one’s life around the essence 

and wisdom of love and forgiveness by serving 

others in the pursuit of the good, but only engage in 

hypocritical acting of devout faith and public displays 

of virtue that only result in their own personal 

gain…? It is no surprise that even the brightest of us 

can be fooled by the acts a skilled charlatan, but it 

makes no sense for God, who is infinitely wise, to be 

fooled by them. 

In Romans 16:18, Paul talks about the beliefs and 

teachings of insincere believers: “For such people are 

not serving our Lord Christ, but their own appetites. 

By smooth talk and flattery they deceive the minds of 

naive people.” By “appetites”, Paul refers to the 

selfish, personal desires of power and worldly riches 

rather than a genuine love for God and the good. The 

nature of such false faith and obedience are no 

different from the type of empty conformism in 

ethics that I have mentioned in previous discussions 

where one simply “abides by” the laws of ethics for 

personal gain and benefits (or simply out of fear, in 

which one may still commit evil secretly when one 

perceives it to have no negative consequences on 

oneself), rather than truly believing in, and taking 

genuine action out of the pursuit of the good. Albeit, 

in this case, one is trying to appease God rather than 

merely evading the backlash from society. 

In their deceptive pursuit of God, those who resort to 

such deception are only corrupting the true essence of 

genuine faith in the divine. They have secretly 

replaced God with the shameless pursuit and 

idolisation of their own selfish desires for worldly 

pleasures. In reality, those who subscribe to these 

forms of transactional faith are merely idolisers of 

themselves. It would take very flawed logical and 

moral reasoning for someone to delude themselves 

into such infantile deception against that which 

ultimately lies beyond their limited capabilities, if it 
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is indeed the case that their flawed reasoning 

somehow convinced them of God’s existence in the 

first place. 

Bad reason on the other hand is less explicit, but 

nonetheless extremely common in modern 

technological society. I will once again give two 

examples: 

1) The first example of bad reason would be 

scientism, often championed by various non-

scientists and a relatively small number of eminent 

scientists alike. Scientism resembles a more 

“extreme” expression of logical positivism, a 

historical movement that ended in complete and utter 

failure. Scientism is the belief, or more precisely, 

faith (since it is religious in nature and manifestation) 

in which science, as the object of worship, is the sole, 

objective gauge for every possible truth, fact, and 

value that there is to know in the world, and that 

science is the only valid form of inquiry regarding 

every aspect of reality. 

Essentially a form of misplaced faith, scientism is a 

classic example of the transgression of pure reason, 

in which limited orders of logical and empirical 

frameworks are applied beyond their explanatory 

limitations and are forced onto the realm of faith and 

value. Such transgressions of pure reason often 

manifest from a completely reductionist view of 

faith/values, emergent qualities (where “the whole is 

more than the sum of its parts”) and complex 

relationships that pertain to the “human factor” (as 

depicted by sociologists and philosophers alike) 

while ignoring the irreducible complexity of many 

aspects of reality and the limitations and 

incompleteness of our cognitive frameworks. 

The result of scientism is a delusion of 

methodological superiority and cognitive grandeur 

where either science, as the object of worship, is 

taken as the sole gauge of truth, or where every 

question that science cannot answer are judged as 

meaningless. We can readily observe such delusions 

manifest in the claims of some scientists and 

philosophers alike, such as in the beliefs of Steven 

Weinberg, Peter Atkins, and Mario Bunge, or even 

pop-culture authors like Richard Dawkins, Sam 

Harris and Daniel Dennett, in more or less the 

“omnipotence” of science or the supreme value of 

adopting a purely naturalistic world view (in the 

sense that refers only to the physical and material) 

where reality is confined within the narrow 

perspective through a tiny hole that consists of only 

the counting of atoms and the motion of objects. 

Since reason and faith cannot be truly separated, the 

cure for scientism would be no different from the 

solution for bad faith, which is the proper application 

of reason and discernment in order to identify the 

correct categories of knowledge and their 

corresponding domains of inquiry – to “put reason 

and faith in their own respective thrones”. It is 

important however that one embrace humility and 

come to the acceptance of the real possibility that 

other perspectives and world views may be equally 

valid and worthwhile, and come to one’s senses 

regarding the doxastic foundations of the scientific 

method and accept them as involving a leap of faith 

rather than as something to take for granted – such as 

the existence of the external physical reality, of 

matter, of the consistency of causality etc.. 

Under the guidance of good reasoning and 

discernment, a good practitioner of science ought 

then to acknowledge the profound mysteries of 

existence, and be able to appreciate the beauty, 

poetry, significance, and the warmth of love and the 

faith in the divine without viewing them merely as 

objects of domination under the scalpels of scientific 

dissection, but as real possibilities of our living 

experience. One ought then discard the delusions of 

scientism as one becomes cognizant of the richness 

of life and existence and become truly involved in 

pursuing them on their journey. 

2) A second example of bad reason, albeit relatively 

short, would be what I refer to as “calculated faith”. 

Pascal’s Wager is perhaps the hallmark example of 

calculated faith, as in Pascal’s reasoning, the belief in 

God is merely a result of calculative assessment 

where the limited stakes of believing in God returns 

the possibility of infinite reward, hence, it is logical 

that one always chooses to believe in God. 

To put it simply, Pascal thought that if God did not 

exist, then whether or not you believed in Him is 

irrelevant, as the expectations of infinite reward after 

death is false; but if God did exist, one would reap 

infinite reward in life after death as a consequence of 

one’s belief in God(or infinite punishment if one 

didn’t believe in God, although I am sceptical), 

hence, it is always reasonable and beneficial for 

anyone considering whether or not to believe in God 

to always choose to believe in God. 

Would any genuine believer rest their faith upon the 

mechanical calculations for self-interest of such a 

nature? Would God, in any way, be “moved” by the 

“devotion” of such a “believer”? I will quote William 

James, in his 1987 paper “The Will to Believe” as a 

humourous and straightforward response: 

“You probably feel that when religious faith 

expresses itself thus, in the language of the gaming 

table, it is put to its last trumps. 
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Surely Pascal’s own personal belief in masses and 

holy water had far other springs; and this celebrated 

page of his is but an argument for others, a last 

desperate snatch at a weapon against the hardness of 

the unbelieving heart. 

We feel that a faith in masses and holy water adopted 

willfully after such a mechanical calculation would 

lack the inner soul of faith’s reality; and if we were 

ourselves in the place of the Deity, we should 

probably take particular pleasure in cutting off 

believers of this pattern from their infinite reward. 

It is evident that unless there be some pre-existing 

tendency to believe in masses and holy water, the 

option offered to the will by Pascal is not a living 

option. Certainly no Turk ever took to masses and 

holy water on its account; and even to us Protestants 

these means of salvation seem such foregone 

impossibilities that Pascal’s logic, invoked for them 

specifically, leaves us unmoved. As well might the 

Mahdi write to us, saying, “I am the Expected One 

whom God has created in his effulgence. You shall 

be infinitely happy if you confess me; otherwise you 

shall be cut off from the light of the sun. Weigh, then, 

your infinite gain if I am genuine against your finite 

sacrifice if I am not! ” His logic would be that of 

Pascal; but he would vainly use it on us, for the 

hypothesis he offers us is dead. No tendency to act on 

it exists in us to any degree.” 

In conclusion, bad reason and/or faith leads us to the 

misplacement of faith and confusion between the 

natural world of facts and the world of values. It can 

heavily undermine our pursuit of truth and practical 

solutions to life, and lead us astray in the pursuit of 

God, love, responsibility and moral goodness. It leads 

us into superstition and moral corruption and making 

voids genuine faith of its divine holiness. It can also 

lead to delusional ideals of the superiority of 

instrumental reasoning and a false sense of 

completion of knowledge based on the very same 

confusion between facts and values. 

Finally, it leads to arrogance and delusions of 

epistemic grandeur, and in many ways ultimately 

results in the loss of one’s humanity through the 

exclusion of the “human factor” as a part of our 

living experience of reality by resorting to rational 

calculation for every aspect of our life. 

The proper application of faith and reason ought to 

remove such problems, and lead us to live life to its 

fullest potential through the acceptance of a diverse 

range of perspectives, integrated seamlessly through 

a holistic world view that is carefully crafted through 

our pursuit of knowledge regarding our natural, 

physical reality, and our understanding and 

appreciation of love, beauty, meaning, and purpose… 

and ultimately, a love and reverence for the divine, 

for God, as we experience and celebrate the mysteries 

of existence. 

3. Jacobsen: When it comes to science, and the 

previous responses about the need for humility 

and acknowledgement of human limitations in 

some ultimate, ubiquitous knowledge base about 

life, the universe, meaning, and everything, how 

can faith, reason, and science play an orchestrated 

role in the life of a 21st-century religious or 

spiritual person? 

Sheen: Science is the best tool we have ever devised 

for understanding the natural universe, there is 

nothing that can replace science in this respect. But 

science is still a tool, nothing more, nothing less, it 

does not offer us anything further than practical 

understandings of the mechanisms of reality. In this 

sense, science is a means to an end, but not the end 

itself. 

The most important aspect of science in relation to 

religion and faith is that science is very good at 

telling us what not to believe in, or more precisely, it 

helps us identify what isn’t worthy of worship (a 

wooden carving, for example). But science offers 

zero guidance in what we ought to believe in, 

although it does sometimes indirectly inspires within 

us a sense of the divine and leads us towards faith as 

a result. 

We cannot rely on a tool to define our reason or 

purpose for using it, as our purpose must be defined 

both logically and practically prior to the invention 

and utilisation of the tool: as cavemen we didn’t hunt 

in order to invent the bow and arrow, we invented the 

bow and arrow in order to hunt more efficiently – 

hunting is the purpose, the bow and arrow are merely 

a tool we invented for this purpose. This is where 

“holistic” reason, as I see it, our “soul” or “fullest 

image of God”, reveals its importance in guiding our 

faith and values, as holistic reason is concerned not 

merely with the means and the immediate, but yearns 

for the transcendent purpose that takes refuge across 

the horizons of eternity. 

This guidance of purpose from reason and our 

knowledge provided by science for us to differentiate 

between the mundane/natural and the 

divine/transcendent is what helps us navigate safely 

through the minefields of madness and superstition in 

search for that which is truly worthy of worship. 

Faith concerns the ultimate, it pertains to a supreme 

reality or ultimate destination that not only accounts 

for our own existence and purpose, but also 

encompasses the ultimate answer to why there is 
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something rather than nothing – it must be, in some 

sense, omniprevalent in our life. The truly faithful 

hence sees God as “necessarily permeating 

throughout the entirety of reality”, with His 

magnificence endlessly reverberating within, and 

beyond, all that is, was, and will be. 

As Paul Tillich beautifully put it, “Religion is the 

state of being grasped by an ultimate concern, a 

concern which qualifies all other concerns as 

preliminary and which itself contains the answer to 

the question of a meaning of our life.” Notice how he 

used the term “being grasped by”, rather than 

“grasping”, I see this as not a coincidence, as in 

Christianity we believe that it is God who “reached 

down” for us, rather than us “earning our way” up to 

Him. 

I suppose, as John Calvin would say, the “sensus 

divinitatis”(sense of God) is naturally instilled within 

every single one of us, perhaps through our curiosity 

or yearning for the unconditional (following Kant), as 

long as we fully embrace and actualize our holistic 

reason (or as Plantinga would put it, controversially, 

as having a “fully developed” sensus divinitatis that 

is devoid of sin). 

The role of reason and science, in this complex 

picture, is then to help us narrow down and refine our 

system of beliefs, which ultimately leads us to faith 

through extending and ascending our understanding 

of knowledge, values, and reality. One can, of course, 

end up somewhere completely different (which as I 

see it, involves a lot of contingency), such as 

mammonism (the worship of money), or scientism, 

all of which I see are the result of not utilising one’s 

reason to its fullest extent. 

For example, the worship of money is often the result 

of selfishness and incomplete abstraction of freedom 

and possibility, where money (an abstraction of 

material wealth) is confused with freedom and 

individual power. Scientism on the other hand is 

usually the result of “optimistic hubris” combined 

with an incomplete understanding of reason, which 

leads one to confuse the means with the end itself. It 

takes a certain degree of arrogance for one to 

arbitrarily disqualify all other forms of inquiry in 

which one is incapable of grasping. 

These are of course more sophisticated forms of 

misplaced faith/superstition, there are endless 

examples of where one fails to utilise reason and 

scientific knowledge (whether due to cognitive 

limitations or practical accessibility) and ends up in 

other less sophisticated forms of superstition, such as 

the examples of karma purchasing and transactional 

faith I have outlined earlier. 

4. Jacobsen: What can science tell us and not tell 

us about God? What arguments make most sense 

against God? What arguments make most sense 

for God? 

Sheen: This is a very broad question, with each of 

the three parts deserving of its own dedicated 

discussion. For the first part regarding what science 

can and cannot tell us about God, I believe my 

answer to the previous question may provide a good 

reference on my position: science is very good at 

telling us about “what isn’t God”, or “what God 

isn’t”, but science tells us absolutely nothing decisive 

about who or what God is, though science can more 

or less inspire us towards a sense of awe in regards to 

the beauty and perfection of the natural world. In fact 

our ubiquitous reference to the “existence” of God 

already poses logical and linguistic difficulties, as 

this generally presumes that existence is a property or 

state in which God possesses, or shares in, and 

frames God as a “thing of some sort”. 

There are many different arguments for the existence 

of God given by philosophers and theologians alike 

throughout history, some overly sophisticated, others 

concise and eloquent. A simple Google search will 

reveal various classic arguments for God’s existence, 

they come in a variety of flavours, of which the most 

common forms include the Cosmological, the 

Ontological, and the Teleological arguments. I 

personally consider most, if not all of them to be 

somewhat useful, but I do not see any individual 

argument as decisive to establishing the existence of 

God as the history of theology is simply too rich and 

sophisticated for any simple description to fully 

capture, and as I will explain later, no amount of 

evidence or argumentation will convince an adamant 

atheist who is not ready to let go of their 

preconceived prejudice to start believing in God. I 

will not go further into detail as I am not about to 

write an entire encyclopedia of arguments for God. 

On the other hand, I think the strongest argument 

against God’s existence (or at least an omnipotent, 

omniscient and omnibenevolent God’s existence) is 

the problem of evil. In theology, we refer to a 

solution for the problem of evil as a “theodicy”. 

Generally speaking, it is not difficult to resolve the 

problem of evil through a teleological perspective 

which argues that all evil serves an ultimate purpose 

that is beyond our limited understanding, as unlike 

God we cannot perceive and understand the entirety 

of the chain of causal relations in its complete 

temporal framework of our universe. 

As long as evil serves some sort of higher purpose, 

one can always wiggle out of the problem of evil. 

The stronger version of the argument from evil is 
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hence the existence of meaningless suffering. The 

problem however is that “meaningless” is context-

dependent. Suppose that our world is all there is, 

there exists no after-life, then most suffering in the 

world would probably be largely meaningless (at 

least for the suffering individual, if it does not lead to 

some sort of worldly salvation). However, if one’s 

preconceived notion is that there is an after-life, and 

that an omnipotent, omniscient and omnibenevolent 

God is responsible for arranging the perfect moral 

judgement and compensation after one’s worldly 

demise, then all suffering would be ultimately 

bestowed with a greater meaning that extends beyond 

their own limited, worldly significance. 

As I see it, all genuine arguments that are 

intellectually relevant regarding God would not only 

rely on any form of finite evidence such as found in 

the natural world, for the simple reason that finite 

evidence can never suffice to definitively prove or 

disprove a proposition which involves the infinite and 

transcendent. I refer to this phenomenon as 

“evidential insufficiency” – where the decisive truth 

or falsity of the proposition is not completely 

sensitive to evidential support. I will further explain 

this through an example: 

Imagine yourself as an observer between two 

buildings in a thought experiment, as this “observer” 

you possess the full capabilities of reason, but no 

prior experience to the world as we know it – you are 

a “blank slate”, albeit sensible and intelligent, 

possessing all capacities of holistic reason. As you 

watch segments of a train pass before you through the 

gap between these two buildings, you notice the train 

does not seem to end. Some time down the process 

you may be tempted to conclude that either 1) the 

train is finitely long, albeit very long, of which you 

may not be bothered to observe in full; or 2) that the 

train is infinitely long. Suppose that 2) is true, that 

the train is infinitely long, at what point do you jump 

to either one of the conclusions? And what reasons 

do you have to definitively prove that your 

conclusion is correct? Suppose that you have an 

infinite attention span and infinite lifespan, do you 

remain unconvinced of either conclusion after a very 

extended period of observation? Or do you observe 

the train for eternity, hoping that it will end 

somewhere? 

In many ways, the “evidence” for God are similar in 

nature, as limited observers within a finite world, we 

are incapable of grasping absolute infinity, eternity 

and transcendent perfection through our flawed lens 

of perception and our incomplete capacities of 

understanding, based on finite pieces of evidence that 

we are able to gather. As such, unless one is 

somehow capable of remaining completely adamant 

on one’s neutral position and live as a pure agnostic 

for one’s entire life, somewhere down the finite 

experience of life one would be forced to make a 

doxastic leap towards either the faith that God exists, 

or that God does not exist, if one is indeed led to 

carefully contemplate upon the context of the 

transcendent. As William James put it, this is a 

“forced” option, one that is unavoidable, and one that 

I see is necessarily “evidentially insufficient”, hence 

always involves a “doxastic venture beyond the 

evidence”, as my professor John Bishop would 

describe. 

In real life, one would be repeatedly faced with such 

occasions that require us to make decisions for a 

“leap of faith” either towards or away from God, 

based on our contingent experience of reality and our 

ever-changing emotions in response to our reality. 

This process accompanies us throughout our life and 

in many ways forms the genuine interaction and 

relationship between us and God — whether we are 

trying to embrace Him, or trying very hard to push 

Him away. This is the journey of life that none of us 

can ever evade(unless one is severely cognitively 

impaired, hence lacking holistic reason). 

One can of course argue that this entire thought 

experiment is unrealistic, and already excludes the 

importance of actual, real-world evidence and 

presupposes some sort of “real” infinity(“God”). This 

argument is extremely weak, for the very same 

empirical arguments that, as Dawkins would put it, 

“adds up probabilistically to the non-existence of 

God”, can be equally perceived as good evidence that 

“adds up probabilistically to the existence of God”. 

These very same empirical evidence are no different 

in nature from the limited exposure of the observer’s 

perception to a train that may be infinitely long, as 

they are all limited experience from the perspective 

of a finite observer that seeks to unravel the 

possibility of an infinite object of experience. 

Perhaps the mathematical analogy that you cannot 

prove/disprove a superset from a subset would be a 

simpler way to put it, although the question remains: 

“is this superset actually infinite?” – and that is 

precisely where true faith lies, not in certainty, but 

within the seeming uncertainty that is hidden beneath 

an element of ultimate incomprehensibility and 

repeated struggle for truth that lies beyond our grasp. 

In any case, perhaps the most obvious piece of 

evidence for the existence of God is the existence of 

our universe, that “something exists rather than 

nothing”. But those who are adamant against the idea 

of an ultimate reality beyond this limited universe 

would assert that the very existence of our universe 
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provides every single reason to abandon the belief in 

a creator that is above it. 

While Bertrand Russell is an extremely poor 

philosopher in almost every area outside of his 

expertise of logic and mathematics(of which he has 

contributed tremendously, mostly before 1911), his 

pop-literature article “Why I Am Not A Christian” 

explicates many common examples of these crude 

versions of atheism in relatively short and simple 

paragraphs. I myself do not find any of Russell’s 

arguments convincing, as I have went through the 

same thought process myself throughout my 

childhood all the way to high school, since I was 

raised in atheist indoctrination and later found my 

way out of it without any religious influence. 

While it may be controversial, this means that any 

personal, subjective experience of God are also 

insufficient to prove, objectively, the existence of 

God, less convince a non-believer of it, as they are all 

ultimately merely segments of an entire reality 

observed from a particular perspective. They cannot 

account for another person’s reality nor can anyone 

justifiably proclaim a full understanding of our reality 

(apart from God of course) by simply extrapolating 

from such limited information. 

As such, to an adamant unbeliever, it is never 

possible to convince them of God’s existence through 

any form of argumentation or evidence, as the way I 

often put it, “even if God appeared right in front of an 

adamant atheist and performed a miracle, they would 

still refuse to believe in the existence of God, and 

would more likely question their sanity instead of 

their dogmatic atheism, probably accompanied with 

an emergency appointment with a psychologist.” 

I suppose, once again quoting Isaiah 7:9 “Unless you 

believe, you will not understand” — doxastic 

ventures beyond the evidence apply to both ways, not 

only regarding to faith in God, but also for atheism 

(or at least the doxastic foundations of an atheistic 

worldview, if one insists to push Antony Flew’s 

earlier atheistic rhetoric further and define atheism as 

“simply lacking the belief in God”, no different from 

how my chair or shoe equally “lacks belief in God”). 

Such leaps of faith of the individual is what 

ultimately defines the viability of any argument in 

these evidentially ambiguous(as a result of evidential 

insufficiency) circumstances. 

My answer to your question on what arguments make 

most sense for God hence (I suppose you are 

referring to which arguments are the strongest), is 

that there are no arguments that “make sense” unless 

a person is ready to make that doxastic venture 

beyond the finite evidence in order to embrace a 

reality that will forever encompass an element of 

incomprehensibility for our finite rationality. This is 

also why as I see it, genuine faith combined with 

good reason is the only way for us to fully experience 

the entirety of life, and in some ways, the only 

transformation that will make us “fully human”, even 

though it is not accompanied by ultimate, full 

understanding of our reality. 

While we may not necessarily place such strong faith 

in everything, it is not possible for one to live without 

faith at least in oneself, less without the faith in the 

love and trustworthiness of others in our lives(unless 

one is a complete psychopath, which would slot one 

into the cognitively impaired category where 

complete reason is ultimately inaccessible). The love, 

The trust, and the relationships that bond around their 

warmth and brilliance, is the most intimate “trace” or 

“presence” of God that we experience as finite beings 

as we journey through this ephemeral experience we 

call life. 

The keen reader would have by now understood that 

the strength of an argument (either for or against 

God’s existence) is subjective to the individual and 

necessarily depends on one’s preconceived notions of 

God and the type of faith, or general inclination one 

holds towards the transcendent. As such, I would 

dare to say that the strongest arguments for or against 

God, is not an argument at all, but rather, one’s 

disposition towards God, and ultimately, one’s faith 

towards God’s existence or non-existence. 

Like I have said earlier, an adamant atheist will never 

be convinced of God’s existence, and would rather 

sacrifice their own sanity rather than to give in to a 

supreme reality that is beyond their finite cognition. 

Likewise, a devoutly faithful believer will be 

incapable of seeing anything without recognising a 

trace of God’s transcendent perfection within, which 

necessarily flows among some sort of underlying 

pattern that serves a grand order. I call this order the 

“Grand Teleology of Design”, which I describe as a 

sense of complete perfection that is derived from 

every moment and aspect of reality — from the 

rustling of leaves and the flowing of waters, the 

brilliant sunrise and the blinking stars, I see God 

anywhere, and everywhere. 

To an adamant atheist, I would be perceived as a 

mentally-ill individual whose hopes of salvation is 

based on nothing but laughable delusions, and 

likewise to me, I would see the adamant atheist in the 

same way. R.M Hare’s response to Antony Flew’s 

“Theology and Falsification” is a very good example 

of how faith, or as Hare puts it, “bliks”, define our 

overarching frameworks of reality, rather than the 
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other way round like how people tend to believe in 

regards to more mundane and trivial matters. 

Another thing people often talk about is 

the falsifiability of faith. This is a heavily misguided 

understanding of the philosophy of science and 

epistemology in general, as in this argument the 

falsifiability principle itself overarches as a principle 

framework above one’s standards of truth. The 

falsifiability principle does not allow its own 

verification within its own framework and offers no 

insight for anything beyond its finite horizon, hence 

its justification for itself as a higher order framework 

of truth above everything else is nonexistent. 

The falsifiability demand is often made in 

conjunction to naive scientism, but the principle 

usually is only effective when applied to evidentially-

sensitive propositions within the framework of 

science (finite evidence regarding finite objects of 

inquiry, which leads to decisive conclusions within a 

finite framework of truths). 

To do science one must first accept or presume the 

validity and consistency of its principles and the 

natural principles that are the object of its inquiry. In 

case some principles or constants of known science 

are breached, one would not end up falsifying the 

entire framework of science, but rather only the 

particular conclusions derived from the inconsistency 

or a particular aspect of the framework (which then 

gives birth to better, more effective scientific 

methods, even if after bears no resemblance to the 

original after a certain amount of time such as the 

evolution from alchemy to chemistry). 

In this sense the falsifiability principle acts merely as 

a failsafe mechanism for the scientific method, 

particularly the more experimentally-based branches 

of science. To applying it beyond the framework of 

science (and other evidentially-sensitive propositions 

in general) is a misapplication of a limited 

instrumental reasoning that is not designed to venture 

any further than its own playground. 

Others such as Weinberg, who resist applying the 

falsifiability principle universally but nonetheless 

adheres to extreme scientism, often appeal to the 

consistency of falsifiable predictions of previous 

theories and the extended reliability of their 

predictions on unfalsifiable predictions, as many 

areas of particle physics and theoretical physics in 

general do not include much falsifiable 

experimentation. It would be a no-brainer for anyone 

with a bit of logical sense to realise that such an 

“extension” of consistency is nothing more than a 

“conditioned habit”, as there are zero purely rational 

reasons to trust any empirical pattern in absolute 

certainty (Hume vs Kant). Therefore, this position is 

still no more than a doxastic venture of faith, albeit 

placed within a far inferior object of worship that is 

the tool of science(or even worse, particular scientific 

theories). Though I should add this is still far better 

than worshipping a wooden carving or purchasing 

karma, as it does sometimes indirectly lead to 

important contributions as a result of chance. 

(I should add that the types of God that scientists 

often proclaim to have “falsified” are nothing more 

than mere superstitions that are usually the product of 

infinitely magnified natural patterns or humanly 

characteristics (Hume has covered this in good 

detail). A “god” that “sits above a cloud” and literally 

looks and behaves like a grumpy old man is even less 

believable than Santa Claus, and certainly induces no 

sense of holiness nor even the slightest feeling of awe 

in us.) 

5. Jacobsen: Does belief in God require 

uncertainty and, therefore, ultimately faith (with 

or without bolstering from formal reasoning and 

advanced modern science)? 

Sheen: As I have mentioned earlier, true faith 

necessarily exists within a seeming uncertainty that is 

hidden beneath an element of ultimate 

incomprehensibility — at least true, meaningful faith 

in the religious and spiritual sense would always 

include some degree of uncertainty, otherwise it risks 

becoming little more than superficial indoctrination 

where the comfort of certainty replaces any and all 

effort in love, understanding and perseverance for 

God. 

The same would apply to genuine faith in virtually 

everything, as without the element of unpredictability 

and the risk of being let down, one would not be 

required to take any “leaps” and need only be content 

within the certainty of one’s estimation, rendering 

faith indistinguishable from any form of common 

knowledge that our instrumental reasoning is capable 

of conceiving. 

So my answer is yes, there is always an element of 

uncertainty in one’s journey with God. Anyone who 

proclaims faith in God but absolutely denies any such 

uncertainty probably isn’t too well-versed in the 

underlying philosophy and theology of faith, and are 

probably just “following the rules” rather than 

“actively adventuring with God”. On the other hand, 

an adamant atheist who denies any sort of uncertainty 

about their atheism probably wouldn’t be too open-

minded about their bias, particularly when it is 

infused with rhetorical arguments from pop culture 

scientism. 
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(It is also important to understand that when a faithful 

believer describes their faith in an “absolute” sense, 

such as “I am sure God will lead you out of this”, 

they are usually professing a belief, not a proposition 

of facts, although it might sometimes be confused as 

a proposition of facts like “UY Scuti is the largest 

star currently known to us in the observable 

universe” in murkier contexts.) 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Independent Artist, Philosopher, Photographer, 

and Theologian. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/sheen-four; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. Image Credit: 

Richard Sheen. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Tim Roberts is the Founder/Administrator of Unsolved Problems. He self-describes in “A Brief and Almost 

True Biography” as follows: I was definitely born lower-middle class. Britain was (and probably still is) so 

stratified that one’s status could be easily classified. You were only working class if you lived in Scotland or 

Wales, or in the north of England, or had a really physical job like dustbin-man. You were only middle class 

if you lived in the south, had a decent-sized house, probably with a mortgage, and at work you had to use 

your brain, at least a little. My mother was at the upper end of lower-middle class, my father at the lower. 

After suffering through the first twenty years of my life because of various deleterious genetically-acquired 

traits, which resulted in my being very small and very sickly, and a regular visitor to hospitals, I became 

almost normal in my 20s, and found work in the computer industry. I was never very good, but demand in 

those days was so high for anyone who knew what a computer was that I turned freelance, specializing in 

large IBM mainframe operating systems, and could often choose from a range of job opportunities. As far 

away as possible sounded good, so I went to Australia, where I met my wife, and have lived all the latter half 

of my life. Being inherently lazy, I discovered academia, and spent 30 years as a lecturer, at three different 

universities. Whether I actually managed to teach anyone anything is a matter of some debate. The maxim 

“publish or perish” ruled, so I spent an inordinate amount of time writing crap papers on online education, 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
http://www.unsolvedproblems.org/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/07/a-brief-and-almost-true-biography.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/07/a-brief-and-almost-true-biography.pdf
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which required almost no effort. My thoughts, however, were always centered on such pretentious topics as 

quantum theory and consciousness and the nature of reality. These remain my over-riding interest today, 

some five years after retirement. I have a reliance on steroids and Shiraz, and possess an IQ the size of a small 

planet, because I am quite good at solving puzzles of no importance, but I have no useful real-world skills 

whatsoever. I used to know a few things, but I have forgotten most of them.” He discusses: familial 

background, religion in the United Kingdom; guardian and mentor influence on him, if any; Martin Gardner 

and Bertrand Russell; discovery of high intelligence; social difficulties; and the Titan Test. 

Keywords: Bertrand Russell, Hans Eysenck, intelligence, Martin Gardner, Paul Cooijmans, Ronald Hoeflin, Tim 

Roberts, Titan Test, Unsolved Problems. 

An Interview with Tim Roberts on Background, Religion in the U.K., Familial Unsociability, Martin Gardner 

and Bertrand Russell, Intelligence, and Social Difficulties: Founder/Administrator, Unsolved Problems (Part 

One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*I assumed “Professor” based on an article. I was wrong. I decided to keep the mistake because the responses and 

the continual mistake, for the purposes of this interview, adds some personality to the interview, so the humour in a 

personal error.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: I wanted to open with 

an appreciation for taking the time for this 

interview today. Before starting, I will give an 

acknowledgement and due credit to Mr. Paul 

Cooijmans for the connection. For the beginning 

of this interview, I want to start with some, 

typically, more straightforward questions. Those 

on family background and personal development 

[Ed. Format changed to interpolation of more 

questions followed by more responses, etc.]. I like 

these ones because of the contextualization of the 

personality who is the focus of the interview. To 

begin, what is some family background, e.g., 

geography, culture, language, and religion or lack 

thereof? 

(Ed. Former) Professor Tim Roberts: Well, up 

front I should make it clear that I only held the title 

“Professor” when I worked in the USA, where even 

quite junior academics are afforded such a title. In 

Australia, I never rose above “Senior Lecturer”, for 

good reason – I was not very good. 

I am British by birth, living the first 30 years of my 

life in and around London. From a lower-middle-

class family, striving to be middle-middle-class. We 

never had much money, but always enough for the 

basics, which included a roast dinner every Sunday. 

My parents called themselves “Church of England”, 

but practiced religion almost not all. My brother, 

eight years my senior, was baptized in a church and 

“confirmed” in his teenage years, but that was the 

extent of our involvement with organized religion. 

I learnt French and Latin and Greek in my primary 

school. I suspect that would be almost unheard of 

these days, but was not uncommon then. 

I went to University College in London, gaining a 

BSc in Mathematics. I then found work in the 

computing field before moving to Australia in my 

late twenties. 

2. Jacobsen: Is calling oneself “Church of 

England” while not practicing religion in a serious 

manner, or at all, a common family phenomenon 

in the United Kingdom? Is religion, more or less, 

in its death knell in the United Kingdom now? 

Roberts: Yes to the first question. As to the second, 

religious belief is certainly declining. In the 2001 

census, over 70% declared themselves as Christian. 

In 2011 (the most recent census), this had declined 

dramatically to below 60%. “No Religion” went up 

from 15% to 25%. 

3. Jacobsen: When we look at some of the ways in 

which mentors and prominent members of the 

local community can impact a youth outside of 

parental or guardian influence, who were some 

for you? Why them? 

Roberts: Our family was very unsociable, for several 

reasons. My father worked very hard to provide us 

with a reasonable lifestyle, but we seldom went out, 

and I don’t think we were members of any 

community groups whatsoever. My mother spent 

most of her time looking after her elderly parents. So 

my influences were not from anyone local, but rather 

more from people who wrote books. 

A large part of my love for mathematics was derived 

from the works of Martin Gardner. My appreciation 

of philosophy, from Bertrand Russell. Such people 

were my heroes in my teenage years. 

4. Jacobsen: How did these two individuals, 

Gardner and Russell, become important for the 
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formation of personal intellectual identity and 

development, despite the local lack of 

interpersonal interactions with people or 

community groups in relation to family? 

Roberts: Well, my family was not intellectual, in any 

sense. I don’t recall any conversations of substance at 

all in the areas of philosophy or psychology, for 

example. None of my parents or grandparents had 

been to University. 

So it was with some delight that I found that others in 

the world shared my fascination with certain topics. 

Martin Gardner showed me that it was quite 

acceptable to find fun and enjoyment in numbers and 

mathematical puzzles. Bertrand Russell demonstrated 

to me that one could take an interest in serious issues 

affecting the whole of mankind, and that it was OK to 

challenge orthodoxy. 

5. Jacobsen: When was high general intelligence 

discovered for you? Were educators and parents 

supportive of it? 

Roberts: My parents were very proud that I was 

good at mathematics at primary school. In retrospect, 

I was probably high on the autism scale, but don’t 

recall ever hearing this term until I was an adult. For 

some reason, I bought the books “Know Your Own 

IQ” and “Check Your Own IQ” by Hans Eysenck, 

and self-tested to IQ levels around 150, which was 

higher than the tests in those books were designed 

for. I subsequently took an officially-authorised 

MENSA test, was amazed at how easy it was, and 

became a member of that organization. But I had 

such poor social skills that I only ever attended a 

couple of meetings, if that. 

6. Jacobsen: Have these social difficulties persisted 

in current life? 

Roberts: Oh yes, but I do not want to overstate this. I 

was a University lecturer for many years, and of 

course had to interact with colleagues and students all 

the time. I frequently riled colleagues, I think; but 

most of my students seemed to enjoy my style. I have 

always got on well with those junior in status, or 

younger in years. Not so well with those senior, or 

older. Maybe because I have never respected 

authority for its own sake. 

After retirement I tutored kids in maths – I can 

honestly say that most of my students enjoyed my 

presence, I think. This may (or may not) be because 

kids are generally more honest than adults, and I find 

that refreshing. 

7. Jacobsen: You scored highly on one of the 

legendary high-range tests, the Titan Test, 

developed by one of the most legendary test 

creators, Dr. Ronald Hoeflin. What was the score 

on the test? What is the implied rarity by the test 

score and SD on the Titan Test? 

Roberts: I enjoyed the test, and scored 45/48, 

equivalent to an IQ of 183. But, as I recall, I had to 

spend several weeks on the test to achieve this score. 

And in any event I am very unsure as to the reliability 

of any scores above 165 or thereabouts. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder/Administrator, Unsolved Problems. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/roberts-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Anja Jaenicke is a German Poet and Actor. She discusses: family background, and family dynamics; 

autodidacticism; important professional capacities; intellectual development; discovery of high intelligence; 

nurturing in early life; development of intellectual interests and productions over time; taking part in the 

World Intelligence Network community; and important writers and speakers. 
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An Interview with Anja Jaenicke on Family, Autodidacticism, Work, Intelligence, and Guiding Lights: 

German Actor and Poet (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is some familial 

background? How did this produce some of the 

family dynamics for you? 

Anja Jaenicke: I was born in the formerly divided 

city of Berlin/West, Germany. My mother was a 

well-known film, theater and TV actress. When I was 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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a child we often went to the Kurfürstendamm 

Boulevard where her name was written in golden 

letters above the entrance of a theater. People 

recognized her in the street and even tried to touch 

her, which, as a child, I found very scary. I did not 

particularly enjoy this kind of public fame. I was a 

very introverted child. I am still an introvert. When I 

was about five years old; I have been asked what I 

want to be when I grew up and I answered: 

“Unknown.” In primary school, I experienced an 

extreme anxiety because I have been bullied for 

being different. My father comes from a Greek 

family in Istanbul. He is a writer and author of lyrics. 

My family lives everywhere from Istanbul to London 

and Berlin. So I can say, “Yes.” My childhood had, 

indeed, a lot of family life dynamics. Due to the 

profession of my mother, we moved a lot. I spent 

more time with grown ups than with children my age. 

When I was three years old I appeared in my first 

movie, but I didn’t enjoy it and quit the shooting 

albeit the producer tried to bribe me with some 

special toys. I thought this profession was full of silly 

infantile people who tried to boost their ego 

personalities. I told the producer in my own words 

and left the set without the toys. 

2. Jacobsen: What where some formal 

postsecondary academic qualifications earned by 

you if any? If so why those. 

Jaenicke: I am an autodidact par excellence. In some 

ways I did everything earlier than others my age. I 

finished them earlier too. I had to! When I was ten 

years old, my mother became very ill; and we 

changed roles. I had to grow up fast and take care of 

her. I became her mother. I had to feed her, dress her, 

and because she didn’t have an agent at this time, 

negotiate her film and theater contracts, so that she 

was able to fulfill them. I had to make sure that she 

was on stage in time, so I accompanied her to the 

theater. In this time, I learned a lot of my later 

directing skills because I watched the same show 

over two hundred times. The other actors knew that I 

was in the audience and continuously asked me what 

they could do better or different. I answered things 

like: “Did you notice that nobody laughed at this or 

that gag? Hold your breath longer before you speak.” 

Sometimes I also joined the rehearsals in the morning 

sitting next to the director. All in all, I spent lots of 

time in the dust of the stage or played in the puddles 

on a film set. Unfortunately, in the following year, 

the illness of my mother worsened. I could not 

continue my school education. We moved constantly 

and I spent my days at home working myself through 

all the moving boxes with books from my mother’s 

former library. I read the interesting mixture of 

Shakespeare, Goethe, Schopenhauer, Wittgenstein, 

Kant, Henry Miller, the diaries of Anais Nin, Bert 

Brecht, and Charles Bukowski. It must have been in 

this time that I started to question Kant’s a 

priori morals. I pulled together strings from my own 

eleven years of life experience and compared them 

with what I had read. 

I questioned Kant by seeing events in the way film 

was made. You need many single cuts from different 

perspective angles to make a scene seem real. There 

could not be one a priori truth, but there had to be 

many and each one claims to be the absolute. I kept 

looking for answers and dived into mathematical 

philosophy. I read Bertrand Russell, who influenced 

my later years very much. 

3. Jacobsen: What have been some important 

professional capacities for you? 

Jaenicke: Well, I started my early career as an 

actress. I played my first lead role in the film “Das 

Heimkind.” A year later, I worked with the director 

Peter Lilienthal in the film “David.” By that time, I 

was officially recognized as gifted and excused from 

school by the German Minister of Education. I also 

performed in a Ballet company in Munich and played 

Shakespeare on stage. From there on, I received one 

offer after the other, mostly name over title roles. I 

worked with colleges like Goetz George, Franco 

Nero, Christoph Waltz, and many others. For the 

movie, “The Swing” about the youth of the writer 

and poet Annette Kolb. I have been awarded with the 

Bavarian Film Award. Later, I received the 

“BAMBI” and the “German Actors Award of the 

Federal Association of German Film and TV 

Directors.” All in all, I have participated in around a 

hundred film and television productions, When I was 

thirty, I stopped acting, became a professional dog 

musher, and took my twenty self bred and trained 

sled dogs on an expedition through the Canadian 

Arctic. After my return, I moved to a medieval 

Chateau in France and founded my own film 

developing company. Among others, I developed the 

motion picture: “Eagles Dance” and “The Perfect 

Job.” I wrote the script, directed, and played the 

female main role in the film “The Mirror Image of 

Being,” which was developed after my own novel. I 

was the writer, director, and producer of the 

documentary film “Lucky Me.” I wrote eight lyric 

books, a novel, a couple of short stories and many 

screenplays. I appeared as a guest writer in several 

other books I am also a published author of 

“Leonardo Magazine”, “City Connect Magazine- 

Cambridge”, “WIN One” and “Genius Journal” For 

my creative work, I have been honored with 

the Distinguished Visionary of the Year Award 2018 

and the Genius of the Year Award 2019 by the VedIQ 
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Guild Foundation. And I recently published two 

books about an insane penguin called Werner. 

4. Jacobsen: Following from the previous two 

questions, how have those professional capacities 

and postsecondary academic qualifications helped 

intellectual and skill development for you? 

Jaenicke: Oddly I perceive your question the other 

way around, but, maybe, that is the price for being an 

artist. My intellectual capacity has helped to pursue 

my artistic work of creating. I think the pure joy of 

creation shaped my mind and helped me to achieve 

academic qualifications. This is why I see myself as 

a Thinker cum Arte. 

5. Jacobsen: When was high intelligence 

discovered for you? 

Jaenicke: Somehow, I was a strange kid. I loved 

learning. I started to speak full sentences very early. I 

did so continuously. I talked and talked. Also, I 

became a rather silent child in later years. Maybe, I 

had the feeling that the talking straights out the many 

confusing questions I had. 

My grandmother notoriously claimed that she has 

never, never told a single lie in her entire life. I 

started to ask myself what “never” meant and if 

“never” can ever be? I guess this was the moment 

where my interest in the miracles of the universe 

have been born. I started to teach myself how to read 

and write because I was too impatient to wait for 

school. My mother gave me some French children’s 

books. I started to read them all. At that time, I did 

not notice that I read in a foreign language. I just kept 

reading and filled the gaps with the illustrations of 

the book. After we have been on a holiday to Italy. I 

started to speak Italian quite fluently. I had never 

learned the language. I was still in diapers, but I 

understood and spoke perfectly. Until now, I have no 

explanation for that. In some way, it was a hindrance 

too because I never developed the right attitude to 

learn a language from school books or structured 

courses. It needed a lot of discipline in later years, 

but I finally got over it. My mother decided that I 

should enter school early, but, at this time, there was 

no way in Germany to do so. Finally, she got me into 

first grade public school. It was the greatest 

disappointment ever. I desperately wanted to learn 

and couldn’t wait to go to school and meet all the 

other kids of whom I thought they might have the 

same intention as I have, but, unfortunately, it turned 

out that they were a bunch of noisy idiots with sticky 

hands. I had to sit still in a stinky classroom and bore 

myself to death while the others practiced how to 

draw a straight line. The teacher forced me to write 

three pages of As, Bs, and Cs. I remember becoming 

very furious. I cried until they sent me home. It was 

decided that I should take an IQ test because teachers 

thought I might be overwhelmed by school and not 

quite ripe for it. I remember sitting in a room with a 

lady who called herself “Aunty.” I was very nervous; 

I didn’t want to make mistakes in the test. The test 

result turned out as a surprise and catapulted me right 

into second grade. Finally, I was allowed to write real 

words and I loved math. I had a wonderful little 

teacher, Miss Hoffmann. I loved to discuss numbers 

with her. A couple of years later, when I quit school, 

which officially was not allowed in Germany, I had 

to repeat IQ testing. I didn’t like these supervised 

tests. I felt a bit like a mouse in a laboratory. Much 

later, I took IQ tests by Nathan Haselbauer [Ed. 

Founder of the International High IQ Society, 

deceased by his own hand.] and Jason Betts. But I 

think that IQ testing is not an end in itself. Much 

more important is what you make out of it. 

6. Jacobsen: How was this nurtured in an early 

life? 

Jaenicke: As a single child growing up with a single 

parent I had many so called grown up talks with my 

mother from early age on. I never felt happy with 

other children and I spent much time alone. I loved it 

as I do today. I never feel lonely when I am alone. I 

think one big component in my early life was that I 

was forced to adapt frequently, to watch people and 

situations and to process circumstances fast. When I 

was fourteen, my mother got an offer for the TV 

series “Holocaust.” I joined her and made my math 

homework at the film set, which ended in discussing 

Dirichlet boundaries with the actor James Woods (IQ 

185). He got so excited over it that he wrote notes on 

my math paper and I rewrote the paper together with 

him. For this paper, I got the worst grade in my 

whole school career. Obviously, my teacher didn’t 

understand the thought processes of James Woods. 

7. Jacobsen: How did you develop intellectual 

interests and productions over time into the 

present, in adulthood? 

Jaenicke: I am creative but I do not feel very adult. 

Although, as a renaissance person, I might be very 

old. 

8. Jacobsen: How did you find WIN? How did this 

become taking part in WIN 

ONE & Phenomenon community? 

Jaenicke: I entered WIN a couple of years ago. I am 

a member of about twenty-five High IQ societies, 

among others the Poetic Genius Society in which I 

used to be very active. I also wrote for Leonardo 

Magazine. From that time, I know Graham Powell 
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who asked me if I want to write for WIN ONE and so 

I did. 

9. Jacobsen: Who have been some important 

writers and speakers in your life as guiding lights 

or signposts as to what is meaningful and 

important to you. 

Jaenicke: I think Bertrand Russell is important to 

me, Wittgenstein in some way and, of course, 

Douglas Hofstadter. But also Charles Chaplin and the 

director Werner Herzog who is the inspiration for my 

insane penguin Werner. 

© for the answers by Anja Jaenicke 2020 

Appendix I: Footnotes 
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[2] Individual Publication Date: March 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/jaenicke-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 
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*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Guillermo Alejandro Escárcega Pliego on Family, Education, Talents, and Honesty and 

Truthfulness: Founder, Hall of Sophia (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let’s make this 

particular session about some family and personal 

background. Also, I express appreciation to Dr. 

Ronald Hoeflin for the recommendation of Mr. 

Guillermo Alejandro Escárcega Pliego from the 

Hall of Sophia for the interview. This creates a 

foundation upon which individuals may know 

more about you, and contextualizes some later 

responses – to the sensitive and astute. What was 

the family background, e.g., geography, culture, 

language, and religion or lack thereof? 

Guillermo Alejandro Escárcega Pliego: I’m not the 

kind of person that likes to say too much about 

himself, so I will only say this. 

I was born in Mexico City. I’m the firstborn of three 

brothers and one sister. My grandparents were 

Catholics. My mother considers herself a Catholic 

too. My first language is Spanish. My second 

language is English, which I learned when (if I 

remember well) I was fourteen years thanks to a 

wonderful teacher I had. 

I consider myself a religious person too, but I haven’t 

chosen my religion. 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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My grandfather was a self-taught engineer and my 

mother has a Ph.D. in Pediatric Dentistry, so I grew 

up in a slightly culturally enriched family. 

2. Jacobsen: In early childhood, were there any 

pivotal moments or memories crucial to identity 

formation for you? Those with sufficient fidelity to 

recall at this time. 

Pliego: I grow up like a normal kid playing on fields, 

climbing trees, losing and winning marbles, playing 

football with my friends, watching television and 

once in a while reading the encyclopedias my mother 

bought. It was pretty much the same when I was an 

adolescent, but doing different things with different 

kinds of people. So, currently, I’m the kind of person 

that likes to have fun. 

3. Jacobsen: Who were some crucial mentors in 

youth too? Often, successful intelligent adults had 

mentors or role models in youth, in specific ways 

as expressed by particular people. 

Pliego: I didn’t have any, but I will always remember 

my grandma who always did the best she could for 

me. 

4. Jacobsen: What made for a successful 

realization of talents and general abilities for you, 

as you made the transition from childhood to 

adolescence? 

Pliego: I use to have fun solving math problems, 

which was something that helped me to realize that I 

was smart. I enjoyed and still enjoy intellectual 

endeavours. 

5. Jacobsen: What courses of study took the most 

time in high school? In that, what areas were of 

the greatest interest to you? 

Pliego: My pass through high school was kind of 

chaotic, to be honest. I never had a great interest in 

most of my courses. I just used to pass the exams to 

get the qualifications I needed to get out there. This 

doesn’t mean that I hated high school, since I met 

most of my closest friends and a lot of people that I 

consider friends during that period of my life. 

6. Jacobsen: As you transitioned out of high school 

into young adulthood, what were the thoughts and 

feelings of the increased sense of freedom to 

explore the world in a personal and autonomous 

fashion? 

Pliego: I have always been a very intellectually 

independent person, so I have always explored the 

world with my very particular way of seeing things 

drive by a desire of knowing the truth about me and 

creation. 

7. Jacobsen: Were there any particular books or 

authors, in all this time, who stood out as 

particularly important to personal intellectual 

development? 

Pliego: Not really, I’m a very critical person. I 

always take with a grain of salt all the things that I 

read or see, so even though I have read a bunch of 

books; I haven’t incorporated too much of them into 

myself. 

8. Jacobsen: What have been the formal 

qualifications for you? This seems like a good 

primer to intelligence questions. 

Pliego: The high school (Colegio de Ciencias y 

Humanidades Sur) and the university (Universidad 

Nacional Autónoma de México, the biggest 

university in Latin America) where I studied (both 

public) selects his students using an standardized test 

which I passed two times, the first time to gain a 

place to study in the CCH Sur and the second to gain 

a place to study in the UNAM. 

Both schools highly demanded here in Mexico, so 

thinking about tests and scores I think passing both 

tests is pretty much a formal qualification for me. 

9. Jacobsen: What have been the mainstream and 

alternative IQ tests taken by you? What have been 

the scores and the relevant standard deviations in 

the scores? What ones seem like the most reliable 

indicators of general intelligence?  

Pliego: In one hand, I was tested by a psychologist 

when I was an adolescent, but I don’t know which 

test she used. I don’t know which score I got since I 

stopped going to the sessions. 

I haven’t take any other mainstream test supervised 

by a psychologist since then. 

In the other hand, I have taken over 33 high range 

I.Q. tests scoring from 120 sd15 to 168 sd15 which 

correspond to 1.282 and 4.533333333333333 

standard deviations above the mean, and 1 out of 10 

to 1 out of 300,000 in the sense of rarity. 

In mainstream psychology, reliability “refers to the 

consistency of a measure” and tests are considered 

reliable if people get the same result repeatedly 

something that doesn’t happen in the field of high 

range I.Q. testing since every high range designer has 

his own way to norm and design tests and every test 

is designed with different ideas of how extreme 

intelligence should be measured, so we can’t really 

talk about reliability in the field of high range I.Q. 

testing since designers haven’t come into agreement 

of how to norm, how to design, and how a high range 

I.Q. test should measure extreme intelligence. 
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So, in my opinion, the most reliable tests on the field 

of high range I.Q. testing are those who have big 

samples and those which are designed with proper 

ideas of what extreme intelligence is, such as The 

Titan Test and the LAIT. Both with big samples and 

good ideas of how extreme intelligence should be 

measured. 

10. Jacobsen: Why take the tests in the first place 

and over time? I note some individuals take a 

large number of tests. 

Pliego: Personally, I take them to challenge myself 

and to entertain my mind while I don’t have anything 

interesting to do. 

11. Jacobsen: When did you find the community 

of the high IQ? How did these provide some 

semblance of a community of mind for you? 

Pliego: Most of my interest for the high I.Q. 

community started when I read “A Short And Bloody 

History Of The High IQ Societies” by Robert 

Miyaguchi on my adolescence from there I started to 

gain interest on the people that are part of the 

community such as Evangelos Katsioulis, who I 

added as a friend on Facebook. Later, he invited me 

to join the Facebook group of the “Giga Society” in 

2012, the group was very fun. I used to post my 

scores on online tests and the members of the group 

joined the fun by posting his scores on the comments 

section of the post. 

For most of the time, it doesn’t, but sure one finds 

people with above-average interests than in an 

average community. 

12. Jacobsen: What are the pluses and minuses of 

taking part in these communities? 

Pliego: That once in a while you can have an 

interesting conversation with other members of the 

high I.Q. community or make a new interesting 

friend, while the rest of the time you will find a lot of 

harassment by people that think differently than you. 

13. Jacobsen: As you have come to this point in 

life now, what have been the important values 

inculcated externally, internally, and in this 

interplay and the external and the internal? Why 

those values? How do you live those out each day, 

or try to embody those in daily life? 

Pliego: It is hard to say, but I have always tried to 

live in the best way possible. This means to live in 

the most honest and truthful way I can. 

14. Jacobsen: Next, we can look more into the Hall 

of Sophia. To set the grounds, what came to mind 

in the original formulation of the Hall of Sophia? 

Pliego: I wanted to found a high I.Q. society different 

from all others but keeping the best of what makes a 

high I.Q. society great, so I blended what inspired me 

about the big societies like The Mega Society, the 

ISPE Society, and The Prometheus Society among 

others into a single concept which is the Hall of 

Sophia. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Hall of Sophia. 
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Matthew Scillitani, member of The Glia Society and The Giga Society, is a web developer and SEO specialist 
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An Interview with Matthew Scillitani on Society, God, the Soul, and Thought: Member, Giga Society; 

Member, Glia Society (Part Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What have been the 

development of political views based on the lack of 

sufficient standard indoctrination of you? 

Matthew Scillitani: My political views took much 

longer to develop than my peers, most likely because 

of low exposure to that topic. Something I noticed 

early on is that most people’s beliefs polarize the 

more they argue with opposing political party 

members.To avoid that, I try not to affiliate with any 

party or become too emotionally or intellectually 

invested in any political belief. This comes at a cost, 

however, since many party members have an ‘us 

versus them’ mentality, and not choosing a side 

means being their opponent. This is especially 

dangerous today since political tensions are so high. 

2. Jacobsen: Does workaholism seem common 

among the more intelligent? In that, motivation 

becomes a core factor for the development of 

intellectual capacities to their true limits? 

Scillitani: I think there is probably a weak 

correlation between workaholism and intelligence. 

Being able to delay gratification and having good 

foresight are more common features in intelligent 

people, which promotes conscientiousness. However, 

workaholism is probably more related to different 

personality or cultural features, or is the product of 

psychiatric disorders such as Asperger Syndrome or 

obsessive-compulsive personality disorder. 

Regarding the second part of your question; the brain 

is very plastic and to reach one’s true intellectual 

potential one has to think often, think hard, and think 

clearly. Workaholism is one way to achieve that. At 

the extreme end, even workaholism can be pushed 

too far and become detrimental to one’s productivity 

and health though. If we can’t remember the last time 

we ate or slept then it is a sign we need to do those 

things and take a break. 

3. Jacobsen: What seems like a more ideal social 

and governmental construction for the wellbeing 

of human beings in nations now? 

Scillitani: An ideal system would probably not be 

very crowd pleasing. The first thing to go should be 

public voting, which I imagine would be met with 

some initial backlash. Public voting has and will 

always be in the best interest of the government and 

never in the best interest of its citizens. Because of 

public voting, politicians appeal to what a nations 

citizens want rather than what is best for them. 

Imagine if our parents asked us to vote on what we 

ate for dinner as children. Many of us would go to 

bed with pudding wrappers littered across the floor, 

clenching our stomachs in pain. The government 

must sometimes do things that are uncomfortable to 

its citizens in the short-term in order to improve 

overall human wellbeing in the long-term. 

A dictatorship is probably best so long as the dictator 

is knowledgeable, intelligent, ethical, and chooses 

their advisers well. This will likely not happen in our 

lifetime, but it will lead to much rapid progress when 

it does. As an aside, many of the debates people have 

today about politics are ones that have already 

happened many times throughout history. All one 

needs to do is grab a history book and read what 

happened when each system was implemented. 

Contrary to popular belief, we are not much smarter 

now than we were two millennia ago, and failed 

governmental systems then will still fail today. 

4. Jacobsen: What is religion? Why are much of 

the world religious? Why are a significant 

minority of the world not religious (in standard 

definitions)? 

Scillitani: The function of religion differs between its 

founder and followers. To the founder, it’s a business 

or system of government. To the follower, religion 

can be a social or spiritual community, a path 

towards finding some meaning in life, or a prison in 

some unfortunate cases, such as Islam. Much of the 

world is still religious because it’s hard to break 

ancient traditions, especially when those traditions 

are still so influential in our cultures and 

governments. 

There are many reasons why some people would not 

be religious. Lack of exposure to religion or being 

harmed by religious dogma are good examples (gay 

conversion therapy, as an example). Today, it’s also 

very trendy to be an atheist, and many ‘smart’ young 

people attack religion, typically Christianity, so they 

might feel smarter than they really are. The irony is 

that nearly all of these young people say nothing new 
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or interesting during religious debates and just echo 

what they’ve heard on social media. 

5. Jacobsen: Any stances on God, gods, 

uncertainty, or no gods? The old pickle question 

important to so many. 

Scillitani: I think the universe has a creator and is not 

the product of chance. Without any intelligent design 

there would be no laws governing inanimate objects, 

which we know follow predictable behaviours. The 

odds that the universe as we know it was the result of 

chance alone is the same as flipping a fair coin 

infinite times and it landing on heads each time. 

Because our coin always behaves predictably, the 

only conclusion that makes sense would be if the coin 

wasn’t actually fair and that it landing on heads each 

time was by design. 

6. Jacobsen: When you look at the current 

financial or economic systems, what ones make 

the most sense to the nature of human beings? 

Scillitani: I don’t know enough about economics to 

give an educated answer. If given the choice, Paul 

Cooijmans’ proposed economic system in 

his hypothetical party program is the best one I’ve 

seen so far. 

7. Jacobsen: Do human beings have a nature? If 

so, what is it? 

Scillitani: There’s a duality to human nature, and 

people are either producers or consumers. Producers 

strive towards self-improvement, work hard, create, 

lead by example, and are inspiring. Consumers don’t 

strive towards self-improvement, are lazy, destroy, 

follow, and are uninspiring. The knee jerk reaction 

might be to think that consumers are entirely useless 

but that’s not the case. Without consumers, we’d 

eventually achieve perfection and then be robbed of 

any further self-improvement. We may all thank 

consumers for their role in slowing us down so we 

can continue to get better. 

8. Jacobsen: Do you believe in a soul? If not, why 

not? If so, how do you define it? 

Scillitani: I believe we have a soul and would define 

it as the intensity of the impression we make on 

others during and after our lifetime. 

9. Jacobsen: What is language?  

Scillitani: Language is any replicable form of 

communication that can be understood between at 

least two things, animate or inanimate. When my dog 

was a puppy I used to give him a treat when he’d 

stand on his hind legs because I thought it was very 

impressive. Now he’s learned to stand on his hind 

legs when he wants a treat, and I understand his 

intent. We’ve developed our own replicable form of 

communication or language. 

10. Jacobsen: What is a thought? Can thought be 

separated from language? 

Scillitani: I’d define a thought as any instance of 

mental awareness that can be understood to mean 

something to the one experiencing it. I doubt thought 

can be separated from language. It’s likely that 

language is a requisite to have thoughts in the first 

place since even basic feelings such as hunger and 

pain can be expressed in a rudimentary language. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 
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An Interview with Andreas Gunnarsson on Propaganda, Rhetoric, Lies, Ignorance, Big Data, and the Giga 

Society: Member, Giga Society (Part Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Original interview from October 20, 2016.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You have a concern 

about the ability of interest groups and rumors to 

misrepresent the facts. Can you explain those 

concerns in detail, please? 

Andreas Gunnarsson: It’s my impression that 

propaganda, rhetoric and lies can be very efficient 

tools to manipulate people. The human mind has 

many flaws that can be abused to mislead, and 

everyone should in my opinion read a little about 

cognition biases in order to be aware of how we 

work. Democracy depends on people making 

informed decisions, and when powerful lobbyists, 

interest groups and politicians have the power to blur 

the picture of reality and influence people in opaque 

ways we’re down an unpleasant path. I think it’s a 

difficult problem to solve but it would be a good start 

if people start recognizing cognition biases, rhetorical 

tricks and how others try to manipulate them. This is 

probably not a new risk but there are new challenges 

with social media, the possibility to directly reach 

lots of people and the ease with who you can find 

echo chambers that never challenge you. 

There is real science on this topic and I want to point 

out that I am not an expert so what I say here is only 

a layman’s opinion and I’m happy to be corrected if I 

got anything wrong. I don’t usually keep pointing 

that out, but one of the ways to mislead people is by 

arguing from false authority and I don’t want to give 

that impression. If you’re not expert in a field you 

should find out who is and listen to them, not to a 

random dude who may or may not be an expert in 

something totally different. 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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2. Jacobsen: You have an interest in the skewing 

of facts with examples such as the anti-vaccine 

movement, climate change denial, and 

creationism. What is the main set of concerns with 

each of these topics? 

Gunnarsson: While I’m not interested in skewing 

the facts, I’m fascinated and worried about how easy 

it appears to be to convince people to believe 

anything. There is a long list of conspiracy theories 

and some are perhaps benign in themselves such as 

flat earth or the moon landing conspiracy while 

others can do real harm. I think that this ties in with 

the previous question and is related to cognitive 

biases. In some cases these myths can be built up and 

fuelled by interest groups that have some other 

motives. As for the three examples you give, anti-

vaccine is obviously very concerning since it 

encourages people not to vaccinate their children or 

themselves, which leads to unnecessary suffering and 

death. Climate change is a complex issue where there 

is ignorance and misleading statements from both 

sides. Inflated statements, lies and 

misunderstandings, for example saying that the world 

will end in a few years, only makes the people who 

don’t think that climate change is due to human 

activities and/or bad more certain of their belief, and 

vice versa. Unless you go to the actual science and 

read the peer reviewed papers it’s difficult to know 

what the facts are. Since the earth climate has a big 

impact for us it’s important that decisions on what to 

do and not to do are informed by the best science we 

have. The risk with creationism is a little different, 

what worries me is the amount of effort spent to try 

to undermine and redefine science. If they were 

successful to redefine science in school then it could 

put the next generation of scientists at a disadvantage 

and that mindset could also play into the hands of the 

postmodern ideas that all truth is relative. 

Considering that today’s technology and medicine 

that we take for granted is based on science I think 

it’s important to embrace and improve it, and 

attempts to dismantle it are dangerous. 

3. Jacobsen: Are there other areas of concern? 

What are the sets of concerns with them, too? 

Gunnarsson: Of course. There are many areas of 

concern in the world on many different levels. War, 

people that are starving, diseases, violent crimes, 

discrimination and so on. 

4. Jacobsen: There is the new phenomenon of big 

data. What are your worries about it? What are 

the potential pluses and minuses with them? 

Gunnarsson: Big data can be used for a lot of good 

things. The amount of information and metadata 

being produced every day can help finding trends and 

patterns that can be used to come up with better 

solutions that improve people’s lives. For example, 

correct and up-to-date information about traffic and 

weather can help vehicle navigation and reduce 

traffic congestion. Availability of large data sets has 

helped machine learning take off. There are 

numerous other examples. 

That said, there are also risks. One big concern is 

privacy. It’s possible to infer more information about 

individuals than I think most people would be 

comfortable with if they were aware of it. Location 

tracking apps on your smartphone collect data that 

can be used to learn a lot about your life. A single 

security breach can give criminals access to lots of 

sensitive data. Whether or not you trust your own 

government, there are other governments and well 

funded entities that you may not trust as much. The 

data collection performed by Cambridge Analytica 

has been widely discussed. Another risk is that 

flawed data can lead to the wrong conclusions even if 

the intentions are good. As a possibly hypothetical 

example, what if your insurance fee would increase 

because the insurance company noticed that you 

often buy some kind of medicine without knowing 

that you buy it for your neighbor? 

I think that our understanding will improve over time 

and a reasonable trade-off will be reached. I do think 

that the expectation of privacy will be lowered 

though, something that I’m not at all comfortable 

with. 

5. Jacobsen: You created an IQ test. You joined 

the Giga Society. What insights into the IQ world 

and IQ testing world in general comes from these 

experiences and qualifications? 

Gunnarsson: Some of this was covered in a previous 

answer but I prefer not do go into too much detail. 

While I may have thoughts and ideas regarding this I 

am not an expert and there are others who are more 

qualified to give more insightful answers than I can. 

Although that in general does not stop me from 

expressing my opinion, under the circumstances of 

this interview I think that there is a risk that wild 

speculations from my part could be mistaken for well 

researched claims. 

6. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Andreas. 

Gunnarsson: Thank you, Scott. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society. 
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[2] Individual Publication Date: March 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/gunnarsson-

two; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You are part of a large 

number of high IQ societies. What ones mean the 

most to you? Why? 

Anja Jaenicke: The high IQ landscape has changed 

very much over the years. There are countless 

societies out there to choose from. Some make it and 

others don’t. When I began looking for high IQ 

groups online, there were not so many choices 

available as today. I am a founding member of the 

WGD (World Genius Directory founded by Dr. Jason 

Betts). As a poet, I have been very active in the 

Poetic Genius Society. Today, I think it is not so 

much the name of a certain society that matters, but 

the people who took the initiative and invested their 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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effort, time, and love into the upbringing of these 

groups. Without naming anyone in particular, I would 

like to thank those among us who are working 

tirelessly to make the communication in high IQ 

groups and societies not only possible but highly 

enjoyable. 

2. Jacobsen. What have been the mainstream 

intelligence tests taken by you before? What have 

been the scores and the standard deviations? 

Jaenicke: As a child, I have taken the HAWIK 

(Hamburg-Wechsler Intelligence Scale für Kinder) 

and later the WAIS. Germany is mostly a mediocre 

country and in my childhood there were many 

concerns about measuring the IQ of children. The 

tendency was to foster the ordinary and not the 

extraordinary. Children with a higher IQ were often 

bullied and forced to adapt to the learning pace and 

capacity of the lesser talented. Germany had made 

bad experiences with the fostering of elites during the 

Third Reich and after the war the official aim was to 

create an education system based on the average 

population rather than one that promotes excellence. 

Everything above or below average was regarded as 

out of the norm or not normal. My scores as a child 

were very divergent, from Mensa entry criteria to 

ridiculously high, depending on the circumstances, 

but also on the particular state of my development. I 

do not think the results of these tests are very 

representative as a whole. Anyway, for me, the actual 

fixed number does not have such importance 

because, in my opinion, it is a fluid value. I try to fill 

my IQ potential with purpose and become the best 

me I can possibly be; that is enough work for one 

lifetime. 

3. Jacobsen: What have been the alternative or 

non-mainstream intelligence tests taken by you 

before? What have been the scores and standard 

deviations of those scores? 

Jaenicke: I have taken a couple of high-range tests. I 

think the average result of all tests taken gives a good 

and trustworthy result. 

4. Jacobsen: What would be the most accurate IQ 

or true IQ for you? 

Jaenicke: My shoe size is 37 (US 6 1/2). My body 

mass index and my true IQ are very personal, but the 

score of 153 S.D. (Standard Deviation) 15 listed in 

the World Genius Directory suits me most [Ed. A 

statistical rarity of 1-out-of-4,873 people out of the 

general population]. 

5. Jacobsen: What is intelligence to you? Do you 

identify as a genius? 

Jaenicke: Intelligence is somehow recursive. 

Everything which is animate is in its own way 

intelligent and has a complex dynamic, connected to 

particular loci in a given verse. The root of the word 

genius is “geno-,” which includes the whole of 

mankind. I like that, but I would describe myself 

more as a polymath. I know a little bit of all kinds of 

something, but I really know nothing. 

6. Jacobsen: Why do women appear to take fewer 

high-range IQ tests? Why do the highest scores 

appear to be almost dominated by men? 

Jaenicke: That is an interesting question. One could 

say that the structure of IQ tests is more oriented 

toward male intelligence or that men are more 

competitive, but that is not the whole answer. 

Recently, I have read an article in a German 

newspaper, where someone suggested to separate 

boys and girls in science classes because of the lesser 

participation of girls in mixed classes. I think that is 

total nonsense! But in my opinion, there is a point 

that should be discussed more openly in high IQ 

groups and that is about mobbing. I have spoken to a 

lot of women and many say that they have been 

mobbed or insulted in the high IQ community at least 

one time. Some of them even left the groups or prefer 

to communicate on a private basis via email. It seems 

only too comprehensible that women with very high 

intelligence and sensitivity do not perform well under 

this kind of pressure. It is perfectly understandable 

when they back off and leave the high IQ 

community. While a high IQ score in a test is 

certainly something desirable, we should not forget 

our awareness for our fellow men and women. A 

high IQ is nothing without a minimum of empathy. 

7. Jacobsen: Who do you consider some of the 

most significant or important geniuses in history? 

Jaenicke: The first anonymous who ignited the 

flame. 

8. Jacobsen: Any favorite authors, poets, painters, 

or composers? 

Jaenicke: A.A. Milne, Edgar Allen Poe, Douglas 

Hofstadter, Bertrand Russel, J.W. Goethe, William 

Shakespeare, the unknown artists of the Lascaux and 

Chauvet cave in France, Vincent van Gogh, Lucas 

Cranach the Elder (I have some loose family ties to 

him), J.S. Bach, Mozart, The Rolling Stones, etc. We 

are all standing on the shoulders of giants. 

9. Jacobsen: Do you have any personal opinion on 

God or gods? 

Jaenicke: In your question lies the answer. Every 

opinion about God or gods is personal and entirely 

subjective. But the fact that you spelled the one God 
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with a capital G suggests that the importance lies in 

the all comprising unity of One. 

10. Jacobsen: This one is murky. It is hard to 

define. What is religion? 

Jaenicke: Well, let’s see, first, we should differ 

between religion, spirituality, and, pure gnosis, which 

means knowledge. From early times on, humans have 

had an inborn spirituality, a connectedness to nature 

and the universe and the strong awareness of 

something greater. I would go so far to say that we 

are not alone with this concept. While I have been 

working with wolves for a behavioural study, I 

noticed that they have a sense for hyper-natural 

phenomena. Later, I have often noticed the same in 

my dogs. I think all intelligent large mammals are 

able to experience the overwhelming vastness of the 

universal realm to a certain grade. And nature is the 

key to spirituality. Religion, is a manmade construct, 

which has proven to be very useful to communicate a 

certain desirable moral or ethical codex. It is mostly 

based on myths and legends, which are very 

important because they are our connection to the past. 

But many religions use mediators to interpret 

between the direct spiritual and the people. These 

interpretations are often based on the principles of 

blind obedience and subjective beliefs without any 

proof or certainty. The unfortunate byproduct of this 

kind of blind faith is dogma and dogma can lead to 

error, fanaticism, and fatality. Nevertheless, religion 

has an important purpose to accompany humanity 

from infancy to adolescence. In a world where moral, 

ethical, and humanitarian aspects are often ignored, 

religion and prayer practiced in private has its very 

own and important standing. Or as Kierkegaard 

would have said: “The function of prayer is not to 

influence God but rather to change the nature of the 

one who prays.” My personal approach is an open 

one based on old and new knowledge, and science. I 

somehow don’t think it is heretical to state that a God 

is also a Dog. Is the light of the reflection from a 

mirror less light than the candle I hold? Everything is 

fractional and has multiply sides. One should not 

avoid a Void. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] German Poet and Actress; CEO, HIQ-MEDIA-

POOL INC.; Member, Poetic Genius Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/jaenicke-

two; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You have an interest in 

information security, and general security and 

general computer topics. You headed 

the information security program at a leading 

international financial service industry (FSI) 

provider in addition to sending in an application 

for a cryptology patent. Where is the source of 

these interests? 

Thomas Wolf: As a kid, I had already always been a 

big science fiction fan, so a major interest in 

computers had come naturally. Then, in the eighties 

and early nineties, hacking had become a big thing, 

and of course, I wanted to be at the front line of it. In 

1990, I won a hacking competition, and I actively 

participated in the hacking community during my 

time at university. This interest was something that 

never left me. The cryptology patent application 

came up by chance. I had criticized my wife for using 

passwords being far too simple and in danger of 

being hacked. She asked me why I didn’t invent 

something to make that password hacking more 

difficult, so I did. Hopefully, this invention will be of 

benefit to data privacy for all. 

2. Jacobsen: How did the invention to improve 

data privacy work? 

Wolf: As the patent is granted now in Europe and the 

USA, I can go into some detail here. Somewhat 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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simplifed, an unknown component is added to the 

password and needs to be brute-forced by the user’s 

system on any legitimate logon. The complexity for 

this is about a million tries, very little even for a 

current phone or notebook, but as the known and 

unknown password parts cannot be attacked 

separately, this factor becomes multiplicative for an 

attacker, raising the attack difficulty exponentially. 

This means that use of this invention will render 

today’s brute-force attacks, by e.g. an NSA 

supercomputer or a giant botnet, useless against even 

well humanly memorizable passwords – a major 

change in the game. 

3. Jacobsen: What tasks and responsibilities came 

with the position in the financial services 

industry? 

Wolf: Heading a major IT program is a great 

responsibility, although it is mostly standard program 

management work – strategy definition, projects 

organization, budget controlling, document review 

and approval, etc. In my case, however, a whole new 

dimension was added when I ran into the topic of 

ethics. In the position, I could utilize my IT security 

and hacking knowledge to dig a bit deeper than most 

program managers would have done. I cannot go into 

details here, as you do have to sign non-disclosure 

agreements in such positions, but I can say that my 

previous hacking experiences proved to be quite 

useful, though not everybody appreciates deep 

digging in all cases. My original assignment was 

intended for longer, but it was cut short by the CISO. 

But then it was replaced instead by some work in 

internal auditing by the direct mandate of the group’s 

board. I am happy that this proves I did a good and 

effective job. Allegorically speaking, sometimes 

when digging deep you encounter a Balrog, and when 

you successfully face him, it can make you a stronger 

person. 

4. Jacobsen: You are a fan of Edward Snowden, 

and liberty issues, mass surveillance, and privacy. 

Why Snowden? What about him? 

Wolf: Snowden is a modern hero, and his actions are 

a guiding light demonstrating how responsible 

persons should act – this includes being a role model 

for my own actions. Nowadays, there are a lot of 

whistleblowers, but Edward Snowden stands out for 

several reasons. Firstly, he showed extreme courage 

and skill – he actively pursued his mission of 

informing the public and did not leak some 

information to which he by luck had gained access in 

some random way. Moreover, he did this under great 

personal sacrifice, but he did it in an extremely 

responsible way, not spreading information 

insufficiently redacted like, e.g., Assange or 

Manning, but taking the greatest possible care to keep 

dangerous security-relevant information secret while 

exposing processes and structures that are morally 

and ethically wrong and do much more bad than good 

And perhaps most important of all, he did not blow 

the lid on some scandalous behaviour of one or 

another individual, he pointed out a crucial systemic 

flaw in our political system and a major danger to 

free society as a whole. 

5. Jacobsen: What is the future of data privacy for 

citizens in the early to middle 21st century? 

Wolf: I hate to say it, but this future looks bleak. 

Already today, ensuring data privacy is a challenge 

for companies and private IT professionals. For an 

amateur, it has become impossible. Orwell’s dystopia 

has not become a reality yet, but the technological 

base for it already exists, at least in the field of IT and 

data. unless we have a major paradigm change soon, I 

fear for the worst. Unfortunately, most people do not 

realize yet that governmental invasion of data privacy 

in all nations, including western democracies, already 

poses the real and current danger of all citizens being 

demoted to the level of small children or mental 

patients who have all their online activities and 

communication supervised and censored. In order 

to avoid this, it would by far not even be enough to 

carry on and not worsen things, it would be necessary 

to actively prioritize and implement data protection 

measures and controls. Which to my deep regret is 

not something that I see coming. 

6. Jacobsen: What are the personal interests in 

liberty issues, mass surveillance, and privacy? 

Wolf: The eighties and their free spirit are the time 

that shaped me. Information technology was far less 

advanced back then, but we all felt that we were part 

of a new age being created, whether you saw it from 

a hacker’s or from an entrepreneur’s view. Today, we 

have much greater technological possibilities, but 

they are, clearly put, broken. Due to bad IT design, 

unintentionally or intentionally, computers and 

computer communication often have become risks 

and problems rather than opportunities and benefits, 

and that is saddening. Humankind is going down the 

wrong road, not towards a free world but towards a 

controlled ant state. We must do everything we can to 

fix this, or we are giving away the future. The danger 

of a totalitarian regime has not died with 

communism, it is more real and strong than ever, 

only from another direction, i.e. nationalist and 

xenophobic sentiments. The election of a person like 

Trump to US presidency – who demanded a death 

sentence for Snowden – shockingly demonstrates that 

danger, but unfortunately that is by no means solely a 

US problem, it exists in all industrialized nations of 
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today to a varying degree. This is hard to see yet for 

people not involved in the field of IT, but the 

decisions of today will shape our future, and the 

system will be almost impossible to correct in a few 

years already, if we do not start fixing it now. 

Besides overpopulation, this is the greatest challenge 

the world faces. Benjamin Franklin’s quote sums it 

up perfectly: “Those who would give up essential 

liberty, to purchase a little temporary safety, deserve 

neither liberty nor safety.” 

7. Jacobsen: You mentioned President Trump. 

Other leaders hold similar nationalist and 

xenophobic sentiments. What other leaders reflect 

these views to you? How can the global 

community attenuate the sentiments and prevent 

the practices that come from them? 

Wolf: We can perform a simulated time travel – or at 

least the dystopic possibility of it – by moving 

geographically. If you start in Merkel’s Germany (or 

pretty much any other continental European nation), 

you already face intelligence agencies with overly 

strong authority and capability to invade people’s 

data privacy. Move to Obama’s USA or Cameron’s 

UK, and you are where (or when) these activities 

have reached the point of being incompatible to 

constitutional provisions. But are being actively 

carried out anyway. With Trump – if he gets his way 

– net neutrality will be lost and the technological base 

for widespread censorship implemented, and 

probably already utilized to some degree; even 

worse, a complete loss of the public’s control over 

secret governmental institutions is unavoidable. In 

Xi’s China or Erdogan’s Turkey of today – or in a 

dystopic but well possible future USA and Europe – 

we see active human rights violations as well as 

common and strong limitations of free speech. In 

Kim Jong-un’s North Korea, which could be near-

future Turkey or the mid-future western world if 

things continue to go wrong (at least in the data 

privacy field), we see a total control of data traffic by 

the state with every device being traced and 

monitored and no shred of data privacy at all 

remaining. The longer we travel into that direction, 

the harder it will be to still stop the momentum – if 

still possible at all. Due to technology leadership, the 

only places where we could still stop this trend would 

be the western world, i.e. America and Europe. What 

we would need is a proper and active prioritization of 

values, freedom over fear of crime and foreign 

powers. The sadly ironic thing is that exactly the 

people who advocate measures for physical liberty – 

through e.g. legal private gun ownership – most 

often, due to sentiments against foreigners and 

inevitable globalization, fail to see the real and 

imminent danger of loss of all liberty through loss of 

privacy. Even the theoretical right of gun ownership 

and resistance in case a dictatorship being erected 

will not help much if the government at some point 

has a full surveillance of all communication between 

its critics and of all commercial transactions 

(including buying guns) in place. People need to 

realize this topic as a top priority and to start enforce 

privacy strengthening. But I cannot see of how this 

could be accomplished easily, we cannot do much 

more than to continue raising the topic and educating 

the public about it – maybe interviews this will be of 

at least a tiny bit of help in that cause. 

8. Jacobsen: What about the professional interest 

in program and project management, especially 

IT programs? 

Wolf: In the seventies, I developed a great 

fascination with creating computer programs because 

you could shape an algorithm to perform amazing 

tasks, solve problems to make this algorithm run 

more efficiently, express your creativity through this. 

About twenty years down the road, when computer 

programs became much more complex and 

standardized, the programmer’s role (now verbally 

often downgraded to “coding”) began to change from 

creator of an individual work (or in some cases even 

individual piece of art) to manufacturer of pre-

defined modules in pre-defined ways, a mere cog in 

the wheel. To escape this, I moved into software 

architecture, but this was too detached from actual 

algorithms. A natural career steep then was to move 

into IT project management first, then program 

management (for those unfamiliar with the technical 

terms: “program” here not in the sense of a computer 

program, but in the sense of a combined set of 

projects towards a common goal). To my delight, I 

experienced that this was bringing me back to what I 

had always wanted to do: creatively designing and 

optimizing systems that produced a positive output. 

Only that the system was no longer a computer 

program, it was an organizational program – less 

mathematically defined, but instead interacting with 

persons and groups, the team and other stakeholders 

– and offering the degree of freedom in the 2010s 

that computer programming had offered three to four 

decades ago. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/wolf-two; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-
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development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Professor Duncan Pritchard is UC Distinguished Professor of Philosophy at the University of California, 
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An Interview with Distinguished Professor Duncan Pritchard, FRSE on Family, Sense of Self Over Time, 

Philosophy, and the University of California, Irvine: Distinguished Professor, University of California, Irvine 

& Director, Graduate Studies, Philosophy, University of California, Irvine (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Professor Duncan Pritchard: There’s nothing 

remotely interesting in my family background. I 

know this because some years back a cousin of my 

father’s traced the Pritchards (an Anglicized 

contraction of the Welsh term for ‘son of Richard’) 

back to 1066 (incredible I know, but don’t ask me 

how he did this; I was too young to know the details). 

He was disappointed to discover that none of us ever 

amounted to anything. (I’m not sure what he 

expected. Perhaps statuette feet in the shifting sands 

with the inscription: ‘I am Daffyd Pritchard, Look on 

my Works, ye Mighty, and Despair!’) I must admit 

that I don’t find it disappointing at all; in fact, I think 

it’s rather funny. In any case, in the grand scheme of 

things, no-one ever amounts to anything, so it’s 

actually quite useful to have a lineage that removes 

all doubt about this. There’s no religion in the 

Pritchard family, except of the ‘Church of England’ 

variety, which is to say no religion at all. (There’s an 

old joke back in the UK: ‘Are you religious?’ ‘Good 

God no! We’re C of E.’) There’s no real politics 

either, except of the apathetic kind—I can’t 

remember anyone ever offering any sustained 

political arguments around the dinner table growing 

up. I’m from working class stock from a place called 

Wolverhampton, in central England. The area is 

known as the Black Country, on account of the 

industry and mining that used to be there, though 

there’s none of that now—it’s a very deprived, post-

industrial urban sprawl. Very depressing, though this 

is mitigated a little by the fact that Black Country 

folk are the friendliest you could ever meet (though 

the local accent is usually regarded as by far the 

worst in the UK), and that makes going back there 

bearable. Plus all my family are there. (An odd fact 

about the Black Country is that people tend not to 

leave, even though there are zero opportunities there. 

Whenever I go back the first question anyone asks 

me is why I left, as if this were mysterious. Jeez, I 

currently live next to the Pacific Ocean in Southern 

California—does it really need an explanation?) My 

father worked his whole life, bar a brief spell in the 

army straight out of school (as was common in those 

days), in a local factory; my mother worked as a 

secretary in a local school. One of my earliest 

memories is the desire to leave Wolverhampton at the 

first opportunity. I rank it as one of my greatest 

achievements that I succeeded. 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time?  

Pritchard: Looking back, I think I have learnt the 

most from the (fiction) books I’ve read. Certain 

authors in particular have been particularly 

influential: Graham Greene, Patricia Highsmith, JG 

Ballard, Anthony Burgess, Robert Aikman, and 

Shusaku Endo spring to mind. It’s notable that many 

of these authors are pretty rootless, as that’s the way I 

feel too. I think I’m also drawn to writers who have a 

sense of mystery about the world, who think that 

there is a place for something beyond the natural. 

Unusually, I think, there’s both a kind of 

fideism and a kind of scepticism (Pyrrhonian, I 

would later discover, on the model of Montaigne) 

that runs through me like the text you get in a stick of 

seaside rock (I think it’s called rock candy in the US). 

It was there before I even knew what it was. I’m not 

sure how uncommon it is, but I occasionally come 

across people with the same affliction. 
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3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation?  

Pritchard: I’m not confident that I can distinguish 

between the ones listed in terms of influence. 

4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you?  

Pritchard: I’m not sure there was anyone, to be 

honest. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and 

adolescence, what authors and books were 

significant, meaningful, to worldview formation?  

Pritchard: Please see above. 

6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood?  

Pritchard: As I noted above, I think I’ve learnt the 

most from reading fiction. 

7. Jacobsen: For formal postsecondary education, 

what were the areas of deepest interest? What 

were some with a passion but not pursued? Why 

not pursue them? 

Pritchard: I stumbled into philosophy (I had 

originally wanted to be a writer, but that was a bullet 

dodged, as frankly I’m not talented enough to pursue 

that), but once I had stumbled upon it I was hooked. I 

basically realized that it was really ideas that 

interested me. I was fortunate to get a scholarship to 

study for my PhD (unusual in the UK, but essential 

for someone with my background), and thereafter I 

somehow managed to inveigle my way in academia. 

I’m very lucky to be able to make a living doing that 

which I’m especially suited to doing. 

8. Jacobsen: As a distinguished professor at the 

University of California, Irvine, wtasks and 

responsibilities come with this position? 

Pritchard: One thing that is wonderful about UCI is 

how there is a real ‘can-do’ attitude that permeates 

through the campus. This has meant that I’ve been 

able to indulge a lot of my interests here. For 

example, I have a long-standing concern, both in 

terms of pedagogy and from a research perspective 

(e.g., epistemology of education and philosophy of 

technology), in digital education. Almost as soon as I 

arrived I was able to run a project to create two 

interdisciplinary MOOCs (= Massive Open Online 

Courses), on ‘Skepticism’ and ‘Relativism’ (the latter 

led by my colleague Annalisa Coliva). I’ve since 

been given funding to enable me to start a new 

project that brings the intellectual virtues into the 

heart of the UCI curriculum as part of a series of 

online modules that I am helping to develop. This 

project is a collaboration with colleagues in 

Education, and will soon result in some cutting-edge 

research in this regard, which we hope can form the 

basis for a major external funding bid. I’ve also been 

encouraged to create a new online masters program 

devoted to Applied Philosophy, which is an exciting 

and growing field where UCI has special expertise. 

Relatedly, there is a real enthusiasm for innovation in 

teaching at UCI, which I think is wonderful. I’ve 

been able to develop new online courses and embed 

them into the curriculum. It’s been great to see how 

the students have responded to working with the 

virtual learning environments that we have created. 

In terms of my other commitments at UCI, I run the 

Philosophy Graduate Program, which like the 

Department of Philosophy is going from strength-to-

strength, and I am the Director of a new research 

cluster (soon to be a research center) devoted to 

‘Knowledge, Technology and Society’. I also have a 

UCI-wide administrative role devoted to fostering 

digital education, as part of the Division of Teaching 

Excellent and Innovation. 

9. Jacobsen: We have some relationship with one 

another through the University of California, 

Irvine, through the institution without formal 

contact. What does UC Irvine provide for you? 

Pritchard: As noted above, this is a wonderful work 

environment for someone with my professional 

interests, both in terms of the great research that takes 

place here and also the enthusiasm and support for 

pedagogical innovation. I think it’s also worth 

mentioning that being at UCI is advantageous in lots 

of other ways too, such as the beautiful campus, and 

the amazing location (I’m still not used to the fact 

that the weather is always beautiful, with the 

spectacular beaches, and much else besides, so close 

by). 

10. Jacobsen: What are the main areas of research 

and research questions now?  

Pritchard: I’m currently working on a range of 

research projects, some of them intersecting in 

various ways. I have a longstanding interest in 

scepticism in all its forms, including contemporary 

radical scepticism and the history of sceptical ideas 

from the ancients to the early moderns (especially 

with regard to Pyrrhonian scepticism, both in its 

original expression in antiquity and its later 

manifestations, especially the work of Montaigne). 

The later Wittgenstein is an abiding interest of mine, 

especially the hinge epistemology that is inspired by 

his remarks in On Certainty, both with regard to the 
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sceptical problematic and concerning its implications 

more generally. On the latter front, I’ve developed an 

account of the rationality of religious belief (quasi-

fideism) which draws on hinge epistemology, and 

also on the work of John Henry Newman, whose 

philosophical writings are a side-interest of mine. 

I’ve done a lot of work bringing philosophical 

attention to the notions of luck and risk, and their 

applications to a range of debates (e.g., in 

epistemology, philosophy of law, aesthetics, ethics, 

and so on). I continue to work on a range of topics in 

mainstream epistemology, such as theory of 

knowledge, virtue epistemology, understanding, the 

nature of inquiry, epistemic value, epistemology of 

disagreement, social epistemology, and so on. 

Finally, I also cover some topics in applied 

epistemology, such as the epistemology of education 

(e.g., the role of the intellectual virtues in education), 

epistemology of law (e.g., legal risk, legal evidence), 

and the epistemology of cognitive science (e.g., the 

epistemological ramifications of extended cognition). 

My last proper monograph was Epistemic Angst; 

Radical Skepticism and the Groundlessness of 

Believing, Princeton UP), which came out at the very 

end of 2015. Last year saw the publication of a short 

book I wrote on scepticism (Scepticism: A Very Short 

Introduction, Oxford UP). I’m under contract to 

complete a more advanced book on scepticism with 

my colleague Annalisa Coliva for Routledge in the 

near future. After that, I tentatively have three book 

projects in mind (though I’m not sure what order I 

will attempt them): a mid-length book articulating the 

quasi-fideist proposal; a book on luck, risk and the 

meaning of life (which I’m hoping to pitch at the 

general educated reader if possible); and a substantial 

monograph exploring the role of truth of truth in 

epistemology, with the goal of bringing together a 

number of central epistemological debates under a 

common theoretical umbrella (the intellectual virtues, 

epistemic value, epistemic luck and risk, and the 

nature of inquiry). 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Distinguished Professor, University of California, 

Irvine; Director, Graduate Studies, Philosophy, 

University of California, Irvine. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/pritchard-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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An Interview with Bwambale Musubaho Robert on Family Background, Humanism, Kasese Humanist 

School, and Uganda: School Director, Kasese Humanist School (Rukoki/Muhokya/Kahendero)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let’s start with the 

comprehensive interview at the natural starting 

point: the beginning. What is family background, 

e.g., geography, culture, language, and religion or 

lack thereof? 

Robert Bwambale: I am a Ugandan by nationality, a 

native of Kasese district in western Uganda, I am 

Mukonzo by tribe, who live on the slopes of Mount 

Rwenzori. Our ancestral origin is in Eastern Congo. 

We speak Lhukonzo, which is among the Bantu-

speaking languages. Before I lost my faith, I was 

originally an Anglican, tried to mingle with other 

religious communities to see what transpires on there. 

I had the chance of mingling with African traditional 

believers, Pentecostals, Adventists, Muslims, 

Catholics and these moments gave me a full insight 

on what religion is and this paved the way to me 

losing the faith. 

2. Jacobsen: What were the pivotal moments in 

childhood? Those coming to mind for you. 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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Bwambale: When my mum dumped and abandoned 

us before our dad passed on. 

Some good moments with my dad, we used to move 

together with him. 

When I lost my dad, by then, was 5 years. 

My times with my caring grandmother. She used to 

encourage us to pray and go to church. She was a 

devoted Anglican. She used to sell porridge and 

pancakes in a local market. 

Good moments when I joined secondary school, from 

village life to town life. 

Sad moments when I dropped out of school, was on 

the streets doing odd jobs for two years. 

Back to school moments, from town school to a 

village school. 

3. Jacobsen: What were the pivotal moments in 

adolescence? Those coming to mind for you. 

Bwambale: I joined good pear groups where I did 

odd jobs, selling newspapers & magazines on 

Kampala streets, Made money sweeping outdoor 

markets in Kampala, worked as a caddie at Uganda 

golf club where we used to carry bags or pull trolleys 

of golfers as they play the game and were paid at 

each end of game. 

I created friends with the opposite sex and made 

choices on whom to be my friends plus people to 

associate with. 

I learned some skills in haircutting. 

4. Jacobsen: When transitioning into young 

adulthood, how did the religious community 

continue to enforce an impact on physical space 

and mental life? 

Bwambale: As I grew into young adulthood, I felt 

more attached to religious communities and was very 

active in their circles. I was confirmed as a Christian 

in the early years when I was in Senior 3 at Karambi 

Secondary School. 

When I joined Rwenzori High School for high 

school, I became an active member of the Scripture 

Union. I attended service regularly and was much 

moved because everyone around me was taking 

religion seriously, but my senses were telling me to 

research more about beliefs. 

When I joined Uganda Polytechnic Kyambogo, I 

used to pray at Kampala Pentecostal church and was 

a regular visitor there. At the college, I used to 

fellowship with Kyambogo Christian Union and 

enjoyed the prayer and worship moments. 

As someone who was doing Biological sciences at 

the college, my urge to ask questions widened and 

would ask men and women of god some questions 

regarding faith, religion plus what I read in the Bible. 

I realized that the Bible is a mixture of words of 

comfort, confusion, hate, discrimination and total 

malice. 

5.Jacobsen: Were there some important 

individuals who provided a means by which to exit 

the entrapments of religion for you? 

Bwambale: There is none. Exiting religion was my 

personal choice and decision. 

Jacobsen: How did you begin helping out others in 

leaving religious fundamentalism? 

Bwambale: By enlightening them about the 

goodness of rational living by availing to them books 

on Humanism, Atheism, science, and freethinking. 

Creating a library with books on beliefs, non-belief, 

and important personalities in the world of free 

thought. 

Opening up schools and businesses that cherish 

humanism and science. 

6. Jacobsen: Dr. Leo Igwe remarks on the 

importance of his mother and father in Nigeria as 

the best example of Humanism to him, not 

declarations – of which humanists are prone to 

make – or books on Humanism. Life was tough, 

living day-by-day, and the work to grind in, and 

out, of poverty was harsh and necessary. Taking a 

stand, taking charge of his destiny, and working to 

become the founder of the Nigerian Humanist 

movement, who have been some of the best 

examples of Humanism to you? 

Bwambale: Works by Richard Dawkins, Christopher 

Hitchens, David Mills, Madelyn O’Hair, Robert 

Ingersoll, and Bertrand Russell inspired me a lot. 

7. Jacobsen: Why was the Kasese Humanist 

educational system developed in the first place? 

How has this developed over the last, almost, a 

decade? 

Bwambale: Our strong commitment and dedication 

to service is a great factor for our development. 

The strong bond of Kasese humanist school with the 

international community support in the form of 

material and financial donations gives a great boost 

to our success. 

The visionary efforts of myself in ensuring any penny 

donated goes to where it’s required has added value 

to our works. 
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My fundraising skills of availing to the general public 

what I do by documenting all of my works online 

makes people see what I do and gives chance to the 

generous ones to give funds, ideas or advice. 

The need for an alternative to religious bigotry is one 

other key point. People are losing their faiths steadily 

globally, gone are the days of lying to humanity, 

feeding humanity with superstitions. You can fool 

people, but this can’t go on all the time. So, to some, 

they see some kind of hope in secularism since it 

only airs out facts, science, and encourages evidence-

based learning. 

We have developed from a rented property in 2011 to 

our own home acquired 3 years after (2014) at the 

Rukoki site. 

We expanded and constructed on our other home in 

Muhokya often referred to as the Bizoha School. 

We extended to creating another school at the land 

we acquired at the Kahendero Fishing village. 

We right now have Nursery & Primary at all the 

campuses and a secondary school added at our 

Rukoki campus. 

8. Jacobsen: What is considered the standard 

religious curriculum in Uganda?  

Bwambale: In this kind of curriculum only two 

religions are taught, Islam and Christianity and a 

student is made to pick a particular religion to 

undertake and exams come on in that format where a 

student is made to choose to attempt only one 

religion. 

9. Jacobsen: What is considered the standard 

Humanist curriculum for Kasese? 

Bwambale: There are some lessons on Humanism, 

its history, humanist values, human rights, critical 

thinking lessons, documentaries on secularism, 

Evolution, secularism in the world. There is nothing 

like a standard humanist curriculum, it’s a mixture of 

several things all aimed at empowering our students 

with secular thinking. 

10. Jacobsen: Relating the last two questions, how 

do these two systems compare and contrast with 

one another? 

Bwambale: A humanist curriculum is broader than 

the standard religious curriculum 

The humanist curriculum is livelier and enjoyed by 

learners since it involves daily things they see, find, 

or encounter in life. 

There is no indoctrination in a humanist curriculum 

and there is always a chance to ask any questions. 

There are no tenets, imaginaries, rituals or mention of 

god, gods, and spirits under the humanist curriculum, 

unlike the religious curriculums. 

There is a limit of asking questions under religious 

curriculum while under humanist curriculums we 

encourage students to ask as many questions and get 

factual answers. 

11. Jacobsen: If we look at those two educational 

curricula, or if we look at similar comparisons in 

Uganda, what educational curricula – and, indeed, 

system – produces better outcomes and life 

chances for the pupils or the students? 

Bwambale: It should be noted that at the school we 

teach the national curriculum and we spice it with 

humanist curricula and the spiced version is the best 

for it gives children a wider scope to broaden their 

level of thinking and the way they look at things. 

12. Jacobsen: What is the prejudice against 

Humanist schools there? 

Bwambale: That we are devil worshippers. 

Agents of Satan. 

We go under deep seas to get money or wealth. 

That we perform rituals to get fortunes. 

That our children at the schools are possessed by evil 

spirits. 

That we are anti-Christ. 

That we are sinners and will burn in hell. 

That we don’t pray. 

That we don’t know god. 

That we shall rot and never come to life again. 

That we shall burn in hell. 

That there is no eternity for humanists. 

That we are homosexuals. 

13. Jacobsen: What is the prejudice against staff 

and students, and you, in Uganda as humanists? 

Bwambale: As mentioned above! 

14. Jacobsen: How do these prejudices impact 

students’ mental health and wellbeing? 

Bwambale: The children’s mental health and 

wellbeing are unaffected since all these are ignorant 

statements and are a product of ignorance that we are 

fighting against. 

However such statements sometimes hinder some 

parents or children to join our school project. 
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15. Jacobsen: What makes parents weary of 

paying for their students to take part in Humanist 

education? How do you overcome those barriers? 

Bwambale: We sensitize and try as much to tell the 

parents what we offer and the truth about Humanism, 

Atheism, Science and rational thinking. 

16. Jacobsen: Who are donors to the Kasese 

Humanist educational system? 

Bwambale: Local parents, International parents 

inform of child sponsors, well wishers from all parts 

of the world and some charitable non-profits in 

several parts of the world. 

17. Jacobsen: What are the amounts? How is the 

money being used now? How has it been used in 

the past? 

Bwambale: The amounts keeps varying, donations 

are not flowing in regularly and are realized one by 

one. 

Money is being used to construct classrooms, buy or 

make school furniture, Scholastic supplies, lab 

instruments and reagents, paying staff salaries, utility 

bills, government taxes, building toilets, purchasing 

solar & its accessories, water tanks, planting trees 

and maintaining school income generating projects. 

18. Jacobsen: What are the plans for the schools if 

the same or more funding continues to enter the 

system? 

Bwambale: Build better classrooms, well-equipped 

book libraries, School Science laboratories, built 

computer rooms and stocking them. Build more 

hostels, build on-campus restaurants, put better 

playing materials and educational resources for the 

kids. Decent toilet facilities. 

Raising salaries for my teachers, so that they improve 

their wellbeing and be happy. 

Enroll more needy and disadvantaged children, so 

that they are in school. 

Put in place Administration office blocks at the 

schools this lacks at the moment. 

Create more income-generating projects for self-

reliance. 

19. Jacobsen: What is Humanism to you? 

Bwambale: Humanism is my everything, It teaches 

me that am special, I have the brains, I have my body 

and all it takes I have to use my potential as a human 

being to solve my problems. 

Humanism is real, it teaches unity, love, harmony, 

kindness and care amongst us. 

Humanism helps us to understand the known and the 

unknown 

Humanism empowers Humanity to be good always. 

Humanism encourages how to think and not what to 

think. 

Humanism helps us to distinguish facts from fiction. 

Humanism helps us to understand our origin, where 

we are and the final destination. 

20. Jacobsen: Who have been important mentors 

for you? Who have been important role models 

now? Why them? 

Bwambale: Christopher Hitchens, he pointed out that 

God is not great and his book inspired me. 

Richard Dawkins’s works help us to understand how 

god thing is an invention by humans. 

comparing outcomes from the different 

educational curricula; prejudice against Humanist 

schools; prejudice against staff, students, and 

Robert; prejudice’s impact on students’ mental 

health and wellbeing; donors to the Kasese 

Humanist educational system; amounts, finances, 

and uses of the monies; plans for the school; 

Humanism; important mentors and role models; 

recommended authors, organizations, or 

speakers; the success of Humanism in Uganda; 

humanists coming together;  

21. Jacobsen: Any recommended authors, 

organizations, or speakers? 

Bwambale: Carl Sagan, Richard Dawkins, David 

Mills, Barbara Smoker, Robert Ingersoll, Michael 

Parenti. 

Favourite organizations: 

Atheist Alliance International 

Humanist Canada 

Halton Peel Humanist Community 

Atheist Community of San Jose 

Victoria Humanists Australia 

Freedom from Religion Foundation 

Atheist Foundation of Australia 

Foundation Beyond Belief 

Humanist Global Charity 

Rationalist Society of Australia 

Humanist International 
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Speakers include: Henri Pellissier, Leo Igwe, Ricky 

Gervais, Neil deGrasse Tyson, Matt Dillahunty. 

22. Jacobsen: Why has Uganda been such a 

success for Humanist organizations and, thus, 

Humanism as a whole? 

Bwambale: I think this has been attributed to what 

we do. Most of the successful projects are the 

schools, nobody hates schools, we do have health 

clinics, we do create forests & edible gardens, We do 

engage in active farming, We do help vulnerable 

children, empower locals to get started economically 

and speak for the voiceless, we do attend to economic 

and social issues and we do air something on political 

situations and good governance. All these mentioned 

above are very important and the locals plus the 

government see no harm in what we are doing. 

We stick to our core vision of spreading Humanism 

and explaining to masses what it means, what it 

entails and its benefits in empowering humanity, I 

think locals have identified that we have the facts. 

And we continue to expose the fictions which people 

if well explained to can see it too. So we are great 

ambassadors advocating for a better world. 

23. Jacobsen: How have intra-national and inter-

national/regional efforts worked over time? The 

coming together of humanists to combat 

significant issues of superstition, lack of science 

and human rights education, and more. 

Bwambale: We do have an umbrella for Uganda 

humanists called Uganda Humanist Association that 

unites all humanist organizations in Uganda, other 

secular organizations prevail, we do have seminars, 

debates, conferences among ourselves and once in a 

while our country hosting some international 

conferences. 

Some of our members do get invited to international 

conferences and there are human rights advocacy 

activists working around the clock to ensure human 

rights are respected and not violated. 

24. Jacobsen: How has Humanists International 

been a guiding light in many ways and funder of 

Humanist projects? 

Bwambale: Humanists International is doing good 

work in bringing humanist organizations together and 

helping out in raising a voice and helping out with 

funding. I have seen them fund some organizations, 

which is a good thing. I think they are doing some 

good work for us and the world. 

We however still need more charities like Humanist 

International to work with Ugandan secular 

organizations in creating change. 

Most humanist projects are still small and we need to 

put in more effort to make our projects grow. The 

struggle to achieve this is possible. We need to think 

big and invest in big initiatives as well. 

25. Jacobsen: What are some other core issues 

needing tackling in Africa in a post-colonial 

(European-Christian and Arab-Muslims 

colonization) context for the most part? One in 

which the pre-colonial superstitions can infect 

some of the societies too, even while the values of 

Ubuntu/Unhu reflect core Humanist principles 

before forced, violent contact with European-

Christians and Arab-Muslims in the history of 

Africa. 

Bwambale: Good governance is still missing in 

Africa; corruption is a song of the day. Our leaders 

want to rule instead of leading, they want an ignorant 

population which is bad for the world. 

Illiteracy is still high 

Religion and politics still go hand in hand, be it in 

courts of law and in public places 

Homophobia is a strong disease that urgently needs a 

cure. 

A switch from Religion to Secularism is a great need 

for Africa to move forward. 

Xenophobia should be discouraged, Africans should 

look at themselves as brothers and sisters and we 

should work and live in good harmony with each 

other. All people are the same, race, religion, political 

affiliation or sexual orientation is not an issue here. 

26. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Robert. 

Bwambale: You are welcome. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] School Director, Kasese Humanist School 

(Rukoki/Muhokya/Kahendero). 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/robert; Full 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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Abstract 

Tim Roberts is the Founder/Administrator of Unsolved Problems. He self-describes in “A Brief and Almost 

True Biography” as follows: I was definitely born lower-middle class. Britain was (and probably still is) so 

stratified that one’s status could be easily classified. You were only working class if you lived in Scotland or 

Wales, or in the north of England, or had a really physical job like dustbin-man. You were only middle class 

if you lived in the south, had a decent-sized house, probably with a mortgage, and at work you had to use 

your brain, at least a little. My mother was at the upper end of lower-middle class, my father at the lower. 

After suffering through the first twenty years of my life because of various deleterious genetically-acquired 

traits, which resulted in my being very small and very sickly, and a regular visitor to hospitals, I became 

almost normal in my 20s, and found work in the computer industry. I was never very good, but demand in 

those days was so high for anyone who knew what a computer was that I turned freelance, specializing in 

large IBM mainframe operating systems, and could often choose from a range of job opportunities. As far 

away as possible sounded good, so I went to Australia, where I met my wife, and have lived all the latter half 

of my life. Being inherently lazy, I discovered academia, and spent 30 years as a lecturer, at three different 

universities. Whether I actually managed to teach anyone anything is a matter of some debate. The maxim 

“publish or perish” ruled, so I spent an inordinate amount of time writing crap papers on online education, 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
http://www.unsolvedproblems.org/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/07/a-brief-and-almost-true-biography.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/07/a-brief-and-almost-true-biography.pdf
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which required almost no effort. My thoughts, however, were always centred on such pretentious topics as 

quantum theory and consciousness and the nature of reality. These remain my over-riding interest today, 

some five years after retirement. I have a reliance on steroids and Shiraz, and possess an IQ the size of a small 

planet, because I am quite good at solving puzzles of no importance, but I have no useful real-world skills 

whatsoever. I used to know a few things, but I have forgotten most of them.” He discusses: test scores; never 

taking mainstream intelligence tests; correction of interviewer misconceptions followed by commentary on 

some work; National Advanced Semiconductors work; state of online learning; if online learning will become 

more or less important into the future; predictions having flaws; thoughts on the hard problem of 

consciousness; opinions about Chalmers, Dennett, and Hofstadter; becoming wiser; and critical thinking on 

grand claims.  

Keywords: America, Australia, Dan Dennett, David Chalmers, Douglas Hofstadter, intelligence, National Advanced 

Semiconductors, Tim Roberts, Unsolved Problems. 

An Interview with Tim Roberts on National Advanced Semiconducters, Online Learning, Chalmers, Dennett, 

Hofstadter, and Becoming Wiser: Founder/Administrator, Unsolved Problems (Part Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*I assumed “Professor” based on an article. I was wrong. I decided to keep the mistake because the responses and 

the continual mistake, for the purposes of this interview, adds some personality to the interview, so the humour in a 

personal error.* 

Tests taken by Tim Roberts 

NAME DESIGNER 
DATE 

TAKEN 

RAW 

SCORE 
IQ 

HIT Martin 25-Aug-15 47/50 184 

Titan Hoeflin 23-Feb-11 45/48 183 

Algebrica Predavec 26-Jan-15 22/32 179 

QuantIQ v2 Ferrell 09-Sep-15 17/25 178 

PIGS Cooijmans 07-Aug-11 46/46 175+ 

COSMIC Dorsey 07-May-18 14/15 175 

Anoteleia Predavec 24-Aug-11 32/44 174 

INRC 2018 Prousalis 21-Jun-18 28/30 172 

Numerus Classic Ivec 28-Aug-11 31/36 172 

NGT II Prousalis 12-Aug-15 24/25 170 

NRA Prousalis 09-Aug-15 25/30 168 

QUINTIQ Ferrell 05-Dec-14 21/25 167 

Alphabet Dorsey 05-May-18 18/25 165 
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OASIS Dorsey 03-May-18 14/15 164 

Hieroglyphica Predavec 21-Jan-15 25/32 163 

AdSub Dorsey 06-May-18 19/20 162 

NSC (NPRA) Prousalis 03-May-15 41/50 162 

X&Y Laurent 26-May-14 26.5/28 161 

FREE Fall Ivec 23-Nov-14 23/30 161 

*Also, about half-a-dozen tests where Mr. Roberts exerted effort and scored less than 160. Please find P.D.F. link 

of the scores if this is easier for viewing.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Any commentary on 

some of the tests listed above, in particular? 

Tim Roberts: Not really. I have respect for all of the 

test designers listed above. 

2. Jacobsen: How do alternative/non-mainstream 

tests stack up against mainstream tests like the 

RAPM or the WAIS? 

Roberts: I don’t know. I’ve never taken either 

RAPM or WAIS. 

3. Jacobsen: As a professor in the department of 

computer science at Central Queensland 

University, what was the academic journey for 

you? How did you come to the distinguished 

position of a professor of computer science from 

undergraduate training to professorship? 

Roberts: There are some misconceptions in the 

question. First, as already stated, I was never a 

Professor in the Australian system, only in America. I 

started off as a consultant in the computer industry, 

working for such companies and organisations as 

Logica, and the Greater London Council, and 

Zambian Consolidated Copper Mines, and National 

Advanced Semiconductors, and others. Easy, because 

computers were exploding in use at that time, and 

almost no-one was trained in the field, so one only 

had to be average (like me) to be in demand. 

After a few years, I decided to relax and lecture at a 

University instead, intending my sabbatical to last a 

couple of years at most. But I am inherently very 

lazy, and highly intolerant to stress of all kinds, and 

spent the rest of my career in Universities. 

My journey comprised nothing of note, perhaps 

partly because of the “publish or perish” orthodoxy, 

which meant that one had to publish works of little or 

no value on a continuous basis. I have over 1,000 

citations on Google Scholar, mostly on the topic of 

online learning, but the only paper I am proud of was 

one outside of my sphere of expertise relating to the 

hard problem of consciousness. This has zero 

citations, I think, but inspired some Swedish 

psychologist to include my name and brief biography 

in a weird book entitled “Being or Nothingness, the 

Collector’s Edition”. 

So my intellectual development took place almost 

entirely outside of my academic career. 

4. Jacobsen: What did you do at National 

Advanced Semiconductors? 

Roberts: I spent the first three years after University 

learning my craft at Kodak and then the Greater 

London Council. Thereafter I turned freelance and 

hired my services out to a large number of 

companies, usually on three or six month contracts. 

Some wanted me to write applications – I was 

proficient in COBOL and PL/1 and Assembler. But 

most sought my advice regarding large IBM 

mainframe operating systems, such as OS/VS1, 

MVS, and VM/370. During this time I worked on 

three continents. 

5. Jacobsen: What seems like the current state of 

online learning? 

Roberts: Oh, well, advancing all the time, so that 

one can now learn via ‘phones or laptops or mobiles, 

at home or on the train or at work. Developers of 

online learning course are themselves learning how to 

compile online courses of quality. 

6. Jacobsen: Will online learning become more or 

less important into the future? 

Roberts: More and more, of course. There will 

doubtless always be a demand for person-to-person 

courses, but this demand will shrink, as future 

generations base their lives around devices. 

https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/03/tim-roberts-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/03/tim-roberts-iq-scores.pdf
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7. Jacobsen: Any predictions on timelines there? 

Roberts: No. Predictions are fraught with potholes. 

8. Jacobsen: What is current thought, for you, on 

the hard problem of consciousness? 

Roberts: Please read my “Kim Smith” paper (almost 

no-one else has). Or, even better, read Thomas 

Nagel’s paper, poorly entitled “What Is It Like to Be 

a Bat?”. And of course one should read the works of 

Douglas Hofstadter and Dan Dennett and David 

Chalmers. 

After doing all of the above, you will be a much 

better person, but wiser, I am not so sure. 

No-one really knows what consciousness is, or what 

biological purpose it serves. Even given that the 

world has evolved such that individuals with 

intelligence exist, no-one knows why any of them 

should be conscious. 

Or even, what qualia (essentially, basic sensations) 

are. A computerized robot can sense yellow from 

green. But does it “see” the colors in the same sense 

we appear to do? Or does it just take in binary digits, 

and process them? And if so, is this what we do too? 

These are all unanswered questions. 

9. Jacobsen: Why are Hofstadter, Dennett, and 

Chalmers great philosophers? Folks who think 

good. 

Roberts: Anyone who has not read Doug 

Hofstadter’s “Godel, Escher, Bach” or “The Mind’s 

I” really should make sure they do so before they die. 

Both are extremely erudite, and informative, and 

witty. The latter was co-authored by Dan Dennett, 

who in my eyes stands alongside Richard Dawkins as 

two of the most prominent scientific authors least 

able to tolerate bullshit of any kind. David Chalmers 

wrote the definitive guide to consciousness, “The 

Conscious Mind”, some thirty years ago, and so far 

as I am aware, nothing better has been published on 

this topic since. 

10. Jacobsen: What will make someone wiser? 

Roberts: Ah, you have picked up on my throw-away 

remark. I’m really not sure. The wisest people I know 

are so often wrong in their predictions that I suspect 

wisdom may be over-rated. 

But I always relate to the story told of Paul Erdos, an 

itinerant but brilliant mathematician. When a friend 

bet him he could not go for a month without artificial 

stimulants, Erdos took the bet, and won, but 

complained that the bet had set mathematics back by 

a month. 

It is extremely unfashionable today to suggest that 

the use of psychotropic drugs may be beneficial to 

the pursuit of true knowledge and wisdom, but many 

cultures from across the world have in previous times 

believed this to be true. And still some today, of 

course. But hard evidence as to beneficial effects is 

scant at best… 

11. Jacobsen: Any thoughts on those who claim to 

have solved any, or grandly, all, of those questions 

as a single mere mortal? 

Roberts: Not really. Most such claims can be seen to 

be erroneous within a few minutes. Some take a little 

longer to reveal their ridiculousness. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder/Administrator, Unsolved Problems. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/roberts-two; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Richard Sheen is a young independent artist, philosopher, photographer and theologian based in New 

Zealand. He has studied at Tsinghua University of China and The University of Auckland in New Zealand, 

and holds degrees in Philosophy and Theological Studies. Originally raised atheist but later came to 

Christianity, Richard is dedicated to the efforts of human rights and equality, nature conservation, mental 

health, and to bridge the gap of understanding between the secular and the religious. Richard’s research 

efforts primarily focus on the epistemic and doxastic frameworks of theism and atheism, the foundations of 

rational theism and reasonable faith in God, the moral and practical implications of these frameworks of 

understanding, and the rebuttal of biased and irrational understandings and worship of God. He seeks to 

reconcile the apparent conflict between science and religion, and to find solutions to problems facing our 

environmental, societal and existential circumstances as human beings with love and integrity. Richard is also 

a proponent for healthy, sustainable and eco-friendly lifestyles, and was a frequent participant in competitive 

sports, fitness training, and strategy gaming. Richard holds publications and awards from Mensa New 

Zealand and The University of Auckland, and has pending publications for the United Sigma Intelligence 

Association and CATHOLIQ Society. He discusses: metaphysics; academic research into metaphysics; the 

nature of fundamental questions within the remit of metaphysics; being and free will; the nature of morality 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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in relation to the freedom of the will and the nature of the world, of being; and the most coherent sense of the 

human experience and human life. 

Keywords: epistemology, faith, God, metaphysics, philosophy, reason, religion, Richard Sheen, science, theism. 

An Interview with Richard Sheen on Metaphysics, Being, Free Will, and More (Part Five)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You studied 

metaphysics. What is metaphysics? What is within 

its purview and not within its purview, in 

theoretical terms and then in practical terms? 

Richard Sheen: The term “metaphysics” is derived 

from Greek, which literally translates to “after” or 

“behind” physics. The term “meta” is used as a prefix 

to designate something as being more fundamental, 

foundational, or all-encompassing than which it 

refers to. In this case, “metaphysics” refers to the 

laws, patterns, and premises on which 

physics(nature) is made possible (and established 

upon). 

As its name suggests, metaphysics pertains to the 

non-physical, which excludes any and all empirical 

information. This includes the understanding of the 

nature of being, of freedom and the human existence, 

of time and space, of modality of being, and of the 

nature of causality and logical relations. In this sense, 

many of what modern theoretical physics deal with 

are also metaphysical in nature, such as modern 

cosmological theories. 

In short, metaphysics deals with logical, cognitive, 

and existential frameworks in which we assess and 

understand reality from the most “basic” or 

“foundational” perspective. It does not directly deal 

with experience or any form of empirical data (but 

does not exclude them as meaningless, precisely the 

opposite, good metaphysical frameworks ought to 

make sense of empirical reality to its best extent), but 

discusses the premises of experience and evidence, 

our ability to perceive or trust them, and the 

underlying a priori frameworks that makes them 

possible (“a priori” foundations, see Kant). 

2. Jacobsen: What was the academic research in 

metaphysics for you – touched on briefly in some 

of the previous responses? 

Sheen: My area of research primarily focused on 

epistemology, ethics (meta-ethics and free will 

problems), and the ontology of God/theological 

problems. Epistemology sets the foundations and 

limits of possible knowledge (logical, empirical, or 

even “spiritual knowledge”, if it makes sense), free 

will explicates the possibilities of our state of 

existence, meta-ethics defines possible frameworks 

of ethics based on free will (at least value-based, 

normative ethics), and the ontology of God as the 

final piece of the puzzle that unifies the entire system 

of truth, meaning, and purpose that a comprehensive 

logical, philosophical, scientific and axiological 

framework offers us. 

3. Jacobsen: How does metaphysics deal with the 

nature of the world, of being? Does this relate to 

the soul, the mind, consciousness, qualia, and 

freedom of the will? 

Sheen: There are as many metaphysical theories 

regarding the nature of our world as there are minds 

in the world, as every single one of us will eventually 

formulate some sort of metaphysical foundations for 

our experience of reality in one way or another. This 

is generally reflected in our world view, our positions 

on the nature of truth, value, meaning, and affects our 

interactions with others and reality in general in 

every conceivable way. 

The simplest example would be absolutism versus 

relativism, which can be applied to many areas of 

epistemology, such as one’s theory of truth, and 

one’s frameworks of morality. Relativists would 

claim that truth and/or morality are relative to 

particular contexts, individuals, cultures, locations or 

time frames, while absolutists would claim that there 

exists objectively true statements and objectively 

correct moral values (although they do not 

necessarily assert that all objectively true statements 

and objectively correct moral values are knowable). 

Due to cultural shifts and popular ideologies, 

relativism is often embraced by many members of the 

newer generations today. However, absolute 

relativism cannot be stated without refuting itself, as 

the statement “there is no absolute truth” itself 

becomes absolute truth if the statement were true. In 

this sense, all forms of metaphysical world views are 

essentially absolutist in nature, the only difference 

lies in the scope and degree in which absolutism 

applies to each framework. 

One’s metaphysical world view necessarily affects 

one’s position on the soul, mind, consciousness, 

qualia, and free will. Metaphysical naturalism, for 

example, forbids the possibility of anything existing 

beyond the scope of natural laws, as such it is a 

monistic and absolutist position. A metaphysical 

naturalist would claim that there necessarily exists no 

supernatural souls and/or qualia (though maybe if the 
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soul existed, it must be natural or physical), that the 

mind and consciousness are the products of physical 

processes of the brain (hence they are “not real”, but 

merely “illusions” which we refer to as a way to 

make sense of life, like how “weather” isn’t “real” 

but is rather a cluster of physical phenomena that we 

refer to), although it may not always rule out the 

possibility of free will. Dualism on the other hand 

accepts the possibility of supernatural elements 

within our reality, that natural laws do not 

exhaustively define the nature of existence. A dualist 

would accept the possibility of souls beyond the 

physical world, supernatural miracles, qualia etc., and 

are usually more likely to accept the possibility of 

free will. 

There are some popular, albeit misinformed 

ideologies that are vigorously against the legitimacy 

of metaphysics as a valid method of inquiry, all of 

which follow the tradition of logical positivism and 

other, less sophisticated forms of it, such as scientism 

or lay materialism in general. One need not further 

look into the validity of such claims if one possesses 

even the slightest understanding of metaphysics, as 

any claims that ultimately exclude anything that isn’t 

physical as real or meaningful, or at least claims that 

every aspect of reality necessarily supervenes on the 

physical, is a metaphysical claim (is the meaning and 

information in this statement itself physical…?). 

Unless one is ready to adopt the logical absurdity of 

rejecting metaphysics with metaphysics, 

consequently leading to the rejection of one’s own 

argument, one ought not further reside within the 

contemplation of such contradictory reasoning. 

4. Jacobsen: In the most precise and generalized 

sense, what is being? How does freedom of the will 

play a role in the world?  

Sheen: The first question is very broad, and may 

usually refer to two different subjects: either “being” 

as a “thing that exists”, or “the state of being in 

existence”. There is a third, albeit less common usage 

raised by Heidegger which refers to “being” as a sort 

of meta-cognitive framework or “intuition” in which 

our mind refers to in order to comprehend “being” in 

the two meanings mentioned formerly. Heidegger’s 

“being” can be logically understood as 

“nothingness”, which is the premise in which any 

idea or awareness of the state of “being in existence” 

is conceived, sometimes in a confused, subconscious 

sense. In this sense I would say that the most general 

and foundational understanding of “being” is 

probably Heidegger’s interpretation, as it seeks to 

provide the background in which other meanings of 

“being” are successfully interpreted. 

The role of free will and how it interacts with the 

world is a different question, but a relatively linear 

one. To explain it in the simplest sense, we generally 

understand natural laws as necessary and consistent 

in order to make sense of our reality from our 

observation and experimentation in a largely 

consistent way. We observe natural causes and 

effects, and conclude, at least on the predictive level 

of empirical science, that the same sufficient cause 

necessarily leads to the same effect according to 

natural laws, while a chain of such natural causal 

reactions consistently results in a necessary chain of 

causal effects that are predictable through such 

natural laws. This is referred to as causal necessity, 

and grounds the entire foundations of our empirical 

understanding, e.g. gravity necessarily causes objects 

to fall if they are dropped. Free will, or at least the 

possibility of free will, on the other hand, is 

understood as a “first cause” – that is, it is not fully 

determined by an external causal effect, and hence 

does not always follow the rules of causal necessity 

that we observe in nature. As such, free will, when 

exercised to its fullest potential, is its own cause – it 

is capable of “transcending” the deterministic cage 

that causal necessity locks everything else within 

nature, and is able to rise above its chains to perform 

its very own miracle – the miracle of choice and 

agency. 

5. Jacobsen: How does metaphysics deal with the 

nature of morality in relation to the freedom of 

the will and the nature of the world, of being? 

Sheen: The primary focus of the metaphysics of free 

will and the nature of morality is the relation between 

agency, rights, and responsibility. If one’s 

metaphysics does indeed allow free will to be 

possible/real, then one must be held accountable for 

one’s actions and decisions (or at least held partially 

responsible, as in most, if not all cases we are always 

under at least some degree of external influence, and 

unless one is either completely mad or retarded one 

would retain some degree of free decision making 

abilities), as the consequences of one’s actions and 

decisions would at least partly originate from one’s 

own freedom of choice, or at the very least one would 

retain the possibility(however insignificant) to refuse 

the action in the first place. 

On the other hand, if one’s metaphysics resists the 

possibility of free will entirely, then it would be 

morally unjustifiable to hold anyone responsible for 

their actions or decisions, for their thoughts and 

actions are not their own, they are fully determined 

by external causal effects – even worse, “they” would 

not even “exist”, as there is no “person” or “agent” to 

refer to, only a “module” that necessarily expresses 
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an output given a particular input is provided, no 

different from a vending machine spitting out a drink 

(or at least is supposed to) when you pay for one. The 

vending machine cannot “refuse”, not out of its own 

“will” as it does not have one, hence, it cannot be 

held responsible if it failed to deliver a bottle of drink 

for any reason, as the error is merely the result of 

functional flaws of necessary, predetermined designs, 

rather than any “individual choices”. 

Responsibility, on the other hand, leads to rights. 

Responsibility is more or less derived from rights, the 

history largely traces back to Enlightenment 

philosophy and political theory, where the roots of 

modern universal human rights were established. 

Responsibility and rights are mutual in the sense that 

responsibility is one’s unconditional obligation to 

protect one’s own and other’s fundamental human 

rights (as the old saying goes, “your right is my 

responsibility”). Hence one cannot demand rights 

without responsibility, and if one so chooses to 

violate the rights of others (as a result of moral 

negligence or even deliberate violation of one’s own 

responsibility), one necessarily forfeits, 

automatically, one’s own rights in the same 

respective area, and hence deserves a punishment if it 

is indeed (at least partly) one’s very own decision to 

do so. 

6. Jacobsen: What philosophy, given prior 

responses and metaphysical beliefs, makes the 

most coherent sense of the natural world? What 

philosophy makes the most coherent sense of the 

human experience and human life from – to quote 

Dr. Cornel West’s oft-used phrase – “womb to 

tomb”? 

Sheen: If one must, one way or another, separate the 

“natural” from the “existential”, then I am afraid to 

say I cannot answer this question, as I see no ways to 

reasonably separate the natural from the existential 

(or teleological, axiological, whatever you wish to 

refer to the realm of faith, values, meanings of human 

life and existence etc.). If I am allowed to give an 

answer where the natural and the existential are not 

seen through a dichotomy but rather a harmonious 

unity, then I would personally say a “panentheistic”(a 

type of philosophical theism) overall philosophy, as it 

encompasses both the natural – factual, and the 

supernatural – teleological under an umbrella of 

meaning that extends beyond our limited 

understanding. As I have mentioned earlier, I believe 

in God, and as I see it, God is ultimately the “link” 

between everything we perceive to be contradictory 

or contrary (or “severed”, “scattered apart”, if we 

want to be more theological/biblical), and is the 

ultimate reality that “holds together” a world that 

would otherwise be in pieces (or to lead everything to 

“come together into the right relationships”, again, if 

we want to be more theological/biblical). 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Independent Artist, Philosopher, Photographer, 

and Theologian. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/sheen-five; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. Image Credit: 

Richard Sheen. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Anja Jaenicke on Germany, Creativity, and Art for Art’s Sake (Part Three)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What was the culture 

of Germany in the 1960 and 1970s? 

Anja Jaenicke: Well, I was a child at this time. As I 

mentioned before, I was born in the western part of 

the city of Berlin. After WW2, the city of Berlin was 

divided between the allied forces of the U.S., Great 

Britain, and France on one side, and the Russian 

sector on the other side of the Iron Curtain. The 

atmosphere in the city was dominated by the Cold 

War. The western part of Berlin was a free 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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democratic island surrounded by the communistic 

dictatorship. West Berlin was connected to East 

Berlin by the famous Check Point Charlie and only 

had transit corridors to the rest of West Germany. 

Today, you can find many great books and films 

about this time. From John Le Carre’ to the film: 

“The Bridge of Spies” by Steven Spielberg. It was 

the great classical time of espionage and Berlin was 

in the center of it. Of course, as a small child, I had 

no clue about all this. At this time, I often went on 

the public bus with my granny. I saw the many sad 

and worn out faces, which made me very concerned. 

I decided to make people happy by singing songs to 

them. My cultural life at this time was mostly 

dominated by the newest Walt Disney movies. My 

mother worked for the Disney studios in Berlin. We 

got free tickets for the cinema. I loved the movies. A 

couple of years later, when the film “Cabaret” with 

Liza Minelli came out, I desperately wanted to go to 

it. Unfortunately, the film had an age rating of 18 

years. So, my mother put some make up on my 

cheeks and dressed me up. She told the ticket seller 

that I was a 63-year-old dwarf and a bit challenged. 

She was my caretaker. It worked and I was in! 

2. Jacobsen: What makes a bad poet, a good poet, 

and a rare great poet? 

Jaenicke: His or her poetry. 

3. Jacobsen: With your intelligence and level of 

productivity, what seems like the relationship 

between intelligence and productivity? 

Jaenicke: Perhaps, we should distinguish between 

productivity and creativity. A productive hard 

working person does not necessarily need to have a 

very high intelligence. Farmers, toolmakers, and 

engineers, with an average intelligence can produce a 

multitude of great products by walking in the 

footsteps of others. A creative person has the urge to 

find new fertile lands by setting her/his own traces. 

Creativity is in the first place the ability to think 

outside the box and come up with new concepts and 

solutions, while high intelligence is the ability to 

process information. In some rare circumstances, 

both go hand in hand and can lead to a certain output. 

4. Jacobsen: What motivates you? Why write, 

produce? 

Jaenicke: As I said, it is an urge to do so. 

5. Jacobsen: Everyone determines the happiness, 

or rather happinesses, for themselves. Those hills 

and valleys of potential, chosen and actualized to 

make meaning, significance, in life. What makes 

you happy? What gives you significance-meaning 

in life out of life? 

Jaenicke: First of all, I can not remember when I was 

born into this life, that someone promised me to be 

happy, the deal was to be alive. I think every day, 

every hour of our life should have a meaning as you 

and me belong to the few lucky ones who have come 

into existence and actually have the possibility to live 

on this planet for a while. Many others aren’t so 

lucky and some of us even die after the first couple of 

hours. Since the dawn of time life has been 

associated with struggle, the first breath of a child is 

struggle. But life means also love, immense beauty, 

and the precious moments of happiness and 

contentment. If you look at nature, at birds fighting 

for survival in the long month of winter and bear 

mothers caring for their cubs, you might understand 

perfectly what the significance of life is. It is a 

learning curve. Homo sapiens has managed to take 

itself out of the direct impact of nature and now longs 

for some substitute for happiness. Those I love give 

meaning to my life and I try my best to give meaning 

to theirs. Concerning my own doubtful significance, I 

think you should not ask me, but those to whom I am 

in someway significant. 

6. Jacobsen: You earned the Bavarian Film 

Award, Bambi Award, Deutscher Darstellerpreis, 

and the 2018 Distinguished Visionary of the Year 

Award from the VedIQ Guild Foundation. What 

was the reason for the honours – the production 

honoured – for you? 

Jaenicke: The Bavarian Filmpreis has been awarded 

to me for the Film “The Swing” by Percy Adlon. The 

Bambi for the TV family series “Mensch Bachmann” 

where I played the youngest daughter called 

“Bunny”. The Deutsche Darstellerpreis was for a film 

with Franco Nero and the Distinguished Visionary of 

the Year Award has been awarded to me for the 

whole of my artistic work as a Visionary and Thinker 

cum Arte. 

7. Jacobsen: What did the awards and honours 

mean to you? 

Jaenicke: I see them as a conformation and feedback 

of my work but also as a major stimulus to go on and 

become better in what I do. 

8. Jacobsen: What is the real purpose or positive 

purpose of awards for poets, people in the arts 

and humanities, especially when the pay for the 

vast majority stinks? 

Jaenicke: It is an acknowledgment and a motivation 

for sure! 

9. Jacobsen: How does Germany support artists? 

How does the European Union even in the current 

social and political climate? 
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Jaenicke: I think I mentioned before that Germany is 

a rather mediocre country with little free spaces for 

artists. Or as the Chinese painter Ai Wei Wei said: 

“Germany is not a good place for artists.” 

Filmmakers are almost entirely dependent on 

governmental subventions, which is a bit disturbing 

because a state where the government controls film 

and media is in danger of drifting away from 

democracy. 

10. Jacobsen: What have been some poignant 

artistic productions on the current artistic scene 

about the political and social dynamics in 

Germany? 

Jaenicke: After the fall of the Iron Curtain, there 

have been some internationally renowned films. For 

example, the Academy Award-winning film “Das 

Leben der Anderen” in 2006 by Florian Henckel von 

Donnersmarck. Unfortunately, such productions are 

rather rare because financing is too slow and 

complicated, Florian Henckel von Donnersmarck was 

only able to make this movie because the actors were 

willing to work for only 20% of their costume salary. 

And the filmmakers were running more than ten 

years to get a budget of two million Euros. Later, this 

film became the flagship of the German film 

industry. Germany has become very technocratic and 

ridged in some way. But the cars are still very good! 

11. Jacobsen: What ones have been more art for 

art’s sake as individual expression without some 

political or social commentary implied to it. 

Jaenicke: While the U.S. has a commercial studio 

film industry, the film market in Germany is crucially 

dependent of governmental funding and television 

co-productions. This kind of funding implies that 

filmmakers produce what pleases the media boards or 

is in a certain degree political and socially correct. 

The result is mainly a very unoriginal output, which 

is brought into line with the current social and 

political demands. Also, I think there are a lot of very 

talented young film makers and artists around. Every 

year, many people graduate from German Film 

Academies, but only a handful of them finds work. 

The rare group of dedicated filmmakers who make 

film to express themselves need years to get a decent 

free funding or have to pledge grandma’s heritage. 

They often make only one film or are financially 

ruined after their first work. It is a rather sad 

development. 

12. Jacobsen: How do you see the world as a 

producer of original work, as an artist does? Most 

others either recreate some work in a technical 

manner, e.g., engineers, find something new once 

and then hand off to the recreators, e.g. scientists, 

or work a life of drudgery, e.g., most of human 

beings in history and now at an ordinary job? 

Jaenicke: In my opinion you can only be good at 

what you love and if you love what you do, there is 

nothing ordinary about it. Whatever it is. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] German Poet and Actress; CEO, HIQ-MEDIA-

POOL INC.; Member, Poetic Genius Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/jaenicke-

three; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Giuseppe Corrente on Family, Earlier Life, and Finding a Community of Common Ability 

(Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Dr. Giuseppe Corrente: My mother and father were 

from two rural villages of South Italy. My family was 

a very patriarchal family, with strong traditional 

values, but not in a positive way for me so it could be 

sound. My mother never began her independent job 

of an Italian teacher because my father didn’t want 

her economic independence. My father was an 

Engineer first, with a career based on managing some 

industries above all in tile building, but also a 

touristic entrepreneur. My father was an atheist, my 

mother was Catholic, in a spiritual and not dogmatic 

way. 

Politically my father was conservative, in a 

moderately right way, and my mother aligned to his 

political ideas, also if her opinion originally was 

more flexible. She was practically obliged to align 

also in many other aspects of life to his point of view. 

Also, my brother and my sister practically adopted a 

strong father’s alignment for a lot of things. All three 

of us studied without economic problems to have a 

Master’s degree, but mainly in the Faculty that our 

father decided for us. In that period, I was a victim of 

familiar and job mobbing. Only in adulthood, I had 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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some check that proved that my father wasn’t my 

natural one, too late for searching for my natural 

father with success. This is surely the main reason for 

the fact that his authoritarianism became a real strong 

familiar mobbing. This propagated to Company in 

which I was engaged in the ‘90s. 

I noted that this Company was implicated with some 

bad affair concerning governments fund, and also the 

despotic style with which its directors managed the 

personnel. I opposed strongly both things. They used 

my family contrasts together with few invented facts 

as the begin of a prolonged psychological war against 

me. 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time?  

Corrente: This traditional, rural environment was in 

opposition to my Science passion and innovative 

ideas, but contributed strongly to my personality. I 

remember the very suggestive effect of first spatial 

flights on TV when I was five-year-old. I remember 

the long years spent in a family touristic sea village. 

The contact with Sea, the traditional family-directed 

in a despotic way by its family head, the scientific 

studies and passion for Science Fiction were the main 

environment of my adolescence. 

I participated also in ecologist, anti-racist and pacifist 

initiatives and movements. 

In a certain sense, my ecologist soul can be a 

continuation of the spiritual feeling that I had seeing 

and living near the Sea in the childhood, while anti-

racist and pacifist fights could be seen as the 

continuation of the opposition to a despotic father. 

3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation?  

Corrente: Passion for Science Fiction, mainly 

Asimov. From my strictly personal point of view of 

personality development, my passion for Science can 

be viewed as a continuation of an early passion for 

Science Fiction. More in detail superluminal travels 

in hyperspace, intelligent robots, psychohistorian that 

see the future, Mule’s paranormal superpower are all 

Asimov novels subjects continuing in my interests 

forever. 

4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you?  

Corrente: During adolescence, I was positively 

influenced by an uncle, the older brother of my 

mother; he was a real seaman that refused to do a 

fixed job in his life and he dedicated himself mainly 

to family, friends and his great passion: the sea. In 

my adulthood, I was positively influenced by the 

advisor professor of my Graph Theory MSc thesis. I 

think it was a great error of my life not to continue in 

first adulthood with academic life, but deviate in 

applicative research in Industry. Anyway in first 

Industry years I published some articles about object-

oriented technologies, but was strongly opposed by 

its directors with contrasts sporadically present in my 

life also after decennials after resignation. Also if I 

did have no more contact with this professor after 

MSc, he was for me a strong spiritual point of 

inspiration, because of his strong adherence to Nature 

and to Science and a strong rational way of dealing 

with all types of problems. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and 

adolescence, what authors and books were 

significant, meaningful, to worldview formation?  

Corrente: One of my first books was “White Fang” 

by Jack London. The adventure that was described in 

that book, the wildlife, the wolves, nature and the 

fight for the life of characters were for me so a big 

life picture that I was very fascinated with all this. I 

read quickly Salgari and London books, and at 

thirteen years old I finished all the main Asimov’s 

books, above all those of The Foundation cycle and 

those describing the robot of his vision of the future 

world. Since that time Science, Technology and 

Science Fiction were and are also now my favourite 

matters. In late adolescence, I continued to read 

Science Fiction, but also some science authors as 

Paul Davies, and oriental philosophy authors as 

Suzuki and Watts. 

6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood?  

Corrente: My MSc in Computer Science in young 

adulthood, and my Ph.D. Degree in Computer 

Science with a thesis in opportunistic 

communications protocols and networking strategies 

had in middle age are the main two cardinal academic 

educational point. Between these points passed 

almost two decades engaged in different non-

academic jobs and affairs. As an autodidact, I studied 

a lot of matters and problems. Only to cite someone: 

Psychology, Quantum Computing, Cryptography, 

Economics, Physics. 

7. Jacobsen: For formal postsecondary education, 

what were the areas of deepest interest? What 

were some with a passion but not pursued? Why 

not pursue them? 

https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/corrente-one/blank
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Corrente: I liked very much Physics, but for familiar 

influences, I was obliged to choose a more applied 

science. This type of excessive familiar influence was 

repeated also in the job choice and this was a real 

ruin for my life. 

Certainly, my most significant postsecondary area of 

study is Computer Science, indeed in this matter, I 

have an MSc and a Ph.D., very distant in time from 

each other. Between these two periods, I engaged 

myself in applied research in an Italian Company for 

the first time, but when I wanted to change for a more 

academic career I was mobbing victimized also by its 

directors, and so this objective shifted in 40 and past 

age old when I obtained a Ph.D. Now I have a 

temporary contract position in University, but my 

main jobs are outside academic ambient. The main 

obstacles I have now are elderly preconception, but 

above all the trend to occupy myself of a variety of 

jobs and occupation maximizing in my job career the 

INDEPENDENCE as value. I don’t know if this my 

preference is due to my character or it is a past 

mobbing consequence. 

8. Jacobsen: What have been some of the 

intelligence tests taken and the scores earned over 

time – with standard deviations too, please? 

Corrente: The first IQ test that I did was the Italian 

Mensa test at Torino University in which I had only 

136 SD 24 IQ score that is not so good as I usually 

did after some years. For example, in 2018 I had 130 

SD 15 score in first attempt Icon Test (untimed- 

mixed items) designed by Randy Myers, in 2019 I 

had 133 SD 15 in the first attempt at the Logicax test 

by C. Backlund, and 143 SD 15 in 2nd attempt 

LABCUBE test by Hans Sjòberg. This last test 

confirmed the first attempt result of the untimed 

Molecule test by J. Culkin in 2018. 

So it is in the last couple of years that I have reached 

my main results. In fact, in 2018 and 2019 my best 

result is 143 SD 15. Substantially I suppose my IQ is 

between the second and third upper standard 

deviation. This collocates me fully among gifted. 

9. Jacobsen: What has been the participation in 

the high-IQ community for you? 

Corrente: My first adhesion to the high IQ 

community is in 2017 in AtlantIQ high IQ society. I 

am a member of many other high IQ societies as 

Callidus, Capabilis, the International High IQ 

Society, The High Intellect Society. My preferred one 

remains AtlantIQ. The discussions with AtlantIQ’s 

founder and many of its members are invaluable and 

source of inspiration. 

Recently I published in Phenomenon, the journal of 

World Intelligent Network, a paper about an idea for 

an Environmental Surveillance Network in Urban 

Areas. It is a sketch project gathering some proof of 

concept projects and new technologies, among which 

some hints about using opportunistic networks as a 

base communication layer, together or in absence of 

communication infrastructure, for spreading data 

regarding geographic zones of interest, to empower 

an Internet of Things network for Smart Cities. 

Another good idea used as a hint, also if not fully 

original, is to publish API and data based on this 

Environmental Surveillance Network and collected 

information for people, citizens and Companies. 

10. Jacobsen: What are the main areas of 

intellectual and reading interest for you?  

Corrente: In this time of my life the main areas of 

intellectual and reading interest are Science, Industry 

4.0 research and advanced technologies. Among 

these are Cybersecurity, Artificial Intelligence, 

Internet of Things, Project Management are matters 

that I study and try to apply when it is possible in 

some scientific jobs or papers. 

I also like very much some readings about 

Psychology of Gifted above all in the field of adult 

Gifted Education and Coaching. Now I teach in 

University and in adult Schools, so these subjects can 

be a base for didactic experimentations and 

theoretical writings in my near future. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Ph.D. (2013), Science and High Technology – 
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[2] Individual Publication Date: March 15, 
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An Interview with Zara Kay on Ethnic and Religious Background, DIfferential Treatments of Boys and 

Girls, Men and Women in the Religious Culture, and Theological Justifications: Founder, Faithless Hijabi 

(Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Since superhero 

movies are so popular these days, let us start from 

the top with an origin story. What was family and 

personal background, to provide some backdrop 

for some of the readers today? 

Zara Kay: I was born in Tanzania. I am fifth-

generation Tanzanian. My ethnic background, based 

on a recent DNA test, is South Asian, mostly 

Pakistani/Afghani and West Indian, so involving 

Muslims. I left Tanzania when I was 16. I moved to 

Malaysia. I was studying in Malaysia. I moved 

without my family. Then I moved from Malaysia to 

Melbourne when I was 19, for uni. I have been in 

Australia ever since. I am currently in Sydney. 

2. Jacobsen: In terms of having an Indian and an 

Arab background, and basically a family adhering 

to Islam, what were your earlier moments of 

questioning the faith? What were some of the 

reasons behind it? 

Kay: It started off young. I visited Syria when I was 

11 or 12. I am from a Shia background. My family is 

Shia. For Shias, visiting Syria and Iraq is common, 

you visit all the shrines and the death places of the 

Prophet’s family. When I visited Syria, I saw people 

praying to the shrine. I could not understand that 

because from what I have been told, you only pray to 

God. 

While I was young, I had questions about things like, 

“Why doesn’t God have parents? Who created God? 

How did God come about?” Whenever I asked these 

questions, nobody had the answers. My mom said, 

“He always existed.” I felt guilty for asking those 

questions. It felt almost as though I was becoming a 

hypocrite for asking questions, or that I was 

questioning my faith and God was going to punish 

me. 

That was before I went to Syria. When I went to 

Syria, there were things that I saw like people 

worshiping the shrines. That pushed me away. That is 

when I started asking more questions about Islam, in 

particular. Why are we giving human beings, even if 

they were Prophets, or grandsons of the Prophets, 

more power than God himself? The questioning 

phase started early on. 

3. Jacobsen: Do you think the treatment of girls 

who are questioning is different than boys who are 

questioning, within the Shia faith? 

Kay: When you start wearing the headscarf when I 

was young, and I did not know what the headscarf 

meant, I did not actually question it as much, but as I 

grew older and I realized that I did not want to wear 

it, is when I was starting to question, “Why do I have 

to wear it?’ 

The reason behind the headscarf was why I started 

questioning. Of course, for other people who have 

been brought up in a more conservative environment, 

they probably had different ways of questioning. 

With my family, I have one brother and four sisters. 

We were all treated pretty much the same. There was 

no sexism at home, as much, I guess. The men never 

cook, but my dad is a chef. We had already, at that 

time, started defying the gender norms. 

As I grew older, the questioning phase, and as I 

found out from other Ex-Muslims, they were 

different for men and women, and it had a lot to do 

with the misogyny in religion. 

4. Jacobsen: Aside from the headscarf, let us say 

in rituals, what are some of the misogynistic 

elements there? Where are women assumed to be 

less than men? 

Kay: Surrounding faith as a journey has given me a 

broader perspective on how other people have grown 

up, regardless of my personal experience. One of 

them was the gender roles, where historically, women 

have been ones to take care of the family and cook 

and whatnot. Other people who had succumbed to it. 

I never had to personally cook, or anything. I did not 

even know how to cook because I had maids and 

chefs, so I never had to do any of that. 

A lot of people, when starting, seeing the differences 

in how their brothers were treated as compared to 

themselves, how the men never had to do any house 

chores. Maybe, that is a cultural thing less than it is a 
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religious thing, but diving deeper into the theological 

part of it; there are so many verses that always talk 

about how men are a degree above women, 

inheritance is not equal, a woman’s testimony in 

court is half of a man’s. 

When I was young, thinking about inheritance meant 

thinking about my parents dying and money, that was 

the last thing I wanted to think about. I forgot to 

question the bigger thing, which was, “Why do men 

get more?” 

In my family, the men have worked. My sister-in-law 

and my mom are housewives. I was the first one who 

did a degree. My brother had never done a degree. I 

was the first one who did a degree, and once I got the 

opportunity to do it, I started questioning it even 

more. Why do men have to be the providers of the 

house? Why do men have to pay the bills? Why 

cannot women pay for it? Why do I have to owe my 

independence to a man? 

That was ingrained. A lot of people like to think that 

religion and culture should be separated. I look at it 

as a Venn diagram where there is a big overlap 

between the two. If you think of the historic times of 

how Islam came about, obviously it stemmed from 

the cultural practices at the time, and having more 

stricter laws, or having more guidance, I would say, 

to enforce those practices and to reject some of them. 

If you look at the spirit of Islam, to other cultures and 

religions, it tends to alter the culture. Like I said, I 

have an Indian background. The Indian side of it, the 

Hindus have existed before Islam came into play. 

Hindus existed centuries before Islam. They were pro 

music, pro dance. When it came to Islam spreading to 

the subcontinent, the music and the dance were taken 

away. Now, there is an Indian-Muslim culture that is 

different from the Hindu or Indian culture without 

religion. 

To answer your question, it started off as cultural 

norms that have very much made me question 

religion. Religious differences for the genders. Then I 

dived into the theological part of it, the theology, to 

verify my claims on why sexism existed. 

That led me to identify that it was not the segregation 

of sexes. It was the hatred of women where the 

differences in getting equity or the differences in 

having your testimony valued led to me questioning 

why that was the case. 

5. Jacobsen: If you are looking at a familial 

context, if you are looking at a communal context, 

and even sometimes, a legal/governmental context, 

there can be a backlash for people who are openly 

questioning of a faith. 

In the current moment, of course, what comes to 

light is typically theocratic governments, and 

fundamentalist families and communities, with an 

Islamic background, they then enforce themselves 

on the young, especially hard on questioning 

young men and women. 

What, as things progressed, were some more 

severe, potentially, backlashes faced by you or 

others that you happened to know, even recently? 

Kay: I do not know if you have seen my Facebook. I 

am talking to a few Saudi girls. From what I 

understand, the more they started questioning, the 

more skeptical their families got on, “Why are you 

questioning religion? Are you becoming…?” It 

resulted in imposing more control over them, so that 

they do not go astray. 

When I moved overseas, mine was not even about 

questioning religion. It was more about the structure 

and logical thinking, or knowing my rights, or not 

wearing a headscarf and not succumbing to it made 

my family more skeptical about what my goals were. 

They kept saying, “This is what happens when you 

send your daughters or your kids overseas. They 

change. They have Western values.” 

Because I was the first one that did. We were 

different. I never felt like I was raised differently 

from my brother, maybe because my brother was 

more of a family person and he never went out, so I 

never had the restrictions of not going out differently 

than my brother. 

But for me, questioning religion was mostly brushed 

off by saying, “Ask a scholar.” Who would ever 

actually want to go and ask a scholar? It is 

embarrassing. Why would you go through all that 

trouble to ask a scholar? 

That is how it was always brushed off for me, but 

other women, from what I have heard from Faithless 

Hijabi, whenever they asked questions; they were 

always told, “This is Islam. These are the rules. There 

is no questioning.” There was no critical thinking. 

This is what I usually say, and I am making a T-shirt 

out of it: “Critical thinking stops when religion 

starts.” 

Even those scientists or those scholars who have been 

critical thinking about every other topic, when it 

comes to religion, they have a block saying, “This is 

the word of God. This is what it is. Surely, he had 

something better in mind. Now you are trying to 

rationalize the word of God, by not questioning it.” 

There are so many interpretations. They go, “That is 

what He meant,” rather than, “This is the literal Word 

of it.” It is always been brushed off. It is not given as 
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much attention as it should, at least, especially when 

growing up. 

When I came out as an atheist, I did a public 

broadcast. I was, when I first came out, the person 

who you should not be like, in Tanzania. I am 

literally quoted in Islamic schools, “Zara Kay? This 

is what you do not want to be like.” What that also 

helped is, and I do not know if this is a good thing or 

a bad thing, but hopefully for the better, that it 

encouraged people to start critically thinking about, 

“Why did she come out? Why did she become an 

atheist?” 

A lot of people knew my family back home. It was 

not like I was not treated well, or that my family was 

super strict, or not liberal. I pretty much got to study 

overseas. My other friends did not. Everybody who 

knows my family knows that I was never abused or 

anything. 

People started making different narratives. A lot of 

people went, “Your dad must have abused you 

behind doors,” or, “Your parents did not teach you 

how to question things correctly,” but because I came 

out, a lot of people started critically thinking. 

They opened up classes, after that, to help people 

understand Islam more, which means to start 

rationalizing all those practices that, I would say, 

cannot be rationalized or that cannot have any 

excuses, but they started rationalizing it after I came 

out. 

I do not know if it is a good thing or a bad thing, or 

that they are feeding kids, or the younger generation, 

with more false narratives to play the mental 

gymnastics in their heads, or to me, or to other people 

when they start questioning. It is another tactic to 

stop people from questioning when you start giving 

them a narrative that would fit into their questions, an 

acceptable narrative, I would say. 

6. Jacobsen: If you look at a split between benign 

and harmful practices, what would be some of the 

higher-order theological rationalizations that 

would be given for the more benign practices, and 

for the more harmful practices, in particular? 

Those that would be more affecting girls and 

young women within Shia Islam. 

Kay: One of the practices that still freaks me out 

until now, is the beating of the chest, and the act of 

using blades to cut yourself in order to feel that pain 

that the Prophet’s grandson felt 1,400 years ago, with 

The Tragedy of Karbala. I am not sure how much 

about it. It was in one of my podcasts where I was 

talking about what secular jihad is. 

The Shias commemorate Ashura. It is one of those 

bizarre practices that anybody from the outside would 

think of as being so barbaric, but they started 

rationalizing it by saying, “How could you be so 

heartless to not feel the pain of somebody dying?” 

You should mourn. You shouldn’t listen to music. 

You shouldn’t comb your hair. You shouldn’t wear 

anything nice. You cannot put on perfume on this 

day. You should beat your chest, so you feel that 

pain. There are practices like this. Things like, “How 

could you be so heartless to not feel their pain?” 

It is a dangerous practice. I have seen in Pakistan, 

Iraq, and Syria. I have not been to Pakistan, but in 

Iraq and Syria; when I visited, parents would take 

blades to cut off their infants’ heads. I could not see 

it. My mom was like, “This is not what we do 

because I was never taught to do it,” but there have 

been men who do it. They cut themselves. 

Women are not allowed to do it because women 

weren’t allowed to go to battle at the time, and still 

not. So, the men can get cut, but the women are not. 

That was one sexism which is, “Well, I am lucky I 

am a woman, then, right?” I did not go down that 

route. 

There were so many things. I am trying to think of 

other practices. One of the biggest practices was 

Ashura, cutting yourself, beating your chest, or 

crying, or being sad. That was rationalized by, “Why 

are you not feeling sad for the Prophet’s grandson? 

He gave up his life to save humanity.” For the longest 

time, I believed that. Until two years ago, I believed 

that. Even after I was and an ex-Muslim, I was like, 

“No, but this is such a tragedy. His family died.” 

I am like, “Sure. But why is it still commemorated 

1,400 years later?” 

FGM was not practiced in my community, but before 

I came out as an ex-Muslim. I was looking into the 

Islamic sects that it was practiced in. I had a few 

friends. I started asking. I did a bit of a survey. I put 

it up on Facebook, on an only women’s group. I am 

like, “Has anyone been through FGM in their life?” 

A lot of them started defending it saying, “It is not 

FGM. It is circumcision.” 

A few gynecologists were like, “That is FGM. That is 

stage one of FGM,” or something, where they cut off 

a part of the clitoris. I was like, “I will send you guys 

a survey.” I never got into it, but I did ask them 

questions on, “Why do you practice it?”, or, “Would 

you ever put your daughter through it?” 

Some of them said that their parents saved them from 

it. That it was such a vile practice. It was not done 

medically. They were taken into a room. It hurt for a 
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week. They do not remember it. It was too much 

pain, but they were told that this would make them 

pure women. Some of them said that their parents 

protected them from it. Their mothers protected them 

from it. 

Some of them had to go through it and would not let 

their children go through it. Some of them were like, 

“I went through it. I did not like it, but I have to put 

my children through it or else my husband or the 

family would never accept it.” 

There were other women who were all pro it. They 

were like, “Look, I went through it, it was not fun, 

but it is a practice of the Prophet. I did it. It is good 

for women to not have any sexual feelings, so they do 

not have sex before marriage. It has in no way ruined 

my sexual life after I got married, and yes, I would 

put my daughter through it.” 

There was a range of people trying to rationalize or to 

make sense of the practice, even though it is textbook 

assault. It is textbook harmful. It is textbook violence. 

That is FGM. 

Other practices that were different amongst women. 

The wearing of hijab was one of them. A lot of 

women in Tanzania, from what I have been exposed 

to: we wanted to wear the hijab. It was societal 

pressures. 

I did not know you could be a Muslim woman and 

not wear a hijab until I moved to Malaysia and met 

people. I looked at a few people. I was 16. I was still 

a young adult. I should know this. But I went up to 

people, women or girls my age, or older. I am like, 

“How are you a Muslim, and not wearing a hijab? 

You cannot do it, or you are not a good Muslim.” 

I am sure they were offended at the time. I do not 

even remember who I asked. They said they did not 

have to. I am like, “How do you pray, then?” They’d 

say they would cover up when they pray, but 

otherwise, they did not have to cover up. I am like, 

“This is imposed on women.” The response I got 

was, “We are not all good Muslims.” 

I was listening to this TED Talk from a Muslim 

woman. I forgot her name. She was talking about 

how Islam does not ask you to wear the hijab, and 

what the hijab means in Islam, and it does not have to 

be a piece of clothing. 

Does that help you answer the question? 

7. Jacobsen: Yes, it does answer the question, and 

well. 

When it comes to the way that these practices are 

created within a formal definition of a patriarchal 

structure, in a formal Abrahamic faith, what is 

interesting is the way in which some of the most 

severe practices, such as the various stages of 

female genital mutilation are passed matrilineally, 

as well, the grandmothers, the mothers, and the 

woman siblings. They practice that as well, on the 

young, or encourage it, as was noted. 

Kay: Yes. I had that when I took off the headscarf. 

My sisters were like, “You will put it on someday, 

right? You have beautiful hair. Why do you have to 

show it to other people?” 

When I put up a photo of me wearing sleeveless 

clothes, my sisters were the ones who told me. I did 

not expect that from my sisters, but they were the 

ones who told me that I have no self-respect because 

I wore a top that was sleeveless. 

I took off my headscarf when I was 19, so seven 

years ago, but I only started wearing shorts or dresses 

about two and a half years ago because I was so 

scared. One, I had self-esteem issues. Two, I feared 

being objectified. I feared getting raped. I feared 

catcalling. Even in Tanzania, when I did wear a 

headscarf, that did not stop people. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing] those are not magical 

barriers. 

Kay: It did not stop people from doing anything. If at 

all, it was countries like Turkey, where my friend and 

I, we were both not wearing headscarves, but we 

weren’t even wearing dresses or anything. We were 

dressed quite modestly, and we were still harassed by 

men, as compared to those who were not. That 

exactly fits the narrative that these men have been 

raised to respect women. 

I will tell you. My friend is South American. She 

looks South American. I look more Indian-Arab. 

Because it is a popular tourist country, they were able 

to distinguish between somebody who does not have 

to culturally wear it, versus somebody who is defying 

her culture by not wearing it. Obviously, they did not 

know whether I was Muslim or not. 

We were talking about this in the no hijab video that 

we had live-streamed that the Muslim men tend to 

respect white women who do not wear it more than 

brown women who do not wear it because for the 

white women it is culture for them not to wear it, but 

for the brown women it is going against their culture. 

My friend and I face different forms of harassment. 

For them, they spoke to her in Spanish, or they would 

catcall her in Spanish. We were at a bazaar. I saw that 

other Muslim women weren’t being called to go to 

their shops as much as we were, or other tourists, as 

well. 
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It was interesting how it is more prevalent, the 

catcalling, or not wearing the hijab, or something, in 

societies where they have been taught to respect 

women, where the modesty culture has been drawn 

down to what a woman wears. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Faithless Hijabi. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/kay-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko, Erik Hæreid, James Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, 
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Group Discussion on the Near, Middle, Far, and Indefinite Future, First Responses Session: Christian 

Sorenson, Claus Volko, Erik Hæreid, James Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, Tiberiu 

Sammak, and Tor Jørgensen (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Out of the 5 possible 

topics, we voted with option 2 winning by 1 vote. 

This option, as follows: 

Segmented exploration of the question, 

“What is going to happen in the near future 

(2020-2049), middle future (2050-2074), far 

future (2075-2099), and the indefinite future 

(22nd-century and beyond)?”  

  

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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The complete option set included the 

following, and in the order presented with 

the voted topic in bold: 

1. General exploration of the question, 

“What is going to happen in the future?” 

2. Segmented exploration of the question, 

“What is going to happen in the near 

future (2020-2049), middle future (2050-

2074), far future (2075-2099), and the 

indefinite future (22nd-century and 

beyond)?” 

3. An exploratory and critical examination 

of the potential end to human paradigmatic 

thinking and diminution of grand narratives 

in the light of the progress of human 

thought, e.g., sciences, philosophy, 

technological know-how, etc., and the 

development of societies. 

4. The picking and choosing by 

individual discussion group members on 

select global issues relevant for some or all 

of the rest of the 21st century of some 

interest, or concern, to them, for 

commentary by them, including mass 

migration, 

artificial intelligence/superintelligence, 

nationalism/populism, human rights, social 

credit system(s), overpopulation, the global 

economy, and so on. 

5. A segmented exploration of the future 

guided by the near, middle, far, and 

indefinite future timeline focused on the end, 

or not, of paradigmatic thinking with cases 

in global issues including mass migration, 

artificial intelligence/superintelligence, 

nationalism/populism, human rights, social 

credit system(s), overpopulation, the global 

economy, and so on. 

Here, we will define the near future from 2020 to 

2049, the middle future as 2050 to 2074, the far 

future to 2075 to 2099, and the indefinite future as 

22nd-century and beyond. Obviously, we have 

about 3 decades in the first options with more ease 

in predictions for us. Let’s start with some 

softballs, what seems like the most probable to 

come true in the near future? Those things most 

easily, readily following from current trends, the 

laws of the natural world and within the laws of 

human societies without a sign of impediment 

from world events, e.g. natural or human-made 

catastrophes. When looking at this middle future 

when many things seeming potentially impossible 

will be commonplace, and others assumed as 

inevitable will have been shown impossible, what 

seems likely and unlikely to continue to happen 

around the world here? By the end of century, 

during the far future where many of us may not 

be alive, how will some of these advancements in 

science and technology, or changes to the political 

and social landscape, lead to a vastly different 

world compared to now, or not? While some 

things are within our extrapolations, others may 

be mere whimsical speculation about the future, 

here I am looking at the 22nd-century and beyond 

or the indefinite future. What will not happen in 

our lifetimes, but will happen in the indefinite 

future? Because this follows from reasonable 

trendlines at present or exists within the laws of 

nature while not existing in the current world at 

all. 

Christian Sorenson: I have the impression that the 

nature of this question is due to a matter more of a 

predictive character than of a critical analysis in a 

logical, ontological or other sense. Being rigorous 

with the semantics of these concepts, “prediction” as 

such would belong to the field of science in a 

particular way, or failing that, to disciplines, 

whatever they may mean, since this will depend on 

the imagery that we display, but that ultimately they 

currently lack a scientific status. 

I will approach the answer at the same time from two 

different depth levels, and both from a logical as well 

as an ontological perspective. 

Indeed, in a phenomenological sense, it’s both 

possible on the one hand to delimit time in the near 

future, in the medium and long term, and in the 

indefinite future. And on the other side to 

contextualize it contingently with a certain historical 

moment. We could call this, “der zeit geist” or the 

spirit of time, since it implies a significance in terms 

of the directionality that follows our individual and 

collective action as a society towards a certain end, 

implicitly or explicitly predetermined; and the 

systemic consequences derived from these. In this 

regard, “the action” as such seems to me that it would 

admit two alternatives but nevertheless only one 

option between the two. That is, our actions 

individual or not, could be understood as “actions of 

human beings” or as “human actions”. The first ones 

for me would be any kind of conduct that can be 

carried out by a subject, while the second would be a 

deliberate action, that is to say relatively free and 

spontaneously carried out by someone. Both 

possibilities could not coexist simultaneously in the 

same event, since they are of a different nature. The 

former is more likely determined by phylogenetic 

factors, while the latter is more determined by factors 
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of an ontogenical order. From this point of view 

parallel realities are appreciated, because as we 

achieve greater technological, sociocultural and 

spiritual development, we should be able to control, 

and benefit more successfully from our physical and 

non-physical environment, at the same time we are 

being able to live in better harmony and balance with 

it. However empirically speaking the opposite has 

occurred and paradoxically occurs. In this manner we 

can also verify until now that all the civilizations that 

have preceded us have had the same end since they 

have ended up disappearing. In that way what will 

essentially happen in the near, middle, far and 

indefinite future? In the near future, and in the 

medium and long term, for sure a significant change 

will probably come out with an ever-increasing speed 

towards chaos. This last as it would occur with the 

irregular trajectory of a double pendulum. The 

indefinite future, if understood more as “a beyond 

something” than an infinity, rather it would entail the 

closing of one cycle and the beginning of another. In 

that manner I believe that “nothing is more 

permanent than change” as long as we comprehend 

that the only thing that exists or that has the 

possibility of existing is “the one” as a point of origin 

and end that is identical in itself. 

On a second level I will aboard “the becoming” as 

such, as a function of time as absolute but linking it 

with what I exposed above. In a light way it could be 

affirmed that “time” beyond its relativity and its 

questionability in relation to its existence or not, 

would have only a semantic character and therefore a 

didactic function when segmenting it. If what exists 

is an identical point for the beginning and end of 

everything, then logically we would be talking about 

a systemic cyclicality, that from my point of view, is 

additionally reverberant, and in consequence I could 

consider it as equivalent to an eternal return of 

everything. 

Symbolically, what seems to be configured as one or 

several ring units interconnected with each other, it 

seems to me rather a figure in the form of something 

that travels an infinite space, and that it has three 

registries. Thereby the first one of them would 

represent a symbolic registry, while the second and 

third ones would be represented in an imaginary and 

real registries respectively. For this reason the end of 

a certain cycle does not exist as such, but rather it 

would be a place at the turning point in each of the 

turns of “a spiral” that unfolds with a variable 

distance in between, and rotating indefinitely in 

somewhat that could be called “vacuum space”. 

Claus Volko: History as it is taught at schools is 

usually a history of wars. From such a perspective 

one might ask oneself which wars will be fought in 

the long-term future. However, there is also an 

alternative view of history as the history of 

technology. The 20th century has been especially 

interesting not because of the wars fought during this 

century but because of the technological advances 

made. Likewise, we should, in my opinion, ask 

ourselves what future technologies are going to 

arrive, and how they are going to shape the world. 

The Internet has made communication between 

individuals far easier than in the past and in addition 

has opened new opportunities for many of us to get 

our thoughts and ideas published. Mobile telephony 

has brought us the freedom to move around the 

surface of the planet and be able to communicate 

with everybody in real time. Will artificial 

intelligence be the next big thing? Probably not in the 

same way because it is more obscure. Applications of 

artificial intelligence are already around us but they 

are not so easily visible. We should also ask 

ourselves if social policy will shape society and 

change it dramatically. The idea of a universal basic 

income has gained some notability in the past few 

years and if it is implemented one day, it might be a 

disruptive advance in social and economic issues. We 

should also not forget about education – will 

educational institutions change to prepare the youth 

better for the modern world than traditional 

education? 

All of this said, we should also think about climate 

change. It is possible that man-made emissions will 

lead to catastrophe within the next hundred years. 

Perhaps the earth will become uninhabitable. This 

poses a problem to us which we have to solve if we 

want to survive as a species. Is man capable of 

mastering the problem of climate change? How will 

institutions cooperate on resolving technological and 

scientific issues? 

At least, with the Internet, we have communication 

means to discuss these issues on a high level. The 

participation of ordinary people in the debates is 

possible and it will be vital for these debates to bring 

fruitful success. If climate change cannot be stopped, 

the future of mankind will be gloomy. So, this is the 

first and foremost challenge. Big history will measure 

the human civilization by its means to fight climate 

change. 

Either man will succeed or perish. 

Erik Hæreid: [Ed. “N” means “near future.” “M” 

means “middle future.” “F” means “far future.” 

“I” means “indefinite future.” Combinations of 

the letters imply the range of the aforementioned 

times.] 
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AI: 

N: ANI (Artificial Narrow Intelligence). Increasingly 

effectuation and automation of traffic and industry. 

Businesses have to adapt more quickly. No problem 

with unemployment, we just change business 

products. Humans will always produce and create; 

there will always be need for much. As long as we 

are able to produce enough supplies for everyone, the 

problem is reduced to distribution. Challenge: 

Polarization; some own too much and others too 

little. 

Within the near future, I think AI will develop in a 

convenient, human-assisted way, to improve 

communication and general human activities. Since 

the idea with AI is to develop without human 

assistance, we don’t know when or if it will expand 

and explode into a technological singularity. 

M: After 2049 we will have a mix of AI-devices 

everywhere, and we are kind of waiting for the best 

or worst scenario. Will the AGI (Artificial General 

Intelligence) appear? 

I: A massive change regarding our mentality. How 

will we react and act on these new technical devices 

and features that we used as toys a couple of decades 

ago? Maybe, we can control it. Maybe, it evolves 

further and develops into the superintelligence-status 

ASI (Artificial Super Intelligence). If so, it or they 

become much more intelligent than we are. Unless 

we have created and constructed more intelligent and 

adaptable humans than the normal evolution would 

manage, we become slaves, or pets. Maybe servants. 

Maybe extinct. Or: The human develops ASI as part 

of the evolution of humans. Humanity has reached its 

peak, and one way to evolve further is through ASI. 

It’s not a threat, it’s the next step. 

Epidemics and severe diseases: 

N: We build up effective routines handling 

pandemics, which will be a more frequent 

phenomenon; as we see today but more professional 

routines concerning isolation procedures and making 

new vaccines. 

N-M: Humans will overcome severe diseases like 

cancer and dementia, and other diseases will take 

place. We will develop better methods, technology 

and defense mechanisms to control it. 

I: We will control diseases completely, and control 

lifespans. I don’t believe in natural extinction. Maybe 

ASI-related, though. 

Environment: 

N: People will adapt to a more critical situation, 

actualized through more migration, and building new 

homes and construct environments that fit the new 

weather conditions. Businesses have to build more 

equity and being more adaptable for handling and 

survive the turbulence which will appear. Instability 

is a word for the next many decades. 

N-M: Increased sea level and temperatures, more 

extreme weather conditions in general. Possibly mass 

migration. The world will adapt by creating new 

temporary migrant cities or camps, with a better 

infrastructure than today. The world community will 

rent land from nations with areal; everyone will 

contribute in one way or the other. Control of 

immigration will be done because of potential 

dangerous political consequences. A better control 

with businesses that destroy the environment. 

F: A possibly natural reduction of the world’s 

population as a consequence of environmental 

changes. A population suited to more harsh weather 

conditions. An expanding use of technology to 

reduce negative effects on climate change, and with 

good and stabilizing results. 

I: A balanced earth of people, and possibly a 

transhuman mix of humans, cyborgs and AI-devices 

at same level or more probably above concerning 

intelligence. Other man-/AI-made objects in Space 

where humans live, and where there probably is 

nature and almost the same conditions as on earth; 

adapted to the new generations. 

Wars: 

N-M: I think humans will gather and find common 

solutions more than fighting each other in the future. 

It will be situations where humans are stressed and 

conflicts arise, but also a common awareness of 

problems that gather more than separates us. The 

major problems will unite us because they hit all of 

us; it becomes a common destiny. 

Local conflicts and small wars. Religious based, 

mainly. A raising awareness of alternatives and better 

solutions reduces conflicts in this period. Still some 

small conflicts and terrorism, but much less. 

F: No more major conflicts. Somehow humans have 

managed to control devastating aggression. 

I: Peace; a smooth cooperation between humans and 

its extension. Harmonization. We have 

learned/adapted to live together with and not against 

nature, the Universe and technology. 

Moral: 

N: Morality is a crucial part of civilizations, and a lot 

of difficult situations will occur in the near future 

because of the rapid changes. This will influence how 

we build humans in the future. In this period, I think 
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we become more conscious in the sense of empathic 

concerning moral issues like racism and polarization. 

M-F: It will be easier to adapt and be part of the more 

general group and society, among others using 

technology. The motivation to deviate and be better 

than others will be less important, and replaced by 

other needs that is adapted to the general population 

as a whole. Cooperation is crucial, and the 

opportunity and access to cooperate will be 

easier. This will increase from 2100. 

The next generations of humanity: 

N-M-F-I: Choice. We will construct humans (e.g., 

transhumanism), as we always have done, but more 

technically and with increasingly larger control and 

“almighty” power than through the basic natural 

evolution. People will increasingly be in the power of 

a decision of what and who they want to be. We 

won’t get imprisoned in our heritage, genes and 

environment; we can choose our identity to a much 

larger extent. This will, in the end, be a balanced 

product of individual needs and needs for the 

community, as today. I don’t believe humans will be 

ASIs pets or slaves. The pace of human evolution 

will continuously be a combination of safety and 

development/improvement. 

Conquering Space/future habitats: 

N-M-F-I: We will settle at other places outside our 

planet; at first temporarily on the moon, then on 

Mars, and in a distant future on our own gigantic 

vehicles, human-produced moving “planets” (maybe 

in cooperation with/as ASI-beings), that we will use 

to travel through interstellar and intergalactic space 

towards other star systems and planets. 

James Gordon: Near future (2020-2049): The 

development of superior AI and robots; android-like 

machines that will be similar to humans but still quite 

distinguishable. High-fidelity VR (virtual reality) and 

AR (augmented reality) resulting in immersive and 

realistic games and technologically-assisted 

experiences. At least one successful mission to mars 

(human landing). Early methods to effectively 

connect the human brain to a computer interface. 

Improvements in medical technology in the form of 

more advanced and functional bionic limbs. The 

possibility of a cure to terminal diseases such as 

cancer or AIDS. 

Middle future (2050-2074): More advanced AI and 

robots (less distinguishable from humans and taking 

on more companion-like roles). Advanced methods to 

connect brains to computers; VR and AR experiences 

almost indistinguishable from reality. The potential 

for more integrated and fully operational cyborg 

features in humans. Early colonization of Mars 

(temporary residents). Major breakthroughs in 

medical science and technology, in the forms of 

curing many harmful conditions, and also repairing 

and substituting damaged body parts, organs, and so 

on using bionic counterparts. 

Far future (2075-2099): A great deal of occupations 

and professions will be conducted through VR 

computer interfaces (from physical home locations). 

Thus in-person interaction will be simulated more 

often than it will be actualized. Almost everything 

will be automated and mechanized for maximum 

efficiency. Permanent residents and colonizers on 

Mars, scientists working on the early stages of 

terraforming the red planet. Androids will be 

increasingly lifelike and approaching sentience. The 

ability to implant human memories and personalities 

into androids and create a lifelike copy of themselves. 

Indefinite future (22nd century+): The possibility to 

terraform Mars more thoroughly and continue Earth-

like civilization there. Ability to download subjective 

experiences into computer networks (e.g. to store 

accurately store and reproduce memories and 

dreams). Androids virtually indistinguishable from 

humans, capable of having jobs and living 

programmed lives. The human lifespan will be 

lengthened greatly due to medical technology and 

advancement in civilization (living past 100 will 

become normal). Almost all diseases will have cures, 

including AIDS and cancer. Advanced methods to 

extend lifespans, such as freezing life in stasis to be 

later reactivated, may be developed. Computer 

worlds and experiences entirely or almost 

indistinguishable from reality may exist or be in 

development. The possibility for neural implants and 

“instant learning” may be in production or on the 

horizon. The human body and brain will have cyborg 

options making the interconnectedness between man 

and machine nearly complete. 

Matthew Scillitani: I’ll preface that my answers will 

mostly be regarding Western politics. Know that I’m 

neither a member of the political left nor right, and 

that my thoughts on modern and future political 

developments are from studying history and keeping 

up to date with current events. 

In the near future, we continue to see a shift towards 

leftism in the media, education, and in young people. 

Tensions between the political right and left rise, 

causing more group polarization and extremism in 

both parties. This leads to much bullying, violence, 

and irrational thinking. Eventually, with a sudden 

flood of new voters, the left gains total power for an 

extended period and pushes for socialism. 
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Once socialism is adopted, general wellbeing and life 

satisfaction increase on average, but technological 

progress slows down. With little financial incentive, 

many tech moguls and would-be inventors are no 

longer inspired to push for new technology. This does 

not stop progress entirely, but we don’t see much 

new groundbreaking tech for some time. 

Surprising to rightists is that people are still 

motivated to work in demanding fields despite lower 

wages. This is because people are inclined to do what 

they’re best at regardless of any potential extrinsic 

reward. Under socialism we see many more 

passionate and empathetic workers in healthcare and 

fields of law than before. 

In the middle future, there is much rioting from the 

political right, with Western culture falling on a sharp 

decline. Eventually, both political parties are so 

polarized and resentful of each other that Western 

morality devolves by no less than two millennia. 

Rightists have become wholly racist and sexist while 

leftists have accepted pedophilia and children’s right 

to ‘transition’ via hormone replacement therapy. 

Ultimately, the leftist government wins this battle by 

using cult-like bully tactics in media and legislation. 

What follows is several decades of extreme social 

regression masqueraded as progress. 

In the far future, there are many protests calling for 

child protection (against pedophiles), free speech, 

human dignity, and men’s rights. After several 

decades, these protests lead to positive reform, and 

near the end of this period we see a higher standard 

of morality in Western culture. 

In the indefinite future, leftist politicians try to 

suppress Caucasian men while simultaneously 

promising them more rights and privileges should 

they vote them into office. In order to save face, these 

same politicians claim that the atrocities committed 

over the latter half the 21st century were by rightists 

all along and continue to suppress certain groups of 

people in order to stay in power by promising to save 

them from the evils of the right. 

And so, the cycle continues. 

Rick Farrer: The near future from 2020 to 2049: 

#1: Lab grown meat is going to be huge. Initially I 

had a lot of doubts, mostly about whether it would be 

appealing enough to carve out a sustainable market 

niche, but a lot of my earlier reservations have 

disappeared. And if it expands in volume and variety 

like I’m guessing, future generations will look back 

and consider it on a short list of things that have had 

the highest impact on human history. 

#2: The use of an individual’s sequenced DNA data 

will become much more common in regular 

diagnostics and health care as opposed to being 

ordered as more of a specialty test. I am basing my 

prediction on the rapid growth of the body of 

knowledge that is being accumulated already in this 

area, its perceived potential, its decreasing costs, and 

increasing availability. 

#3: The first human will step foot on Mars. I’m 

sticking my neck out on this prediction, and it might 

be more hope (and cheering for those that dare reach 

for the stars) than something realistic. It seems to me 

that both the technological and practical aspects of 

making this happen are entirely plausible in the next 

30 years. But there are some other interesting 

dynamics going on in relation to this, and excuse me 

for going off on a tangent for a moment. Maybe this 

deserves its own discussion, because there are 

historical parallels. I’m speaking specifically about 

how some things are more likely to be accomplished 

by individuals with the means, drive, and ability to 

make them happen than by situations requiring group 

approvals, decisions, and power. But, regarding this 

specific prediction, the risk of not completing such 

things that are driven by capable individuals is that 

they will not happen without that person’s drive, and 

thus are dependent on both the continued availability 

and will of that person. 

#4: We will see some new hybrid or different system 

of governance arise. I do not have a specific 

prediction as to what appearance this might take, but 

my sense is that there is a growing unhappiness and 

view of unfairness with existing systems, and 

something new needs to happen to provide more 

equitable distributions of wealth, risk, and 

opportunity. 

The middle future from 2050 to 2074: 

#1: Significant increases in average life spans will be 

achieved. This is agreeably something to celebrate, 

but I think it could potentially create a problematic 

consequence as well, and that is the effect of 

potentially creating long term persistent economic 

and power inequalities. (Consider the consequences 

of wealthy and/or influential people who never 

relinquish their holdings.) Obviously this could be 

solved. But certainly there are other potential benefits 

as well as dangers that would be associated with 

longer life spans. 

#2: A major shift will occur in our value systems – I 

am going to leave this prediction nebulous. Assuming 

drastic changes ahead in humanity’s future and value 

systems being survival traits, changes will have to 

occur. Longer life spans, humanity making strides in 
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growing beyond the planet, and essentially re-

evaluating their place in the universe will dictate new 

rules for survival, and, arguably, values are part of 

survival. 

The far future from 2075 to 2099: 

#1: Space travel and usage will become much more 

widespread and common. I’m going to predict that 

finally during this time segment, more economic 

benefits will begin accruing from the expenses put 

into projects beyond earth’s orbit, and that will drive 

more activity. I’m thinking of perhaps mining 

activities, refining, or activities that have benefits 

from occurring in null gravity and/or vacuum, for 

example. 

The indefinite future from 2100 onward: 

#1: I’m going to predict the potential for humanity 

splitting into two populations at some point. Or 

perhaps it would be described best as 2 groups based 

on different value systems. One would be those that 

desire and choose a simple, old fashion, retrograde 

lifestyle and another set that has their values in 

pushing the limits. This prediction does not have 

much basis apart from an already observed 

polarization among individuals who prefer one or the 

other of these options. 

Rick Rosner: People will be increasingly able to 

avoid being manipulated, probably. In America, the 

Republicans will be at an increasing demographic 

disadvantage. So, there may be some set of non-shitty 

politics in the next 10 years. Beyond that, if you look 

at Cory Doctorow, he writes a lot of near-future 

science fiction in which a lot of people form alliances 

independent of government. 

They form their own alliances. You’ll see that kind of 

shit. The government will, I hope, repair itself and 

become less important. We’ll see increasing but not 

apocalyptic effects of climate change. It is already 

undeniable. It’ll get more undeniable. As an 

increasingly small minority of idiots will continue to 

deny that it is real, some technological solutions will 

arise. Some will be brute force things like sea walls 

around low-lying cities. 

There will be some more elegant and ambitious 

efforts. Maybe, efforts to change the albedo of large 

parts of the Earth. Who knows, the shit will have 

varying success. But it will be clear that there is a lot 

of money in fixing climate change. We will see a lot 

of effort thrown at it. In parallel, we will see the 

replacement of fossil fuels with renewables. All of 

this stuff driven not by government edict, but by the 

market. People will see the money it. 

Old industries will continue to spew disinformation 

to hold onto their markets. The increasing efficacy of 

medicine and later in the 30-year period, anti-aging 

therapies that, in fact, work. More types of cancer 

will be addressable. Other diseases of old age, e.g., 

heart disease and strokes will be deal-with-able. 

Towards the next 30 years, we will have increasingly 

less expensive replacement organs. 

We will see increasing lifespans. More and more 

people will make it to 100. As the technology gets 

really good, eventually, a majority of people will 

make it past 95. After that, the efforts will be to old 

age while remaining youthful. No one wants to be 97 

and look and feel 87. You want to feel 57 or 47. So, 

you’ll see waves of medical technology. In America, 

there will be increasing dumb political shit about how 

to pay for it while other countries develop more 

effective ways to deal with what will be very 

expensive medical therapies. 

As automation increasingly limits the job market, 

people will look at economic systems that have 

widths of what a-holes call socialism and reasonable 

people call guaranteed minimum wage. The 

necessities of life, besides dwellings, will continue to 

get cheaper. Different governments and, perhaps, 

other organizations will be able to provide people 

with most of the necessities of life for an increasingly 

reasonable set of costs. A-holes will continue to call 

this socialism. 

Is it really socialism when it is super inexpensive to 

help people get by? What is coming out as a theme 

while I talk, advances will continue to be made and 

people who have an agenda will continue to try to 

manipulate people that these aren’t advances. The 

last thing and perhaps the biggest thing is the rise of 

A.I. in every walk of life. I think, by now, most 

people realize A.I. doesn’t mean semi-human robots 

all over the place. 

It means everything will be wired with sensors and 

connected to the cloud and the internet. Everything 

will be exchanging data. That data will be analyzed 

to make shit better, more efficient. The people who 

are best at exploiting A.I. will have a big advantage 

over people who are bad at it. 

Then, eventually, but not within the next 30 years, 

you will have A.I. and the replication of 

consciousness becoming good enough that people 

will really be mentally merging with advanced 

artificial information processing systems and, maybe, 

merging with each other. That is probably beyond the 

next 30 years. In the next 30 years, things will be 

becoming increasingly smart. 
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The analysis of big data will yield a flood of 

information. Entertainment will continue to get 

ridiculously compelling and A.I.-generated imagery – 

visual and other presentation – will get more 

sophisticated. All sense and modalities becoming 

more compelling and realistic when it wants to be, 

even when it doesn’t want to be. 

People will continue to voraciously consume 

information and will get better and better at 

consuming and processing information in 

combination with A.I. I think that’s pretty much it. 

There’s the browning of the world too. That whitey 

will own less and less, proportionately less and less, 

of the world’s wealth and technology. 

Whitey won’t suffer. It is just that non-whitey and 

other parts of the world than the Western world will 

begin to gain an increasing share of the good stuff 

and will increasingly participate in Western world 

shit. 

You’ll see the gay-ing and trans-ing of the world as 

people give less and less of a shit about gender and 

sexual orientation. The pussification of the world as 

the world decides that we don’t need to be tough 

guys, the gentling of the world so to speak. 

We will have wars and crimes. But I believe that 

hyper-masculine belligerence that crept into our 

culture will lessen as systems to avoid encounters 

with violence arise and people realize that you don’t 

need to be hyper-masculine; that hyper-masculinity is 

as much drag as anything else. 

That performative masculinity will become less 

predominant. 

2050-2074, climate change effects will grow more 

severe with more extinctions, acidifications of the 

oceans becoming pretty dire, but with technologies to 

counter climate change and with more carbon neutral 

energy sources kicking in. 

You’ll have violent storms. We see violent storms 

now. You will see even worse violent storms. I don’t 

know if any natural coral reefs will survive. But we 

will figure out a way to regenerate them, maybe not 

in the same places that they are now, but maybe in 

places where the changing temperature allows them. 

You’ll see changing geographic demographics. 

People will move to where the changing temperatures 

and the changing coastlines, where people move to 

the new good places or away from the new bad 

places. Individual consciousness will be under assault 

by new technology as the technology for adding 

information processing abilities to natural brains and 

extending the lifespans of brains, and replicating 

thought and consciousness with initially low fidelity 

but with increasing fidelity. 

Governments will either get their shit together or be 

supplanted by extra-governmental organizations. If 

the U.S. continues to be a nation of yahoos, then the 

U.S. will fall away to yahooness or yahoodom. There 

is a chance the U.S. could fracture either entirely or 

in a de facto manner. 

It is one nation while functioning as two or more 

nations. You can’t tell whether you will live to a 100 

until 100 years pass. We will have this medical 

technology offering the prospect of super long 

lifespans. 

We won’t know until people reach the super long 

ages. We will see some Boomers reaching their 120s. 

Then you’ve got the Gen Xers in their 90s to 100s, 

and Millennials and Gen Zs. The Gen Zs will be in 

their 60s. 

By then, there may be sufficient medical technology 

for the gen Zs in their 60s and Millennials in their 70s 

may be able to pass for really weird looking 40-year-

olds. The culture will continue to become more 

immersive and fantastic in its entertainment. 

You will have shit like robot girlfriends with A.I. 

able to pass increasingly sophisticated Turing Tests. 

You could claim some A.I. are nearly as conscious as 

humans. We will all continue to become more 

Kumbaya in some more and a lot more less annoying 

ways. 

There will be less pressure to conform to sex and 

gender norms. People will try different sex and 

gender stuff. Some experiments will work, most 

won’t, because most new social experiments will lack 

the stability of old social arrangements. 

Couplehood has been tried and tested for 30,000 

years or hundreds of millions of years if you look at 

the rest of animal kingdom. So, triads, quads, and 

what the heck else, will be less stable with more 

moving parts. 

People will come up with different systems of 

arrangements that are workable for finances, 

partnerships, and child rearing. There may be new 

systems. There will be new systems that are not 

squarely on the communism-capitalism continuum 

because the necessities of life will continue to get 

cheaper because it is not socialism if it is free to give 

people the shit they need to live. 

It is something else. There will be stratification 

among groups as people pick the levels of social and 

technological change that they are comfortable with. 

There will be a lot of mobility among those groups, 
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but also oppressive and reactionary groups who hate 

what is going on and will try to fuck things up. 

Parts of the world will be angry at the changes or that 

they are not getting the fruits of these changes. There 

will be some strife. Right now, we are at the 

beginning of a pandemic. It is unlikely that we won’t 

see some more large-scale disease outbreaks during 

the rest of the 21st-century. I don’t know what war 

will look like. 

I doubt that we will have a 20th-century style world 

war. Certainly, the wars that we fight will be fought 

using the traditional methods of war now, including 

more modern cyberwarfare. 

Tiberiu Sammak: Concerning the next three 

decades which would define the near future as stated 

in the topic, a lot of major changes and possible 

improvements are to be expected in almost every 

field of activity. 

To have a clearer image of what could possibly 

follow, it stands to reason that we need to be up to 

date with the current trends in science, politics, 

economy, healthcare systems and in many other 

significant fields. 

I guess that one sizeable change would be the 

transition from gas-based vehicles to fully electric 

ones which might become more commonplace in the 

next ten to thirty years. Electric car batteries will 

have higher charging rates, thus reducing the 

charging time and allowing the drivers to reach to 

their desired destinations much faster. A shift 

towards a green vehicle will be a beneficial step in 

reducing the amount of greenhouse gas emissions and 

in stopping the degradation of air quality. 

Screening and treating various underlying diseases 

and ailments will probably become much easier, 

leading to a higher survival rate among patients. 

More common neurodegenerative diseases, e.g. 

Alzheimer’s disease or Parkinson’s disease, may be 

totally curable in the near future. 

As far as the middle future is concerned, I expect that 

technological unemployment will be more prevalent, 

rendering a lot of current jobs obsolete and 

redundant. Most manual labour will be replaced by 

highly intricate automatons, performing the required 

tasks with greater accuracy and speed than a human. 

The scarcity of careers or lack thereof demanding 

physical work will have to be tackled and a possible 

solution addressing this issue should be proposed. 

Supercomputers may be able to simulate less 

complex brains, such as those of a pond snail or of a 

sea slug. 

Life expectancy is most likely to rise thanks to the 

ongoing betterment of the healthcare systems – you 

will probably see much more centenarians and people 

in their mid-90s. Also, certain conditions which are 

currently always fatal, albeit really rare, such as some 

malignancies (DIPG) or all prionopathies, might 

become curable or at least have a higher five-year 

survival rate from their onset provided that adequate 

measures are taken in order to effectively fight off 

those illnesses. 

Things are starting to get hazy as we are moving 

towards the far future which is represented by the last 

decades of the 21st century, as predictions become 

mere approximations and guesses based on previous 

models. 

For example, I suspect that organ failure will be 

prevented by replacing many organs and parts of the 

human body with fully operational 3D-printed 

replicas. Basically, this technique will turn people 

into cyborgs. 

Humans will live in a machine-based world, 

automation being the key mechanism behind every 

process. 

I also believe that space travel will be more 

accessible and affordable for the individuals that wish 

to go into outer space. 

I think it is safe to say that we can only speculate 

about the events and technologies that are going to 

occur in the indefinite future (22nd century and 

beyond). 

A complete and exhaustive mapping of the human 

brain seems very probable. Only after we have 

understood how the brain works in its entirety and 

how consciousness is generated can we create an 

artificial brain having identical functions with a 

biological one. 

Some truly intriguing concepts such as mind 

uploading to a virtual environment or 

hypercomputation can become realities. 

The emergence of extremely complex technological 

systems could make interstellar travel achievable, 

granting humanity the capacity to easily move 

between remote planets and to thrive across the stars. 

Definitely, exploring and analyzing all these potential 

outcomes is an exciting experience, knowing that 

some of the aforementioned ideas, however wild or 

quixotic they may sound, might actually come to 

fruition somewhere in the distant future. 

Tor Jørgensen: First, I would like to say thanks for 

this opportunity to address these great topics with 

such fantastic participants that are in this group! I am 
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humbled and honoured. Well, if one is to look at the 

first time span, the period of 2020 to 2049, I think we 

will start to see even bigger changes in structural 

engineering. Smart buildings with the capacity to 

form and adapt to the environment, even more than 

we, of course, see today. Cars, busses, and transport, 

in general, will be in a transition from the traditional 

man-operated vehicles we know and see today, over 

to self-driven vehicles. We are in this transition now, 

today. As to the medical situation where we directly 

consult the doctor, we will, I think, go over into a 

more interactive form. The time where we go to see 

the doctor face-to-face will in a big way fade away 

for many of us in the near future. We see today this 

transition is done with regards to banks, food-stores, 

and more. Direct interaction as to public services will 

start to be a thing of the past. So, will we all become 

citizens of a world where direct contact is no more, 

where the only way forward is through some sort of 

medium?! No, of course not, direct contact is still 

very crucial for numerous reasons, but we will be 

forced into a new way of living as we are today from 

where we were 30 years ago. 

How about the pollution question, as we all know the 

problem today is growing as regards to ocean 

pollution, and landfills? The mountains of garbage in 

poor countries, where the authorities are in no state to 

handle these amounts. This is a problem that needs 

solving soon. Many good ideas have come along, 

though. But is it too little, too late? I hope within the 

next 20-30 years; these questions are answered more 

than today, and a solution is at hand. Does the future 

look grim regarding this question? Yes, but there is 

always hope! Tackling these issues will need a global 

effort, where the focus must be on the countries that 

may not see this as a big problem today, or do not see 

this as an immediate issue and unsolvable for various 

reasons. Education and politics with government 

grants are some of the possible ways to end this 

problem for the next 20+ years, as I see it. As to the 

need for food supply, the world will not have enough 

natural grown food, so the artificial grown food will 

play a much bigger role in the next 20-40 years 

compared to today. Water and food supply are the 

maybe biggest issues that the world will have to 

address in the next 20-50 years to feed this ever-

expanding global population. 

The planets in our own solar system will be explored, 

hopefully, in an ever growing manner. Mars will 

have started to be populated, at least, in an 

exploratory way, so as to establish a permanent 

settlement. On the possibility for a third world war, 

as I see, it will not be a war fought by traditional 

arms, guns and such, but by viral spread of viruses, as 

diseases go, and next by computer viruses. This in the 

intent to effect control over others in an armed 

conflict, a silent war, to put it simply. Natural 

disasters in the next 20+ years, the weather will 

change very much. We see today already some of the 

pattern that will grow exponentially in the next two 

decades. More severe weather, look at Australia with 

the fires that lasted so long, and effected so many 

over such a huge area! More earthquakes, more 

severe storms, more volcanic activity is, I think, clear 

in the near future. 

These issues are some of the topics that will need to 

be addressed in the near future, so how will this 

effect be in the middle future? Well, if we have not 

solved some of these issues as to pollution and have 

gained some control over the heating of our planet, 

the effect will be worse in a big way, to the point, 

maybe, that we can not recover from: what then?! I 

hope we do get some control over some of the 

immediate problems. The middle future, I think, will 

be the development of AI in such a way that will 

affect us daily, as to interact in some way within the 

fields of IT, medicine, warfare, and more! We will 

see much more within the development of genetic 

mutation for the benefit of medicine, warfare, and 

exploration. Transport, as to be able to clear great 

distances in a short time, will also have been 

addressed. I saw that the hyper-loop transport of 

Tesla in the Nevada desert as one of the possible 

solutions to reduce travel time. 

The far future will see even more of these effects, of 

what I have previously pointed out, but one thing I 

would like to bring forward is how we humans will 

look. If we go back 50-100 years back in time, we 

were shorter in height. We lived a shorter life. Our 

health was poorer. With the developments today, how 

will this affect us into the definite/indefinite future? 

Are we going to be a mirror image of the aliens that 

we see on TV?! 

To the 22nd-century and beyond, I do not see the end 

of mankind in any indefinite future. I hope that we 

will adapt to the changes that come ahead. If we look 

away from the ‘End Times’ of the Bible, I think we 

will prosper and multiply on to new worlds in our 

own system at first, then beyond. This is, of course, 

from my utopian mindset, but only time will tell if I 

am wrong or not. 

These are some of my initial thoughts about the 

possible future events that lay ahead for us all. I am 

not Nostradamus, but, still, I hope that we can dive 

into some of these issues with the rest of the group, 

cannot wait to hear what they have to say about these 

topics that we now address! 

Appendix I: Footnotes 
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[1] Contributors for March 15, 2020 session: 

Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko, Erik Hæreid, James 

Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick 

Rosner, Tiberiu Sammak, and Tor Jørgensen. Total 

participants (Contributors and Observers for March 

15, 2020 session): Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko, 

Dionysios Maroudas, Erik Hæreid, HanKyung Lee, 

James Gordon, Kirk Kirkpatrick, Laurent Dubois, 

Marco Ripà, Matthew Scillitani, Mislav Predavec, 

Richard Sheen, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, Sandra 

Schlick, Tiberiu Sammak, Tim Roberts, Tom 

Chittenden, Tonny Sellén, and Tor Jørgensen. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/hrt-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Zara Kay on Faithless Hijabi, Global Violence Statistics, Leaving Fundamentalism, and 

Building Bridges: Founder, Faithless Hijabi (Part Two)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Why found Faithless 

Hijabi, and what have been some of the 

developments since its founding? 

Zara Kay: I only became a public atheist when – my 

first webcast was in September – so, recently. Before 

I even started it, on my Facebook – I knew I was 

going to start Faithless Hijabi. I realized there was a 

gap that was not being addressed. We have LGBT 

groups. We have women in data analytics groups, 

that I am proud of. We have specific groups for 

transgender people. They have Muslim women 

groups. Where are the ex-Muslim women groups? 

We have forums on Reddit where people 

anonymously stage their questions or their dismay 

with religion, but there was not a one-on-one 

response. There was not a support group as such. 

There was not somebody who would go like, “I know 

what you are saying,” or “I have been through that.” 

There was not a library of stories that people could 

relate to. 

Now that I look at all the stories. These have come 

from hundreds of different women, but there is so 

much overlap. It is like you are reading the same 

stories in different intensity from different people. 

There has been a common theme with the stories. It 

all starts up with abuse. It all starts with hijab. It 

starts with the mistreatment of women in the religion. 

It starts with Muslim women not getting their rights 

or forced marriages or ostracism or women wanting 

to come out bolder as compared to men. 

On my news.com article, I also said that it is always 

different when women come out, versus when men 

come out. For women, if they are going to come out 

in public, or even to their families, they do not want 

to wear the hijab. They do not want to be subjugated 

any more. They want equal rights. They want to go to 

universities. 

We have always had to fight for our rights, especially 

when you are fighting against a book, or especially 

when you are fighting against something that has 

been set in stone for you. You must come out bolder. 

For men, a lot of their questions were to do with 

philosophy. For them, too, it was the misogyny. They 

are like, “Why are women treated like that?” But it is 

not unheard of that there are still misogynistic ex-

Muslim men. It is not unheard of. I have had ex-

Muslim men who I would think, that coming out of 

religion. We are not in that religion, but it has 

damaged, or has enabled that mindset already. The 

mindset has remained even after they have left 

religion, of not taking women as equals. 

Misogyny and sexism are not an Islamic problem. It 

is not a religious problem. It is a world problem. It is 

every person’s problem. 

2. Jacobsen: Two statistics come to mind for me, 

from relatively unassailable sources. One from the 

World Health Organization, or the United 

Nations. 35% of women, in their lifetime, will 

experience, as we know, sexual or physical 

intimate partner violence, or male sexual partner 

violence. “Intimate partner” is not a fancy term. It 

means husband or male sexual partner. 

That is a little over one-third of the world 

population. It is going to vary between 20% and 

40%, depending upon the region. Of course, the 

Middle East, we do not have the precise data, so it 

could be much worse there. 

The second data point is from the FBI. It is also, 

apparently, the same number that came out of the 

Home Office of the UK in the mid-2000s when 

they were looking into thousands of rape cases. 

One of the worst crimes, apart from murder or 

something, that would fall under the category of 

violence against women. 

According to this research of, again, not fringe 

sources, mainstream, reliable creators of 

information, they found that only 8% were 

unfounded cases. In other words, after an 

investigation, only 8% of rape cases were found to 

be false. In other words, the vast majority are not. 

These not only have to be taken seriously as a 

baseline, as a moral issue, given the weight of the 

claim, but also must be given the strong benefit of 

the doubt. 

You are right. There is a firm empirical basis to 

back that claim, in multiple domains, not those 

two statistics from the- 
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Kay: There is a good article on it is called “The 

Lily”, on this 21-year-old Indian girl who went to the 

jails in India, interviewing rapists. She asked them, 

“Why did you rape?” Basically, the conclusion was 

these men did not even know they were raping them. 

These men were like, “But that is their role, right?” 

Going back to Islam, marital rape is not recognized 

because you cannot say no to your husband for sex. 

Unless, you are on your period. You have a Hadith 

that says that angels curse you when you say, “No,” 

to your husband. 

There have not been any explicit verses or Hadith 

that talk about the men saying, “No.” It has been 

known that men are the ones who crave sex more 

than the women, or that it is a woman’s role to say, 

“Yes.” The idea is what man would say, “No,” to sex, 

right? 

It is so interesting that a lot of times, nobody ever 

looks into all of this, because when you tell Muslim 

women or Muslim men, “Did this verse exist?” I am 

happy for women to go like, “Hey, that is not fair,” 

or, “Yes. This hasn’t been my experience. I have not 

come across it.” 

But for women to then go and defend it and say, 

“This is your right. Why would you get married 

then?” I am like, “Are you drawing down the value of 

your marriage only to have sex? Is that all your value 

as a married woman is to your husband?” 

It feels like the misogyny and the sexism is not only 

imposed by the men. It is also imposed by women. 

Women are big enablers. There is surely a market for 

that. I am thinking of it in terms of business. It is like 

buying and selling a thing. If there weren’t any 

buyers for that idea, nobody would sell it. If there 

was nobody selling that idea, there would not be any 

buyers. It is a demand, supply chain. 

It seems to me that there have been women who have 

accepted this. There have been women who have 

accepted that this is how they should be treated. Like 

you said, these are practices passed on from sisters, 

mothers, and parents. 

Sex was a taboo topic in my family, so we never 

spoke about it, even when we had a group chat in my 

family. Even when I spoke about a surgery that I had, 

a cervical cancer surgery, my sister’s like, “Can you 

do it in an only women’s group?” I am like, “Why? It 

is biology. My brother has a wife and a daughter. He 

needs to know this.” 

My brother and I, in a separate chat, talk about sex. I 

will tell him about my dates and everything. It is so 

funny how the sisters are the ones to tell you, “No,” 

when my brother is not uncomfortable with it. My 

brother does not want to take sides, so he lets the 

women deal with it. He was like, “I am going to stay 

silent.” 

When you enable things like this, when you enable 

the idea that men shouldn’t know about women’s 

private parts, or men shouldn’t know about women’s 

transgressions. I guess, you are enabling that culture 

of one, the segregation, and two, putting women in a 

vulnerable position where they cannot talk about 

things. 

I was not allowed to wear shorts at home. Even now, 

as I go back home. I had a big argument with my 

family. My mom is like, “You shouldn’t be wearing 

shorts.” I am like, “Why? It is my dad.” They are 

like, “Yes, it is your dad, but you are a girl and you 

shouldn’t be wearing shorts.” 

I am like, “When you say these things in front of my 

dad, you are basically telling him that I am an object 

that can be seen in a sexual form, despite me being 

his daughter. You are putting the ideas in that head. 

You are enabling men to see me in that form. Had 

you not ever put it there…” 

When I came to Australia, and I saw families where 

the daughters would wear shorts, I am like, “The dad 

allows it? How?” Then I realized, it is because they 

have not been raised to treat their daughters as 

properties or objects or tools for sexual gratification. 

That was what surprised me. 

This is where I was having a chat. I am like, “If there 

was an apple there, and you tell the child not to ever 

eat it because it will hurt them, they are never going 

to eat it. If you raised them that way, they are never 

going to eat it. But if you tell them, ‘You see an apple 

you, go eat it, whether it is yours or not, you go eat 

it,’ they are going to do it.” 

If you are raising men to treat women as sexual 

objects, they will. It was a bit disgusting to me 

because I was in that position, and my dad was there, 

and then my dad yelled at me for wearing shorts and 

told me I had no self-respect. Then I had this 

argument with him. “Why can you wear shorts, and 

why cannot I wear shorts?” He was like, “Because 

you are a woman.” That was so strange to me, 

hearing him say that. 

It was because either early on, I did not recognize it 

because I had never worn shorts, and I am now 

becoming more aware of it, or that I was complying 

to it. I did not even realize it. I thought that way as 

well. That I should cover myself up, even in front of 

my dad because I could possibly turn him on. It is 

such a disgusting position to be in. 
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While I never faced any of that, women in Faithless 

Hijabi have been molested by their uncles, even their 

dads, or their stepdads. It is a common theme. I am 

sure it happens a lot in the West anyway, regardless 

of religion, but this seems to be more prevalent in 

societies where women are treated a degree below 

men. 

3. Jacobsen: As we are moving more into 2019, 

what are you seeing as some of the reasons for 

fear and reasons for hope in terms of a growing 

ex-Muslim movement, much of it online, in 

addition to stronger backlash by more 

fundamentalist homes or theocratic governments? 

Kay: In 2019, I only became an activist last year. 

Years before, I did not even know ex-Muslims 

existed. Now that I have become an activist, a lot of 

people are like, “Be safe. Be careful.” I did not 

realize what they were saying. To me, I was like, “I 

am fine. I live in Australia. It is fine. Nothing has 

ever happened to me.” 

But I did receive a lot of online harassment pushback. 

Personally, it only helped me grow. It only helped me 

become stronger than all of that, but I can imagine it 

takes a mental toll on you. I failed to actively 

recognize it. I do not think even people who say, “Be 

safe,” or “Be careful,” think about it. They only 

perceive the backlash to be physical in nature, acid 

attacks, or being jailed, or raped. A lot of people 

forget the mental strain that it takes. 

However, because the ex-Muslim movement is 

growing, like Faithless Hijabi, other ex-Muslim 

activists, more women talking out, I am trying to do 

quite a bit to normalize conversations. Last year, the 

no hijab movement did not have a lot of people 

posting it up. This year, a lot of people did. It is 

growing. I see 2019 and the future years to only keep 

growing regardless of the backlash. 

I emailed a few Islamic scholars for a debate. 

Nobody responded. I want to open conversations. I 

want to see where the differences are. We have 

chosen this path. The best thing we can do is bridge 

that. 

How can we stop people from being ostracized by 

their family, especially in countries like Australia? 

There are parents who have kicked out their 

daughters or sons for being ex-Muslims. We do not 

want that. In Australia, it is still not being recognized. 

They still think it is a family problem versus, “This is 

a country problem as well. We need to support these 

people. We need to find out ways on getting the right 

psychologists to them.” 

When I started seeing the psychiatrist, I had anxiety. 

When I was going through major generalized anxiety 

disorder, I started seeing a psychiatrist. He was a 

Muslim. I did not realize, initially, that this would 

hurt me in the long term. Initially, we got along. Then 

he started questioning my identity crisis. He was 

possibly correct. I was ignoring it because I did not 

want to confront it. 

His being a Muslim. I started telling him about my 

thoughts, about how I thought Islam was not right for 

me, how I did not appreciate the Prophet, how I 

thought he was a rapist. During Ramadan, he was 

talking something about blasphemy, and the 

punishments. He said, “Touch wood.” I freaked out. I 

freaked out, not because of my physical safety. I 

freaked out because of my mental safety. I was not 

safe around him, mentally. 

Jacobsen: I understand. 

Kay: Now I must be careful because he is a Muslim 

and I cannot say what I want to. He is not my 

therapist anymore; he is a Muslim man. I obviously 

did not report him because it would go nowhere, or 

he would lose his job for nothing. I am sure he is 

doing great work with other people. That means that 

he is not the right therapist for me. 

That means that Australia needs to come up with 

better therapists, or therapist sessions, or more 

education on how to work with people who have left 

religion. There are questioning God and they are in 

between. I have seen the pattern where they are like, 

“We are spiritual.” I am like, “Sure, but I do not 

believe in God, and science makes more sense to 

me.” That was my path to atheism, as well, and to 

rejecting God. 

For religious people, I do not think they recognize 

this, that these people are leaving religion. A lot of 

times, these psychologists can be detrimental, or the 

sessions can be detrimental to those figuring out their 

paths. It makes them even more confused. They can 

be like, “Maybe you will find your path back.” 

I am not sure about this documentary, but somebody 

did mention it to me. It was by an Australian 

journalist, Patrick Abboud. In the end, he said, 

“Maybe they will learn to accept Islam the way it is.” 

Maybe as an outsider, I have not heard the 

documentary, but a friend of mine mentioned it. That 

got me mad, saying, “How would you like it if I said 

maybe Muslims will learn to accept that their religion 

is so misogynistic, and they still choose to be in it?” 

Is that a fair statement for me to say? 

4. Jacobsen: Does this build bridges, in other 

words? 
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Kay: I do not know who Patrick Abboud is. I do not 

know what his background is. His last name sounds 

like he is Middle Eastern, maybe not Muslim. A lot 

of times, even people in the West were embracing 

the hijab or people are like, “Islam is not such a 

terrible religion once you take the spiritual side of it.” 

I am like, “Sure. There are spiritual sides to religion, 

and you can separate them, but that is not all there is 

to Islam.” 

People go, “The foundations of Islam are love, peace, 

and compassion. I am like, “You are telling 

somebody.” I do not want to assume that she was not 

Muslim, but based on her name, she did not look like 

somebody who was raised with that religion. She 

may have converted into it, converted out, or knows 

about it, or has studied it extensively. I am like, “You 

are telling this to a person who has lived her life as a 

Muslim and has come out and is a public atheist who 

every day faces harassment or abuse. That Islam’s 

foundation is love, compassion, and peace, and that it 

has been hijacked by everybody else.” Who are these 

people hijacking the religion, if it is not everyone? 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Faithless Hijabi. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/kay-two; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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An Interview with Giuseppe Corrente on Interest in Gifted Children and Gifted Education, and the Needs of 

the Gifted, Highly Gifted, Exceptionally Gifted, and Profoundly Gifted (Part Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Thank you for the Part 

One to provide an insight into the developments of 

the personal story. As you have an interest in 

gifted education, how does the 

developmental trajectory of a gifted child differ 

from a non-gifted child? 

Dr. Giuseppe Corrente: This is not my field 

properly, but from a couple of years, being a teacher 

and a temporary university professor, I have an 

interest in all education theories. In particular, I have 

since 2017 been a member of a High IQ Society, and 

since that time I understand better, also rewinding my 

personal history from this point of view, that high IQ 

people need particular attention in a psychological 

and educational way. One commonplace is that if one 

is clever than others he is stronger, this is not true! 

He has some stronger points but he also may present 

some critical points. Indeed, the interaction between 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
http://www.winone.iqsociety.org/issues/Phenomenon_18.pdf
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him and the surrounding environment can cause 

different contrasts and misunderstandings to both. 

2. Jacobsen: How does the traumatic upbringing, 

for you, influence the personal perspective on the 

needs of the gifted? 

Corrente: My personal history is full of 

psychological violence in the family and in the 

company, above all the first company for which I 

worked. The situation, in that case, was not clear 

because the fact that I was contrasted it was because 

the education style of my father was excessively 

strong and people around him did not know the real 

reason for that. There were two main reasons; first of 

all, as recently proved, he was not my natural father; 

secondary he was invidious of my intelligence. Some 

people thought that he was not confident about me 

for something about me of wrong; and so, this 

abstract supposition originated also as an 

environmental and job mobbing. 

However very clever people very often have 

problems like this; not ever in the same manner, or 

not ever for the same reasons, or not with the same 

path, but there are different possibilities that a high 

IQ person can empower some contrast or difficulty 

already existent, without awareness of the whole 

situation. 

3. Jacobsen: What are the recognized labels and 

levels (with standard deviations and IQ scores) for 

gifted children?  

Corrente: The good tests for measuring high IQ do 

not give only a final index, IQ, but also different 

components, for example verbal, numeric, spatial, 

etc. It is also the difference between a component and 

another and not only the total IQ, that can give an 

idea of if this can be also heavy and not only a 

vantage. 

One of the most recognized high IQ tests for gifted 

educational purpose is WISC IV, as I have said 

before, it takes into account the different components 

of intelligence, for example: full-scale IQ (it is the 

final total result), verbal comprehension, perceptual 

reasoning, working memory, and processing speed. 

I think a good classification may be: 125-129 

superior intelligence, 130-144 gifted, 145-159 highly 

gifted, 160-174 exceptionally gifted, more than 175 

profoundly gifted; all in standard deviation 15. 

Take into account that while 1 over about 100 

persons is gifted, only 1 over about 25,000 is 

exceptionally gifted, and almost none is profoundly 

gifted. 

4. Jacobsen: What are the differential needs of 

children at each level?  

Corrente: For superior intelligent and gifted, I think 

it is possible using few special didactic methods in 

the class if it is not too numerous, without the need of 

special classes for gifted; for example, using 

cooperative learning stimulating socialization but 

also giving the gifted more difficult objectives and 

encouraging him to expose his results to others. 

For exceptionally and profoundly gifted the question 

is fully different in my opinion, and would be 

necessary special classes for them, or simply to admit 

that a great part of them has no need for schools. 

Anyway, it is very important to note that one gifted 

over three is an underachiever, so the study of gifted 

education is very useful both for the whole society. 

A gifted, comprising highly, exceptional, and 

profound gifted, has a high probability to become an 

underachiever if the components of is IQ differ 

sensibly each other. 

I think that for a lot of them it is very important also 

correct psychological support. 

In my experience, it is very difficult to find 

psychologists specialized in this. If one gifted has 

also contrasts of different nature, above all some 

years ago but also now, it is very probable that the 

psychologist makes many errors if does not 

understand he is a high IQ person and how this fact 

interacts with others. 

5. Jacobsen: What are the true signs and true 

proxies of the different labels of gifted children?  

Corrente: For gifted children, I do not know, for 

gifted in general I suppose is as follows. 

For a superior intelligent person, he can learn faster 

than the mean person and this gives him a vantage 

among others in almost all careers, and also other life 

affairs. When if he becomes aware of this he will be 

ambitious or not, second of his character. 

For a gifted and highly gifted, it is almost the same as 

gifted, but if he is a particular passion for a matter, 

and he has the possibility to dedicate himself to it, he 

can become a genius in that discipline. Moreover, he 

does not see the things as absolute or in a dogmatic 

way, but he thinks critically and he notes before than 

others if something is wrong above all in the matter 

subjects of his competence but also in other or more 

general questions. His critical way of thinking may 

give him some problems or not depending on the 

context and society in which he lives, above all if he 

does not manage his intuitions and criticism well. 

This interval is simple for me to analyze because it is 
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the mine. Maybe, he is not a genius, but only a very 

skilled professional. He also can switch from his 

competence domain to others and become skilled in 

more disciplines without many difficulties. If in their 

childhood they have some integration contrast they 

will become easily underachiever, so it is possible 

also that his great potential remains unused. 

For exceptionally or profoundly gifted we are 

speaking of persons so much different from mean 

people that is not correct to do generalizations; in my 

opinion, we can only study their way of reasoning 

individually. We are thinking of persons with a 

unique way of thinking. 

6. Jacobsen: Who are some examples of the most 

gifted young people in the 19th through the early 

21st centuries? Some mention John Stuart Mill in 

centuries past as a forced into extraordinary 

giftedness child. 

Corrente: As already said for extremely gifted 

people we cannot trace in my opinion easily common 

traits. Someone of them has a very stable character 

and someone other has serious psychological or also 

legal problems. 

A very clear example of this fact are two very 

different as characters, chess world champions: 

Kasparov and Fisher. Both were profoundly gifted. 

However, the first is a very squared man, and in spite 

of his political contestation against Russia’s Putin, 

can be considered a very equilibrated and successful 

man. In my opinion, he cannot suffer some things 

that are wrong in his social context, but he manages 

his ideas and his contrasts in a very high awareness 

and mature way. Fisher instead was a semi-asocial 

person that had a great passion for chess that 

dominated all his life. Perhaps he was Asperger, 

surely he had some features of this mental illness, not 

unusual for gifted or profoundly gifted. He had a lot 

of contrast with USA government and probably not 

for important questions, if he had a better character, 

or, as I suppose, if he would have managed better his 

criticism, or second someone his paranoid suspicious 

and suppositions, surely he spent a better life. 

If I rethink the question they lived in periods 

successive to Stuart Mill, anyway thinking to his 

times I want to cite Gauss and Galois, more near to 

my interests than Mill. All they were almost surely 

profoundly gifted. Gauss was the most affirmed and 

brilliant math genius of his time, well balanced in his 

life. Galois was not famous, but he was very brilliant, 

he developed all alone a fully new math branch that 

also today is the base of many important math 

theories. All this in a few years because of his 

premature death. As Gauss was balanced, he was a 

strongly political revolutionary and at same time was 

a very deeply women lover. He was killed in a duel 

for this reason. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Ph.D. (2013), Science and High Technology – 

Computer Science, Torino University. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/corrente-

two; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Tor Arne Jørgensen is a member of 50+ high IQ societies, including World Genius Directory, NOUS High IQ 

Society, 6N High IQ Society just to name a few. He has several IQ scores above 160+ sd15 among high range 

tests like Gift/Gene Verbal, Gift/Gene Numerical of Iakovos Koukas and Lexiq of Soulios. His further 

interests are related to intelligence, creativity, education developing regarding gifted students, and his love for 

history in general, mainly around the time period of the 19th century to the 20th century. Tor Arne works as 

a teacher at high school level with subjects as; History, Religion, and Social Studies. He discusses: family 

background; facets of the larger self; prescient moments in early formation; guardians and mentors of 
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scores; participating in a like ability community; and main areas of intellectual interest. 
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An Interview with Tor Arne Jørgensen on Background, Identity, Mentors, Education, and Interests (Part 

One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Tor Arne Jørgensen: As my family background 

goes, my parents are from a small town further south 

from where I live today, called Lillesand a town in 

the south of Norway, my own hometown is called 

Grimstad. These small towns are very busy during 

the summer months, but very quiet during the winter 

months. My mother was a stay-at-home mom and 

was very caring. My father was active during WWII, 

and was awarded several medals for his bravery 

during the last part of the pacific war where he shot 

down two kamikaze pilots. As education goes, they 

were not highly educated, just primary school 

education. As religion goes none of my family is 

especially religious, even though we come from the 

so-called “bible belt” in the south of Norway. To the 

question of politics, then yes I was active in my 

younger days within AUF, the youth party of the 

Norwegian workers’ party (Arbeider partiet) short for 

Ap. I am no longer as active as I use to be, but I am 

still politically updated for my own personal interest 

and the fact that I teach within the fields of history 

and social studies at the high school level. In general, 

I keep myself very busy with first and foremost 

regards to my family, then my studies, work, and 

fitness, intelligence and more. The future endeavours 

for me are to finish my education and keep moving 

forward within the social structures of high 

intelligence. Also with the intent to further educate 

people about giftedness, and to address equality for 

all pupils and students alike of both sides of the 

intelligence scale. 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time?  

Jørgensen: As forming my self extended, I found 

that serving the people around me to be an intent in 

the degree of the further foundation for a greater 

purpose in life. My childhood has shaped me to focus 

about what does now matter most for me in regards 

to helping others in achieving their goals in their 

lives. As to identity of self-awareness, I had a tough 

childhood that forced me into making adult decisions 

at an early age regards to the choices that I had to 

make for myself and that have guided me ever since. 

3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation?  

Jørgensen: The ability to see past my own 

boundaries, thus shaping the surrounding elements in 

early childhood. This has always been and still is my 

foremost ability as the ground of early formation 

regards to past, present, and future. 

4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you?  

Jørgensen: The role models in my life are not many, 

I like to look at myself as my own role model. I set 

the standards very high for myself and have always 

done so. The people around me have that, in some 

way looked to me for guidance. But there is one 

person I will bring forward and this person is 

Winston Churchill, the reason for this is his efforts in 

bringing about the perceptions about mental 

determination in regards to the war efforts during 

WWII. He has by that fact set the standard for the 

mental mindset to be followed by others myself 

included. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and 

adolescence, what authors and books were 

significant, meaningful, to worldview formation?  

Jørgensen: Books that have been a big influence in 

my life is mostly based on facts, I was never a big 

lover of books about fiction but rather books about 

facts caught my attention. I started reading at an early 

age on my own around age 7 and upwards, but I 

never had a fixed focus I just read everything I could 

get my hands on at that time. I now read books like; 

Mark Mazower – Governing The World: The history 

of an idea, E.H. Carr – The Twenty Years Crises 1919 

– 1939, Peter Singer – Practical Ethics, just to name 

a few. I now would like to dive into world politics, 

global history, educational systems in a 

national/global sense, and the world beyond! 
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6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood?  

Jørgensen: As to education, the most important 

learning factor was my intuitive mindset with regards 

to self-awareness. What does this entail, well my 

primary school was fine as normal learning curve 

goes, but what when the school can not provide 

beyond that fact. Then the self-education comes into 

play, people with high intelligence can in many ways 

tap into this self-learning ability in order to 

compensate for the lack of skills within external 

learning environments, such as the ordinary school 

system. This has in many ways been my lifeline as 

education goes. 

7. Jacobsen: For formal postsecondary education, 

what were the areas of deepest interest? What 

were some with a passion but not pursued? Why 

not pursue them? 

Jørgensen: As postsecondary education goes, my 

interest in history and the time period around the 

founding of our country in 1814, and the start of 

democracy, has for me been the biggest interest 

within this particular field. I have since taken a 

bachelor’s degree in history involved; 1814 and the 

start of our constitution. I will pursue a master’s 

degree later on, also directed toward the same topic 

sometime in the future. As passions not pursued 

further, I would like to have pursued educational 

language in a much bigger sense, to be able to learn 

more about languages has always been of interest, but 

not followed through educational wise. Why not now 

then, lack of time, just that lack of time.  

8. Jacobsen: What have been some of the 

intelligence tests taken and the scores earned over 

time – with standard deviations too, please? 

Jørgensen: I have taken many HR-tests; the test 

scores vary from low 140+ sd15 up to high 172 sd15. 

I did many mistakes in my past with regards to early 

tests as I scored low by the fact of rushing these tests 

and thus hurting my end score. I have found out later 

I need to take my time and not stress myself with 

quick response to the tests themselves. I am a deep 

analyst. Also, I feel I have not peeked yet, I know in 

time I will score 175+. Here is some of the test I have 

tried out so far; Asterix of Jason Betts-153 sd15, 

World IQ Challenge of Brennan Martin-140 sd15, 

Gift verbal 1-4 of Iakovos Koukas average score 

around 164+ sd15, and Lexiq of Soulios 172 sd15.  

9. Jacobsen: What has been the participation in 

the high-IQ community for you? 

Jørgensen: Get to meet new people that share the 

same interest as me, and to be able to compete 

against some of the most brilliant minds in the world 

to solve HR-tests, also to be able to discuss topics 

such as education, art, science, math and more… 

10. Jacobsen: What are the main areas of 

intellectual and reading interest for you?  

Jørgensen: I will address this last question in the 

manner of intellectual interest and right of equal 

education for all. 

Last year (2019) I was awarded the WGD – Genius 

Of The Year – Europe, (GOTY). As an ambassador 

for the high IQ community, it was a great honour for 

me to receive this prestigious award. With it, I got to 

address the Norwegian media about the high IQ 

community, and I also spoke about the need for equal 

education for both the gifted pupils as the non-gifted 

pupils in regards to Norwegian schools and their 

educational quality thereof. This is for me now the 

main focus as to my further endeavours, with it I 

hope to bring about the attention as to what can be 

done to make sure that the gifted pupils can 

maximize their true intellectual potential at primary 

school level and beyond. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Child and Youth Worker. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/jørgensen-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 
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Four)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You enjoy live-action 

role-playing (LARPs) and role-playing such as 

escape rooms, free-forms, improv theatre, and 

murder dinners. What are some of the memorable 

experiences from these activities – either as a 

creator or participant?  

Thomas Wolf: This ties in with my interest in virtual 

reality. All these activities are about creating, shaping 

and experiencing virtual worlds of relatively high 

complexity. I connect many pleasant memories with 

them. But perhaps most impressive of all was an 

experience I had in the early nineties. I had created a 

fictional fantasy live role-playing game world 

“Trawonien” with several factions, and a scenario 

“The King Is Dead” in which those factions 

competed for the crown. With about 200 players it 

was not big for today’s standards, but huge at the 

time, and it introduced the (back then new) concept 

that the outcome was not dramatically scripted, but 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 218 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

that the players’ actions decided who would be the 

new king and what further base would be given to the 

game world. At some point in the game, I watched 

heated diplomatic negotiations followed by a 

determined battle and a pursuit, all about an artefact 

important to shift the balance of power. The 

“artefact” was some cheap prop, but I had managed 

to create a setting so immersive that the players for a 

few minutes behaved like the whole future for them 

and their society depended on their actions. For these 

minutes, the action seemed to have crossed the border 

between game and (virtual) reality. It was the first 

time that I had experienced that, and it felt having 

successfully created a world. that this is an 

experience that authors, movie directors, stage actors, 

game masters and other creatives all crave and that it 

is deeply rooted in human nature. 

2. Jacobsen: Even further, you have interests in 

belief systems in general, and religions, secret 

societies (Templars, Thule Society, Skull&Bones, 

and so on). What belief systems, religions, and 

secret societies including those mentioned? 

Wolf: Unfortunately, few people reach the point of 

delving deep enough into philosophical thoughts to 

gain a true understanding of their existence, but 

almost all at least seek to find a perceived 

explanation and purpose of it. Which is a belief 

system, in most cases a religion. As such 

systems/religions are propagated (I have a hard time 

calling this “taught”.), they gain incredible power and 

shape our society, our reality. For religions and other 

“public” belief systems, this is obvious and mostly 

well-researched, from the Vatican to ISIS to 

socialism. For secret societies, this is not so obvious 

and shrouded in a lot of assumptions and conspiracy 

theories, but in many cases true nevertheless, 

especially as they tend to attract or shape power 

elites. My personal interest is not so much in one or 

more specific systems, but in the historic 

development and interconnections of these systems 

over time, and in the current situation. It requires of 

time and effort to separate fact and fiction and to 

assign probabilities to theories, but I found it 

interesting. 

3. Jacobsen: Why them? 

Wolf: It is complex and can hardly be condensed to a 

few sentences, but it all mostly comes down to 

symbols and their various and changing meanings, as 

symbols are what is passed down over time. To only 

touch the probably most important example, take the 

equilateral cross. This seems to have come up as a 

central symbol as early as the dawn of mankind. It 

originally represented two things central even to the 

most primitive cultures: firstly, as a wheel, the four 

seasons of the years divided by solstices and 

equinoxes, which determined everyday lives in a 

primitive agricultural society – secondly, the male 

and female dualism of the blade (penis, sun ray, 

giver, Yang) and the chalice (vagina, fertile earth, 

receiver, Yin). This one symbol shaped our history 

and today’s society. For religions, this is obvious: 

older religions all over the world used this symbol, 

including the Assyrians, the Celts and early 

Christianity. But it changed. In later Christianity, for 

example, it merged with the simplified Chi Rho and 

the Tau cross to form the Latin cross of alleged 

crucifixion, in the East it took the form of the Yin 

Yang symbol by adding the three-dimensional 

aspects of shadow fall in the course of a year cycle, 

as well as the dualist shading of black and white. But 

even more interesting, in the esoteric tradition and in 

secret societies the symbol gained utmost importance 

in the form of the crossed bones, with the addition of 

a skull for spirit (or later the head of one of several 

important characters). This “Skull and Bones” were 

adapted by the Templars as their maritime battle flag, 

and this was a key use and one that makes this order 

so interesting. Later the symbol was adapted with 

numerous different intentions, sometimes good, 

sometimes bad. The pirates used it due to the naval 

tradition (check out the Jolly Roger version of 

Edward Thatch / Teach – “Blackbeard” – for the 

clear blade/chalice connection). The freemasons for 

their direct Knights Templar connection. The SS 

(with their esoteric roots in early 1900s nationalist 

occultism still vastly underestimated) for their ring 

and uniform caps, designed by Wiliguth and 

Himmler. The fraternity of “Skull and Bones” in Yale 

(vastly influential and much more than a fraternity) 

used it directly as their symbol. Now, all these groups 

(and many more) are not directly connected, and they 

pursued different believes and goals, but they do all 

have the same root symbol. This is something worth 

researching. 

4. Jacobsen: What is the most challenging thing 

you have ever done? Why it? 

Wolf: The most difficult thing I ever did was 

probably passing the Giga Society admission test. 

But “challenging” is more than “difficult,” as it 

implies overcoming not only intellectual but also 

mental or other obstacles. Therefore I say it was the 

creation of a computer game “Herzog” between 1993 

to 1995. This was at a time when games were already 

being produced by medium to big studios and teams 

and with lots of budget, something I wasn’t ready to 

accept back at that time. So, I wanted to publish a 

game of professional quality – in this case, a video-

sequence based fantasy setting buildup simulation – 

on my own, and I did pull it off. I programmed the 
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whole game logic and graphics, and created my own 

video format and player and CD hardware access in 

optimized assembler. I scripted, organized and filmed 

the video sequences with friends. I organized the 

production of the game. Unfortunately, it still was a 

financial loss for me in the end – I had simply 

overestimated my marketing skills and 

underestimated the power of the big players in the 

market who would not let a new competitor rise. But 

nevertheless, I was proud to have successfully 

created something on my own that was on the same 

level as products created by a big company. I had 

learned valuable skills to do it. 

5. Jacobsen: Who are your favourite 

philosophers? 

Wolf: Without any doubt, René Descartes stands 

alone as the first man to understand and define 

idealism and rationalism. Some great thinkers, 

especially Plato with his cave allegory, came close to 

this but were still rooted too much in their belief in 

matter. Descartes was far ahead of his time and the 

one turning point in the history of philosophy. He 

was still hindered by his and his time’s unshakeable 

belief in being created instead of being the creator 

himself, but apart from that one shortcoming, he 

simply nailed it. All other philosophers pale in 

comparison, even the great ones, e.g. Plato, Aristotle, 

Nietzsche, and Bostrom. 

6. Jacobsen: Who are you favourite scientists? 

Wolf: There are so many who would probably 

deserve to be mentioned, but a few names come to 

my mind immediately: Eratosthenes, Leonardo da 

Vinci, Isaac Newton, Albert Einstein, Donald Knuth. 

It is probably a subjective (and far too small) 

selection, but they particularly impressed me by 

being far ahead of their respective times. I’d also like 

to add Nikola Tesla, who – although or because of 

being slightly mad – was perhaps most able to think 

out of the box. 

7. Jacobsen: Who is the smartest person you have 

ever met? Why them? 

Wolf: Quite frankly, I cannot judge who was the 

smartest person, merely meeting somebody does not 

provide enough data to be able to do that. But I can at 

least say who impressed me most in that respect: it 

was my uncle Bernhard Wolf, who unfortunately 

passed away a few years ago. He was a renowned 

astrophysicist in his professional life. After 

retirement, at a relatively high age, when his daughter 

(my cousin) moved into the scientific field of 

biochemistry, he taught himself this – totally 

unrelated! – field himself on an expert level, to be 

able to understand what she does and to discuss it 

with her. In addition, he was a fascinating, witty man 

with lots of interests and a great sense of humour. 

8. Jacobsen: What about the wisest? Why them? 

Wolf: To be honest, it is hard to appreciate any 

other’s wisdom more than one’s own, at least after a 

certain age. One thinks one carefully selected his 

opinion from all the opinions heard in one’s lifetime 

and therefore understood the world better. even if one 

still learns and accepts something from someone, that 

someone is only to be wrong in other respects 

instead. So, who can be wiser than oneself? I have to 

admit it is hard for me as well to escape from this line 

of thinking, so again I will rephrase that question as 

“Who of the persons I met impressed me most 

regarding wisdom?” After careful thinking, I name a 

close, dear friend of mine, Krystian Misztela. I am 

now realizing that he may be such a close friend 

exactly because of that wisdom. We disagree about 

some things, and, as he is significantly younger than 

me, he may, sometimes, be a little bit more impeded 

by emotional irrationalities and may still have to 

learn a few things and make a few experiences. But 

he comes from a significantly less scientifically 

oriented environment. I strongly doubt that I could 

have achieved his level of wisdom at his age within 

those environmental constraints. So, yes, I am 

impressed by his wisdom. 

9. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Thomas. 
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1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: There exists a left-right 

polarity in the United States. Its ideals becoming 

split by demographics, by states, by age, even by 

sex and gender. When the polarity, like a rubber 

band, stretches beyond a particular capacity of 

the public’s tolerance, there can be flare-ups. 

Let’s talk about politics, you hold no particular 

bias in political affiliation or too much emotional 

attachment to political philosophies. This can give 

a basis for reasoned considerations on the political 

dynamics of the United States. “Left” and “Right” 

used as simplifiers for the purposes of Part 

Three’s interview. What is the status of the Left in 

America?  

Matthew Scillitani: The Left is not doing too well in 

the United States right now. This is mostly because 

of a growing number of extremists in addition to a 

divide between the media and ordinary party 

members. These extremists, which are largely made 

up of young adults, make the most noise and have 

greater media coverage from both the Right and Left 

news outlets. Because of their actions much damage 

is being done to the Left’s public image. This 

problem is made even worse from the media blurring 

the line between the beliefs of a few extremists and 

the moderate Left. 

The pendulum will swing back in the Left’s favour 

soon though. I think Trump will probably win the 

2020 election and then we’ll see a Democrat take 

office in 2024. 

2. Jacobsen: What is the status of the Right in 

America?  

Scillitani: The Right is doing better than the Left in 

terms of governmental control but ordinary party 

members aren’t doing too well. This is because the 

media has convinced leftists that the Right is 

comprised of racist, sexist, xenophobic bigots. This is 

largely untrue, and there is probably no more of those 

people in either party, but the harm this causes the 

Right is enormous. Many rightists are afraid of 

revealing their party affiliation out of fear of being 

called a Nazi or some other such term that would get 

them fired from their jobs and ostracized from their 

social groups. 

This treatment by the media has made some rightists 

so resentful that they’ve adopted the same beliefs that 

the media said they had from the offset. 

3. Jacobsen: What are the main fault lines 

between the Left and the Right in 2020 America? 

Scillitani: There are many fault lines between the 

Left and Right in America today. The main ones 

being related to immigration, economics, 

governmental involvement, social order, morality, 

healthcare, and general human rights. The Right 

mostly advocates for individualism, nationalism, and 

capitalism with the Left mostly advocating for 

collectivism, egalitarianism, and socialism. 

4. Jacobsen: With President Trump and the 

Trump Administration as a whole, what seems 

like the strengths and weaknesses of the 

leadership of the former, in particular, and the 

latter, in general? 

Scillitani: Trump’s strengths lie in his assertiveness 

and business acumen while his weaknesses are social 

immaturity and inclination for bullying. The former 

two qualities are good for rightists since Trump and 

his administration have gotten quite a lot done this 

current presidential term. The latter two qualities are 

not so good since it harms America’s image to much 

of the Western world. Some of the Eastern world 

seems to view Trump as a cultural icon in spite of 

those qualities though. 

5. Jacobsen: How are social media helping to 

promote positive American values? 

Scillitani: That’s a tricky question to answer because 

I’m not sure if social media does that. Social media 

lowers social accountability, which leads to bullying, 

and lets people with rare and extreme beliefs find 

others with shared interests and live in a ‘bubble’ 

with them. I’m convinced that if there were no social 

media then the divide between the Left and Right 

would be much narrower and we’d be better off for it. 

6. Jacobsen: How are social media promoting 

negative American stereotypes?  

Scillitani: That it’s so easy to find uneducated, 

unintelligent, ignorant people with strong opinions 
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and thousands of likes on their posts is not very good. 

This leads to a lot of young people thinking that these 

very poor opinions are factual. Many social media 

outlets are now censoring racist, sexist, or mean-

spirited comments, which helps prevent some 

negative American stereotypes somewhat. However, 

it’s debatable whether or not it’s a good idea to 

remove those comments, and it may end up being a 

bad thing in the end. We will have to wait and see 

what happens. 

7. Jacobsen: What are the dirty tactics used by the 

Left in political rhetoric and in political 

campaigns? 

Scillitani: Bullying, fear mongering, suppressing 

certain groups while claiming that voting leftists into 

office will help the same groups they’re suppressing, 

and creating imaginary problems that voting leftist 

politicians into office would solve. Left-wing media 

and politicians make leftists afraid of rightists and 

their beliefs, even if it means inventing imaginary 

problems. One such example being blaming the Right 

for misogyny, something so incredibly rare in the 

Western world that all of the protests and riots being 

done by modern feminists ends up being both 

unnecessary and harmful. 

The Left also convinces minorities that they need the 

government to take care of them and that the Right 

couldn’t care less about their welfare. This is untrue 

and, ironically, betrays that the leftist politicians and 

media are the abusers to these groups. 

8. Jacobsen: What are the dirty tactics used by the 

Right in political rhetoric and in political 

campaigns?  

Scillitani: Also bullying, fear mongering, and 

creating imaginary problems that voting rightist 

politicians into office would solve. The bullying is of 

the same variety that the Left uses, which is mostly 

name-calling and shaming opposing party members. 

The Right’s flavor of fear mongering isn’t from fear 

of progression but from fear of cultural collapse. 

Rightists think that mass immigration, socialism, and 

egalitarianism in general would cause America’s 

culture to change for the worse. It’s unfortunate that 

those things would, in fact, cause major changes to 

American culture, and not in the direction they would 

prefer. 

Some imaginary problems that right-wing politicians 

use to scare the Right into voting for them are usually 

related to socialism. Things like, ‘if we adopt a 

socialist economic system then nobody will want to 

work demanding jobs’ or ‘everybody is poor under 

socialism’. These claims aren’t true, and it seems that 

rightist politicians purposefully confound socialism 

with communism in order to demonize that economic 

system. 

9. Jacobsen: What are the strengths and 

weaknesses and the Left and the Right, 

respectively, in America? 

Scillitani: The Left’s biggest strengths lie in their 

collectivism and desire to help others. The latter 

strength also doubles as a weakness since having too 

much empathy makes it easy for the media and 

politicians to convince them to do unethical things 

under the guise that to do otherwise would cause 

harm to some other group. The Right’s biggest 

strengths lie in their assertiveness and desire for self-

improvement. Their biggest weakness is being too 

individualistic and therefore losing any sense of 

community and ‘strength in numbers’ that the Left 

has. 

10. Jacobsen: What may bridge some of the 

political divides in the United States for a 

healthier public discourse? 

Scillitani: Probably staying off of social media and 

turning the news off from time to time, chatting with 

people who have different opinions, and reading 

some history books. 
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1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let’s begin with some 

open statements, not on general but, on relevant 

expertise in these areas. On transgender identities 

and transsexual identities, what are the relevant 

areas of expertise or qualification, or professional 

experience, for each of you? 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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Dr. Lloyd Hawkeye Robertson: I know Carey 

primarily from newspaper reports, and I admire him 

for taking an unpopular and public stand while 

representing a father who argued his daughter 

should wait until she was 16 before transitioning into 

a male form. I know none of the actors in this case 

and therefore I cannot comment as a psychologist on 

any of their motivations, but the public discussion 

demonstrated, I think, confusion over terminology 

and a hardening of positions that sometimes trumped 

reason. I would like to hear Carey’s views on this. 

My own area of expertise within psychology is the 

self, and I have a book coming out on that subject 

this fall. Transwomen volunteered to become 

research participants in two research projects I 

conducted: one on mapping the self and the other on 

the stigmatization of men. In one case the subject had 

a series of bad experiences with males, and ze viewed 

short hair as a sign of evil. Another subject had a 

series of bad experiences with women, but both 

viewed themselves to be part of a third gender 

separate from men or women so the term 

“transgender” was not really appropriate in their 

cases. I have also worked with trans people in my 

private practice, and I have a personal interest in this 

area. My cousin and I were raised together as kids 

and ze transitioned when ze was in his fifties. I think 

of my cousin as a “her” when remembering her in 

female form, but as a “him” in his present male form. 

I suspect this tells you more about me than him, but I 

suspect I am probably normative on this point. 

2. Jacobsen: To define terms scientifically, 

psychologically, and colloquially, what are 

transgender identities? What are transsexual 

identities? 

Carey Linde: For a person feeling their gender is 

different from their sex assigned at birth they can 

adopt 3 degrees of transitioning: 

1. They can adopt an opposite gender name, 

assume the clothes and hairstyle and 

outward manifestations of the opposite 

sex. Perform and present as if the opposite 

sex. This is called social transitioning. 

2. After a period of time and psychological if 

not psychiatric counselling, and a medical 

determination that the person suffers 

gender dysphoria, or perhaps not, the 

person can receive opposite sex hormones. 

This is called hormonal transitioning. 

3. After further counselling and medical 

attention, a person can undergo genital 

reassignment surgery. Women desiring to 

be men, will have double mastectomies. 

The term transsexual is currently 

narrowing to describe this 3rd stage. 

Robertson: I am going to disagree with Carey a little 

here, although I acknowledge he is using politically 

correct definitions, and probably the definitions that 

are used in court. The idea that sex is assigned at 

birth is just silly. Human infants are born with 

penises or vaginas (some are intersex but they are a 

vanishingly small percentage). We do not assign the 

sex, but we notice and name the difference. 

There is a stronger argument that we assign gender 

at birth. The term “gender” was appropriated from 

the study of grammar in English speaking countries 

during the 1960s to represent learned roles, 

behaviours and associations associated with sex: we 

teach girls to act as girls and boys to act as boys. 

What we have learned since then is that much of what 

we thought was learned with respect to personality, 

behaviours and even interests is innate, and that 

men’s and women’s brains are different in some 

ways. An excellent primer on this is Steven Pinker’s 

classic The Blank Slate. 

The fact that we are not “blank slates” does not 

mean we are all the same. Both women and men 

exhibit a large spectrum of behaviours with 

considerable overlap with the result that it is a 

mistake to overgeneralize and say “this is what men 

are like” or “this is what women are like.” A 

problem with the concept of gender; it tends to lead 

to just that. At one time people who were cross-

dressers, or were “masculine” women and 

“feminine” men still retained their biological sex 

identification. Now many are considering themselves 

“transgender” without any intention of changing 

their sexual characteristics. I read a newspaper 

account of a biological woman who is having a child 

and wants to be named as the child’s father. You can 

see that the concept of gender is actually restricting 

diversity by suggesting to people who do not adhere 

to what are now considered gender norms for that 

sex are not really of that sex, and that gender trumps 

sex. The term “transsexual” is more objective. A 

person who has completed hormonal and surgical sex 

change has now changed their sex, and we can see 

that this is so. 

3. Jacobsen: Dr. Robertson, what seems like the 

dominant orientation of the psychological 

community – across schools of psychological 

thought – on the question of heritability of general 

intelligence, personality, sex, sexual orientation, 

and gender identity, inasmuch as a consensus 

exists on these areas of ongoing research? 
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Robertson: It’s nature and nurture. Twin studies, for 

example, suggest that intelligence is .80 heritable. 

Similarly, the “big five” personality traits including 

extroversion, neuroticism, openness to experience, 

agreeableness and conscientiousness are not only 

highly heritable, but are predictive of voting patterns. 

Sex is 99.7% heritable if we define sex by one’s 

genitalia. In identical twin studies, 52% of gays 

whose twin was gay were also gay. Gender is not 

heritable by definition if we view gender as learned 

behaviour distinct from sex. Sex linked 

characteristics are heritable and may vary with 

individuals. We build our gender identities to 

accommodate our biology from a menu provided by 

society. That menu is changing. 

4. Jacobsen: To take a historical perspective, what 

are some of the oldest substantiated cases of 

transgender and transsexual identities known in 

the anthropological records? 

Linde: Here I have to plead lack of time at this 

moment to get into detail. There are numerous web 

sites treating this subject. Historians and even 

archeologists have and are reporting presumed 

evidence for trans people through out history, either 

as individuals or segments of societies. I have just 

started listening to an Audible book Transgender 

History by Susan Stryker. It canvases the history 

from colonial USA to present. 

Robertson: Cultures indigenous to North America 

often had a category of “two-spirited” people who 

dressed and took on many of the roles of the other 

sex, but also had special roles assigned to them. The 

role of male “two-spirited” people among the Cree, 

for example, was to break up fights and negotiate 

peaceful behaviours. Here we have the example of 

people of the male sex, dressing like women, taking 

on female roles such as making pemmican, but also 

doing more dangerous work as peace officers. This 

could be interpreted as a third gender and supports 

the idea that transsexual people probably existed in 

Neolithic societies prior to recorded history. 

5. Jacobsen: To set a tone for expectations of some 

interpretations and misinterpretations of the 

responses, even the questions, for the interview 

with the two of you, what is the current social and 

political context (or are the current social and 

political contexts) for Canadian society now?  

Linde: Again, I feel the need to refer to the extensive 

existing opinion on this. It depends on who you ask. 

SJWs thinks the future looks great, despite the 

continuing struggle to get there. Gender critical 

feminists (TERFs) see unmitigated disaster. Take 

your pick. 

Having said that, it is a mugs game trying to make 

any statement about how “regular” citizens of Canada 

think. Mainstream media bias has kept what little is 

reported almost exclusively supportive of the SJW 

warriors. It is my sense that the majority of 

Canadians, for instance, do not agree with the idea of 

trans women (men to most) in protected women’s 

spaces. 

Robertson: I think Canada is a tolerant society 

compared to most in recorded history. We have 

encouraged people from minority cultures to 

maintain their cultures and languages, we have 

enshrined aboriginal rights in our constitution, we 

have even taken down statues of the founding father 

of the country because his memory offended some 

people. These accommodations are rare in human 

history and have only occurred during the modern 

era. I think overwhelmingly most Canadians support 

social justice, but we may have differences on what 

that means.  

When Carey is talking about social justice warriors, 

in this context, he must be talking about the activists 

in the transgender movement who attempt to prevent 

people whose opinions they abhor from speaking in 

universities and libraries. But what he misses, I think, 

is that the gender critical feminists are also social 

justice warriors. They are directly descended from 

the radical feminists who were and continue to be 

almost androphobic in their fear of men as 

oppressors of women. We are asking these women to 

share their safe spaces in bathrooms to women’s 

shelters to people who have penises. 

I agree with the transactivists who say this fear is 

often overblown. Most men define their gender role 

as protecting women, not oppressing them. Further 

men who identify as women would be expected to be 

less likely to assault those that they wish to emulate. 

Having said that, some men are a threat to women, 

and the subjective and fluid nature of gender allows 

such men to declare themselves to be women so as to 

gain predatory access. 

I agree with Carey that most Canadians do not want 

men or women with penises in protected women’s 

spaces. I see a coalition forming that would have 

been unthinkable just ten years ago. The radical 

feminists and the traditional women represented by 

organizations such as Real Women agree on this 

issue. This coalition could spell disaster for some of 

the people I care about deeply. 

6. Jacobsen: How does this social and political 

context (or do these social and political contexts) 

impact the conversations on transgender identities 

and transsexual identities? 
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Linde: If by “conversations” you mean two or more 

people in rational polite discourse, there is none, 

zero, squat. No one is talking to any one of the 

opposite belief. The gender critical feminists 

regularly invite participation from the trans warriors. 

None accept. 

A further unknown is to what extent can it be said the 

ANTIFA led demonstrators who show up to shut 

down the symposiums of gender critical feminists 

represent anyone other than themselves? 

Robertson: I love my cousin. I watched her battle 

recurrent major depression for decades and since he 

transitioned he has been depression-free. He was 

able to transition, and thousands like him, because 

we live in a relatively tolerant society with people 

who see the social justice of it. But in an outright 

battle between a feminist-traditionalist alliance and 

the transactivists, I can see many of these gains being 

lost. I agree with Carey that no one is talking to each 

other, but we need to begin this dialogue, and soon. 

For my contribution to this dialogue, I would like to 

propose we discard the language of transgenderism. 

In the first place, the idea of transgender is binary, 

and this restricts us from considering the possibility 

that there may be three, four, or even more genders. 

Second, the idea of gender is subjective. Cross-

dressers, female impersonators and people who 

simply prefer what they see as the normative 

behaviours of the opposite sex can call themselves 

transgender. I see nothing wrong with that except 

gender cannot be allowed to trump sex. In 

Vancouver, we have seen a transwoman complain to 

a human rights tribunal that a gynecologist refused 

to examine zer male genitals. If you believe the 

precept of genderism that male and femaleness is a 

matter of cultural preference, you can see the logic of 

this, except that gynecologists have no training in 

working on male genitalia. But the structure of 

transgender ideology is rife with such contradictions. 

I prefer the concept of transsexualism. If a person 

believes that they were born into the wrong body, 

then it is therapeutic that they change their body. 

Once a person has transitioned to the body of their 

preferred sex, then they should have no problem 

occupying the spaces of that sex. We can negotiate 

special protections for those in the process of 

transitioning. What of the people who have no 

interest in changing their sex? Well, in a tolerant 

society you can live as a man or a woman in any way 

you desire as long as you do not pose a threat to 

others. I think by focussing on transsexualism we can 

reach compromises in the interests of all sides. 

7. Jacobsen: In question 1’s response, Dr. 

Robertson references a case by you, Mr. Linde. He 

was impressed by the courageous position taken 

on a father of a 16-year-old child. He could not 

comment on it. You could comment on it. What 

were the details of this case, Mr. Linde? Dr. 

Robertson, what was the more impressive position 

taken by Mr. Linde? 

Linde: The client had a 14-year-old child identified 

as female at birth. In grade 7 the school gave the 

child a male name without telling the father. He 

found when reading the year book and found a male 

name under the photo of his child. I grade 8 the 

school moved the child along the treadmill leading to 

a trans pro psychologist and to the Gender Clinic at a 

local hospital. The clinic advised the parents the child 

was going to receive puberty blockers and opposite-

sex hormones. The father objected and the matter 

ended up in court. 

The 2 lower court judgments and the decision on the 

appeal of those 2 judgments can be seen at 

https://divorce-for-men.com/resources/social-

justice-identity-politics/vancouver-14-yr-old-

trans-gendering/ 

Robertson: I think I said that the father, in this case, 

wanted his progeny to wait until ze was 16 to 

commence her biological sex change, but he lost the 

case. There are potential arguments on both sides of 

such cases. On the one hand, adolescence is a time of 

exploration with respect to sexuality. Given this, the 

request of the father seems prudent; however, an 

alternate conclusion could reasonably be reached 

where the child is suicidal. Unfortunately, there are 

websites coaching children of 12 or 13, or even 

younger, on how to appear suicidal so as to convince 

professionals and courts that a sex change is 

necessary. Complicating the issue is the fact that 

post-transition youth also have a higher than average 

suicide rate. There are psychological reasons why a 

child might make the determination that they were 

“born in the wrong body,” and if I understand this 

case correctly, the father’s fear was once his 

daughter began to transition into his son through 

hormonal blockers, the transition would be a fait 

accompli. We need a societal conversation on these 

issues, but, to date, the conversation has been rather 

one-sided with people who question transactivist 

orthodoxy “deplatformed” or silenced. What I 

appreciated about Carey’s stand is that he presented 

an unpopular position on an issue where discussion 

has been repressed. I do not know what the 

professional fall-out has been for him, if any, but I 

imagine the pressure was immense. 

https://divorce-for-men.com/resources/social-justice-identity-politics/vancouver-14-yr-old-trans-gendering/
https://divorce-for-men.com/resources/social-justice-identity-politics/vancouver-14-yr-old-trans-gendering/
https://divorce-for-men.com/resources/social-justice-identity-politics/vancouver-14-yr-old-trans-gendering/
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8. Jacobsen: Dr. Robertson, you mentioned the 

confusion of the public in terminology. What 

confusions were present in this case? Mr. Linde, 

what sparked original interest in the 

aforementioned case? Also, to the two of you, did 

the case come to a resolution? 

Linde: I came aboard on the case because I felt the 

father had not been treated fairly in the whole 

mishmash. Also, I objected to the manner in which 

the court was denying the father freedom of 

expression. 

The appeal court allowed the hormone treatment to 

remain but broke open speech freedom a little bit. 

Most importantly it established that misuse of 

pronouns and name could not be family violence. The 

court ducked the issue of the best interest of the child 

stating that was up to the doctors. It strongly implied 

the doctor had to look at a lot more than merely the 

child’s felt gender wish. 

Robertson: I think the term “transgender” is the 

source of much of this confusion. The federal 

legislation giving human rights protection to “gender 

identity” was ill-thought out and added to the 

confusion. As we have seen, gender is learned 

behaviours associated with sex-roles. Identity is how 

we choose to define ourselves, and that can change 

over time. But much public policy conflates this with 

the assumption that gender is somehow innate. For 

some purposes in the public arena, gender is learned; 

for others, it is a synonym for sex, and which rule is 

applied seems arbitrary. This confusion leads to poor 

decision making. 

9. Jacobsen: Dr. Robertson, how does the 

psychological science definition of the self link to 

the issues here on transsexuality and 

transgenderism? 

Linde: Above my pay grade. 

Robertson: As I said in response to a previous 

question, the psychological consensus is that we are 

a product of both nature and nurture. In my 

academic writing, I have argued that the self is a 

culturally evolved structure that has come to give 

definition to our species. The very name we give 

ourselves “homo sapiens” suggests we are rational 

and volitional. But to exercise these potentialities, we 

need to have them embedded in our self. 

The self is not entirely a cognitivist structure. Years 

ago Demasio suggested there existed an emotive 

“feeling of me.” Further research has identified 

differences between the male and female brain, and 

such research supports the idea that at least some 

transsexuals were indeed “born in the wrong body,” 

with regard to the structure of their brains. We also 

need to recognize, however, that there are other 

possible routes to transsexuality. A further 

complication is that homosexuals also often exhibit 

this cerebral variation as do some heterosexuals. 

In the end, however, we develop a kind of mental map 

of who we are, and we act as though the self-

identifiers in that map are true. I present the self-map 

of a transwoman in a book that will be published by 

University of Ottawa Press this fall. Not 

unsurprisingly, the self-map includes two clusters – 

male and female. The memes ze placed in the male 

cluster were all things ze did not like about herself 

including being bald, mortal, old, depressed and self-

defeating as well as being male. The memes in the 

feminine cluster included being creative, sensual, 

hopeful, intellectual and a writer. Ze pictured a war 

going on within this self between masculine and 

feminine sides; however, this is surely wrong. The 

male side had no consciousness capable of making 

war, it was merely the repository of unwanted 

characteristics. For example, “self-defeating” 

referred to the subject’s habit of ensuring failure 

when on the brink of success. Ze said, “no testacles 

will benefit from my success.” The essential 

components of our evolved self including volition, 

uniqueness, productivity and social interest were all 

on the female side. It was a war like a person is 

making war on nature when he, she or ze mows the 

lawn. In keeping with that metaphor, ze had zer testes 

removed during the course of our interviews. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Divorce for Men (Law Offices of Carey 

Linde). Founder, Hawkeye Associates. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/linde-

robertson-one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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An Interview with John Collins on Gay-Bashing, Women-Bashing, Remarriage-Bashing, and Social Stigma 

in, and Healing from, “The Message” of the late William Marrion Branham: Founder, William Branham 

Historical Research (Part Five)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Some have been 

emotionally scarred due to the bashing of gays, of 

women, of remarriage, and the social stigma to the 

rejection of the ‘revelations’ in addition to 

assertions of individuals potentially losing 

salvation. What is the form of gay-bashing? 

John Collins: The effects of emotional abuse in 

William Branham’s “Message” cult following and 

similar destructive cults are very painful, no matter 

the specific types of abuse. They are also very 

personal. Unlike physical abuse, the impact of 

emotional abuse is not limited to the area of impact. 

As emotions are manipulated, whether it is from 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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“bashing”, shaming, intimidation, fear, or other, the 

abuse is felt through each and every connected 

memory and even in other related emotions. For 

those affected, it is a recurring form of abuse each 

time those emotions are brought to the surface. Also, 

emotional abuse is not limited to the person being 

struck. As cult leaders tear down the emotions of 

their victims, they often do so indirectly. Victims of 

abuse for cults that practice “gay bashing” are not 

just those in the group who have homosexual 

tendencies. Those who submit to the verbal abuse of 

others are also being emotionally abused into 

submission. 

The social stigma created by this form of abuse 

contributes to the isolationist nature of the destructive 

cult. When cult followers are manipulated into the 

approval of and the participation in emotional abuse, 

whether verbally abusing others or simply nodding a 

head or saying “Amen”, emotional abuse becomes a 

core value to the group’s integrity and is often used 

as a tool for punishment or further isolation. Those 

who do not fully submit to the group’s rules and 

regulations are often the target of false accusation 

using the forms of emotional abuse most frequently 

used by the leaders. Those who leave the group also 

become targets, and it is very effective. Normal 

human emotions that would occur when a member 

leaves the group are suppressed when the former 

member becomes the target of verbal abuse — one 

emotion is replaced with another. I, myself, was 

falsely accused of being homosexual as a tool by cult 

leaders to suppress the critical information that I had 

discovered, and some former members later informed 

me that this false accusation delayed their 

examination of the critical information for a long 

period of time. 

For the person struggling internally with issues that 

are openly ridiculed or “bashed”, the pain runs deep. 

While other struggles based upon cult doctrine may 

be discussed to receive encouragement, sympathy, 

counseling, or guidance, struggles that are the focal 

point for verbal and emotional abuse cannot. Cult 

members have been manipulated, by example, to 

practice verbal and emotional abuse for those issues 

instead of offering help. This, really, is the what 

differentiates a destructive cult group from a religious 

cult group. William Branham’s “Message” cult is not 

unique in their religious beliefs concerning 

homosexuality, and sermons discussing passages 

from the Christian Bible against homosexuality are 

widespread even among some denominations in 

mainstream Christianity. Healthy churches offer help 

and support for any issue, homosexuality or not, 

while destructive churches train members to 

discriminate and practice abuse. 

Like any situation involving discrimination, human 

rights and human dignity is at risk. All humans have 

a natural desire to help other humans, and a sympathy 

for those in need of help. When a destructive group 

replaces that natural, human desire of love for other 

humans with hatred, they have also robbed them of 

their dignity and freedom and replaced them with 

captivity and oppression. 

2. Jacobsen: What is the form of women-bashing? 

Collins: In William Branham’s “Message” cult 

following, the New Testament passage from 1 

Corinthians 11:3 describing male leadership is 

preached, while Galatians 3:28 describing equality is 

generally ignored. The passage in Corinthians 

describes the hierarchy of leadership from God the 

Father, to God the Son, to males, to females. 

“But I want you to realize that the head of every man 

is Christ, and the head of the woman is man, and the 

head of Christ is God.” (1 Cor 11:3)  

This passage is used and preferred, because it 

supports William Branham’s theological stance that 

women are inferior to men. Branham taught that 

females were a “by-product” of man, and not in the 

original creation[i]. Interestingly, this passage is also 

used by mainstream Christianity as an example of a 

clear picture of the Trinitarian Godhead, which later 

versions of William Branham’s stage persona 

rejected.[ii] While rejecting the relationship between 

God the Father and God the Son in the passage from 

1 Corinthians, most versions of William Branham’s 

stage persona avoided the passage from Galatians 3 

promoting equality, or re-purposed it to promote his 

male-only creation theology.[iii] 

Galatians 3 describes the Apostle Paul’s views on 

racial, social, and gender equality. Verse 28 states, 

“There is neither Jew nor Gentile, neither slave nor 

free, nor is there male and female, for you are all one 

in Christ Jesus”.  

Galatians 3:28 

Many Christian apologists use this verse as an 

example to claim that early Christians were advanced 

in teaching equality compared to other religions in 

the ancient world[iv], though historically, some 

ancient civilizations did practice equality in one or 

more of the three categories mentioned by in the 

passage from Galatians.[v] In William Branham’s 

“Message” cult following, however, all three 

categories are rejected in full. William Branham 

claimed that the Gospel of Jesus Christ was not 

intended for the Jews[vi], that Christians were 

supposed to “forfeit their rights”[vii], and that the 
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female human was less in stature than a dog or a 

hog.[viii] 

This misogynistic theological stance leads to all 

forms of abuse – verbal, emotional, and even 

physical. By example, “Message” cult leaders use 

quotes from the transcript of William Branham’s 

sermons to ensure that women are “in their 

place”[ix], submissive, obedient, and silent[x]. Some 

“Message” cult pastors expand upon this theological 

view to introduce additional misogynistic doctrines 

and rules, disallowing women to have religious 

discussions without men present. Others preach entire 

sermons that are parroting Branham’s misogynistic 

teaching that women are inherently evil by 

design[xi], and must contain that evil at the risk of 

eternal damnation. 

As a result, women are unknowingly trained to accept 

verbal abuse as “correction”. Adolescent girls are 

trained to believe that their bodies were designed by 

Satan[xii] for sex[xiii]. Teenage girls are forced to 

believe that William Branham is the authority on 

doctrine and scripture[xiv], and that his praise given 

to those who practice physical abuse[xv] for women 

who do not adhere to the cult’s dress code is both 

acceptable and “commissioned by God”. Mothers are 

trained to believe that it is OK for their husbands to 

follow William Branham’s advice and physically 

abuse both them[xvi] and their daughters, and that 

husbands who do not are “sissies”. In other words, it 

goes far beyond “woman-bashing”. Women are 

forced to believe that Branham’s verbal abuse is 

“godly”, that verbal and emotional abuse by current 

cult leadership is “righteous”, and that verbal, 

emotional, and physical abuse by their spouse or 

father is “justified”. 

3. Jacobsen: What is the form of remarriage-

bashing? 

Collins: Remarriage after divorce, except in cases of 

the death of a current or former spouse, is a delicate 

subject within most Christian communities. There are 

specific passages in the New Testament that instruct 

married couples not to separate until death[xvii], as 

well as passages that consider remarriage after 

divorce of a living spouse to be adultery[xviii], which 

is in violation of the Ten Commandments of the Old 

Testament[xix]. Unfortunately, there are no Biblical 

instructions describing the many complex situations 

that occur within a marriage, or how Christians 

should behave towards those who knowingly or 

unknowingly broke those rules by remarrying after 

divorce. Fundamentalist Christians and many 

Christians with fundamentalist leanings view these 

passages as black-or-white and do now allow for the 

“gray”. Remarriage after divorce is strictly forbidden 

in fundamentalist Christianity. In most versions of 

William Branham’s stage persona, this was the 

doctrinal position presented.[xx] 

Christians without fundamentalist leanings take a 

more moderate approach. They still believe 

remarriage after divorce while the spouse is still 

living to be sin, as the Bible states, but also believe 

that Jesus Christ died for that sin. As with any other 

personal issues considered to be sinful, advice and 

support is offered.[xxi] Each divorce case is 

considered to be unique, and attempts are made to 

save marriages whenever possible. In cases where a 

spouse is abused or in danger, however, separation is 

advised. 

Though these two positions are the exact opposite of 

each other, both approaches have some common 

ground. After the divorce and remarriage is finalized, 

healthy churches on both sides offer their love and 

support to the new couples that emerge. Members are 

not ridiculed for their decision, are not insulted 

during sermons, and are not severed from fellowship. 

This is not the case in the unhealthy churches that 

exist on the fundamentalist side. Since there are no 

biblical instructions explicitly stating how one should 

behave towards a remarried couple, those new 

couples who “broke the rules” and remarried are 

targets for verbal and emotional abuse. William 

Branham “Message” cult churches, which fall into 

this category, are no exception. 

4. Jacobsen: What is the social stigma around the 

rejection of the purported revelations? 

Collins: Much like the cases of “breaking the rules” 

for remarriage or dress code, those who reject 

“supernatural” claims by William Branham become 

targets for verbal and emotional abuse.[xxii] Even in 

cases where members reject a claim made by William 

Branham that has unequivocally been proven false, 

they face discrimination and sometimes isolation 

from current members that support the false claim. In 

many cases, this happens at the instruction of the cult 

leaders.[xxiii] “Message” cult pastors, attempting to 

halt the spread of critical information, have quickly 

learned that truth can only be stopped by silencing 

those asking questions. Rather than address William 

Branham’s false claims in transparency before their 

congregations, most cult pastors choose the pathway 

of least resistance. Only a handful of “Message” cult 

pastors have attempted to publicly address the 

controversial issues, and a majority of those are now 

former members.[xxiv] 

This typically occurs indirectly rather than directly, 

however. When it has been learned that one or more 

members of a cult church have discovered the critical 
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issues with “supernatural” claims, cult pastors shame 

current members by ridiculing or cursing former 

members who disagree with William Branham’s false 

claims. Those who reject the claims are labeled as 

incompetent or ungodly while being cursed to all 

sorts of tragedies and eternal damnation. Former 

members have described their former cult pastor 

claiming that “hell will not be hot enough” for those 

who reject Branham’s claims, and others describe 

sermons predicting God’s wrath on those leaving the 

cult by claiming that “sometimes God likes a good 

killing” (implying that those leaving might die). To 

the target of the curse or ridicule, these statements are 

harmless. To members of the congregation who have 

discovered the critical research, however, it is an 

indirect form of emotional abuse that transitions into 

a social stigma and fear of consequence. That stigma 

worsens after participating in cult gatherings where 

the pastor’s opinion is favorably discussed. 

As the listener follows the pastor’s abusive 

statements to their logical conclusion, they connect 

the examination of critical facts to losing their 

“salvation”. Under this type of fear, to avoid eternal 

damnation, one must also avoid questioning William 

Branham and/or the pastor’s authority. Unfortunately 

for members of a destructive religious cult, this fear 

of eternal damnation is far greater than all other 

consequences. It is almost crippling. 

5. Jacobsen: How does the community react to 

claims of an individual member losing supposed 

salvation?  

Collins: In destructive cults, the group’s members 

become one body of people that is either physically 

or mentally disconnected and/or isolated from other 

bodies of people. In religious cults that are 

destructive, this separation is based upon beliefs of 

salvation. In the case of a destructive cult based upon 

Christianity, for instance, the group has mentally 

isolated themselves by believing that their particular 

group will earn salvation while all other Christian 

groups will not. 

Doomsday cults such as William Branham’s 

“Message” cult[xxv] are even more destructive. In 

religious doomsday cults, cult doctrine and beliefs 

are structured in such a way that members focus more 

intently upon life after death than life before death, 

and life itself is devalued by predictions of 

destruction. Members are manipulated into thinking 

that this world and all that is in it has no meaning, 

and that after the destruction predicted by the cult 

leader, only those who believe that leader or share his 

or her doctrinal beliefs will survive. With destruction 

“imminent”, and all personal connections outside of 

the cult about to be severed, non-cult connections 

(those who did not earn salvation) are devalued, 

including former members. 

Without having been involved in a destructive cult, it 

would be very difficult to understand the mental 

separation that occurs when a former member leaves, 

or more specifically, “loses their salvation” by 

leaving or rejecting the cult leader. In these cases, 

there were strong personal connections, often with 

many members of the cult. Yet because they are no 

longer associated with the cult’s perception of 

“salvation”, they are now supposed to be “spiritually” 

severed from the cult and its members. Cult members 

that have been manipulated into believing the cult’s 

isolationist doctrine are faced with internal conflict 

due to their deep personal and emotional ties as those 

connections sever. 

In some cases, these personal and emotional ties 

cannot be broken, and it leads to more members 

“losing their salvation” as they, too, begin to question 

the destructive nature of the cult. Unfortunately, in 

many instances, this is not the case. Cult members 

unable to resolve the internal conflict and are forced 

to resolve it by “grieving a loss”. Similar to a death in 

the family, cult members enter the process of 

grieving, loss, recovery, and then disconnection. 

Once disconnected, the result is “shunning”, whether 

physically or emotionally, as a self-defense 

mechanism to prevent reconnecting to a cult member 

that has now become a non-cult member. 

6. Jacobsen: How can former members heal?  

Collins: As you can imagine, all of this is extremely 

painful for former members of a cult. Many describe 

it as the single-most difficult time of their lives. 

While their connections suffer through the stages of 

grief, they too must grieve their own losses. Even 

through some friends and family that are still cult 

members may have not physically severed ties, their 

view of the former member has now changed from 

“one of us” to “not of us”, and they are forced to 

emotionally disconnect. When a former member 

begins to experience emotional shunning by people 

they have known for many years — sometimes their 

entire lives, they also enter self-defense mode. Cult 

members become “one of them” while the entire rest 

of the world becomes “us” – reversing the problem. 

Even cult members who are genuinely making an 

attempt to be kind and sympathetic are mentally 

grouped with those who have caused great pain, and 

eventually, ties are severed from both ends. 

Though it is a slow and painstaking process, former 

cult members must re-establish themselves in the 

world without relying upon any ties to cult members. 

New peer groups must form, with new circles of 
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friends and new support. Old memories now painful 

must be replaced with new memories more pleasant. 

Former cult members must find people who energize 

them and avoid people who drain them of energy 

until they are healed enough to energize others. 

This is not to say that current cult members cannot be 

part of this process — they certainly can, but they 

must not be the only form of support and friendship. 

Their ties may seem strong during the initial break, 

but they may not always be. It is difficult to heal 

from the larger separation when dealing with the 

repeated pain of additional separations. 

7. Jacobsen: How can homosexuals, women, the 

remarried, and the doubters find help and a way 

out of “The Message”? 

Collins: For anyone attempting to escape from a 

destructive cult, no matter the reason or situation, it is 

best to begin establishing a support group prior to 

leaving. No matter what a person is dealing with, 

whether it be homosexual tendencies, abuse, divorce, 

or other, there are many, many people who have 

endured similar painful situations. Find others to ask 

for advice. In some cases, counselling or therapy is 

helpful. Find a psychologist familiar with destructive 

religious cults. Don’t be afraid of medication; several 

people who have escaped require anxiety or anti-

depressant medicine for a period of time, some long-

term due to the trauma of separation. 

Be prepared to give an answer as to why the choice 

was made to leave. This seems to be the most 

difficult part of leaving a cult for many people: the 

fear of a heated argument or debate with people who 

no longer share the same core values and will not 

understand why. Yet in almost every instance of a 

person leaving a cult, this is an inevitable situation. 

Before the information age, researching was a very 

difficult task. By design, destructive cults conceal 

critical information. Finding that information was a 

challenge. In today’s world, however, information is 

abundantly accessible — both critical and non-

critical. Newspaper archives, government archives, 

online resources and more provide a means to learn 

about many cult groups and their structure. By 

learning how other cults behave and operate and 

identifying the similarities between other cults to 

their own, a cult member can easily list reasons why 

staying would be a bad idea. 

In the case of William Branham, however, finding 

critical information is extremely easy. Not only are 

there numerous research sites publishing information 

concerning William Branham’s “Message” cult and 

the many sub-cults that were created after, 

Branham’s sermon transcripts from 1947 to 1965 

have been made public and searchable[xxvi]. Former 

members can easily query against his transcripts to 

identify conflicting statements between different 

versions of William Branham’s stage 

personas[xxvii], list the very destructive doctrines 

Branham taught[xxviii], and describe Branham’s 

prophecies that have failed[xxix] or his teachings that 

do not align with Biblical doctrine.[xxx] 

8. Jacobsen: How did William Marrion Branham 

blast remarriage after divorce throughout “The 

Message” ministry? Yet, he permitted or even 

helped brothers remarry several times. 

Collins: Historians have erroneously described 

William Branham as an evangelist having consistent 

views during his twenty to thirty-year career by using 

only the later versions of his stage persona, which in 

many cases was a persona strongly opposed to 

remarriage after divorce. Because that history has 

been mostly written by “historians” sympathetic to 

William Branham’s cult following, other versions of 

Branham’s stage persona with differing doctrinal 

positions[xxxi] appear to have been purposefully 

omitted. 

William Branham is typically described as a “non-

Trinitarian”[xxxii] “Baptist”[xxxiii] minister who 

after the Ohio River Flood of 1937 came in contact 

with Pentecostalism and a “supernatural” experience 

that led to his “Message” of hyper-fundamentalist 

Pentecostalism. Yet he was baptized and ordained in 

a Pentecostal church as early as 1932[xxxiv], worked 

closely with the United Brethren Church during the 

time a Brethren minister performed his second 

marriage ceremony[xxxv], and for almost a decade 

used a Trinitarian stage persona[xxxvi]. Not only did 

his doctrinal views change between different versions 

of his stage persona, his doctrinal stance changed 

with his varying religious affiliations. Those changes 

range from core values such as the nature of God to 

his views on remarriage after divorce. 

It is interesting, however, that during the time 

William Branham primarily used a stage persona 

claiming to be a fundamentalist Baptist minister — 

which would have at the time opposed remarriage 

after divorce — Branham performed the marriage 

ceremonies for his brothers after they divorced and 

remarried multiple wives[xxxvii]. As late as 1941, 

William Branham’s core values off stage do not 

appear to match his core values on stage. 

It is also interesting that most historians and even cult 

members claim that William Branham was opposed 

to remarriage after divorce, when the 1965 version of 

his stage persona was not fully opposed. In most 

versions of Branham’s stage persona, William 
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Branham did claim to be opposed to remarriage after 

divorce for both men and women. After his son’s 

marriage, divorce[xxxviii], and remarriage, however, 

Branham’s stage persona created an exception for the 

case of men (not women) who wished to remarry 

after divorce. In a 1965 sermon entitled “Marriage 

and Divorce”, Branham began teaching that “he can, 

but she can’t.”[xxxix] In that version of his stage 

persona, William Branham avoided all passages in 

the New Testament that describe men remarrying 

after divorce as adultery. Luke 16:18 was avoided 

entirely. 

“Everyone who divorces his wife and marries 

another commits adultery, and he who marries a 

woman divorced from her husband commits adultery. 

Luke 16:18 

It would be very difficult to understand how that 

William Branham could preach so strongly against 

remarriage after divorce on stage while performing 

the wedding ceremonies for divorced couples 

offstage without having the full and complete 

historical information concerning Branham’s 

multiple stage personas. Especially when historians 

have been misinformed about the “consistency” of 

Branham’s doctrinal positions and so much critical 

information has been withheld. Once his varying 

stage personas are examined, and his conflicting 

doctrinal positions are compared, it becomes more 

apparent that the man on stage with his multiple 

personas were not the same as the man off stage. 
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1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Thank, very much, for 

the charming Part One to the interview. As 

agreed, we intend this as a long-form interview. I 

decided parts because some interviews work best 

in segments if done in this manner. Now, with 

some of the family and personal narrative brought 

forward in an entertaining manner, I would like to 

focus on some of the important issues dealing with 

the academic work. Your stipulated research 

interests include “Epistemology; Skepticism; 

Wittgenstein; Philosophy of Cognitive Science; 

Philosophy of Religion; Philosophy of Education; 

Philosophy of Law.” In my time at UCIrvine, I 

was impressed by the culture, the academic 

atmosphere, and the area, in general. Your foci, 

certainly, seem related to one another. So, I agree. 

It’s an exciting place. Let’s make this an Anthill – 

so to speak – Part Two or session two for the 

audience today, the hill or mound will be built in 

the sequence of the aforementioned topics in the 

quote above. Once I read more thoroughly 

through materials by you, I will then utilize these 

responses to dig more directly into the dirt and 

find some ants for eating. Many of the listed 

interests seem straightforward. I will inquire in 

the order presented. So, epistemology is the study 

of how we acquire knowledge. It’s a foundational 

field. When did this interest in epistemology come 

forward for you? 

Professor Duncan Pritchard: It was epistemology 

that got me into philosophy, if truth be told. I took a 

course on the subject and found it fascinating, and I 

soon switched to studying straight philosophy (I had 

previously been studying English Literature). 

Although I’ve done work on other areas of 

philosophy, I keep returning to epistemological 

questions, as they always seem so fundamental. 

Indeed, even when I do engage with another area of 

philosophy, such as the philosophy of mind, it always 

seems to be the epistemological questions within that 

domain that interest me. I think epistemological 

questions are also particularly relevant from a 

contemporary social perspective too, particularly in 

this supposedly ‘post-truth’ world we live in. My 

work on epistemology includes such core topics as 

the theory of knowledge, radical skepticism, 

epistemic value, social epistemology, the relationship 

between knowledge and understanding, the nature of 

inquiry, and the intellectual virtues. It also includes 

topics in applied epistemology, such as the 

epistemology of education, legal epistemology, and 

some epistemological issues in cognitive science. 

2. Jacobsen: Epistemology relates in a direct 

manner to skepticism. The main skeptical idea: 

certain knowledge is impossible. In another 

variation, one should maintain a skeptical attitude 

about particular claims or all claims, e.g., the 

efficacy of widespread practices including prayer, 

or beliefs in supernatural powers or abilities, or 

beliefs in ghosts, angels and demons (Devil 

included), and more. What is the strength of 

skepticism as a philosophical program, especially 

when taken in a rigorous form within the focus of 

formal epistemology? 

Pritchard: My work on skepticism falls under two 

main, though overlapping, themes. The core issue is 

about radical skepticism, and so whether knowledge 

is possible. I take this puzzle to be a way that we can 

gain a greater insight on the nature of our epistemic 

access to the world around us. I argue that the 

problem of radical skepticism needs to be formulated 

in a certain fashion if we are to appreciate the 

challenge that it poses. This then has consequences 

for the response to radical skepticism that I offer—

what I call the biscopic response—which essentially 

integrates themes from the work of Wittgenstein and 

the contemporary philosopher John McDowell. (For 

the details, see my most recent monograph, Epistemic 
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Angst: Radical Skepticism and the Groundlessness of 

Our Believing (Princeton University Press, 2015)). 

I’m also interested in a broader kind of skepticism 

which is not cast as an argument or a paradox, but 

rather consists of a certain kind of attitude. This form 

of skepticism has its roots in the work of the ancient 

Pyrrhonian skeptics, and it’s influence has been 

enormous throughout intellectual history. For 

example, one of my philosophical heroes is the 

16th century French philosopher Montaigne, who 

epitomizes the Pyrrhonian skeptical method in the 

early modern period. (Hume is another important 

philosopher from this period who is heavily 

influenced by Pyrrhonian skepticism, though he is 

writing much later). 

I tried to blend discussion of the debate about radical 

skepticism with Pyrrhonian skepticism in my latest 

book, Scepticism: A Very Short Introduction (Oxford 

University Press, 2019), which is written for a 

general audience. One of the themes of this work is to 

understand what an intellectually virtuous form of 

skepticism might look like, and so the book draws on 

my other writings on the nature of the intellectual 

virtues. This also enables me to relate the debate 

about skepticism to broader social concerns that are 

particularly pressing in the information age that we 

live in, such as the fact that there is so much 

misinformation about, and that many influential 

figures in our society do not seem to care that much 

about the truth. (See also the online course entitled 

‘Skepticism’ that I created to go with the book, 

available on the Coursera 

platform: https://www.coursera.org/learn/skepticis

m. This features contributions from a number of 

prominent scholars from UC Irvine, across several 

disciplines). 

3. Jacobsen: What makes Wittgenstein an integral 

thinker for you? Someone worth studying for an 

epistemologist and skeptic.  

Pritchard: Wittgenstein was, in my opinion, one of 

the greatest philosophers to have ever lived. His work 

is full of innovative ideas. Indeed, much of the work 

of his that we have is contained in unedited 

notebooks, and yet they are nonetheless full of 

insightful nuggets—time spent reading (or even re-

reading) anything Wittgenstein wrote is never 

wasted, as there is always a lot to learn. 

As an epistemologist, I’m particularly intrigued by 

his final notebooks, which were published 

posthumously as On Certainty. These are four 

notebooks that take us right up to just before he died, 

and hence they are also interesting from an historical 

point of view, in addition to their tremendous 

philosophical importance. In these works 

Wittgenstein offers a sustained treatment of questions 

about knowledge, certainty and doubt. In the process 

he explores a very distinctive account of the structure 

of rational evaluation, according to which all rational 

evaluation takes place relative to certain basic 

convictions that we hold, which are not themselves 

rationally grounded at all. These are 

our hinge certainties, as they are known (employing a 

metaphor that Wittgenstein used). What’s especially 

intriguing about this proposal is that Wittgenstein 

clearly thought that embracing this idea is the 

antidote to radical skepticism, and yet at first glance 

it can seem like a capitulation to the skeptical 

challenge, for doesn’t the radical sceptic also 

maintain that our basic convictions are rationally 

groundless? There is thus an important philosophical 

project of explaining how Wittgenstein’s idea—

which I have argued he acquired from reading the 

work of the prominent Catholic thinker, John Henry 

Newman—could have the anti-skeptical import that 

he clearly thought it had, and this project has 

informed a lot of my recent work. Hinge 

epistemology also has lots of ramifications for other 

philosophical debates, such as regarding relativism. 

4. Jacobsen: The human brain evolved to be good 

enough. A lot of costs came with this, including 

biases in forms of thought and in what can 

possibly be thought. Cognitive science seems to 

show this in listings of cognitive biases. What 

brings cognitive science into the philosophical 

formulation for you? 

Pritchard: I’m principally interested in our 

relationship with technology, and how it alters our 

cognitive processes. In particular, there’s a prominent 

movement in cognitive science (extended 

cognition)—initially driven, incidentally, by 

philosophers such as Andy Clark—which allows that 

our cognitive processes can be genuinely extended by 

technology (such that this isn’t simply our cognitive 

processes being supplemented or aided by 

technology, but where the technology becomes a 

proper part of an extended cognitive process). I find 

this idea plausible, and have been trying to work out 

under what conditions, exactly, a cognitive process 

can become extended in this way. Moreover, this 

proposal clearly has epistemological ramifications, 

since it holds out the possibility that some of our 

knowledge is not attributable to our biological selves 

and the associated cognitive agency, but is rather due 

to our extended cognitive agency (i.e., the integrated 

set of purely biological and extended cognitive 

processes). There is thus the possibility of (what I 

have called) extended knowledge. 

https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/22/pritchard-two/blank
https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/22/pritchard-two/blank
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4. Jacobsen: Religion is a complicated affair. I 

need two questions for this one, please. First, what 

is religion to you? 

Pritchard: I have a policy of not declaring my own 

personal thoughts on religion. There are a few 

reasons for this. One is that I don’t have a 

straightforward stance to declare anyway. But a more 

important reason is that I think the whole debate 

about philosophy of religion has got side-tracked by 

people explicitly entwining their philosophical stance 

with their personal stance. The problem is that as 

philosophers we should be interested in these 

questions regardless of our personal convictions. One 

of the reasons why I think philosophy of religion has 

become such a niche subfield of philosophy is 

because people imagine that one would only be 

interested in it if one has prior religious conviction, 

and that’s simply not the case (or, at least, it ought 

not to be the case). We should get back to exploring 

these questions because of their intrinsic 

philosophical interest. 

5. Jacobsen: Second, what makes the philosophy 

of religion, probably, a more relevant field of 

study in the modern context than, apparently, 

declining disciplines including theology or 

religious studies? 

Pritchard: I think it would be a shame if religious 

studies is indeed a declining discipline (or theology 

for that matter, which I take to be a sub-division of it, 

concerned specifically with theistic religion). 

Religious questions are central to the human 

condition after all. Moreover, even if one adopts a 

purely materialistic conception of the world and our 

place in it, one that has no room for religion, one still 

needs to have a philosophical grasp of what it means 

to exclude religion from one’s worldview, and that is 

itself an issue for philosophy of religion (and thus 

religious studies). I find it intriguing that many 

people today take a certain kind of materialistic and 

scientistic worldview as obvious, and as 

incorporating no philosophical assumptions, such that 

it is kind of a ‘default’ rational way of responding to 

the world. But that’s not very plausible—the 

philosophical presuppositions are still there, as they 

are with any worldview, and they need to be made 

explicit and examined. (I don’t think it’s an accident, 

for example, that those in the grip of such a 

worldview also take a very instrumentalist attitude 

towards political and ethical questions). That’s a job 

for philosophy, and philosophy of religion has a role 

to play in such an endeavor. 

Inevitably, my own work in philosophy of religion 

mostly covers epistemological questions, especially 

the question of whether religious belief can be 

rationally grounded. In this regard I advance a view 

that I call quasi-fideism, a thesis which I claim is 

rooted in the work of John Henry Newman and 

Wittgenstein. 

6. Jacobsen: What is your philosophy of 

education? 

Pritchard: My interest is in the question of what the 

overarching epistemic goals of education amount to. 

The view I defend is one on which these goals 

essentially concern the development of intellectual 

character, which is the integrated set of a subject’s 

intellectual virtues. This approach offers an important 

reorientation of education in the contemporary world, 

where education is far too often understood in purely 

instrumental terms, such as simply giving students 

useful skills or knowledge. Education should have 

much more ambitious goals, however, which is to 

help human beings to prosper, and for that they need 

the intellectual virtues. 

7. Jacobsen: What is the philosophy of law? I ask 

this, too, because an extremely distinguished 

academic, Professor Elizabeth Loftus, works at 

UCIrvine. 

Pritchard: There are lots of philosophical questions 

in law, most notably concerning the foundations of 

law. But as an epistemologist I’m naturally interested 

in some of the specifically epistemic questions that 

arise, such as the nature of legal evidence, or what 

kinds of epistemic bases are relevant for legal 

judgements about guilt or liability. I’ve also tried to 

bring my work on luck and risk to bear on legal 

issues, such as concerning the question of what is an 

acceptable degree of risk within a just legal system 

that an innocent person might be found guilty of a 

crime. 

8. Jacobsen: What epistemology to garner 

knowledge about the world most makes sense 

within a skepticism framework grounded in the 

understandings brought forward by the 

philosophy of Wittgenstein, philosophy of 

cognitive science, and the philosophy of religion? 

Pritchard: I don’t think there is a straightforward 

answer to your question. I advance a general theory 

of knowledge (anti-luck virtue epistemology), which 

incorporates insights from both virtue epistemology 

and anti-luck/risk epistemology. (For the details, see 

my co-authored monograph, The Nature and Value of 

Knowledge, (Oxford University Press, 2010)). I also 

have an account of how this way of thinking about 

knowledge should be situated with regard to answers 

to a range of epistemological questions about such 

topics as the nature of epistemic value, the 

relationship between knowledge and understanding, 
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the importance of the intellectual virtues, the nature 

of inquiry, and so on. I then apply this theory of 

knowledge to philosophical questions in specific 

domains like cognitive science and education. 

The question of how to understand the nature of 

knowledge is, however, largely orthogonal to the 

skeptical question of whether such knowledge is 

possible (it took me many years to realise this). This 

in part explains why my response to radical 

skepticism is distinct from my account of knowledge 

(though there are some overlaps). As noted above, 

what I take from Wittgenstein is a certain conception 

of the structure of reasons that I think is specifically 

applicable to the question of how to deal with the 

puzzle posed by radical skepticism. I also advance a 

view I call epistemological disjunctivism which can 

explain how we can have a kind of direct epistemic 

access to the world around us. (For the details, see 

my monograph, Epistemological Disjunctivism, 

(Oxford University Press, 2012)). In addition, I think 

there is a story to be told about skepticism as an 

attitude, in the manner of Pyrrhonian skepticism, 

though again that issue is orthogonal to the question 

of the nature of knowledge (the intellectual virtues do 

have a bearing here, however). 

9. Jacobsen: Do these understandings taken 

together have potential implications for education 

and the law? 

Pritchard: Yes. As just noted, one needs to have a 

worked-out epistemology in order to apply it to 

domains like education and the law. So, for example, 

my epistemology, with the intellectual virtues at its 

heart, can explain why developing intellectual 

character is so important to education. I’ve also 

applied the anti-luck, or anti-risk, element to my 

epistemology to the legal case with regard to 

discussions of legal evidence and legal risk. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Distinguished Professor, University of California, 

Irvine; Director, Graduate Studies, Philosophy, 

University of California, Irvine. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/pritchard-

two; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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Abstract 

Rick Rosner and I conduct a conversational series entitled Ask A Genius on a variety of subjects through In-

Sight Publishing on the personal and professional website for Rick. According to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, Rick G. Rosner may have among America’s, North America’s, and the 

world’s highest measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 16) based on several high range test 

performances created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 

12 years of college credit in less than a year and graduated with the equivalent of 8 majors. Erik Haereid 

earned a score at 185, on the N-VRA80. Both scores on a standard deviation of 15. A sigma of 6.00+ (or ~6.13 

or 6.20) for Rick – a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 1,009,976,678+ (with some at rarities of 1 in 

2,314,980,850 or 1 in 3,527,693,270) – and ~5.67 for Erik – a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 136,975,305. Of 

course, if a higher general intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, and margin of error in, the 

general intelligence scores because of the greater rarity in the population. This amounts to a joint interview 

or conversation with Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, and myself. 

Keywords: America, Erik Haereid, genius, intelligence, Norway, Rick Rosner, Scott Douglas Jacobsen, standard 

deviation. 

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Genius (Part Seven)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: We come back after a 

hiatus due to schedules and – well – life. Let’s 

continue forwards, shall we? The next topic in our 

selection is the true meaning of and metrics of 

genius. I like the layout in the previous session. On 

the one hand, the more controlled and precise 

layout of Mr. Haereid; on the other hand, the 

experiential and, at the end, motivational 

components of high-range tests (HRTs), i.e., for 

Mr. Rosner, the roots in relationship desires, 

instinctual drives. 

Another facet of this comes in the form of the 

higher ranges of intelligence test scores with 

“genius” as a category. A moniker denoting some 

mixture of elements, or the labelling of some 

productions as in a “work of genius.” I want to 

focus today on the concept of genius in the context 

of some of the world’s top scorers on 

alternative/non-mainstream tests. 

As an important note for the general public or 

prospective test-takers, high range testing (HRT) 

should be taken with honest skepticism grounded 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://www.imdb.com/name/nm1262827/
https://olymp.iqsociety.org/olympians/dr-christopher-philip-harding/
http://www.psiq.org/bio/
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_K._Hoeflin
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in the limited empirical development of the field at 

present, even in spite of honest and sincere efforts. 

If a higher general intelligence score, then the 

greater the variability in, and margin of error in, 

the general intelligence scores because of the 

greater rarity in the population. 

Let’s focus today on genius, in particular, in a 

scientific setting, no unnecessary premises in 

definitions, even if in the ‘soft’ sciences, then the 

proper constructs with the appropriate empirical 

premises inhere in them. For example, some may 

look at aspects or factorizations of intelligence 

tests into general intelligence as statistical 

artifacts, as noted by the late Dr. Stephen Jay 

Gould. However, if predictions and empirical 

results follow from the construct, then a construct 

appears tentatively, scientifically valid. 

To start, on a first pass, in a concrete colloquial 

sense, what comes to mind about extreme human 

achievements/productions and extraordinary 

human talents – mental or physical? In a more 

precise sense, what seems like the core of genius, 

as a scientific question? Furthermore, if we look at 

the petals on this flower, what derivatives come 

out of this core of genius? Again, in an empirical 

sense without unnecessary assumptions, what are 

the outgrowths in talents/productions exhibiting 

“genius”? 

What do you consider great works of genius in the 

20th century? Who do you consider the great 

geniuses within the empirical limits laid out 

before? 

Rick Rosner: The strongest cultural meaning of 

genius is somebody who changes the course of 

humanity via a correct original idea. So, we’re 

talking Darwin, Newton, and Einstein. More recently, 

people will say, “Hawking,” maybe, “Steve Jobs.” 

Then you ask those people, “What did those people 

come up with?” Those people will not be able to tell 

you and will be presented as geniuses in the media. 

Someone who is changing the idea with a correct, 

original idea is the main idea. That’s it in a nutshell. 

You can extend this to art. Of course, that’s more 

subjective. But still! That’s my main answer. The 

metric of the true cultural meaning of genius is 

whether the idea survives. You look at Newton. He 

came up with Universal Gravitation. He was co-

discoverer of Calculus. 

Has that survived since the 1660s and flourished? 

Yes! Any reasonable person looks at the biological 

world through the lens of evolution. Ditto for 

Einstein, though, most people don’t know what 

Einstein’s stuff means. Scientists who do. They know 

it has been confirmed probably a million times. 

There are cartoons, particularly in the New Yorker. 

They take a common situation, cartoon situation, and 

give it different punchlines over time, like the guy in 

the desert situation is a common joke situation. When 

I was a kid, a common joke situation was a guy in the 

loony bin wearing a Napoleon hat. The guy who 

thinks he is Napoleon! Delusions of grandeur are, I 

guess, not uncommon. 

I would assume Bipolar and Schizophrenia can give 

you that. Maybe, modern culture can give you that 

because modern culture can give you that through the 

proper use of social media. There’s a whole history 

of people proclaiming themselves to being very 

important in various ways. I just got the book about 

Keith Raniere, a fellow Mega Society member, who 

formed his own cult to very ill effect and who is now 

in prison. I guess for life, right? 

He swindled people out of money. The people who 

own the Seagrum’s liquor fortune. They own a media 

empire too. He victimized a couple of the daughters 

of the Seagrum’s billionaires. He talked them into 

giving him $100 million to invest, which he lost. He 

made sex slaves out of a bunch of women, including 

a bunch of women who were under-aged. 

I run around saying that I have the world’s 2nd 

highest IQ on Twitter based on my IQ scores. Yet, all 

I do is tweet all day. But there’s no metric for your 

potential to change the world. Your only metric for 

changing the world is actually changing the world. 

Elon Musk was on Twitter today talking about how 

panicking over coronavirus is dumb. And I think 

that’s dumb, because it is going to be a big deal. 

Erik Haereid: To appear as a genius, you have to be 

able to translate, convey, an insight that only you 

have/receive and no one else can derive logically 

from other knowledge, so to speak. Deductive and 

inductive processes have to have a dash of flash, 

something totally new, unexpected, breathtaking, to 

be genius. It has to change the way we perceive 

things. 

I consider the ability to communicate as part of the 

genius; to make the incompatible and complicated 

understandable to others. After all, IQ-problems 

contain this, and especially the most complex 

problems represented by HRT. You discover a 

pattern that after revelation is understandable to 

most people, but that only a few manage to uncover. 

Once uncovered, it’s easy for everyone. But IQ-

problems are constructed by another human being. 

One knows that there is a solution. IQ-problems are 

hide-and-seek. Ingenuity (genius) is based on the 
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uncertainty of whether there is anything of 

significance, context and utility in the chaos. It can, 

strictly speaking, just be chaos. This is how ingenuity 

comes to see the possible in the impossible. 

In order for us to call it ingenious, it must contain 

utility; it must have a meaning for most people. It can 

be a pattern that is in nature or in the world of 

concepts, and that you see a connection in as the only 

one. The connection, the work, does not have to be 

rational, but it must enlighten us; such as for 

example “Mona Lisa” illuminates us in a way we 

cannot simply explain, as Rembrandt’s distorted and 

everyday people awaken something in us that 

balances brilliantly on the border between the 

attractive and repulsive. Rembrandt gives us 

something we need; that we cannot obtain otherwise. 

In order to call something genius, it must be exempt 

from the average trait of development; a lot becomes 

brilliant when we skip all the steps a development 

has, for example in medical science. It is the many 

small advances that create something new. But this I 

would not call ingenuity per se. When Copernicus 

turned our view of the Earth’s position in relation to 

the sun, it happened “instantly” and inside his head, 

as was the case with Einstein’s theories of relativity. 

Or with Freud’s subconscious and the displacement 

mechanisms. It was not, apparently, part of slow 

development and change in consciousness. 

Concerning consciousness, it was more like an 

explosion. Superb literature and art have the same 

immanence; the ingenuity of art is about the degree 

of consciousness change and change of direction for 

mankind. 

I regard life as a process of freedom. We instinctively 

seek freedom, opportunities, open space. Therefore, I 

also believe that the condition of genius is freedom, 

not the absence of freedom. Reality is something that 

opens up. This also applies to illnesses, accidents, 

terrible experiences and incidents. If a genius finds 

that the world is going down in X days, then freedom 

exists in something else than this apocalypse, even if 

it is obvious. The ingenuity must then be to open up 

knowledge that causes us to change course in the 

direction of freedom. Viewing death as unfreedom is 

a limited view of life and not brilliant. There are no 

such things as “Evil geniuses”, only very intelligent 

humans being evil. 

Ingenuity is therefore about realizing what reality we 

need to open up to. It’s less about uncovering 

everything that exists regardless of the consequences. 

Everything that exists is no matter, too much. We 

cannot understand everything. One could say that the 

engineers behind the atomic bomb in the Manhattan 

Project created unfreedom for humans, but the 

technology within the atomic bomb is also the reason 

why there is relatively more peace on earth now than 

before. 

A genius probably has better access than others to 

this kind of insight that people need. I don’t say that 

for example Andrew Wiles, who found complete proof 

of Fermat’s Last Theorem, is not a genius because 

most people don’t understand the evidence or that 

this can be useless. Few people understand the 

mathematics of general relativity. But for me, the 

public utility and insight become crucial to the 

definition of genius. 

You can solve countless complex HRT-problems 

without being a genius. You are intelligent, but not a 

genius. That being the case, I probably consider 

WGD as 90% oxymoron, myself included. The name 

is misleading. It should be WID, World Intelligent 

Directory or something like that. 

I think some very intelligent people want to be 

declared a genius because they have inferiority 

complexes; it’s not sufficient being highly intelligent. 

By putting an adequate name in one’s own position, 

one gains an identity to bask in. “Genius” is the 

incarnation and manifestation of their intelligence. 

The problem is that you cannot call yourself a genius 

even if you are very intelligent, yes, more intelligent 

than many geniuses. In order to use the term 

“genius”, one must have done something brilliant. 

It’s not even enough to be the world’s most intelligent 

human being. But it does not undermine the value of 

being extremely intelligent. It is rather the case that 

very intelligent people should work to be brilliant, 

not to brag about that they are. 

Ingenuity is about improvement, promoting humanity 

in a balance with nature and the environment, 

strengthening the individual, through deeper insights 

and discoveries that can be communicated to the 

people; an original insight expressed as science, art 

or other forms of expression. 

If a process, such as this one, consisting of elements 

that can be diffuse and abstract, leads to a 

sublimation/refinement of thoughts and a higher 

understanding of whatever it should be, and that this 

leads to a long-term gain for the people, either 

directly or indirectly by others using it as a 

motivation, I would say that this scenario lives up to 

its name (Ask a Genius (or Two)). Ingenuity is not 

necessarily limited to a moment of insight and 

discovery made by a person. It may well be 

collaboration and a process over time. I see that this 

can be difficult to distinguish from ordinary 

collaborative processes where results can also seem 

brilliant. But it’s about seizing something no one else 
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has seen, i.e. an instinct, an intuition that, more than 

based on knowledge and ditto logic, paves the way 

for something axiomatic. 

Brilliant inventions, events and expressions in the 

20th century? Spontaneously, I would like to mention 

the efficient use of energy in the industry and the 

development of vehicles, such as the internal 

combustion engine. 

The automotive industry. Henry Ford. Conveyor. I do 

not know whether it is right to call Ford a genius, but 

he did at least exploit an invention, put the pieces 

together and created a pattern for mass production. 

A better understanding of consciousness and the 

subconscious; our ability to suppress discomfort, 

mentally. The division into id, ego and superego 

(Freud). 

Our understanding of time and space (Spacetime) 

(Einstein) and a logical description of the evolution 

of the Universe. Deficiency: No explanation of 

singularity, genesis. 

The invention of the computer (Charles 

Babbage/Alan Turing), and based on the transistor 

and integrated circuits (microchip) was crucial in the 

20th century. The computer and software, including 

this technology in combination with communications 

(Internet), smaller devices and efficiency 

(manageable and economically acceptable). I would 

say that Bill Gates is a genius. 

2. Jacobsen: Rick, I’ll start with you. Your 

response covered infamous criminal, abuser, con 

man, and profoundly gifted member of the 

American populace, Keith Raniere, who went by 

the cult leader title Vanguard in the organization 

NXIVM – and, as you noted, held at least one 

substantially rare high IQ society membership. 

We see this throughout all communities, e.g., cults, 

quasi-cults, claiming supernatural powers, 

claiming special knowledge from or to speak on 

behalf of God (or some higher being or power) – 

even claiming to somehow be God or a direct 

representative of it, falsely proclaiming 

IQs/inflating IQs, being strong adherents to non-

scientific views including creationism, geological 

catastrophism, and the like. Indeed, even Mensa 

International, its special interest groups in 2005 

once held a creationist special interest group. I 

like the definition given to Rick Alan Ross [Ed. 

Founder of the Cult Education Institute] by a 

friend, as he reports, on cults as differing from 

con men/cons only insofar as cons bilk for a 

period, and then go away, while cults are cons that 

are continual cons, potentially indefinitely. 

Raniere would have been indefinite, if permitted. 

You spoke about Newton, who, famously, was 

vindictive against competitors, and a certifiable 

genius and an all-around jerk throughout life until 

death. He believed in Alchemy, turning base 

metals into gold, etc. Why? 

Rosner: Because Newton lived in an incompletely 

scientific world. I have read that science, the way we 

understand it, and the scientific understanding of the 

world didn’t begin until Newton’s century in the 

coffee houses of London. Coffee was a new product 

brought back from the new world. So, you had a 

bunch of guys. It was largely guys getting coffee’d 

up on this new drug and enthusiastically trying to be 

scientific. Science was a niche activity. Newton, we 

know, spent more time, according to one source at 

least, searching for hidden messages and meanings in 

the Bible than he spent on mathematics and physics. 

Science hadn’t won, yet. Unfortunately, now, in 

America, religious arguments are made by charlatans 

and idiots. So, it is pretty easy for someone who is 

not dumb to find much of religion to be bullshit. 360 

years ago, there were a bunch of good people, most 

people, who believed in some form of Christianity. 

Most of the people in England for sure believed in 

some form of Christianity. There were smart and 

authoritative people making arguments in favour of 

Christianity or, at least, contributing to the 

intellectual infrastructure. It was the winning set of 

beliefs at the time. Newton spent a lot of time 

thinking about the prevailing belief system, which 

most people thought about when they thought about 

any belief system at all. I don’t know if Newton had a 

globally applicable idea of science to fully account 

for the world. I doubt it because he spent so much 

time on the Bible. But that’s what people did back 

then, including even the very smartest people. 

3. Jacobsen: Darwin withheld his findings, the 

common story goes, to save the faith of his wife in 

a manner of speaking. He didn’t want to hurt her 

feelings, more directly. Even though, he trained to 

become a religious leader/scholar before 

discovering Evolutionary Theory or the 

mechanisms by which biological life grows, 

develops, and speciates. 

Rosner: What you’re claiming is that Darwin, among 

other reasons, sat on evolution because he didn’t 

want to hurt his wife, I heard that he spent years 

scribbling to make the most persuasive and 

voluminous set of arguments. Darwin lived with his 

wife. Darwin, I don’t know that much about him. He 

seemed like the opposite of a prick. He lived with his 

family and quietly observed the world. He would go 

out into the world, watch the worms, and do 

calculations about how long it would take for certain 
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things to happen in the natural world. Darwin is the 

one who brought the idea of deep, deep time into the 

world. That the processes that formed the world took 

many, many tens of millions of years to form. He 

would make calculations based on what the worms 

were doing based on how much dirt the worms turned 

over. He seemed like a quiet, considerate, thinky guy. 

I think he suffered from some chronic pain. 

Something that we would have trouble diagnosing 

now, nebulous, let alone in the 1800s. When he 

brought his theory into the world, not just his theory, 

Alfred Russell Wallace, there were people who came 

close earlier. It was floating around, anyway. Is the 

general comment that smart people can be jerks 

and/or nice people? 

4. Jacobsen: I would move the dial on the niceness 

to extremely compassionate and the same in the 

opposite direction. 

Rosner: I think the general idea might be that smart 

people of the type that we’re talking about think 

about a bunch of stuff fairly deeply. 

5. Jacobsen: Do you think deep thinking tends to 

come along with deep feeling, or the extreme 

opposite? It is almost like their capacities are 

amplifiers for whatever their base emotions are. 

Rosner: There are three frameworks that you can 

work within. One, “I am entitled to do what I fucking 

please because I am a colossus who strides the world. 

I am bringing this into the world. So, whatever I want 

to do, it is a small price to pay for what you are 

getting from me.” It is the Bill Clinton thing, “I am 

the most powerful person in the world. It is not a big 

deal if I jizz around an intern. If I need that to reduce 

my stress because I am running the world, then okay, 

I am going to do it.” That’s more the Newton thing. 

There’s the other thing, which is the Spider-Man 

deal, which is “with great power comes great 

responsibility.” It is, “I have the ability to do all this 

shit. But given that my brain can do like 300 pushups 

without stopping, I should be able to use that 

brainpower to control my actions in the world 

because I have this powerful fucking brain.” I think 

you see people on both extremes and people who are 

in the middle who are like, “I am good at thinking at 

shit. But when other stuff happens in my life, 

whatever happens, happens, I am only on the clock 

for a certain number of hours of the day. If I, after 

hours, if I engage in all sorts of hookups, that’s just 

part of the rich panoply of life.” Picasso. He liked to 

do art and he liked to fuck. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Rosner: People can have various reactions to their 

own abilities as they impinge on their personal 

behaviour, including no reaction and just doing their 

shit, whether it is thinking smart shit or going on 

Grindr or some shit. 

6. Jacobsen: What about Feynman? 

Rosner: Feynman may be the greatest physicist of 

the middle of the 20th century. As a young man, he 

had a tragic love story. While he is working on the 

atom bomb in Los Alamos, his wife or fiancé is dying 

of tuberculosis in a sanitorium 90 miles away in 

Albuquerque. She dies! For the rest or much of the 

rest of his life, Feynman felt free to be a pussyhound, 

during the 50s through the 70s, 80s, 90s, I guess. 

Long before MeToo and being a pussyhound was 

more acceptable than it is today, Feynman liked to 

apply thought to everything. As a kid, as a 10-year-

old, he was known in his neighbourhood as the boy 

who fixes everything by thinking. Someone brings 

him a busted radio. He would sit and look at it, and 

think about it for a long time, then he would just dive 

right in, not have to tinker, and then would go right 

for the repair. 

7. Jacobsen: That reminds me of Glenn Gould, 

where he would not practice much or at all, but 

would just do that in his mind. There’s one 

commentator, Bruno Monsaingeon, who 

comments that it was something of the mind, 

“Causa mentale.” 

Rosner: Feynman applied his analytic skills to 

picking up women. I don’t know all the principles. 

One of his principles is don’t buy a woman a drink. 

This was the era of something call B-Girls or bar 

girls. These were bar girls who hung around in bars 

who got you to buy them expensive drinks. Then the 

bar would overcharge you. They were working with 

the bar. They’d split the take at the end of the night. 

Feynman would run into a girl, a woman, and, in 

practice, she’d be like, “You buy me a drink.” He’d 

be like, “No, you buy me a drink.” It is an early pick-

up artist principle. You knock the woman off her pins 

by not just being another mark. According to the 

principles of being a pickup artist, you never tell a 

pretty woman that she is pretty. It just establishes you 

as another sap who she can ignore. Instead, according 

to pick-up artists, you start with a neg. You look at 

her. She looks at you looking at her. She is waiting 

for a compliment, “I have never seen someone with 

eyes like yours.” Instead, you say, “Do you notice 

that your smile does this thing?” This shit is almost 

as old as Feynman shit. Feynman did that shit. In the 

70s, there was a strip club close to Cal Tech. He 

would sit in the strip joint and do equations on 

napkins and, maybe, sketch an occasional stripper. 

8. Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 
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Rosner: Somewhere, he got married in the 70s, 

probably. I would assume that his wife was aware. 

Before he got married, he may have slept with 100 

women, including the wives of a lot of his graduate 

students. I haven’t seen a biographical detailing of it, 

but there was a lot of fucking. It didn’t really hurt 

that he was a fun, bongo-playing guy with great hair. 

He would have been less successful if he had been 

Edward Teller trying to get laid. 

9. Jacobsen: [Laughing] Einstein gave a big 

picture view and a fast flicker film perspective of 

the world. We can see the big and the fast in 

different ways in which Newton didn’t. Yet, he 

had some escapades on the side. In short, why are 

some human personality problems, even neuroses, 

amplified by intelligence? How can this go 

completely off the rails into delusional thinking? 

Rosner: Einstein, it has been, I guess, documented 

that he had roughly 5 affairs, which, if someone 

wanted to bang him, he’d be like, “Sure! Let’s do it.” 

I am not sure that he actively pursued extracurricular 

sex. But as the most famous genius in the world, he 

would have opportunities and then take advantage of 

them. His first wife, he had a volatile relationship 

with: Mileva Einstein. She may have been as smart as 

he was. I don’t know if she had a doctorate in 

physics, but she was highly trained in physics and 

probably went through the theories with him. He was 

smart but didn’t know a lot of math. He and his 

friends did a lot of math. Same with his wife. He 

knocked her up before they were married. They had a 

volatile marriage and got divorced. Then he married a 

second cousin, who was like a hausfrau, who 

accepted her role as his house caretaker. I don’t know 

if he would stay out all night banging somebody. But 

she probably went along with the whole thing as a 

wife of this great man. Was Einstein a bastard? I 

don’t know. He took advantage of sexual 

opportunities. I don’t think there’s any 

documentation that he felt guilty about it. He may 

just have been pragmatic about it, “Here is an 

opportunity I am getting as a famous guy. My wife is 

aware, at least tacitly, of our respective roles. She is 

okay and resigned to it.” Maybe, he didn’t worry his 

pretty little head about it and just went about doing 

what he did. He did, to some extent, massage his 

public image. He did know what Einstein the public 

figure was and would play into that. But I don’t know 

how much ethical agonizing he did over his personal 

behaviour. He wasn’t a total prick. He and Mileva 

had a child. Mileva gave birth to a child that was, 

maybe, crippled. Maybe, they gave her up for 

adoption? I don’t remember the whole deal. There 

was a secret Einstein offspring somewhere. That 

would be kind of prick-ish. But I don’t know. 

Feynman, was he a prick? If he is banging his 

graduate students’ wives, kind of, he is leaving a trail 

of marital destruction behind him? At the same time, 

he was a whimsical guy and thought everything was 

fine. But I don’t know. The deal is really smart 

people can take varying degrees of responsibility for 

their personal behaviour. That leads to the argument 

that smart people might be psychopaths. That if you 

think about everything and question everything, then, 

maybe, you end up questioning the rightness of 

decent human behaviour. Maybe, you end up 

reaching the conclusion that extreme decency or 

common decency is not that big of a deal. I would 

think that a lot of really smart people would run the 

risk of being ethically agnostic. But then, there’s a 

step two, which is not being a stupid psychopath. The 

psychopaths that you see on T.V. will engage in 

gratuitous cruelty because they can do it. They have 

no ethical limits. 

But I would postulate that there are rational 

psychopaths who may be freed from normal ethical 

restraints or may have freed themselves from ideas or 

from being constrained from good and evil and have 

decided to not behave like regular psychopaths. 1) It 

is not fun. What is the fun of being a serial killer? It 

is just weird and gross. 2) Your life works more 

smoothly if you’re not a fucking psychopath or not 

doing psychopathic shit. You can be a psychopath. In 

that, you are free from ethical restraints, but you 

restrain yourself anyway because not behaving 

according to these common restraints wrecks your 

life and wrecks other people’s lives unnecessarily. It 

is more reasonable and efficient to not be a psycho-

killer. I have a more commonplace example. To some 

extent, there are people who are monsters who are 

successful because most people behave normally and 

ethically. When somebody doesn’t, it is unexpected 

and somebody can get away with stuff for his entire 

life and even become president by being a 

psychopath, who goes full psycho. Someone who just 

decides to bullshit everyone all of the time. There’s 

room for a limited number of those people. 

If 20% of the population were like that, we would 

evolve protections against that. But when only 1 

person in 1,000 or 10,000 does it; it becomes 

surprising. My friend J.D. Mata is the piano player 

and choir director at his church. During a service, 

he’s sitting on his bench in front of the piano and 

playing when it is appropriate. This woman comes 

down and sits down on his bench next to him with 

her kid. She just starts talking loudly to her kid 

during the whole service. J.D. finds this distracting 

because he has to play piano and the woman keeps 

talking. J.D. asks, “Can you stop talking, please? I 

am trying to do my job.” The lady goes crazy on him, 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 247 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

“I have a special needs child. I have to talk to my 

special needs child.” I talked to J.D. after it, the day 

after. He was reeling from it, still, because most 

people do not do that. Because when you run into 

someone who is a 3+ sigma, 4-sigma say, dick head, 

it leads you to question your own judgment because it 

is just weird that you’ve had a situation turn into that 

level of confrontation. So, somebody who is 4-sigma 

dick-ish can get away with a lot of shit because you 

win over people who are used to dealing with people 

using the normal amount of respect. It boggles you. It 

confuses you. Geniuses, being smart, may be able to 

figure out, “You can be an asshole all the time and 

get away with shit.” Or a genius may never figure 

this out because this is not the field a genius is 

interested in. A genius may just be very smart and 

think, “If I act like a normal person, then my life will 

run very smoothly, like Einstein! His first marriage 

was volatile to a smart physics lady. His second 

marriage, and this could all be luck or love or 

convenience, is to a woman who served him, who 

viewed him as a great man and took care of all of his 

shit.” 

You could argue Einstein being smart is in having a 

wife is what he wanted and simply to have someone 

who would take care of him as opposed to having an 

intellectual equal who he had to fight with all the 

time. There is a bit of psychopathology if he coldly 

calculated this as what he needed out of a relationship 

all of the time – if he simply needed someone to be 

his butler or something. 

10. Jacobsen: Erik, why is clarity key in the 

explanations of the ideas held by true geniuses? 

Haereid: To understand you need intelligence, to 

make it visible you need ingenuity. 

It’s a matter of definition. It’s my subjective view. To 

be defined as a genius device it must have a benefit; 

and at that moment people percept it. 

It’s not the math behind, for example, the general 

relativity that should be understood in general, few 

experts does, but the package, the idea, the 

consequences, and through such an insight people, in 

general, will experience it, feel it, like when they look 

into “Mona Lisa”‘s eyes. 

Sometimes, as with a painting, there is no need for 

explanations. Other times one needs a simple story to 

gain the idea and reveal the feeling. 

Of course, this is my subjective view. Others define 

genius differently. But the idea is to claim something 

more, put more into it, to deserve the label genius 

than “only” developing some complex patterns or 

understand something that few do; that’s intelligence. 

It’s about the impact on humans in general. Great 

impacts are understandable for most people; the 

outcome. When someone solves the energy-problem 

by let’s say the nuclear fusion of hydrogen into 

helium, using water, with lower energy input than the 

output, copying the process in the sun, on earth, the 

general public doesn’t need to understand the math. 

The outcome is obvious. If you find a key to control 

human aggression in a suitable way without making 

us into apathetic sloths, and through that prevent 

wars and violence, you certainly are a genius. If you 

deny potential future happenings because you can’t 

see it happens, you are less intelligent and far from 

genius because you then rely on our knowledge so 

far; you don’t anticipate new and groundbreaking 

knowledge that can change your view. 

To understand a complex problem, like the math 

behind the general relativity, you need experience 

(e.g. math skills) and intelligence. To create art like 

Michelangelo and Rembrandt you need skills and 

intelligence. But to make the art or math-piece come 

through, into everyone’s mind and heart so to say, 

you need ingenuity. 

11. Jacobsen: With the prominent story of 

Hypatia’s murder by a Christian mob who hacked 

her to death, how many women geniuses have we 

simply lost the brilliance and insights of now? 

Haereid: Men have historically in our culture felt 

threatened by intelligent women. It’s archetypical. 

It’s in our genes. We have to use effort to reorganize 

it in our minds. And we do! There has been a huge 

development in the last century. This will hopefully 

continue. We have missed a lot of female geniuses’ 

presence, unfortunately. 

12. Jacobsen: In terms of the truly 

groundbreaking and new discoveries in science, 

the big theories, have we, possibly, reached some 

limit in terms of human genius, where the 

complexity and chaotic mess of the modern world 

limits the possible grand unifying human theories 

to the shorter in scales? Are we left to the slow 

drip of discovery based on mere mortal science 

hitting some soft or not-so cushy limits? 

Haereid: That’s a really good question. I don’t 

know. It’s impossible to tell. Suddenly we know if this 

is the case, but we’ll never know if that sudden event 

is the last one. I don’t think that increasing the 

amount of information, processing of information, 

and associated complexity leads to chaos in the end. I 

believe in freedom, in clarity, in essences, in the end. 

Before peace there is war, before control there is 

chaos. That there is more chaos could also be part of 

the development towards clarity. And why shouldn’t 
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a bright moment of one or several brilliant brains see 

what no one else sees? Still. Maybe Einstein was the 

last one. We don’t know yet. 

13. Jacobsen: With these HRT directories or 

listings, people can be paid off to have their names 

placed on them. There can be issues with only the 

highest scores claimed. If an organization with 

fellows, board members, or if friends of the 

founder, then there can be issues with conflicts of 

interest, potential or actual, in the front-facing 

appearance of it. Frauds exist. Some HRT tests, 

obviously, produce a blip score, much higher than 

true IQ for a variety of reasons. Some can see this 

with a single test at some of the highest scores in 

the world, legendary in the HRT world (a very 

small planet). Any warnings for the general 

public, in general terms? 

Haereid: You mention “True IQ.” I think that’s the 

best solution to the potential fraud-issue (and the 

issue of scoring actual, honest, ultra-high on one 

single test). It seems like that the wish for an 

astronomic high score on one or two tests is more 

important to some than taking many tests and 

estimate one’s IQ based on an average of the best 

tests in the market. There are good, mediocre and not 

so good tests in the HRT-environment. There should 

be a weight depending on a test’s value. But that is, 

of course, controversial since all test creators try 

their best. Some parameters are important though; 

the number of testees, the credibility of the norm, the 

ceiling of the test, the survival of the test (how many 

years it has been there)… 

I think one should take every single ultra-high score 

with a grain of salt, even though 99% of them are 

honest and fair scores. To decide a person’s 

estimated IQ-level one should claim more than one 

test, at least three or even six to ten. Rick, Evangelos 

Katsioulis and Mislav Predavec are examples of 

persons that have proved their level by scoring high 

on several tests, not only one. 

Some initiators try to establish true IQs by gathering 

members based on their scores on several different 

tests concerning the type of test (verbal, spatial, 

numeric) and test creators. This reduces the fraud 

problem, and it removes the one-test-impressive-

genius factor. And if you spread it over time, you get 

closer to a true IQ-estimation. I think Domagoj 

Kutles VeNuS Society is a good example of 

establishing a list of member’s true IQ. It’s a start. 

When it comes to the frauds, I suggest a democratic 

process where the ones one think is cooperating on 

certain tests are confronted with that, and that the 

proofs are transparent, as in a court. An even bigger 

problem than the fraud itself is the mistrust that 

appears inside the environment based on that anyone 

can cheat; find companions to collaborate with. It’s 

based on trust, and as long as there is no justice, no 

court to punish the cheaters, no evidence, only 

claims, no one can trust anyone. Then the whole 

HRT-environment becomes toxic. 

But, I believe that most of the scores are real and 

clean, still. If you want to take tests, do so! There are 

a lot of nice tests out there. And don’t take tests 

because you want to prove that you are smart. Forget 

the IQ-measure and concentrate on doing the job, 

solving the interesting problems, feeling good when 

you have reached your potential, when you have 

revealed a logic pattern that was not obvious. Don’t 

take tests because you want to read that “NN has 150 

in IQ”. 

14. Jacobsen: Obviously, these are the stronger or 

among the strongest scores of the test-takers 

placed on these lists – and self-selected. That is, if 

I take the listings – all of them or in the future – 

on face value without critical questions about 

scores, sample sizes, norming timings, test content, 

and the test designs themselves, or conflicts of 

interest and the like, then there are a number of 

other issues, too. Nonetheless, the idea or concept 

of intelligence provides, in addition to tests of 

various mental aptitudes with apparent positive 

correlations with one another and reasonable 

effect sizes, a basis for a psychological construct. 

One with predictions. Something having validity 

in predictions, and repeatable ones. In that, a 

valid and reliable measure, over a population and 

so not with any given/every given individual, 

found in intelligence for a psychological construct. 

The question about sample sizes for the highest 

ranges of intelligence are murkier given fewer 

cases, statistically and in those properly tested, 

remains a valid scientific question. Thus, HRT is a 

valid endeavour based on a psychological 

construct while, apparently, undeveloped for a 

variety of reasons. In sum, intelligence can be 

studied, empirically, and in its highest ranges, 

validly. Of those more valid HRT tests and 

ongoing research, what size of samples or controls 

of confounds at the highest ranges of intelligence 

would permit reliable and accurate discrimination 

rather than this standard deviation, standard 

deviation-and-a-half, or two standard deviation 

gaps in various tests taken by people who take a 

lot of HRT tests? 

Haereid: Let’s say every human being living today 

took one perfect valid IQ-test, normally distributed, 

and did their best such that their scores measured 
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their intelligence. I made a spreadsheet that 

calculates this: 

People: 7,500,000,000  

   

S.D. 15:  # people > 

IQ 190 1,009,976,678 7.4 

IQ 185 136,975,305 54.8 

IQ 180 20,696,863 362.4 

IQ 175 3,483,046 2,153.3 

IQ 170 652,598 11,492.5 

IQ 165 136,074 55,117.1 

IQ 160 31,560 237,642.6 

Then we would have 362 persons with IQ>180 

S.D.15, and we would for sure discriminate 

accurately up to 185 (approximately 5.7 standard 

deviation). 

Let’s say the sample is one million: 

People: 1,000,000  

   

S.D. 15:  # people > 

IQ 190 1,009,976,678 0.0 

IQ 185 136,975,305 0.0 

IQ 180 20,696,863 0.0 

IQ 175 3,483,046 0.3 

IQ 170 652,598 1.5 

IQ 165 136,074 7.3 

IQ 160 31,560 31.7 

As you can see, it’s difficult to discriminate 

accurately IQs over 160 with less than a million 

testees. You need a billion to create a test that 

measures IQ accurately up to 5-5.3 S.D. 

If you want to measure accurately in the high range, 

you also need a lot of very difficult and valid 

problems with increasing difficulty. A valid IQ-test 

discriminating accurately in the top area (160-190; 

S.D. 4 to 6) should have let’s say at least 30 items 

that no one of the <160-testees solve; theoretically. A 

test of a thousand items, and one hundred of them in 

the >160-difficulty-area, would be proper and a step 

to discriminate accurately in the high range. Then 

you would still have let’s say 50 items that no one 

with <170 solved, and 10 items that no one <185 

solved. Intuitively. 

So, we need many more testees and (valid) items in 

the high range area to discriminate more accurately. 

15. Jacobsen: Do inferiority complexes infect some 

of the HRT community? 

Haereid: There are a lot of good intentions; many 

persons in the HRT-environment wish to gather and 

exploit the sum of ingenuity and cleverness through 

the many high IQ Societies and groups, like WIN. 

But there is some noise in the environment, some 

activity and mentality based on inferiority complexes. 

I respect those who take part in HRT because of the 

tests, and only that. It’s like a chess- or bridge-club. 

But many are too concerned about the norms and if 

the IQ-scores are inflated, too high or low or 

whatever. Forget it. Take the tests because you like 

the mental challenge. Forget the IQ-thing; don’t 

identify with your estimated IQ. 

And the “genius” identification. Why not 

“intelligent”? It’s sufficient. 

And all the personal attacks, the ad hominem-

arguments and tactics to gain power inside this tiny 

environment. What’s that? Are they kids? Are they 

playing? I don’t know, but it smells of inferiority 

complexes all the way. 

With a few exceptions, the environment lacks self-

irony. I miss more of that. 

16. Jacobsen: You typed in Norwegian and then 

translated into English, “If a process, such as this 

one, consisting of elements that can be diffuse and 

abstract, leads to a sublimation/refinement of 

thoughts and a higher understanding of whatever 

it should be, and that this leads to a long-term 

gain for the people, either directly or indirectly by 

others using it as a motivation, I would say that 

this scenario lives up to its name (Ask a Genius (or 
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Two)).” My life is complete. That’s a lovely 

compliment! Akin (similar, related) to the 

question for Rick, do psychological ‘issues’ follow 

genius more often than not, based on observation 

and reflection on the issue? 

Haereid: You’re welcome! 

The thing with geniuses/very intelligent persons is 

that they think a lot! That’s not a problem per se, but 

without some contact with the ground; you can easily 

get mad. Our thoughts are an auxiliary tool 

developed so that we can make plans and act better 

and more effective than we could with pure instincts 

and intuition. Thoughts are maps. The real world 

meets us through our senses; to gain mental control 

we have to live through our senses too. Thinkers, very 

intelligent persons and geniuses use their mind power 

excessively; forget eating, running, walking and 

sleeping so to say, forget smelling flowers and 

watching birds, forget listen to music and sing in a 

choir or play in a band. It’s natural though; it’s 

easier to use your talents and abilities than do 

something “odd”. Many with high intelligence are 

afraid of their emotional expressions, and suppress 

them, I think. 

17. Jacobsen: Erik, who do you consider the most 

intelligent person in history? Who do you consider 

amongst the greatest geniuses in history? Who do 

you consider both among the most intelligent and 

the greatest geniuses in history? Something akin 

to the tripartite theory of genius/creativity of Paul 

Cooijmans with the width of the associative 

horizon, conscientiousness, and general 

intelligence exhibited to their highest levels – 

referencing the last question. 

Haereid: The first question is difficult to answer, 

because we do know about the geniuses but not the 

most intelligent ones. I could standardize my answer 

and say Goethe or da Vinci. But they are also 

geniuses. I guess the most intelligent person who ever 

lived is unknown; only known to his family and close 

relations at that time. His or her potential ended at 

the landfill. Being a genius is also about being 

known, and being known is about making expressions 

that impress. 

Among the greatest geniuses? Mozart, definitely. 

Shakespeare, yes. Rembrandt, ok. 

Among the most intelligent and greatest geniuses; 

persons that have done something right for people, 

that was introvert and intelligent? da Vinci, Galilei 

and Goethe have to be considered among the greatest 

geniuses and most intelligent through history. I don’t 

know about the conscientiousness, though. I should 

say Einstein, but everyone claims that. He is the 

modern incarnation of a genius, but maybe not the 

greatest one in history. 

18. Jacobsen: Who have been the women geniuses 

of the past? Rick and Erik, what kind of geniuses 

do we need now? 

Rosner: The quick and easy answer is that we need 

collaborative geniuses. This is a collaborative era. 

When you look at superhero movies and then they 

roll the credits and thousands of people working on 

the movie, it is clear that we live in a collaborative 

era. Not just a collaboration among people, but 

collaboration as we move into the future between 

people and A.I. Not robot A.I., but devices that make 

human intelligence more intelligent. By 

“collaborative,” it means willing to work with other 

people and not being a dick. This is also the era of 

MeToo. It means being able to work with people 

without being an asshole in a number of different 

ways, including sexual harassment. We have 

increasing means of hooking up with other people. 

For the next year, or so, we are in the first week of 

the lockdown of the planet because of the 

coronavirus. Although, this means the end of in-

person collaboration for a lot of people for the next 

year or so. It may mean new inroads into 

teleconferencing, telecommuting. Right now, 

everyone is stir crazy. Eventually, everyone will calm 

down because the deaths will keep getting worse and 

hospitals around the world become overwhelmed. I 

think a big number of people will be able to escape 

the problem by generating work. My wife thinks 

there will be a renaissance of product creation and 

creativity. We will have 6 to 9 months of staying at 

home. People will make stuff. I contradicted myself a 

little bit. Most of the stuff will be lonely products. I 

will uncontradict myself because there will be a glut 

of pitches and new stuff because most of this stuff 

will not make it into production until it has been 

vetted by dozens and dozens of people with the edges 

knocked up, being punched up, and re-written. 

The era of production, people still read books. But 

the products that people pay the most attention to, the 

intellectual products. The products consumed most 

readily like T.V. and video games. These modes of 

discourse rest of hundreds of thousands of people 

each. Look there, it is collaborative geniuses. Take 

Quentin Tarantino, he is very enthusiastic about 

whatever he does. He is able to infect other people 

with his enthusiasm and then make movies. Your 

genius does no good. Unless, you can pitch it and sell 

it – these days. Ron Hoeflin is like the classic lone 

wolf genius. He has been working on this opus or 

catalogue of all forms of human thought for like 50 

years. All by himself. Eventually, it will get 
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published. I think that it will be a magnificent work. 

But 1/100th of 1% or 1/1,000th of 1% of people will 

see Ron’s work as who see Bojack Horseman on 

Netflix, which is, itself, a work of collaborative 

genius. 

You’ve got Raphael Bob-Waksberg. He plus Lisa 

Hanawalt came up with the idea of a depressed horse. 

Hanawalt, before this, had created a whole world of 

people animals. She is the visuals. Together, plus 

their whole crew of people, they came up with one of 

the most moving animated products ever made, 

which everyone should see. 

Haereid: The lack of female geniuses is not lack of 

intelligent women, but that intelligent women with the 

perseverance and drive needed have been suppressed 

in disciplines that men have controlled. If men 

succeeded they were awesome, if women did, they 

were witches. That’s history and far away, but 

anyway. 

To be politically correct I would mention Marie 

Curie. To be modern it’s appropriate to say Ada 

Lovelace, and to be up to date it’s convenient with 

Florence Nightingale. 

We need geniuses that can find practical solutions 

and answers to what can unite instead of split us, in 

general. It’s strange, because these days we are 

faced with such a phenomenon. COVID-19 seems to 

unite more than separate us. That’s an important 

experience. Historically, we are familiar with things 

that separate us. It’s like the nature gives us a hint 

because we are too stupid to let the solutions in. 

Digression: There are people who nurture the idea of 

splitting up, by claiming that people who talk about 

or work in favour of altruism or related either are 

morons or megalomaniacs. That’s creating conflicts. 

Such ideas should be addressed and discussed. 

That’s the democratic way of trying to solve it. 

I think the human power and goodness, humanity as 

we like to define it, will be nurtured through a 

common problem or goal. I also think that our 

production of everything from clean and cheap 

energy to suitable political systems and new 

inventions will explode if we manage to gather. 

19. Jacobsen: Erik, what do you make of smart 

people, even highly intelligent people, who may 

claim by themselves they’re a genius and then 

inflate their IQs? Based on reading, membership 

in a wide range of societies, and conversations, 

how are these people, mentioned in the previous 

question, viewed by the various societies and 

individuals within the HRT communities? How do 

they poison the HRT environment? 

Haereid: To hold back crucial information in any 

situation creates conflicts. Transparency is a 

keyword. 

What is most dangerous to the HRT-environment is 

when the ongoing personal processes are not 

transparent. Every one has the right to know if one is 

a mark for whatever, and on what ground, to defend 

oneself and be a part of the process. What are 

unfortunate because of the long-term internal 

environmental problems it causes are hidden 

processes, like Kafka-processes, where the accused 

ones may have clues but don’t know exactly what’s 

going on. This is independent of whatever the case 

and problem is. If someone claims that someone 

poisons the environment, the accused has to be put 

on a kind of democratic trial. Otherwise, the 

environment is based on mistrust and polarizations 

based on who you like and dislike. That will destroy 

the environment. A healthy HRT-environment is 

defined by being open-minded. 

If someone means that some are cheating or 

cooperating or in any way poison the HRT-

environment, then this has to be dealt with through a 

fair trial, let’s call it that. We have to address the 

problem to solve it; we can’t just decide that he, she 

or they poison without making clear what is 

poisoning and how to deal with it. One of the main 

problems, as I see it, is that the most trusted and 

popular ones get a dictatorial right; if such a person 

dislikes another person, for whatever reason, he or 

she can easily spread lies and rumours that 

compromise that mark’s status and integrity in the 

environment, removing that person or those persons 

from the environment, but also creating a 

dictatorship, because people ask themselves: What if 

I become the next mark, the person that Mr. and Ms. 

Trusted/Popular don’t like? 

To your specific question: They want attention. Some 

are young and want opportunities. Some have low 

self-esteem and want to identify with a high IQ. Some 

think they can achieve that with the attention that 

such a profile gives them. But this is a small 

environment. Even though some are on national TV’s 

and in newspapers, it doesn’t mean that this is a 

complete picture. Measuring IQ is complex. It’s a lot 

of uncertainty to it. Loosen up. The puzzles are 

games; it should be funny and mentally challenging. 

Find your peers with the same interests inside the 

environment. Take every extreme high level of 

estimated IQ with a grain of salt. That’s healthy. 

20. Jacobsen: What aspects of a culture most 

facilitate genius? 
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Haereid: Forced conformity kills ingenuity and 

creativity. I lay stress on this: It’s not about making 

people equal, but respecting and accepting that we 

are different. A premise for this is that every person 

feels adequate, good enough, as he and she is, with 

their inborn and other qualities. The 

misunderstanding, as I see it, arises because we want 

to adapt; we want people to like us, and since most 

don’t, we have to focus on adapting; compromising 

ourselves, working against our dreams, wishes and 

needs. 

Think about it: If you knew that every person, or at 

least the heart of the culture, accepted you 

unconditionally as you are, from birth to death, 

wouldn’t that be relaxing and motivating, bringing 

your creativity to birth? It certainly would with me. 

We need common goals and destinies; something 

essential which we share and are conscious about 

that we all share. This will link us together in a 

brotherhood, so to speak. 

For god’s sake, don’t squeeze every child into one 

classroom. Let the smart kids, or the creative kids, or 

the playful kids, do smart, creative and funny things. 

Don’t strangle creativity and motivation. We are 

different, and we will flourish if we gain respect for 

our individuality. 

We will start to accept our differences when we 

become more conscious and emotional about what 

we have in common. Then we can grow individually 

and together. Then we will explore and create. 

21. Jacobsen: What do you mean by belief in 

“essences” in the end? 

Haereid: It’s a hunch. Everything is based on simple 

facts, obvious cores, axiomatic truths, and harmonic 

aha. 

If you painted your house your neighbours wouldn’t 

say “Wow!”, and neither would they if you proved 

the Riemann hypothesis (I guess). But if you showed 

a practical way to copy the sun’s fusion process with 

hydrogen and helium, creating more energy than 

invested, on earth, most people would say “Wow!”. 

I think complex structures, in general, should be seen 

as maps to simplicity, similar to IQ-problems; it’s 

about revealing a simple and obvious truth; essences 

of expressions, and geniuses are the best to draw 

such maps and translate them. In the end, everyone 

will benefit from the drawings because the result will 

be visible, enlightening and needed; “Was that it? 

What a beautiful experience! I couldn’t anticipate 

this at any time.” 

22. Jacobsen: What HRT tests have the most 

stringent standards and reliable estimations of 

true IQ (or true IQ range, only varying 

marginally by all or most relevant external factors 

considered impactful on IQ) for those with an 

interest in finding out in one or a small number of 

tests, e.g., the Titan Test of Dr. Ronald Hoeflin has 

been claimed as harder than the Mega Test and 

among the most highly rigorous (if not the most)? 

Haereid: I have to relate this question to the tests I 

am familiar with, and I stick to the older ones, except 

T. Prousalis’ newer tests which I find especially 

good. I would say Jonathan Wai’s SLSE1 and 

Prousalis’ INSC19 (numerical) before some (idiots) 

cooperated and destroyed the tests and norms. I think 

many of Paul Laurent Miranda’s tests had some high 

quality; x&y (numerical), Asit and Simplex (spatial), 

to mention a few. unfortunately, he has shut down his 

IQ-test-operation. 

The legendary LS-tests (spatial) of Robert Lato have 

to be mentioned, and SLSE48 (spatial) (Wai). And 

most of Paul Cooijman’s and Jason Betts’ tests. Ivan 

Ivec and Mislav Predavec have made some nice tests 

too. There are a lot of good, relatively new tests too, 

that I haven’t mentioned. 

23. Jacobsen: How can the community bring more 

self-irony? 

Haereid: The leaders, the most popular and those 

with most power inside the HRT-environment have to 

be in front concerning self-irony. It’s pleasantly 

relaxing watching a “superman” looking at his own 

position with some humour. Life can actually be a 

joke now and then, especially because we tend to 

interpret our own lives as extremely serious. There is 

too much pain to overlook the importance of looking 

at life from the “wrong” angle, like Monty Python 

did in Life of Brian. When you hang on the cross 

singing “Always look at the bright side of life”, you 

kind of understand what I imply. 

Everyone can take responsibility being less too 

serious about the IQ-thing, the measures, and have 

fun, find peers and motivating topics, being nice and 

respectful to each other. I guess that will work. 

24. Jacobsen: How can those of the air come down 

to the earth, be a Goethe or a Shakespeare in love, 

and tune into the importance of the embodied self, 

emotions and such? 

Haereid: It is kind of difficult for highly intelligent 

people to let the thoughts take a pause, and just drink 

your coffee or tea, watching the birds and listening to 

Bach, Uriah Heep or whatever. But I think that’s one 

key to avoid getting crazy. You have to rest. You have 
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to find the ultimate combination of body and mind. 

But I don’t know how. I am not an expert. 

I try to distract myself, cut off, sort of force me to 

relax, and manage, maybe because I am convinced; I 

have experienced being close to insane because of my 

ongoing thoughts and philosophical (and 

mathematical…) inquiry. This was when I was much 

younger. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Erik Haereid has been a member of Mensa since 

2013, and is among the top scorers on several of the 

most credible IQ-tests in the unstandardized HRT-

environment. He is listed in the World Genius 

Directory. He is also a member of several other high 

IQ Societies. 

Erik, born in 1963, grew up in Oslo, Norway, in a 

middle class home at Grefsen nearby the forest, and 

started early running and cross country skiing. After 

finishing schools he studied mathematics, statistics 

and actuarial science at the University of Oslo. One 

of his first glimpses of math-skills appeared after he 

got a perfect score as the only student on a five hour 

math exam in high school. 

He did his military duty in His Majesty The King’s 

Guard (Drilltroppen)). 

Impatient as he is, he couldn’t sit still and only 

studying, so among many things he worked as a 

freelance journalist in a small news agency. In that 

period, he did some environmental volunteerism 

with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian 

Society for the Conservation of Nature), where he 

was an activist, freelance journalist and arranged 

‘Sykkeldagen i Oslo’ twice (1989 and 1990) as well 

as environmental issues lectures. He also wrote 

some crime short stories in A-

Magasinet (Aftenposten (one of the main 

newspapers in Norway), the same paper where he 

earned his runner up (second place) in a nationwide 

writing contest in 1985. He also wrote several articles 

in different newspapers, magazines and so on in the 

1980s and early 1990s. 

He earned an M.Sc. degree in Statistics and Actuarial 

Sciences in 1991, and worked as an actuary 

novice/actuary from 1987 to 1995 in several 

Norwegian Insurance companies. He was the 

Academic Director (1998-2000) of insurance at 

the BI Norwegian Business School (1998-2000), 

Manager (1997-1998) of business insurance, life 

insurance, and pensions and formerly Actuary (1996-

1997) at Nordea in Oslo Area, Norway, a self-

employed Actuary Consultant (1996-1997), an 

Insurance Broker (1995-1996) at Assurance Centeret, 

Actuary (1991-1995) at Alfa Livsforsikring, novice 

Actuary (1987-1990) at UNI Forsikring. 

In 1989 he worked in a project in Dallas with a Texas 

computer company for a month incorporating a 

Norwegian pension product into a data system. Erik 

is specialized in life insurance and pensions, both 

private and business insurances. From 1991 to 1995 

he was a main part of developing new life insurance 

saving products adapted to bank business 

(Sparebanken NOR), and he developed the 

mathematics behind the premiums and premium 

reserves. 

He has industry experience in accounting, insurance, 

and insurance as a broker. He writes in his IQ-

blog the online newspaper Nettavisen. He has 

personal interests among other things in history, 

philosophy and social psychology. 

In 1995, he moved to Aalborg in Denmark because 

of a Danish girl he met. He worked as an insurance 

broker for one year, and took advantage of this 

experience later when he developed his own 

consultant company. 

In Aalborg, he taught himself some programming 

(Visual Basic), and developed an insurance 

calculation software program which he sold to a 

Norwegian Insurance Company. After moving to 

Oslo with his girlfriend, he was hired as consultant 

by the same company to a project that lasted one 

year. 

After this, he became the Manager of business 

insurance in the insurance company Norske Liv. At 

that time he had developed and nurtured his idea of 

establishing an actuarial consulting company, and he 

did this after some years on a full-time basis with his 

actuarial colleague. In the beginning, the company 

was small. He had to gain money, and worked for 

almost two years as an Academic Director of 

insurance at the BI Norwegian Business School. 

Then the consultant company started to grow, and he 

quitted BI and used his full time in NIA (Nordic 

Insurance Administration). This was in 1998/99, 

and he has been there since. 

NIA provides actuarial consulting services within the 

pension and life insurance area, especially towards 

the business market. They was one of the leading 

actuarial consulting companies in Norway through 

many years when Defined Benefit Pension Plans 

were on its peak and companies needed evaluations 

and calculations concerning their pension schemes 

and accountings. With the less complex, and cheaper, 

Defined Contribution Pension Plans entering Norway 
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the last 10-15 years, the need of actuaries is less 

concerning business pension schemes. 

Erik’s book from 2011, Benektelse og Verdighet, 

contains some thoughts about our superficial, often 

discriminating societies, where the virtue seems to be 

egocentrism without thoughts about the whole. 

Empathy is lacking, and existential division into “us” 

and “them” is a mental challenge with major 

consequences. One of the obstacles is when people 

with power – mind, scientific, money, political, 

popularity – defend this kind of mind as “necessary” 

and “survival of the fittest” without understanding 

that such thoughts make the democracies much more 

volatile and threatened. When people do not 

understand the genesis of extreme violence like 

school killings, suicide or sociopathy, asking “how 

can this happen?” repeatedly, one can wonder how 

smart man really is. The responsibility is not limited 

to let’s say the parents. The responsibility is 

everyone’s. The day we can survive, mentally, being 

honest about our lives and existence, we will take 

huge leaps into the future of mankind. 

Rick G. Rosner, according to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, may have among 

America’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest 

measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 

16) based on several high range test performances 

created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

He has written for Remote Control, Crank 

Yankers, The Man Show, The Emmys, The 

Grammys, and Jimmy Kimmel Live!. He worked as a 

bouncer, a nude art model, a roller-skating waiter, 

and a stripper. In a television 

commercial, Domino’s Pizza named him the 

“World’s Smartest Man.” The commercial was taken 

off the air after Subway sandwiches issued a cease-

and-desist. He was named “Best Bouncer” in the 

Denver Area, Colorado, by Westwood Magazine. 

Rosner spent much of the late Disco Era as an 

undercover high school student. In addition, he spent 

25 years as a bar bouncer and American fake ID-

catcher, and 25+ years as a stripper, and nearly 30 

years as a writer for more than 2,500 hours of 

network television. Errol Morris featured Rosner in 

the interview series entitled First Person, where 

some of this history was covered by Morris. He came 

in second, or lost, on Jeopardy!, sued Who Wants to 

Be a Millionaire? over a flawed question and lost the 

lawsuit. He won one game and lost one game on Are 

You Smarter Than a Drunk Person? (He was drunk). 

Finally, he spent 37+ years working on a time-

invariant variation of the Big Bang Theory. 

Currently, Rosner sits tweeting in a bathrobe (winter) 

or a towel (summer). He lives in Los 

Angeles, California with his wife, dog, and goldfish. 

He and his wife have a daughter. You can send him 

money or questions 

at LanceVersusRick@Gmail.Com, or a direct 

message via Twitter, or find him on LinkedIn, or 

see him on YouTube.” 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/haereid-

rosner-seven; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence 

scores because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: This may connect to 

the FGM point, and to what has been called in 

other contexts a “No True Scotsman” fallacy. 

What exactly would constitute real Islam in 

practice if not every practitioner? Same for every 

other thing. 

Zara Kay: Exactly. This is the thing that Christopher 

Hitchens said as well. Who has the authority to assess 

all of this? Who is the right person to make? It was in 

a debate with Tariq Ramadan. Only because I am 

going through debates now, so I am trying to get as 

much context from everybody, and all the backlash. 

Who are these people who are talking about 

reformation? Can all these people who talk about 

reformation come together and get one idea of 

reformation sorted? 

A lot of times, yes, Islam can be separated from its 

political side, but then there is this whole 

philosophical side. A lot of people go like, “The 

Islamists have taken over Islam and they are using it 

for their agenda.” Sure. There is a minority of it, but 

there are also the other conservatives, and even the 

liberals, who have enabled this. 

One man still calls himself a Muslim. He gets threats 

from people who are Islamists as well and 

conservative Muslims. He also claims to be 

practicing Islam. So did these others, they are one 

Muslim group attacking the other Muslim group, or 

individuals saying, “You are not Muslim enough.” 

2. Jacobsen: How does this then apply to a context 

of an individual who lives in a culture and 

practices the faith, and may be a woman, or even 

have a daughter, in which FGM, clitoridectomy, 

infibulation is not necessarily common, but known 

and at least moderately endorsed practices? When 

they are saying, “This is not the religion, 

necessarily. This is more culture,” even though 

there might be some religion mixed into it. As a 

nuanced consideration, it might. 

Kay: This is what I said earlier. There is a big, big 

overlap with it. “This is not religion.” I am like, 

“Okay. Well, what is not religion?” If it is culture, is 

there a theological backing to it? FGM has a 

theological backing to it. There is a Hadith that the 

Prophet says, “You have to circumcise males, and for 

women, it is not enforced, but it is better if you do 

so.” Therefore, people have exercised that. 

For those who say, “This is a cultural practice,” I 

always question, “Where does this stem from? Sure, 

there is an overlap, but what about it makes you think 

that this is only a cultural practice? Is there no 

theological backing to it? Has this not been practiced 

in the time of the leaders, like the Prophet?” 

The Shias have a temporary marriage. People say, 

“Shias are not the real Muslims. It is a cultural 

thing.” I am like, “Has temporary marriage never 

been practiced by the Prophet? Given Islam has been 

drawn down to the practices of the Prophet and the 

book, has it never been practiced by the Prophet? 

Yes, it has.” 

Child marriage. They are like, “It is a cultural thing. 

It happens only in India and other countries.” I am 

like, “Has it not been practiced by the Prophet?” 

They are like, “Yes, but this was at the time of the 

sixth century.” I am like, “Has the Prophet not said 

that his practices need to continue? He has.” 

The Sunnah is a theme. It is being practiced, 

sometimes in minorities, and more prevalent in some 

cultures or regions than others, but does it have any 

relevance to when Islam was introduced, or has it 

ever been considered part of Islam? Has the Prophet 

ever spoken about it? A lot of people do not even 

know how hijab was introduced in times of slavery. 

They do not even know this. They think it is an 

identity. 

My sisters right now, we do not talk about this 

because it helps us keep our relationship sane, but 

they do not know when the hijab was introduced. 

They think that I have not read the Quran because I 

never finished it in Arabic. It is one of those books. 

Why would you want to read unless you were trying 

to understand individual verses? Why would you 

want to keep reading the same thing on cursing things 

or praising the Lord? So, I never bothered finishing 

it. 

But now, I have read it. I have not read it the 

traditional way, from Chapter 1 to Chapter 30. But I 

have read it in different segments. I will pick a topic. 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 257 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

I will investigate the book for references. I will read 

those verses and then look at the Tafseer, which is the 

translation of it from different books and schools of 

thought – the Sunnis, the Shias, and other scholars – 

to get a better context. 

My family who think that I have never read 

the Quran, or that I do not have enough knowledge 

and that is why I left, or that I left because of my 

lifestyle; I do not think they have read a half of what 

I have read since I have become an ex-Muslim. 

Leaving your religion, it is the most confusing thing 

you could do. It is heart-breaking for you because 

you hit a reality where you feel like you have been 

lied to by your parents, by everybody else. You were 

taught the concept of God. These are the practices. 

This is right. That you should hate gay people. 

When I came out of it, it totally shattered me. It was 

not an easy journey. It would have been so much 

easier being a Muslim. I am reminded of the times 

when I first came out. I was reading up on things. 

You had to make sense of it. You had to read more to 

understand why you were feeling this way, let alone 

thinking about it. Why are you having an identity 

crisis? 

3. Jacobsen: What was the feeling there, when you 

were having that identity crisis, or feelings? 

Kay: It feels like you have borderline personality 

disorder. You are trying to be an apologist for 

religion, but things are also not making sense to you. 

You are trying to maintain relationships with the 

people that you love who are not Muslims, but every 

time you do that; religion is always at the forefront. It 

was hard for me to find a balance between, “These 

are the people I love, regardless of their religion. 

How do I accept them for believing in such a cult like 

this?” If one of my family members was a Nazi, 

would I be able to do that? Would I be able to 

embrace them as people and not their beliefs? 

It is always an exercise. Now, with my family and I, 

we have had a rule that we do not talk about it. I am 

sure it is hard for them because I am on the ultimate 

side. I have not only rejected Islam; I am vocal about 

it. I have publicly called the Prophet to be a child 

molester or a rapist. I call his actions to be barbaric 

and violent. To my family, they are like, “Who are 

you? We did not raise you this way.” 

I am sure it happens on both sides. While you are the 

one losing your identity, you are also trying to make 

sense of how you can be around the people that you 

love. The good part for me was I do not live with my 

family. They live on a different continent. I had my 

time and space. Whenever I felt like there was any 

form of emotional blackmail or social pressure, I 

would block them or I would tell them, “I need my 

space. I will call you when I am ready.” 

Setting boundaries, by far, was the hardest thing with 

my family. I do not know if it is more to do with 

culture, the way we were raised, where when I tell 

my mom, “I am busy,” or, “I do not want to talk to 

you,” my mom is like, “What do you mean you do 

not want to talk to me? That is not a thing.” 

I was never raised to ever talk back to my parents 

telling them, “I do not want to talk to you.” I was 

like, “I am not in the mood and I do not feel like 

talking.” She could not comprehend that for the first 

few times when I said it. She kept calling me 

obsessively and I had to hang up or block her. I am 

like, “I will call you when I am ready. Right now, I 

am not in the mood.” 

Now they have learned not to push me because the 

more they will push, the more I will ignore them. It is 

something that I should probably do a Youtube video 

on, creating healthy boundaries. Muslim parents, or 

Muslims families, or the cultural part of it, there are 

no healthy boundaries. There is no such thing as 

boundaries. 

4. Jacobsen: If you look, as we have, at the 

outside, in other words, those within one of the 

largest religions in the world, and critiques of it. If 

we also look at some of the cultural and family 

dynamics that either follow from that or mix with 

the surrounding culture, those are two important 

levels of critique. A third one is also looking into 

our own community within the general secular 

community. 

Since you are several months in, now, though only 

several months in now, at the same time, what are 

your perceptions of the secular community, 

generally? What are some of the benefits of 

coming into that community? What are some of 

the potentially unique problems that the secular 

community has, in and of itself, of which it needs 

to, perhaps, have a more serious and sober 

conversation about? 

Kay: When I joined the ex-Muslim community, I 

thought it was a place where I could feel comfortable 

being myself, talk to people who shared the same 

ideologies as me, or be around people who have also 

been ostracized by their family. I was quickly proven 

wrong, especially in Australia, so I stayed away from 

it. Maybe, this was the Australian group. 

I stayed away from it because I realized nobody was 

doing outreach. Nobody was there for people. We all 

had one thing in common, that we are not Muslims 
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anymore, but different people had different feelings 

about it. Other people thought that some people were 

criticizing Islam so much, and they left the group. 

The community, the one goal they had was that they 

were all ex-Muslims. The other ideologies were quite 

variant and different. Some people, like I said, it is 

not unheard of that they are still misogynistic, that 

they are still sexist. That does not go away. That is 

much ingrained, despite them disbelieving in Islam. 

One thing in the secular world. Now that I am 

exposed to the wider world, I have more people that I 

can choose to talk to or form a community with, but I 

do not particularly feel the need to be in a community 

anymore. 

When you are first coming out as an ex-Muslim is 

when you want that support, and you want that 

guidance. That is where Faithless Hijabi comes in. 

We provide that, not to a great extent because it is a 

one-woman run show. People are looking for that 

familiarity. Sometimes reading other people’s stories 

silently helps them make more sense. 

I do not particularly feel the need to be in a 

community. However, I do like having chats with 

friends who I can talk to about things. Some of them 

are ex-Muslims. Some of them are my friends. My 

community, or my family, has been my friends. 

What the secular world is not talking about too much 

is the after-effects of leaving, it is not focusing on the 

mental trauma of people that have left. They are like, 

“Welcome to the world.” You are like this new 

puppy who has been introduced to this big world. It is 

big, and it is great, and it is a lovely playground, but 

you do not know how to run, or you do not know 

how to play fetch. Nobody tells you, “This is 101 on 

how you will fit in,” “This is 101 on how you will be 

more comfortable,” or “This is 101 on how you work 

through your trauma.” 

The secular community is more like, “Yes, we are 

open to ideas.” There is not that community practice 

of a warm welcome. When you convert to Islam, 

there will be people telling you, “Here is a book that 

you should read,” or, “If you ever need to chat about 

more Muslim stuff, let me know,” or, “If you want to 

go and shop for hijabs together, we can do it.” 

Jacobsen: It is the love bombing. 

Kay: It is the love bombing, yes. It is the love 

bombing. I went to Iraq and people were so warm to 

see other people believing in such a religion. I am 

like, “Sure. I know where this comes from. It is great 

that you are warm and stuff, but it is not limited to 

it.” When I went to Israel and Palestine, I could feel 

the different vibes. Maybe, I was biased. This was in 

2016. 

I went to Israel for work and I thought people were so 

stand-offish. I thought they were being racist, or that 

I did not fit in, or that I looked like a race, or that I 

looked Muslim, (and I was not even wearing a 

headscarf). What I realized is, “Everybody here looks 

so different,” so everybody thought I was Israeli 

anyway. It was the attitude that they had, that they 

were quite reserved until you got to know them, and 

they were so friendly. They were like, “Come over to 

our place to eat.” 

On the Arab side, they were generally friendlier. 

They would invite random people to come over to 

their place to eat. I do not know if this is more of a 

cultural thing or more of a tactic to bring people to 

religion. I do not know. I do not know about that. 

I felt the difference immediately when I was in 

Palestine. I was standing to buy tickets to the train or 

something, and when I was in Israel. Everyone was 

rushing and there were no cues and lines. They were 

not patient enough. People would cut lines in Israel. 

On the Arab side, people were a bit calmer. They 

knew I was a foreigner, and that I was only reading in 

English and it was hard, especially in English. 

The secular world has less of the whole, I would say, 

welcoming. There is less of the whole understanding 

of the mental trauma. Also, thinking about how 

religion has been spread, do you know who Alain de 

Botton is? 

Jacobsen: Yes. 

Kay: I only read his book, The Course of Love. I did 

not realize that he was also an atheist. He brought up 

this valid point. I was reading an article. On a 

massive note, I read random things. I was reading this 

article on, “What can we learn from religion?” I am 

like, “Why would atheists want to learn anything 

from religion?” 

Jacobsen: [Laughing] He is thoughtful. 

Kay: Yes, he is thoughtful. I know. He had a good 

point. I am like, “What is he talking about?” He was 

talking about the spread of religion and the 

community side of religion that the secular world 

does not have. How is religion spreading? At some 

point, Islam was spreading faster for various reasons. 

Why are people still staying in religions? There are 

so many people who call themselves Muslims by 

name but practice nothing Muslim-like. 

I have so many friends who are like, “I do not even 

believe in God.” I am like, “Then you are an atheist.” 

He is like, “I do not like labels.” 
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Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Kay: “You have more anti-Islamic views than I do, 

[Laughing] but you called yourself a Muslim.” It 

made me realize, “Why is that the case?” 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Faithless Hijabi. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/kay-three; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What defines artificial 

(narrow and general) intelligence to you? 

Thomas Wolf: I define intelligence as the ability to 

solve complex problems. The more structured these 

problems are, the better machines or AIs are and will 

be at it. Chess is a good example for such well-

structured problems. The more unstructured a 

problem is, the harder it is for machines. To some 

degree, machines can learn from feedback to solve 

even relatively unstructured problems, e.g., designing 

a stock trade strategy or composing music. This is 

well researched already and can be mathematically 

explained as pattern recognition through neural 

networks, mainly utilizing the technique of 

“annealing,” a mathematical method to find better 

global minima (i.e. solutions) in complex systems by 

combining random jumps of slowly lowering 

magnitude. However, artificial systems lack one 

thing and will in my opinion forever lack it, i.e., the 

Cogito, the concept of true self-awareness (which 

must not be confused with simple self-reference, a 

capability that even lower animals or robots possess). 

The fact that we can not mathematically or 

scientifically explain this capability in human brains, 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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let alone recreate it in algorithms or machines, is – by 

the way – one of the strongest indications for a 

virtual nature of the universe and existence of an 

external consciousness in us. 

2. Jacobsen: Will artificial intelligence become 

more intelligent than human beings? If so, how 

and when? If not, why not? 

Wolf: For clearly structured problems as well as for 

somewhat structured problems of high complexity, 

AI already far surpassed human intelligence long 

ago. I cannot imagine any human doing the job of 

Google’s search engine. But for unstructured 

problems, AIs will never be able to compete with a 

Human, they may at best come close to human levels 

by dropping ”intelligent” behaviour and instead 

relying on simulated instinct, as funny as that may 

sound. If you do not try to fully understand a 

situation, but instead act on an intuitive approach 

based on a large data base, machines might have an 

edge due to their extremely huge memories. 

“Instinct” or “intuition” is nothing to be frowned 

upon, in a mathematical sense these are “unsharp” 

pattern recognition. When you have to make a 

moment’s decision whether to trust a person or not, 

you are relying on recognizing patterns on a 

subconscious level. Your senses tell you many things 

about a person, e.g., his body language, clothing, 

environment, tone of voice, etc. When you act on 

instinct, you do not logically assign score points to 

each of those details to base a decision on, you 

compare the holistic impression with your 

memorized experiences in your brain’s neural 

network and “feel” the pattern to fit either side. We 

call this intuition or “gut feeling”, but it is 

subconscious data processing. AIs can do that as 

well, but have a much harder time doing it if the topic 

gets complex. In the late eighties, a friend told me 

about an experiment with an early military AI; whose 

purpose was to distinguish real tanks from decoys in 

an aerial view – first, pictures of real tanks were 

taken, then, after lunch, pictures of decoys. A neural 

network AI was then taught to distinguish these two 

classes. It worked quite well for the example set, but 

totally failed for a separate real-world test set. Why? 

The AI had learned to distinguish shadow fall in the 

morning from shadow fall in the afternoon (i.e. after 

lunch) instead. A simple example of why turning 

highly unstructured problems into structured AI 

models is hard. 

3. Jacobsen: You have an intellectual interest in 

virtual reality philosophy and philosophy in 

general. Some proponents of virtual reality 

philosophy include Nick Bostrom and Elon Musk. 

What is the intellectual interest in virtual reality 

philosophy and philosophy in general? 

Wolf: When you go back to the basic question “Of 

what can I be certain?”, it inevitably leads to the 

Cogito, the principle: “I think, therefore I am.” Your 

spirit, your soul if you will, exists. The outside world 

exists – to you (i.e., at least virtually) – as well, but 

whether independent of you (i.e. in a material sense), 

or not, is uncertain. A number of phenomena indicate 

that it is probably purely virtual, the fine-tuning of 

cosmic constants to support intelligent life, the 

impossibility to explain or create the Cogito in 

mathematical systems or software, and the quantum 

nature of the universe which can best be explained by 

universe-external influences. Bostrom and Musk 

arrived at this same conclusion on a different path – 

simply put, they stated that we will soon be able to 

create virtual realities impossible to distinguish from 

a physical reality, and that it is much more probable 

that we live in one of the extremely many virtual 

realities than in the one initial physical reality. 

Personally, I do not think that even the existence of 

an initial physical reality is proven. The only scenario 

reasonable to me is that we (whether “we” are 

separate entities, separate splinters of an initially 

combined conscience, or a solipsist “I” with the 

illusion of a “we” group) have freely chosen to 

suppress memories and the understanding of the 

maddening concept of infinity (which would lead to 

inescapable madness as it is pointless through to its 

inevitably repeating nature) in order to experience an 

infinite set of limited non-infinite existences instead. 

4. Jacobsen: You related the spirit or soul to the 

Cogito. What else defines the spirit or soul? 

Wolf: The simple definition of Cogito is enough to 

be certain that there is a spirit (or soul if you will). 

Unfortunately, this conclusion only works one-way: 

the absence of the Cogito does not necessarily mean 

that there is no spirit or soul. A small child or simple 

person is not able to say, “I think, therefore I am,” or 

something equivalent, and neither can an intelligent 

person when sufficiently distracted or otherwise 

impeded (e.g., drunk or asleep). So, the best 

definition for a spirit or soul would be “Cogito 

potential”, i.e., if somebody could in the future 

possibly speak the Cogito if taught, grown or no 

longer impeded. But of course, this is fluent to decide 

and not determinable at all. Above that, we can 

neither be sure if any spirit other than our own exists 

at all (as solipsism is a possibility), nor if our own 

spirit is infinite or finite, i.e., immortal or mortal. Or, 

most plausible to me, a finite extension of an infinite 

base. 
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5. Jacobsen: This can have representation in art, 

media, and literature. What are some important 

examples of virtual reality philosophy in these 

domains to you? 

Wolf: My favourite examples are the painting “The 

Treachery of Images” by Magritte – although he may 

have been not even fully aware of its implications – 

and the “Matrix” movie trilogy, especially the 

ingenious third part and conclusion. Other good 

examples that immediately come to mind would 

include the movies “Avalon,” “ExistenZ,” and 

“Nirvana” as well as the novel “Simulacron-3” and 

its two screen adaptations. But the topic is generally 

being picked up in all kinds of art and especially 

popular media movies and TV episodes more and 

more, which is not surprising since the advent of the 

real technological possibility of virtual realities in our 

experienced world stimulates thoughts about it. I 

remember my personal interest in this was triggered 

at an early age, about eleven or twelve, and in 

retrospect, it might have originated from some 

science fiction radio play in which the crew of an 

underwater research facility found out they were in a 

VR simulation. To my great regret I recall neither 

author or title, though, it was too long ago. 

6. Jacobsen: What are some art, media, and 

literature that best represents your own general 

philosophy – aesthetic, epistemological, ethical, 

legal, metaphysical, political, and social? 

Wolf: Apart from the media I mentioned, the whole 

media group of computer games, role-playing games 

(computer as well as paper & pen and live), and 

maybe even all games – including the most basic 

board games as long as they are not purely abstract 

but represent an experience a chess game represents a 

war – best demonstrates what virtual reality 

philosophy means. In a game, you create a virtual 

reality. In basic games, you are – competitively or 

collaboratively – given a goal to accomplish, winning 

the war or saving the world from danger. In more 

advanced games, you utilize an avatar to accomplish 

a more complex goal which can include self-

development or even choosing your own preferred 

goal. The concept of a game is perfectly fit to explain 

the sense and concept of virtual reality. Why do you 

play it? In order to fill the nothingness of boredom 

(or infinity) with an experience that gives you a sense 

of purpose and/or enjoyment. What are the limits? 

The rules (natural laws of sorts) dictate the limits of 

what you can do; unless, you chose to end the game. I 

like to compare Pac-Man to quantum phenomena: 

There are always four ghosts to chase you, and 

although there is no clear explanation from Pac-

Man’s point of view, a new ghost appears in the 

center whenever a ghost is killed. A hypothetical 

sentient Pac-Man should be able to conclude from 

this fact that there is some connection between the 

old and new ghost’s pixels external to the game 

world, as there seems to be a connection between 

quantum particles external to the universe. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Member, Giga Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/wolf-three; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Rick Rosner and I conduct a conversational series entitled Ask A Genius on a variety of subjects through In-

Sight Publishing on the personal and professional website for Rick. According to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, Rick G. Rosner may have among America’s, North America’s, and the 

world’s highest measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 16) based on several high range test 

performances created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 

12 years of college credit in less than a year and graduated with the equivalent of 8 majors. Erik Haereid 

earned a score at 185, on the N-VRA80. Both scores on a standard deviation of 15. A sigma of 6.00+ (or ~6.13 

or 6.20) for Rick – a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 1,009,976,678+ (with some at rarities of 1 in 

2,314,980,850 or 1 in 3,527,693,270) – and ~5.67 for Erik – a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 136,975,305. Of 

course, if a higher general intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, and margin of error in, the 

general intelligence scores because of the greater rarity in the population. This amounts to a joint interview 

or conversation with Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, and myself. 

Keywords: America, Erik Haereid, genius, intelligence, non-genius, Norway, Rick Rosner, Scott Douglas Jacobsen, 

supernaturalism. 

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Non-Genius (Part Eight)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

  

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: On the flip side of the 

previous line of questioning, I want to look at 

genius going awry and the supernatural, as these 

may be related to one another in some ways. Some 

obvious; others not. We covered intelligence and 

genius in an extensive manner. One in which the 

genius gets defined and affirmed, in talents and 

productions.  

However, what about the opposite or its 

negatives? What is genius not? 

Rick Rosner: With Genius, there is a quality 

novelty. There is new stuff, new acts of the 

imagination that are not shitty. When I am talking 

non-sense to my dogs, most of what I say is not 

funny or interesting. It is just a flood of stupid 

syllables or a bunch of bad rhymes. Were it caught on 

camera, there is no quality there. Non-sense can be 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://www.imdb.com/name/nm1262827/
https://olymp.iqsociety.org/olympians/dr-christopher-philip-harding/
http://www.psiq.org/bio/
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_K._Hoeflin
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inspired like the poem Jabberwocky, which is all 

nonsense syllables. But it is good. The stuff that isn’t 

inspired or can tell where everything came from. That 

it is just a repackaging of shit that you have seen 

before. All of that stuff sucks. Sometimes, genius is 

being the first to express something persuasively that 

seems obvious in retrospect, like plate tectonics by 

Alfred Wegener. People throughout history have 

occasionally proposed that with the coastline, or at 

least ever since there were decent maps of the world, 

that the continents fit together. He is the one who 

made the argument persuasively enough that it stuck. 

He got the credit and gets to be considered its 

founder. He took something that doesn’t feel like an 

act of creative genius, like Orson Welles and Citizen 

Kane feels like an act of genius. It wasn’t a work of 

art what Wegener did. He pointed out a truth. You 

can be creative. You can be true. It has to hit, though. 

You might be able to make the case that the genius 

changes the culture. Although, you could argue that 

there are undiscovered geniuses. People who are 

unlucky to not have their stuff discovered, at least not 

until later. That’s what the deal is: adding to the load 

of stuff that belongs to humanity that has been 

thought up. 

Erik Haereid: It’s when you are not creative, 

inventive, do not use your inner power of ingenuity to 

make expressions that are visible to others, if you 

copy others. A society’s lack of will or abilities to 

evolve towards a better community is the opposite of 

genius. Societies that suppress individual 

expressions, like dictatorships, represent the opposite 

of genius. “Better” is disputable, but in my view it’s 

the best for preserving the needs for everyone and 

all. 

If one “genius”’ creative expressions suppress the 

others, such that the society stagnates or is 

exterminated it’s the opposite of a genius, even 

though the invention is clever. 

2. Jacobsen: What do you see as the myths about 

genius? 

Rosner: There’s the genius who is just bad at life and 

has a miserable life. There is the miserable genius 

who is all fucked up, never made money, lives in a 

hovel, never had a girlfriend, etc. There used to be 

stories that ran in the Inquirer every year or two that 

was about, “Look at this fucked up genius, aren’t you 

glad that you’re not a genius?” Or just genius 

stereotypes, absentmindedness, thinking about 

abstract shit and not paying attention to what is going 

on around him, it is generally a “him” by stereotype. 

If it is a her, wearing glasses, sexually frigid, needs to 

have her glasses taken off and hair taken down to 

release her inner sexy girl, this is a myth that is like 

the librarian. The girl genius runs into the librarian. 

The good at math and bad at life, good at academics, 

stuff. Every Bond villain is a kind of a genius. 

There’s the evil genius bent on world domination. 

There’s the busy penis genius Picasso. Usually not a 

math guy, it is an art guy or a novel guy. His 

unfettered creativity is connected to his unfettered 

penis. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Rosner: A lot of the stereotypes about genius are 

connected to people who can’t follow, or live, an 

ordinary life with going to the office and then coming 

home to the family. The genius who can’t do the 

1950s parent lifestyle. They have to go and have 

adventures. Most of the stereotypes bounce off that. 

A gift to distancing the person from normal human 

interactions and behaviours. You just go there and 

then think about what are behaviours that take 

somebody away from normal lifestyles and 

behaviours. Anything that you can think of, then you 

can put on the genius stereotype. It is the wheelhouse 

of that stereotype without having to enumerate every 

instance. In Little Man Tate, which was about little 

geniuses, the most obnoxious was the mathemagician 

who wore all black plus a cape. 

Haereid: Heh, that the genius always is the inventor 

of the idea. The genius makes an idea visible, known, 

through a purification and refinement of it. You could 

have a bunch of highly intelligent, invisible persons 

evolving several smart ideas, and you have that one 

lucky, or not of course, bastard that takes all the 

credit. 

That the genius is always highly intelligent. This is 

simply not true. That geniuses are mad and avoid any 

other activity than thinking, and that they are 

depressed. That’s not true either. And the scientific 

type; good at math or physics. I guess there are some 

or many of the genius artists, painters, composers 

and writers through history that couldn’t add two 

numbers. 

3. Jacobsen: What truths dispel those myths? 

Rosner: I feel like at various times in the past 

century. I don’t think fame came into its own until 

the 20th century. But you don’t really get the fame 

industry until the 20th century. During various eras, 

famous people killed themselves through 

misbehaviour. Sometimes, it is through shitty 

behaviour like driving while drunk. William Blake 

said, “The road of excess leads to the palace of 

wisdom…You never know what is enough until you 

know what is more than enough.” It is kind of the 

popular picture of gifted, creatives, where they were 

out of hand in all areas. 
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Haereid: That someone write about those myths as 

myths? Get to know a genius better? To the public 

it’s boring with ordinary traits on geniuses. So, I 

guess it’s difficult to convince people that Einstein 

somehow wasn’t crazy, like the iconic picture of him 

somehow tries to paint. I don’t know. People are not 

searching for the truth but to fulfill their needs. 

4. Jacobsen: What does “out of hand” mean in 

this context? 

Rosner: Drink, druggy, fucky, getting in fights, 

suicidal, manic, and depressed, it is just that shit, and 

unhinged. John from the Beautiful Mind. A truth of a 

lot of genius is a lot of people who were really smart 

have a natural tendency to not be out of hand or have 

done the math on it and realized that it is less trouble 

to not be out of hand. The truth behind a lot of genius 

is that a good fraction of geniuses has lived fairly 

normal lives. That’s not always frickin’ true like 

William Marsden who you wouldn’t exactly call him 

a genius. He invented Wonder Woman. He thought 

women needed a superhero to inspire them the way 

boys had them. I forget what else he did. It wasn’t his 

main deal. And he had a three-way marriage. He and 

his wife took in another woman who loved him. They 

were banging for a while. You’ve got a certain 

fraction of a certain segment of the genius population 

that is going to find it worth their while to make up 

their own rules about behaviour. These could be 

overlapping segments. You could have people who 

live lives that are extremely traditional in some ways 

and still really weird in other ways. They did a whole 

T.V. series about Masters & Johnson who mapped 

sex. They studied human sexual response and had 

respectable careers within academia when they 

weren’t getting in trouble for having sex. They had 

enough weird sex stuff going on with them or around 

them that they made a three- or four-season T.V. 

series about them. The truth about geniuses is that 

sometimes they make up their own rules. Sometimes, 

they don’t. Sometimes, the rules that they end up 

settling on is that it is easier not to be all weird all the 

time. Again, this is a whole area, where you could 

pretty much suss out what you would find with a map 

of risk-to-reward, or how much energy it takes to do 

shit and how much energy somebody has to spend on 

stuff. A couple of years ago, you and I were talking 

about the economics of thinking [Ed. Cognitive 

Thrift: Volume I] 

You don’t get thinking for free. It is not unlimited. 

Similarly, you can imagine geniuses as people who 

have more cognitive and behavioural money to invest 

in their lives, to engineering their lives. Given the 

more energetic situation, they have more energy. 

They have more stuff to throw at life. That means 

that you’re going to get a wider distribution of 

behaviours from a weirdness that takes various 

forms. Within that envelope, you’ve got normal 

behaviours for the people who have thought about 

stuff and decided, “There is enough good stuff on 

T.V. I do not need to spend 100 nights a year on 

Tinder, Grindr, or whatever else, having weird shitty 

sex with strangers.” The more I talk about this. The 

more that I realize that there is a model that when 

applied to human behaviour, an energetic model or 

economic model. It would allow you to invent 

fictitious genius behaviour given geniuses having 

more energy to do weird stuff, and also being 

somewhat psychopathic or not constrained by 

convention. 

5. Jacobsen: What do you make of fake geniuses? 

Those claiming the status by themselves, for 

themselves, and, in fact, sometimes fooling a large 

number of people and garnering followings. They 

may argue for supernatural powers, as if they can 

read the future, read minds, have a direct 

communication or special insight from God, and 

so on. 

Rosner: In the past 25 years, there has developed a 

pick-up artist community with guys developing 

strategies for women becoming interested in them. 

The reason that it is more of a movement now than 

50 years ago is because the how to pick-up girls 

guides 50 years ago were just shitty. They weren’t 

very helpful. They weren’t based on any strategies 

that would get you anywhere based on the modern 

deal. Modern strategies include things like the most 

well-known pick-up artist strategy of negging. You 

don’t go up to a beautiful woman and then tell her 

she is beautiful because everyone tells her she is 

beautiful. You tell her something designed to confuse 

her. The standard example: “Your nose does 

something weird when you laugh.” Now, the woman, 

instead of basking in being beautiful, is like, “What 

does my nose look like when I laugh?” A pick-up 

artist is supposed to use the discombobulation to get 

there. Anyway, to get back to fake genius, it is a way 

to get stuff, get laid, get money, get recognition – 

professional or otherwise, to get adulation. It is like 

being a T.V. preacher. It is a way to have the license 

to get people to give you shit if you’re good at it. 

There is deluded genius. There are people 

who think that they are super-geniuses. I don’t know 

if anyone has interviewed Raniere extensively or at 

all because he is in prison. It would be a semi-

interesting thing to explore how much of his own 

bullshit that he believes, probably quite a bit or 

maybe it varied from moment to moment. He 

scammed the Bronfman sisters who are heir to the 

Seagrum’s fortune. He scammed them out of $100 

https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2018/07/cognitive-thrift-volume-i.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2018/07/cognitive-thrift-volume-i.pdf
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million for him to invest and make a shitload of 

money. He lost the $100 million. When he talked 

them out of giving him $100 million to invest, I 

assume that he thought that he was a genius investor 

and could make a bunch of money from investing. 

Otherwise, if he was just a scammer who didn’t 

believe in his ability to invest, he would have just 

deposited it somewhere for his own use and then 

invested it not crazily. He, maybe, would have been a 

hedge fund guy trying to figure out the best way to 

make money while not losing most of the money. 

Instead, he probably thought that he had good 

instincts and lost $100 million. To me, this indicates 

that, at some point, Raniere really believed in 

himself. Maybe, the shit changes. I don’t know what 

this says about him believing in himself or not with 

him fucking his harem of sex slaves. I don’t know if 

he told himself that he was making the women that 

he was having sex with more enlightened, so it was 

more worth their while to put up with his shit. There 

is the potential, among fake geniuses, for delusion, 

for believing in your bullshit. 

Haereid: People who really think or make people 

believe they are God or have supernatural powers, 

are either ill, delusional, hallucinating, or they are 

just manipulating to gain a benefit. 

Some people manipulate, like an alchemist, or a 

priest that convince you that the members of the 

church have to pay him a tithe or something; he’s 

God’s representative on Earth. If this priest 

proclaimed that he sold dreams, that this was 

transparent, like Hollywood; it would be right and 

fair, I guess. I gladly paid money buying Paulo 

Coelho’s book The Alchemist, and not because I 

believe in alchemy. 

Fake geniuses often utilize vulnerable persons; 

persons in personal crises and the like. Their 

“inventions” are dreams, expectations and 

divinations, and they promise this to happen. A 

premise is that people really believe in these lies. 

There is a problem concerning trust and 

vulnerability. The optimal case is that we have this 

healthy skepticism towards any man-god. It’s a 

known thing that charming people, often psychopaths 

and sociopaths, have the greatest influence on 

vulnerable persons. I think the society, friends and a 

trusted family have to deal with that. But there are a 

lot of power in some people, and the ability to 

convince and lead is sometimes godlike and misused, 

unfortunately. I have discussed the 

phenomenon psychopaths with a couple of 

psychologists, and asked them what to do when one 

meets one. And the answer is unfortunately not very 

helpful or scientific: “Run!” 

6. Jacobsen: How can the general public, akin to 

warnings about margins of error in the HRT 

world, be warned about this self-aggrandization 

and overt narcissism, even treading into delusions 

of grandeur?  

Rosner: The thing that most protects the public 

against stuff like that is the public could not give 

even 3/10ths of a shit about genius, whether self-

proclaimed or legit generated by an IQ score. There 

was an era when genius had more clout in the 1960s 

when people cared more about it. Nobody cares that 

much anymore. Genius is not that much of today’s 

cultural landscape. You have so-called geniuses who 

have given us huge chunks of our cultural landscape, 

like the Bill Gates’ of the world. We are more 

concerned about the devices than the geniuses who 

created them. Those geniuses, by the way, are 

captains of industry. There have been a bunch of 

movies about Steve Jobs. People are, at least, 

somewhat interested in him. But there’s even less 

interest in geniuses who aren’t billionaire captains of 

industry. Nobody cares about them. Unless, the 

genius is an engine that drives a fictional story. It 

makes a certain amount of sense that there is not a lot 

of room in the world or in the zeitgeist for genius. I 

would argue there is a lot more room. It is a failure of 

programming to exploit smart people. I did four 

pilots for shows about geniuses. None of them went 

anywhere. I’ve pitched and developed a shitload of 

projects for T.V. about making yourself smarter, 

about geniuses competing. All of this different stuff. 

None of this has gone anywhere. It is a failure of 

terrible reality T.V., to realize that super smart people 

are just as exploitable train wreck reality 

entertainment as any other group of people. There is 

a problem of working with smart people. You may 

have to roll more footage, or maybe not. Also, smart 

people are not good-looking idiots. Beautiful people, 

there’s always entertainment built around beautiful 

people. So, if you are casting a reality show, and if 

you pick the Bachelor and the Bachelorette, they start 

with 25 or 30 bachelors or bachelorettes each season. 

They are looking for people who are interesting and 

beautiful. I am thinking that there are probably 

people who could get on the Bachelor without being 

that interesting if they are super duper hot. I don’t 

cast for it, anyway. There’s a bar for interestingness 

when certain reality shows are casting beautiful 

people. It is a problem when there’s another set of 

criteria that knocks out your beautiful people. For 

instance, porn, the most beautiful people in the world 

tend not to do porn, because porn selects from the set 

of people willing to do porn. That sub-set of 

everybody generally eliminates the most beautiful 

people. You can have good looking people in porn, 
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but you can’t have the best-looking people in porn. 

Similarly, if your sub-set of everybody is people who 

are really smart, it is such a smaller sub-set of 

humanity. Also, it is a different sub-set than the 

people who will do porn because the sub-set of 

people who will do porn overlaps with the people 

who can make money off their looks. The sub-set of 

people are really smart has very little overlap with the 

sub-set of people who can make money off their 

looks. So, if you are doing a reality show about smart 

people, then you’re going to have to have all sorts of 

compromises made for those people to also be 

attractive. So, you’ll have a show with smart mostly 

unattractive people or slightly less smart but slightly 

more attractive people. In either case, you’re a little 

bit fucked. Also, reality producers are lazy. They’re, 

maybe, not willing to put in the extra work to come 

up with a decent product. Even though, your people 

aren’t as beautiful as the people on the Bachelor. So, 

geniuses probably should be more in the zeitgeist, but 

reality shows have not adequately exploited them. 

Haereid: I agree with Rick: The public doesn’t care. 

But some outside HRT are interested and curious, 

and some in the environment are on T.V. and in 

newspapers too. So, sometimes journalists do show 

some enthusiasm. They want a story. 

I think that to gain the public’s interest you have to 

be a real genius and not only on paper; you must 

surprise people with your genius art or invention. 

I repeat: It’s necessary to clean up within the HRT-

environment. There are a lot of good intentions and 

work, and some turmoil too.  

7. Jacobsen: On supernaturalism, does this seem 

real to you? 

Rosner: Nope! 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Haereid: No. What is real is all the stuff we haven’t 

revealed yet. People tend to overlook the things we 

don’t know, and fill the empty spaces with history. 

Then every unthinkable event becomes impossible. 

I think that everyone has powers that we don’t get 

hold of and not used. It’s a lot of social and other 

depressive forces that prevent us from getting in 

touch with these innate, nuclear powers; but they are 

not supernatural. It’s a gap between what we do and 

our potentials. We can see that as a potential per se, 

and sort of a destiny; we can approach and getting 

closer to our potential, but never exploit all of it. 

8. Jacobsen: Do claims of the supernatural seem 

like ancient mythologies or extrapolations 

thereof? A sort of extension of primitive, less 

rigorous forms of thought into the current more 

rational, more scientific era, in spite of the 

attendant problems of the power of science and 

human proclivities. 

Rosner: Not exactly, when people make up stuff, it is 

easier to get a better-quality made-up product if you 

are, at least, grounded in the history of made-up stuff. 

Haereid: You mean like an archetypical inheritance? 

Or that we need to preserve some materials in spite 

of what is logical? 

It’s maybe a part of it. Perhaps we don’t dare to feel 

safe about science yet; it doesn’t give us the comfort 

we need. We have to trust it more than we do, and 

meanwhile we rest on the myths and the idea of 

supernatural forces. That’s a thought. 

9. Jacobsen: How do the standard operations of 

religious frameworks or structures of looking at 

the world lead to asserted supernaturalisms 

rather than naturalisms? 

Rosner: The deal is, we have only had science for a 

few hundred years. But people have been looking for 

ways to understand the world and for understanding 

for 20,000 years. So, you’ve got a wrong, bad, but 

interesting, explanation stretching back thousands of 

years. That’s where most of the religions of the 

world, probably all of them, are an attempt to order 

the world, to understand it, and to gain some measure 

of control, or some solace over the shit that happens. 

Humans as generalists, as the most thinky species on 

the planet, are drawn to, our niche is, exploiting 

regularities in the environment – figuring out how 

shit works. We are drawn to, or we are compelled to, 

explain stuff. The stuff that is harder to explain will 

fill up with wrong explanations. 

Haereid: We need explanations for everything; it’s in 

our blood. Science doesn’t give all the answers. 

Maybe it never will. Birth and death, what’s before 

and after? What are thoughts and why can’t I rest in 

my emotions? Why do I fear things that aren’t 

real? Why don’t I instantly understand what is real 

and not? What is phobia? What is love? 

Thunder is caused by Thor until you rest in peace 

with another answer, scientific or not. Our culture is 

familiar to us, we recognize it, and we feel safe about 

it, whether it’s faith or science. 

Manipulation, brainwash, culture. We don’t have a 

choice, there are no alternatives. That’s another 

angle. In secular communities, faith could be more of 

a choice, but then you have the needs, including 

needs of affiliation; you choose believing in 

something supernatural because everybody else does. 

The critical voices belong to the unpopular minority. 
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Then you don’t have a choice either, because you 

need an answer, and since science doesn’t, you 

choose a supernatural solution. 

10. Jacobsen: Are religions factually correct or 

incorrect to make these assumptions in their views 

of the world?  

Rosner: In the last 100 years, probably the last 60 

years, you have Popper and Kuhn who theorized 

about the history of science, right? 

Jacobsen: Yes, and Lakatos and Feyerabend. 

Rosner: When people started analyzing how science 

works via a philosophical framework, or an 

epistemological framework, philosophers came up 

with the idea of falsifiability. It is not science. 

Unless, you can run an experiment and the results 

determine whether your theory is true. So, shit that is 

not science that attempts to explain the world lacks 

falsifiability. That might be the biggest sword to cut 

at shit that isn’t science or the biggest basket to throw 

shit that isn’t science into. The motivation to do what 

religion does, to try and order the world, is a good 

thing to do. But when you end up with a system that 

cannot be disproved, that rests on faith, then that’s 

not a factually correct thing. 

Haereid: It’s an approach to claim that answering 

such questions are not science until you have proved 

it empirically; scientifically. It’s guesswork. It’s for 

fun. But the resulting wars and conflicts that may 

come from such disputes are not fun. People use 

nonscientific methods to claim that their view is the 

right one, and the others’ view is wrong. And they 

mean that this is it; it’s no basis for debate. The 

problem is when you answer these types of questions 

without a stringent tool, without some thoughts about 

the epistemological angles to knowledge per se. As 

long as the conclusions create disagreement either 

one of the sides is wrong, or there are two equal 

truths: rationally. Then quarrelling is nonsense, at 

least in a non-psychological way. 

11. Jacobsen: Is faith, at this point, net bad or net 

good? 

Rosner: There are different kinds of faith. As 

optimism, as existential optimism, it is a good thing. 

You go out into the world and keep doing stuff. Even 

though, there is a lot of evidence in the world that 

you won’t live forever. That you’ll get old and be 

uncomfortably old, and then die of some horrible 

fucking disease. There’s a lot of evidence that there is 

a lot of unrewarding stuff out there. But persisting in 

defiance of that for the pleasures of the world, it is a 

kind of a faithful optimism; that, I think, is a good 

thing. Perverted faith like the way a lot of American 

evangelism has turned rotten is a bad thing. Believing 

in bullshit or, at least, acting as if you believe in 

bullshit for political purposes or for financial 

advantage, like Jim Bakker, of Jim and Tammy Faye 

Bakker, a religious scammer from way back who 

went to prison for it in the 1980s. He is back selling 

bullshit coronavirus cures and preventatives. If you 

go on Twitter and look around and google, you can 

see some evangelicals – 4, 5, 6, maybe 8 – or media 

heavy preachers promising salvation from 

coronavirus in the U.S. if you just send them money 

for prayers or bullshit products. That kind of faith, 

the faith behind that, or perverted faith, is obviously 

terrible. 

Haereid: Faith is good as an aid to survive inner 

demons; to survive life. Faith is good if you become a 

better person to yourself and others; we need more of 

the Golden Rule as long as we lack resilience. But as 

a cult, a brainwashing scenario, it’s net bad; it has to 

be a choice, not coercion. If you become a social 

parasite creating conflicts and wars because of your 

faith, it’s bad, obviously. 

12. Jacobsen: Finally, why do some real geniuses, 

or even fake ‘geniuses,’ fall into supernaturalisms 

and grandiose proclamations of supernatural 

powers and some special cognitive powers? 

Rosner: I hate talking about slippery slopes. Because 

if you look at the landscape of effort and reward 

around people who present themselves as geniuses, 

like Raniere, Raniere evolved a system, a philosophy, 

a cult, that, eventually, allowed him to build a harem 

of women who disciplined themselves to, say, stay 

super skinny because that is what gave him a boner. 

So, being rewarded for claiming to be a genius is 

what propels, sometimes, so-called genius to get 

fucked up, whether it is sex or money, or self-

delusion, or lack of discipline, I’ve got this theory of 

the universe, which I’ve never put on a firm 

mathematical footing. But I still like thinking about 

it, and still think that it is right. My laziness means 

that I can reward myself by thinking thoughts about 

the universe, which I think are profound and get 

some emotional reward via the pleasure of thinking 

big thoughts without putting in the effort. Einstein 

spent a bunch of years. He came up with Special 

Relativity in 1905. It took him until 1915 until he 

came up with General Relativity. He suffered a lot. 

He did not have a large library of mathematical 

technique in his head; he half-understood how things 

like gravity should work. He had to keep going to his 

friends to look for mathematical models that might 

encompass some of his more nebulous thinking; his 

instincts about gravitation, which took 6 years, 8 

years, maybe. I don’t know when he started after 
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1905 on General Relativity. But there has been a 

bunch written about the false starts and the work and 

suffering built to get to the mathematical framing of 

Special Relativity and General Relativity. I have not 

done this for Informational Cosmology. I have a little 

bit done of it. But we do not have any math. I still get 

the wanking… 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Rosner: … of thinking big thoughts and feeling like 

a genius. But the lack of discipline means that there is 

no math. You can get that kind of drift. Let’s assume 

for the sake of this, I am an actual genius. That the 

physics of this will turn out to be true. But that whole 

thing could happen with someone who isn’t a genius 

and who is a deluded person. That whole thing about 

thinking profound thoughts and just wanking 

mentally. It is one of the potentially dangerous 

rewards od doing genius-y thinking. 

Haereid: It’s human. When you become famous for 

an invention or piece of art, it’s difficult not to 

elevate mentally. Humans have this abnormal ability 

to amplify exponentially one’s identity; god or devil, 

more worth or less worth than everybody else. 

Then it’s natural to become megalomaniac, 

delusional. Why shouldn’t you? I guess it’s the same 

with popularity in general; it messes up your brain. 

It’s hard to maintain the idea of who you are when 

everybody confirms that you are something else. If 

you manage to change peoples’ view on something 

essential, like Copernicus, Newton and Einstein did, I 

guess it’s a hard to stay on earth identity-wise. The 

challenge is staying mentally healthy if you make 

giant leaps in our culture, think you do or are 

extremely popular, whatever reason. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Erik Haereid has been a member of Mensa since 

2013, and is among the top scorers on several of the 

most credible IQ-tests in the unstandardized HRT-

environment. He is listed in the World Genius 

Directory. He is also a member of several other high 

IQ Societies. 

Erik, born in 1963, grew up in Oslo, Norway, in a 

middle class home at Grefsen nearby the forest, and 

started early running and cross country skiing. After 

finishing schools he studied mathematics, statistics 

and actuarial science at the University of Oslo. One 

of his first glimpses of math-skills appeared after he 

got a perfect score as the only student on a five hour 

math exam in high school. 

He did his military duty in His Majesty The King’s 

Guard (Drilltroppen)). 

Impatient as he is, he couldn’t sit still and only 

studying, so among many things he worked as a 

freelance journalist in a small news agency. In that 

period, he did some environmental volunteerism 

with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian 

Society for the Conservation of Nature), where he 

was an activist, freelance journalist and arranged 

‘Sykkeldagen i Oslo’ twice (1989 and 1990) as well 

as environmental issues lectures. He also wrote 

some crime short stories in A-

Magasinet (Aftenposten (one of the main 

newspapers in Norway), the same paper where he 

earned his runner up (second place) in a nationwide 

writing contest in 1985. He also wrote several articles 

in different newspapers, magazines and so on in the 

1980s and early 1990s. 

He earned an M.Sc. degree in Statistics and Actuarial 

Sciences in 1991, and worked as an actuary 

novice/actuary from 1987 to 1995 in several 

Norwegian Insurance companies. He was the 

Academic Director (1998-2000) of insurance at 

the BI Norwegian Business School (1998-2000), 

Manager (1997-1998) of business insurance, life 

insurance, and pensions and formerly Actuary (1996-

1997) at Nordea in Oslo Area, Norway, a self-

employed Actuary Consultant (1996-1997), an 

Insurance Broker (1995-1996) at Assurance Centeret, 

Actuary (1991-1995) at Alfa Livsforsikring, novice 

Actuary (1987-1990) at UNI Forsikring. 

In 1989 he worked in a project in Dallas with a Texas 

computer company for a month incorporating a 

Norwegian pension product into a data system. Erik 

is specialized in life insurance and pensions, both 

private and business insurances. From 1991 to 1995 

he was a main part of developing new life insurance 

saving products adapted to bank business 

(Sparebanken NOR), and he developed the 

mathematics behind the premiums and premium 

reserves. 

He has industry experience in accounting, insurance, 

and insurance as a broker. He writes in his IQ-

blog the online newspaper Nettavisen. He has 

personal interests among other things in history, 

philosophy and social psychology. 

In 1995, he moved to Aalborg in Denmark because 

of a Danish girl he met. He worked as an insurance 

broker for one year, and took advantage of this 

experience later when he developed his own 

consultant company. 

In Aalborg, he taught himself some programming 

(Visual Basic), and developed an insurance 

calculation software program which he sold to a 

Norwegian Insurance Company. After moving to 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
https://www.mensa.no/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oslo
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Norway
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https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/3._gardekompani
https://naturvernforbundet.no/?lang=en_GB
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aftenposten
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/BI_Norwegian_Business_School
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nordea_Liv
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gjensidige_NOR
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/UNI_Forsikring
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pensions_in_Norway
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gjensidige_NOR
https://www.nettavisen.no/tag/erik-haereid
https://www.nettavisen.no/tag/erik-haereid
https://www.nettavisen.no/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aalborg
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Denmark
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Oslo with his girlfriend, he was hired as consultant 

by the same company to a project that lasted one 

year. 

After this, he became the Manager of business 

insurance in the insurance company Norske Liv. At 

that time he had developed and nurtured his idea of 

establishing an actuarial consulting company, and he 

did this after some years on a full-time basis with his 

actuarial colleague. In the beginning, the company 

was small. He had to gain money, and worked for 

almost two years as an Academic Director of 

insurance at the BI Norwegian Business School. 

Then the consultant company started to grow, and he 

quitted BI and used his full time in NIA (Nordic 

Insurance Administration). This was in 1998/99, 

and he has been there since. 

NIA provides actuarial consulting services within the 

pension and life insurance area, especially towards 

the business market. They was one of the leading 

actuarial consulting companies in Norway through 

many years when Defined Benefit Pension Plans 

were on its peak and companies needed evaluations 

and calculations concerning their pension schemes 

and accountings. With the less complex, and cheaper, 

Defined Contribution Pension Plans entering Norway 

the last 10-15 years, the need of actuaries is less 

concerning business pension schemes. 

Erik’s book from 2011, Benektelse og Verdighet, 

contains some thoughts about our superficial, often 

discriminating societies, where the virtue seems to be 

egocentrism without thoughts about the whole. 

Empathy is lacking, and existential division into “us” 

and “them” is a mental challenge with major 

consequences. One of the obstacles is when people 

with power – mind, scientific, money, political, 

popularity – defend this kind of mind as “necessary” 

and “survival of the fittest” without understanding 

that such thoughts make the democracies much more 

volatile and threatened. When people do not 

understand the genesis of extreme violence like 

school killings, suicide or sociopathy, asking “how 

can this happen?” repeatedly, one can wonder how 

smart man really is. The responsibility is not limited 

to let’s say the parents. The responsibility is 

everyone’s. The day we can survive, mentally, being 

honest about our lives and existence, we will take 

huge leaps into the future of mankind. 

Rick G. Rosner, according to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, may have among 

America’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest 

measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 

16) based on several high range test performances 

created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

He has written for Remote Control, Crank 

Yankers, The Man Show, The Emmys, The 

Grammys, and Jimmy Kimmel Live!. He worked as a 

bouncer, a nude art model, a roller-skating waiter, 

and a stripper. In a television 

commercial, Domino’s Pizza named him the 

“World’s Smartest Man.” The commercial was taken 

off the air after Subway sandwiches issued a cease-

and-desist. He was named “Best Bouncer” in the 

Denver Area, Colorado, by Westwood Magazine. 

Rosner spent much of the late Disco Era as an 

undercover high school student. In addition, he spent 

25 years as a bar bouncer and American fake ID-

catcher, and 25+ years as a stripper, and nearly 30 

years as a writer for more than 2,500 hours of 

network television. Errol Morris featured Rosner in 

the interview series entitled First Person, where 

some of this history was covered by Morris. He came 

in second, or lost, on Jeopardy!, sued Who Wants to 

Be a Millionaire? over a flawed question and lost the 

lawsuit. He won one game and lost one game on Are 

You Smarter Than a Drunk Person? (He was drunk). 

Finally, he spent 37+ years working on a time-

invariant variation of the Big Bang Theory. 

Currently, Rosner sits tweeting in a bathrobe (winter) 

or a towel (summer). He lives in Los 

Angeles, California with his wife, dog, and goldfish. 

He and his wife have a daughter. You can send him 

money or questions 

at LanceVersusRick@Gmail.Com, or a direct 

message via Twitter, or find him on LinkedIn, or 

see him on YouTube.” 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/haereid-

rosner-eight; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence 

scores because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Christian Sorenson, James Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, and Tor Jørgensen 

contributed to this opening session to a series of discussion group responses to questions followed by 

responses, and so on, between March and May of this year. Total participants observable in [1] with brief 

biographies. They discuss: the previous session’s responses. 

Keywords: Christian Sorenson, James Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, Tiberiu Sammak, and 

Tor Jørgensen. 

Group Discussion on the Near, Middle, Far, and Indefinite Future, First Responses Session: Christian 

Sorenson, James Gordon, Matthew Scillitani, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, and Tor Jørgensen (Part 

Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Several participants 

commented on the following prompt: 

Segmented exploration of the question, “What is 

going to happen in the near future (2020-2049), 

middle future (2050-2074), far future (2075-2099), 

and the indefinite future (22nd-century and 

beyond)?”  

The full prompt became:  

Here, we will define the near future from 2020 to 

2049, the middle future as 2050 to 2074, the far 

future to 2075 to 2099, and the indefinite future as 

22nd-century and beyond. Obviously, we have about 

3 decades in the first options with more ease in 

predictions for us. Let’s start with some softballs, 

what seems like the most probable to come true in the 

near future? Those things most easily, readily 

following from current trends, the laws of the natural 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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world and within the laws of human societies without 

a sign of impediment from world events, e.g. natural 

or human-made catastrophes. When looking at this 

middle future when many things seeming potentially 

impossible will be commonplace, and others assumed 

as inevitable will have been shown impossible, what 

seems likely and unlikely to continue to happen 

around the world here? By the end of century, during 

the far future where many of us may not be alive, how 

will some of these advancements in science and 

technology, or changes to the political and social 

landscape, lead to a vastly different world compared 

to now, or not? While some things are within our 

extrapolations, others may be mere whimsical 

speculation about the future, here I am looking at the 

22nd-century and beyond or the indefinite future. 

What will not happen in our lifetimes, but will 

happen in the indefinite future? Because this follows 

from reasonable trendlines at present or exists within 

the laws of nature while not existing in the current 

world at all. 

The first comments can be found here: https://in-

sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/hrt-one/. You may 

comment on the general set of first responses or to 

an individual response in a respectful and 

considerate manner in this session, as a response 

to the responses/comments session. This is 

conducted between March 16th and March 31st. 

Christian Sorenson: I will base my comments on 

the set of responses given. It strikes me that in 

relation to the different temporal instances regarding 

the near, medium, far and indefinite future, all of 

them postulate more or less the same idea, although 

some make mention of cyclicality. On a 

differentiated scale is evident “the subliminal belief” 

of an everlasting and unlimited development 

embodied in multidimensional ways. Because of this, 

special emphasis is placed to technological advance, 

not only in artificial intelligence, medicine, 

informatics engineering or aerospace research topics, 

but also in such areas commonly denominated 

“softer”, as long as they have to do with the multiple 

possibilities to organize our communities and society. 

Continuing with this reasoning they address political 

issues and new forms of a social contract. Reference 

is also made to cultural evolution, which in this case I 

will define and classify as “formal” and “material” 

respectively. By ”material” it will be understood as 

any human expression which has a tangible 

instrumental purpose, that is to say that promote, 

make possible and sustain life in common. The 

“formal ones” on the other hand, will be all those 

manifestations that grant identity awareness to 

individuals and a feeling of belonging to certain 

groups of peers. In turn, the latter would have to do 

with the generation of ideational constructs, which 

modulate normatively and emotionally our 

interpersonal relationships, and that may or may not 

be loaded with significances of moral worth. In my 

opinion, ultimately, these allow us to exist as 

symbolic and significant subjects. Said in this 

manner, certainly not only the technology but also 

other expressions of spiritual and artistic order will 

be “integrals” since they would be both “formal” and 

“material” in nature. 

This leads to wonder about what would be society’s 

“nuclear organizations,” and specifically of the 

family construct as a concept, that was touched at 

least tangentially by some. Regarding this last, in 

confrontation to the continuum of time, it is plausible 

to ask whether this basic emotional bond referent is 

going to allow or not based on the legacy we already 

have with the history of humanity, a redefinition that 

questions its essence and ultimate meaning “ad 

eternum”… Posing it for its opposite, will the 

existence of society be possible if family as an entity 

disappears, even if this is taken to an exercise on a 

purely logical and theoretical level? 

If it is about making “predictive futurologies” in a 

temporarily segmented future that visualizes the 

world “as a whole”, in the sense of seeing everything 

that exists uniformly, then I have no doubt why it is 

possible to believe in something similar to an 

“asymptotic development”. Indeed, I believe that 

“being” is not equivalent to “existing” since 

apparently everything is definable by its distinctive 

properties and therefore it is possible to postulate that 

exists distinctive and materially delimited essential 

qualities, that last beyond the particularity of each 

thing and that could be considered analogically as 

“archetypes”. The fact of not being able to 

discriminate what is characteristic of each “thing” in 

relation not only to its “being and existence” but also 

to its formal unique properties, may be an 

explanation of why a “supposed demiurge” puts us 

“on check” once again in history with the moment we 

live in now. In this “tragicomic parody” it seems that 

something not only of the nature that surrounds us 

rebels against ourselves and does not forgive… 

Indirectly related with the above I wonder about 

linearity in the most simple and basic sense possible 

making an analogy with the line, that is as the closest 

distance that joins two points in space. Up to here and 

leaving aside if it is an arithmetic or exponential 

function, how far we are here in an “imaginary” as 

can happen with the relativity of time or space, and 

therefore we are both outside reality and the symbolic 

world? When you think about the future and progress 

it gives the impression that it is done linearly and in 

https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/hrt-one/
https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/hrt-one/
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consequence in a “specular” (facing a mirror) way. 

Then it’s no wonder that things suddenly seem to 

“break out,” since what it is faced is just “virtual 

reality.” I will relate this to the idea that “nothing 

would be more permanent than change.” If and only 

if it is assumed that something changes while other 

remains constant. And then what is the force that 

mobilizes everything, being it “a failed act” or not? 

Perhaps “dualism”, but in my opinion not as a 

“flowing transforming sequence” due to the fact that 

there is no kind of balance or integrative dynamics 

that governs it. Maybe neither good nor evil exists as 

such in the measure everything that exists “should be 

seen according to what”… In other words, nothing or 

nobody is “what it intends to be” because there is an 

essential impossibility “beyond the will to power” in 

every individual subject to fully express what he is. 

Everything seems to indicate that as human beings 

“we have become too human”… In metaphorical 

terms we could say that we have been “dancing” with 

everything for a long time, but now “they are 

dancing” with us. 

James Gordon: For me, maybe the most interesting 

and yet not too challenging to (attempt to) predict 

trends are technological ones, which is basically 

where I started last time, so I will keep going with 

that. We have a lot of data from how technology has 

developed so far, and probably most importantly is 

how fast it has done so. Technology develops, in 

more or less scientifically predictable ways, which 

explains why some (not all) science fiction authors 

have actually been pretty good at predicting the 

future thus far (though usually they’ve been a little 

ahead of schedule, e.g. 1984, 2001, etc). 

Arguably (but not easy to argue against), the most 

remarkable developments in modern technology 

happened as result of quantum mechanics. I’m not an 

expert on science or anything like that, but my 

understanding is that pretty much everything we use 

in the form of computers and so on is the result of 

Niels Bohr (among many others) following through 

on quantum mechanics starting about 100 years ago, 

largely in opposition to Einstein’s clinging to 

classical mechanics. 

Suffice to say, we are going to have exponentially 

unexpected developments as result of more quantum 

mechanical technologies. It will be very hard to 

predict exactly when things will happen, but I think 

we can get a decent idea of what will or at least may 

happen. This crazy phenomenon of quantum 

entanglement has been a proven fact for quite a few 

years now in a variety of experimental settings, and 

has become part of scientific canon. Yet there are 

seemingly pieces missing from these quantum 

equations and the theory is itself quite baffling on 

many levels. Again, I don’t know all the ins and outs 

of it, but I imagine that some very smart people will 

be able to make things happen for us on a quantum 

level (in the form of nanotechnology; all microchips 

were themselves the result of harnessing quantum 

phenomena, so we’re well on our way to optimizing 

quantum computing recursively going forward). 

So, what might this involve? There could, to go to 

one extreme, someday be teleportation devices like 

what you see in Star Trek. Already some (for more or 

less essential and practical purposes) dematerializing 

and rematerializing of particles over a distance has 

been accomplished on a small scale. I think over time 

it’s reasonable to assume that this could very well be 

possible with larger objects (and people). Along this 

wavelength (no pun intended), what will it mean 

when we can duplicate something, or someone, 

precisely? I will be looking at myself. I will be aware 

of what I am. My consciousness will have been split 

into two. So, the nature of consciousness is going to 

change completely if/when this happens. I imagine 

that the same thing will happen on the level of AI. If 

we can replicate a person precisely in technological 

form, this will be essentially identical to the person. 

In at least highly virtualized ways, immortality may 

itself become possible. But individuality may no 

longer exist. There could be 100 of you out there, 

people who look exactly like you. Maybe people will 

all look the same. That’s just an exaggeration to give 

you an idea of how things will change when suddenly 

we can duplicate all kinds of things (which will first 

happen in virtual settings but in parallel will be 

developed real life counterparts more slowly). Like 

with others, first we work with simulations and 

models and then we go to the real deal. 

Yet even before, without going to the “real deal” of 

flesh and blood, we could theoretically live inside 

machines and AI forever (a common trope of some 

popular science fiction novels and films). As long as 

there is technology and computing power to support 

it, human life could be replicated in machines, and 

voila, we are no longer human, yet we are still 

somehow ourselves. This line between reality and 

simulation which has already become rather blurred 

via computer technology will only become 

increasingly more blurred until we will not be able to 

differentiate. So, it’s going to be a wild ride (though 

in this lifetime we may not see anything too “out 

there”. But our kids probably will, and their kids, and 

their kids, and so on). 

I’m just going to go on a limb with this and say it’s 

safely in the “far future” category. I think we might 

be looking hundreds of years in the future or more 
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here, although I’ve seen some predictions from the 

“avatar project” about what will be possible in our 

lifetimes. I don’t see us getting there all that quickly. 

Going back to the teleportation idea, instantaneous 

travel over distances will likely be possible. It will 

become as “safe” as any kind of travel we have now, 

although to us now it sounds horrifying to think of 

what could go wrong. I think we will eventually get 

there, a little at a time, by brave souls who are willing 

to try this stuff out. And there may be some 

inevitable sad cases that end up like Brundle Fly. 

Although it may sound a bit contrived, like I said 

before, I don’t think it’s at all unreasonable to 

reference some (and I emphasize some, not all) 

popular science fiction books, movies, tv shows, etc. 

to get a sense for what the far future might look like. 

Many things in science fiction probably can’t and 

won’t happen. For example, I don’t think time travel 

will happen, at least not on any very significant scale. 

It just seems too out there to me and makes no sense 

whatsoever in practical terms, given that we are still 

here (I think). Faster than light travel I think could 

happen. Again, this is due to quantum mechanics. 

Einstein said nothing can travel faster than the speed 

of light in a vacuum, but apparently quantum 

particles are instantaneously entangled at a distance, 

which means they can in fact travel faster than the 

speed of light. Somehow information is going from 

one to the other, in an experimental setting it has 

been shown this information exchange is faster than 

the speed of light. So, either something is traveling, 

or there is some kind of unseen “wormhole” or 

“connection” uniting them that makes them in fact 

identical to one another. Maybe needless to say, 

Einstein ran into serious issues making sense of this, 

and died without arriving at an explanation. 

However, his ground-breaking ways of understanding 

relativity, in particular space and time, were 

instrumental in reconceptualizing modern physics, 

and we actually have him to thank for quantum 

mechanics as well, although he couldn’t take it far 

away from classical mechanics, which to him seemed 

more stable. 

So that’s what we have been harnessing with the 

development of computers (this extremely fast way 

that particles move around on a subatomic scale). 

Breakthroughs in technology and science have 

always seemed almost magical upon early discovery 

in respective timeframes. Bohr and others observed 

that the color spectrum could be seen in distinct 

strips, rather than blurring together and this was 

evidence that electrons on an atom will jump from 

one orbit to the next all at once (a kind of 

inexplicable teleportation). Anything that a computer 

can conceivably do now, we can imagine how this is 

going to exponentiate due to advancements in 

quantum computing (with particles moving around in 

instantaneous and entangled ways). The old way of 

using bits (binary digits) is being phased out for the 

development of quantum bits. Simultaneous rather 

than procedural computations will be possible and 

there is a much higher limit now for what can be 

done with computers. One of the current 

developments currently under way is a quantum 

network that will use entangled particles to create a 

secure internet that can’t be hacked. 

Is it somehow conceivable that particles can be 

entangled not only over distance but also over time? 

It’s possible. But we have no evidence of that yet, so 

we shouldn’t make any assumptions. We do have 

good evidence that they can be entangled over space 

and thus many amazing things will be possible as a 

result of this technology, which we have known for 

some time. We do know about time dilation involved 

in space travel and so forth. As far as what that will 

entail, I don’t think time travel is part of it. After all, 

we have never seen time-travelling people from the 

future showing up in our time (or any records of this 

in the past). We wouldn’t even be here now because 

people would’ve changed the course of history and 

wiped us out, unless, of course, this thread we’re on 

now is the result of some time travel intervention, 

which I highly doubt. So even if there’s the 

technology the future, apparently it is never used 

for bona fide time travel as we understand it. Maybe 

someday it will be possible to interact with the past 

somehow through very advanced technology, but 

what that would look like or involve, I really have no 

idea. 

I would like to also give some attention to future 

trends in music, art, culture, and so forth. I’m a 

musician myself and a lover of many kinds of music. 

I think it’s safe to say that classical music is likely to 

persist; if you think of how long it has already been 

around, you can imagine how it will probably sustain 

for at least that much longer. So, the baroquely 

anachronistic image of classical musicians playing 

aboard a space vessel in the year 2500 is illustratively 

appropriate. The audience for this kind of music will 

continue to be older people, but may reach younger 

audiences and become even more mainstream over 

time. Jazz as well I think (and hope) will stick around 

for some time, and be continuously prized in the 

future. 

At the opposite end of the spectrum, I believe that 

electronically synthesized music will also continue to 

be popular into the far future. Also, I think there will 

likely always be some variety of pop music which is 

digestible and appealing to (especially the younger 
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generation of) the masses. More niche genres (such 

as metal, which I love dearly) may eventually be lost, 

because there is just too much disharmony among 

these niches and the mainstream/mainstays, to 

continuously be supported and reflected in what I 

perceive to be the likely general motion towards mass 

conformity (in many ways it will be for the sake of 

the preservation of humanity). 

Thus, I do imagine the far future to be one marked by 

higher conformism…due to increases in 

industrialization, automation, etc., verisimilitude in 

all areas of society. I suspect there will be less 

individualism. The population will increase and the 

mass conformity and cooperation we see in the most 

densely populated countries like Japan, China, and 

India will become normal elsewhere as well. This 

will happen when we colonize Mars and any further 

colonization in space or other planets. Over time new 

cultures may develop which are offshoots of the 

present culture. 

Some arts may die out and new ones may emerge. 

Computers may kill art in some ways while opening 

up new forms of expression within virtual worlds. 

Virtual game and simulated world designs will 

become a higher form of art. Again, electronic music 

may reach higher aesthetic levels. There may be 

distinctly new forms of Classical and Jazz music. 

And it’s possible metal will stay around and develop 

further as well. It’s hard to predict. Film will stay 

around for a long time, but in its traditional analog 

forms, it may eventually fade out as well, due to 

computer graphics taking over. Again, it will be very 

hard to predict how some things will go due to all 

these technological developments and necessary 

changes on an astronomical level. 

Matthew Scillitani: On the whole, I think it’s 

interesting that many of the responses to the prompt 

were mainly focused on or included notes on 

technology or the environment. There were much 

fewer political, religious, and other miscellaneous 

lifestyle answers than I would have expected. 

Comments to Claus Volko: you closed with the 

statement, “Either man will succeed or parish.” This 

was in relation to fighting climate change. Based on 

our current trajectory, do you think we will 

successfully overcome climate change, or will it 

result in an extinction event? If successful, what 

would success look like: a healthier Earth or 

migration to a different planet such as Mars? You 

also spoke about how new tech is changing the way 

we live and how history is usually taught as a history 

of wars. How do you think new technology will 

change the nature of wars in the future? 

Comments to Rick Farrar: in your middle future 

predictions, you predicted that there would be 

significant increases in average human lifespans. You 

went on to say that there are some potential benefits 

and dangers that could arise from this development. 

What do you think some of these potential benefits 

and dangers could be? In the very distant future, do 

you think these medical advances might lead to some 

form of biological immortality? As an aside, I agree 

with you on your comment that lab-grown meat will 

become very popular. My mother, who’s a 

vegetarian, cooked me one of those ‘fake’ burgers 

and I could hardly notice any difference in flavour or 

texture. 

Comments to Rick Rosner: your opener was that 

people will probably be more able to avoid being 

manipulated in the future. Why do you think that is? 

I’d think that as more people rely on social media and 

biased news outlets to shape their beliefs the easier it 

will be to brainwash certain groups. Anti-vaxxers, 

climate-change deniers, racists, sexists, flat-earthers, 

and so on live in their own bubbles on the internet. 

As the internet gets bigger, I’d think their bubbles 

would grow too, and they’d just find more people 

with similar, delusional beliefs to feed off. Also, you 

made a comment about how what some a-holes call 

socialism is really just a guaranteed minimum wage. 

It seems like these a-holes want other groups to fail. 

Do you think this a part of human nature, Western 

culture, or something else? I don’t understand the 

reluctance to adopt an economic system where 

everyone meets their basic needs. 

Rick Farrar: There were some quite interesting first 

responses from the members of this group to the 

topic. We had convergent and divergent views on 

various potential happenings. And, after reading what 

everyone had to say, I was pleased to be sent off in 

new directions of thought. I’m going to take a 

slightly different tack on my second response, 

partially due to thinking spurred by 

predictions/comments others made and partially 

because of what I see as potentially drastic effects in 

many areas due to the current pandemic. 

It feels as though we are on a historical point of 

change. Perhaps short or medium term, but I don’t 

know. A cusp, if you will. Or at least the ingredients 

are there. I hate to dwell on negative potentialities, 

but on the other hand, I prefer to consider 

dangers/threats upfront. Just my way, I guess, but 

considering these things ahead of time gives more 

opportunity to reflect and perhaps to deflect them 

than the alternative. 

But bear with me. It is not all negative. If you 

consider that the COVID-19 pandemic has created 
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fear and uncertainly across so many facets of life, 

you also have to consider this has created a vacuum 

of sorts. An absence, generally speaking, of security, 

in everything from immediate health to 

wealth/economic well being to trust in everything 

from neighbours (social isolation) to 

leadership/government. Everyone is doing all they 

can to protect their health and the well being of their 

community. And to function. As I previously 

mentioned, those are immediate issues. 

Someone far out at sea, swimming for shore, worries 

more about drowning than what they might have for 

lunch once they reach land. And that leads me into 

the concerns I have. On the one hand, historically, 

during times of fear and uncertainty, people look to 

strong leaders, and this can favour the rise of 

dictators. People want security, and if someone is 

charismatic and certain of themselves, people will 

want that certainty. Or perhaps a fearful and 

uncertain environment allows consolidation of power 

into one person, a few, or a system that does not 

favour the welfare of the citizenry. When people have 

fear, they tend to go tribal, for lack of a better way to 

say it. They circle around what they trust or know. 

Or, lacking that, around someone who claims to 

know. Aside from the governance issues, a couple of 

people in their first responses mentioned cycles, and 

this started some thoughts. It is interesting, isn’t it, 

that we often perceive life (particularly in modern 

times, or at least in the course of our relatively short 

lifetimes) as being a ‘progression’. But is it, really? 

There are highs and lows, and certainly some of those 

bounce over a long enough period that they are hard 

to discern easily to a casual observer in a small 

portion of their life. So, where am I going with this? 

Let’s consider economics as an example. Depending 

on which philosophy/model you follow, 

economically speaking, booms and busts follow 

certain trends. 

And, to my limited knowledge, other trends are used 

by computerized trading systems for trading 

purposes. Other things, such as established weather 

trends, can help predict changes in crop yields in a 

general way over the long term perhaps (el 

nino and la nina, for example), What I am getting at 

is something that I am struggling to define, but it is 

something like this…many things we think we 

understand in life are based on trends that we can 

predict because normally only one variable or a few 

variables affect largely, although there are almost 

certainly a larger number of somewhat benign 

variables that contribute. The reason I am (probably 

somewhat poorly) going off on this tangent is to try 

to draw a potential parallel to what I see as potential 

diverse effects from the current COVID-19. 

Consider several important aspects of life and that 

they are influenced normally by a multitude of 

factors. Let’s say…availability of food and water, 

health care, human rights, community, 

leadership…potentially most aspects of life. And 

assume that all these are affected, as I mentioned 

before, by a whole host of factors, many of which 

normally have little effect on the rapidity of how 

quickly the view and availability of these important 

things in life change. Now, change that. Subject them 

to a new paradigm, fear and uncertainty, which in this 

case is the pandemic, and suddenly the uncertainty 

has danger. The relative influence of the variables 

that effect these important aspects of life have 

changed. As if they have been funneled into a smaller 

area, circling into a pipe, if you will, and will emerge 

changed and toward unpredictable directions. But 

that is the thing. How we all react to the uncertainty. 

It requires perhaps a person to either have a certainty, 

comfort, and/or self-control of their own destiny and 

goals or a trust outside that toward the future. 

So, enough of the negative. Worries aside, if you 

even put aside most of what constitutes us as a 

species, there is one aspect of humanity that gives me 

hope above all else, and that is we are fighters. We do 

not give up, and we have not gotten to where we are 

just from luck. We have gotten here because we don’t 

give up. And this, as much as anything gives me 

hope. 

Rick Rosner: I had some more thoughts about the 

farther future. When I thought about pandemics, I 

didn’t think about having to sit inside for 2 weeks or 

more. Maybe, those who knew more knew that that 

was going to happen. I thought of this as sci-fi movie 

or post-apocalyptic terms. It is people dropping dead 

in the street with entire places wiped out. This thing 

is going to be an ongoing horrible death toll. 

But not enough at any one time to disrupt most 

governments or societies. Enough of that, we’re 

talking about 60 to 80 years from now. I was 

watching Bernie Sanders on Bill Maher because we 

got a free subscription to HBO, which includes a free 

subscription to Bill Maher. It is on, occasionally. Bill 

Maher was saying in addition to needing Medicare 

for all. We need Americans to be healthier, so our 

healthcare will be less expensive. Because people 

will get less sick. They were agreeing on that. I was 

disagreeing. 

Because what people are going to want and 

increasingly expect by 2080 extended lifespans. It 

will expensive, regardless. It will be more expensive 

if you do not take care of yourself. Even if you do 

take care of yourself, it will be expensive. I guess, 

much of what goes on at that point, at the end of the 
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21st century, it is people scrambling in different ways 

to get extra years of life. 

You’ll have a dwindling number of really old 

Millennials, well over 100. The youngest Millennial 

will be 110 in 2106. You’ll have some Generation Xs 

still trying to maintain them. Others will start to 

combine with AI. Others will try to do a combination. 

There may be, at that point, viable cryonic 

suspension. Although, I tend to doubt it. I suspect 

other technologies will supplant it before it ever 

really gets going. 

If I had to have one thought about that point in time, 

it is people scrambling to live longer using methods 

that are less terrible than the methods from the 2050s 

to the 2070s. The more effective but still not entirely 

reliable or entirely great. The technologies of the 

22nd century to live longer or indefinitely will be 

much better. From the 20th and 21st century, the very 

old will continue to be the pretty fucked up. 

If I had to have two thoughts about the end of the 

21st century, it would be to bring up again that non-

governmental structures will continue to grow in 

importance as nations, many nations, fade in their 

ability to address the issues of the time and other 

groupings of people, other incorporations of people. 

Other ways people come together to get their needs 

fulfilled will become increasingly important in 

comparison to turning to one’s national government 

to get your needs fulfilled. 

Some governments will be able to roll with it. Small, 

flexible, forward-thinking governments of nations 

that don’t have or aren’t America, for instance. That 

don’t have huge segments of the population that are 

politically or evangelical welded to stupid beliefs. I 

always think of the Baltic countries and the Nordic 

countries. Finland will probably still be doing pretty 

well 60 years from now. Estonia, all those little 

countries with 3 to 5 to 7 million will be nimble. I 

would assume enough to hold onto their effective 

nationhood. 

Where people in America, if our government 

continues to suck, or even if it gets better, it will still 

continue to be more lumbering and bound to large 

groups of idiots than the governments of progressive, 

small countries. People in America will have to turn 

elsewhere to get a lot of their needs fulfilled. It is 

kind of the way that everybody in Russia needs to 

turn to other sources because they can’t fully to their 

corrupt, incompetent, and inefficient government. 

A government unable to fulfill much of the 

necessities of life. I can go on like this. But that’s the 

deal. People will have to form different organizations 

to get their needs fulfilled for 120 years. The US 

government from the end of the Civil War to the end 

of the 20th century. The US government did right by 

– I don’t know if I can say most of its citizens but – a 

large percentage of its citizens. 

It failed black people in major ways. At the same 

time, a lot of black people have very obviously had 

pretty good lives in America. Anyway, the US 

government while shitty in some ways made it 

possible for a lot of people to have what they 

considered to be successful lives. It is becoming less 

able to do that. 

Tor Jørgensen: [In this sequence of the group 

debate, I will explore more into certain topics and ask 

follow up questions regarding these topics, so a 

deeper debate can take place.] The topics I will go 

deeper into is listed and divided into three parts 

below, 1-2-3. 

1. Space travel to Mars in the near future 

(2020-2049) and middle future (2050-

2074), with further desire to explore the 

planet by human presence. 

2. Future prospects for man in the near and 

middle future, in the development of 

physical and mental health, interstellar 

travel etc. 

3. What should the educational institutions of 

the future look like, and do you think these 

institutions can keep up with future 

developments in a global perspective, in 

near to middle future? 

1. Based on the wording of the first edition of this 

group debate, the topic of future prospects in space 

travel. So, here in this context, I will consider some 

more concrete thoughts about space flight to the 

planet Mars in the middle future (2050-2074). The 

design of space travel has been long on the agenda, 

from the time back when the moon was one of the 

major space flight destinations and the United States’ 

race with Russia as to whom would become the first 

man to set their footprint on the moon surface kept us 

all nailed in front of the TV screen. The time back to 

when Neil Armstrong took his first steps on the moon 

in the summer of 69 is one of mankind’s greatest 

feats! Does the group think that we humans can do 

the same with regards to Mars, as to sending manned 

space travel to the planet Mars in the near to middle 

future? I myself now do not think space travel to 

Mars is in the near future, here I will correct myself 

from the first sequence, I see after reading up on the 

subject that this will probably not even happen in the 

middle future as well, I see now the time limit to be 

in the far future at best! The technology is not present 

yet, yes we can send probes to Mars to explore the 
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surface environment, and a fly-by of outer planets 

such as the planet Pluto. 

2. To the second topic of future prospects for man in 

the near to middle future, I see the futures 

development of health to be about upgrading. 

Upgrading of a stronger immune system, better 

medicines so we can live longer and healthier lives 

and not have to rely on organ donors for transplants. 

The medical institutions of the future should be able 

to replaced broken down bodyparts in humans with 

artificial body parts. As to the general development 

within the medical realm, the need for extending 

lifespan is to be able to survive long space travels, 

and maybe for this reason alone. Questions to the 

group regarding this topic is then; are we by that fact 

unavoidable been drawn towards our destiny to seek 

out new inhabitants to secure our own survival, and 

by that avoiding extinction of the human race? 

Also, how will the humans of the future look like, 

will we be a race of superhumans, that is resistant to 

all diseases, the pandemics of the future is no longer 

a problem. Will humans of the future develop more 

senses above the five senses we have today, maybe a 

sixth, seventh, or even an eighth sense or more. How 

far can we stretch our minds as capacity goes? 

3. In this third sequence, I will address the 

educational system of the future. The educational 

system that we have today is lacking vision in so 

many ways. I have now been working within the 

educational system for 25 years, and by that fact see 

that today’s education is falling behind evermore. I 

feel we have lost our way as education goes, maybe it 

was never there. The educational system of today in a 

large extent treats its pupils as employees in a factory 

with almost no future purpose of any kind. This will 

be a big topic to discuss at a later time, but what then 

about the schools of the future, the schools today are 

not keeping up with the development in the general 

society in any means. A slow system that keeps 

holding the traditions as an honorary banner to be 

lauded! 

What can be done about the educational system so it 

can fully understand the future needs of the planet 

and all its content? To be able to focus on creativity 

to a much larger extent, to see all students as 

individuals and not as just a gray mass. This may be a 

bit harsh as to opinion goes, but the matter of fact is 

that a wake-up call is needed, if as I see it, that the 

schools of the future are to educate the next 

generations and the ones after that in a manner that 

secures the survival of mankind. 

To the group: Am I wrong in my assumptions 

regarding a rather grim look at today’s and the 

possible future educational system, what can be done 

if anything to correct it or is it no need for correcting? 
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which he called “symbiont conversion theory”: 
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country skiing. After finishing schools he studied 

mathematics, statistics and actuarial science at 

the University of Oslo. One of his first glimpses of 

math-skills appeared after he got a perfect score as 

the only student on a five hour math exam in high 

school. 

HanKyung Lee is a Medical Doctor and the Founder 

of the United Sigma Intelligence Association, 

formerly United Sigma Korea. He lives and works in 

South Korea. He earned an M.D. at Eulji University. 

He won the Culture Fair Numerical and Spatial 

Examination-CFNSE international competition 

conducted by Etienne Forsstrom. Also, he scored 

highly on the C-09 of Experimental Psychologist. He 

did achieve a 5-sigma score on a spatial intelligence 

test created by Dr. Jonathan Wai. He is a member of 

OLYMPIQ Society. 

Kirk Kirkpatrick earned a score at 185, near the top 

of the World Genius Directory, on a mainstream IQ 

test, the Stanford-Binet. 

James Gordon is an independent/freelancer from the 

USA. He first entered into OATH Society, while 

completing his MFA in Creative Writing at Adelphi 

University, New York in 2010. Since then, he has 

taken over 100 high range tests, and is among the top 

scorers on numerous tests. He has also co-authored 

two exams (with Michael Lunardini and Enrico 

Pretini); he and Lunardini have another in 

production. He has worked in education and mental 

health. His struggle, through and beyond his own 

mental illness and substance use disorder, has led to a 

unique and earnest outlook on life. He strives to bring 

the wisdom gained from his experiences into the 

picture to enrich others’ lives. His hobbies include 

skiing, lifting weights, video games, and films. He is 

also a skilled amateur writer, and virtuoso 

pianist/guitarist. He lives in Seattle, WA with his 

wife, and plans to soon start a family. 

Laurent Dubois is an Independent IQ test creator. On 

his website, he, about the 916 test, states the potential 

submission qualification for a large number of high-

IQ societies, “WAHIP, the High IQ Society for the 

disabled, the Altacapacidadhispana, the SIGMA, the 

SMARTS, the The Mind Society, the Top One 

Percent Society, the Elateneos, the EXISTENTIA, 

the Artifex Mens Congregatio, the Neurocubo, the 

GLIA, the Milenija, the ISI-S, the Introspective High 

IQ Society, the Camp Archimedes, the PLATINUM 

and the PARS Societies, and potentially for several 

other societies (Cerebrals, Glia, Poetic Genius, Pi, 

Mega…).” That is, he constructs tests respected by 

many. 

Marco Ripà is an extremely skilled problem solver 

working as a freelance content creator and a personal 

branding consultant in Rome; his homonym 

YouTube channel (160k subscribers) is focused on 

logics, mathematics and creative thinking. He 

initially studied physics but he gained a first class 

degree in economics. Author of books plus several 

peer-reviewed papers in mathematics (graph theory, 

congruences, combinatorics, primality problems) and 

experimental psychology (articles published in Notes 

on Number Theory and Discrete Mathematics, 

International Journal of Mathematical Archive, Rudi 

Mathematici, Matematicamente.it Magazine, 

Educational Research, IQNexus Magazine and the 

WIN ONE), he is the father of 70+ integer sequences 

listed in the OEIS. 

Matthew Scillitani, member of the Glia 

Society, Giga Society, ESOTERIQ Society, The 

Core, and the Hall of Sophia, is a web developer and 

SEO specialist living in North Carolina. He is of 

Italian and British lineage, and is predominantly 

English-speaking. He earned his bachelor’s degree in 

psychology at East Carolina University, with a focus 

on neurobiology and a minor in business marketing. 

He’s previously worked as a research psychologist, 

data analyst, and writer, publishing over three 

hundred papers on topics such as nutrition, fitness, 

psychology, neuroscience, free will, and Greek 

history. You may contact him via e-mail 

at mattscil@gmail.com. 

Mislav Predavec is a Mathematics Professor in 

Croatia. Since 2009, he has taught at the Schola 

Medica Zagrabiensis in Zagreb, Croatia. He is listed 

on the World Genius Director with an IQ of 192 

(S.D. 15). Also, he runs the trading company 

Preminis. He considers profoundly high-IQ tests a 

favourite hobby. 

Richard Sheen is a young independent artist, 

philosopher, photographer and theologian based in 

New Zealand. He has studied at Tsinghua University 

of China and The University of Auckland in New 

Zealand, and holds degrees in Philosophy and 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
https://www.mensa.no/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oslo
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Norway
https://www.visitnorway.com/things-to-do/great-outdoors/skiing/cross-country-skiing/
https://www.visitnorway.com/things-to-do/great-outdoors/skiing/cross-country-skiing/
https://www.uio.no/english/
http://gliasociety.org/
http://gliasociety.org/
https://gigasociety.com/
https://esoteriqsociety.com/
http://thecore.mysxl.cn/
http://thecore.mysxl.cn/
https://hallofsophia.home.blog/
mailto:mattscil@gmail.com
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Theological Studies. Originally raised atheist but 

later came to Christianity, Richard is dedicated to the 

efforts of human rights and equality, nature 

conservation, mental health, and to bridge the gap of 

understanding between the secular and the religious. 

Richard’s research efforts primarily focus on the 

epistemic and doxastic frameworks of theism and 

atheism, the foundations of rational theism and 

reasonable faith in God, the moral and practical 

implications of these frameworks of understanding, 

and the rebuttal of biased and irrational 

understandings and worship of God. He seeks to 

reconcile the apparent conflict between science and 

religion, and to find solutions to problems facing our 

environmental, societal and existential circumstances 

as human beings with love and integrity. Richard is 

also a proponent for healthy, sustainable and eco-

friendly lifestyles, and was a frequent participant in 

competitive sports, fitness training, and strategy 

gaming. Richard holds publications and awards from 

Mensa New Zealand and The University of 

Auckland. 

Rick Farrar holds a Bachelor’s degree in chemical 

engineering from the University of Arkansas with 

additional work performed toward a Master’s degree 

in environmental engineering. He currently works 

with environmental compliance and reporting for a 

small oil refinery in Alaska. Rick’s outside interests 

include language learning (currently immersed in 

Greek) , traveling, music/singing, and traditional do-

it-yourself type skills. His most recent IQ test activity 

was with the PatNum test, 18/18, 172 S.D. 15, by 

James Dorsey. 

Rick G. Rosner, according to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, may have among 

America’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest 

measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 

16) based on several high range test performances 

created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

Sandra Schlick has the expertise and interest in 

Managing Mathematics, Statistics, and Methodology 

for Business Engineers while having a focus on 

online training. She supervises M.Sc. theses in 

Business Information and D.B.A. theses in Business 

Management. Managing Mathematics, Statistics, 

Methodology for Business Engineers with a focus on 

online training. Her areas of competence can be seen 

in the “Competency Map.” That is to say, her areas 

of expertise and experience mapped in a visualization 

presentation. Schlick’s affiliations are 

the Fernfachhochschule Schweiz: University of 

Applied Sciences, the University of Applied Sciences 

and Arts Northwestern Switzerland, the Kalaidos 

University of Applied Sciences, and AKAD. 

Tiberiu Sammak is a 24-year-old guy who currently 

lives in Bucharest. He spent most of his childhood 

and teenage years surfing the Internet (mostly 

searching things of interest) and playing video 

games. One of his hobbies used to be the construction 

of paper airplanes, spending a couple of years 

designing and trying to perfect different types of 

paper aircrafts. Academically, he never really 

excelled at anything. In fact, his high school record 

was rather poor. Some of his current interests include 

cosmology, medicine and cryonics. His highest score 

on an experimental high-range I.Q. test is 187 S.D. 

15, achieved on Paul Cooijmans’ Reason – Revision 

2008. 

Tim Roberts is the Founder/Administrator 

of Unsolved Problems. He scored 45/48 on the 

legendary Titan Test. 

Tom Chittenden is an Omega Society Fellow. Also, 

he is the Chief Data Science Officer/Founding 

Director at Advanced Artificial Intelligence Research 

Laboratory and WuXi NextCODE Genomics. 

Tonny Sellén scored 172 (S.D. 15) of the GENE 

Verbal III. He is a Member of the World Genius 

Directory. 

Tor Arne Jørgensen is a member of 50+ high IQ 

societies, including World Genius Directory, NOUS 

High IQ Society, 6N High IQ Society just to name a 

few. He has several IQ scores above 160+ sd15 

among high range tests like Gift/Gene Verbal, 

Gift/Gene Numerical of Iakovos Koukas and Lexiq 

of Soulios. His further interests are related to 

intelligence, creativity, education developing 

regarding gifted students, and his love for history in 

general, mainly around the time period of the 19th 

century to the 20th century. Tor Arne works as a 

teacher at high school level with subjects as; History, 

Religion, and Social Studies. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/hrt-two; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

https://www.imdb.com/name/nm1262827/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://olymp.iqsociety.org/olympians/dr-christopher-philip-harding/
http://www.psiq.org/bio/
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_K._Hoeflin
https://directories.wga.org/member/47ba3e9e-7b18-4ca2-b170-6bd8f75fac67
https://www.emmys.com/awards/nominations/award-search?search_api_views_fulltext=Rosner&submit=Search&field_celebrity_details_field_display_name=&field_show_details_field_nominee_show_nr_title=&field_show_details_field_network=All&field_show_details_field_production_company=All&field_nominations_year%5Bmin%5D=&field_nominations_year%5Bmax%5D=&field_nominations_year_op=%3E%3D&field_nominations_year%5Bvalue%5D=1949-01-01&field_nominations_year_1%5Bmin%5D=&field_nominations_year_1%5Bmax%5D=&field_nominations_year_1_op=%3C%3D&field_nominations_year_1%5Bvalue%5D=2019-01-01&field_award_category=All
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_awards/goty2013rickrosner.pdf
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_awards/goty2013rickrosner.pdf
http://www.psiq.org/
http://www.psiq.org/home.html
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/03/competencymapschlick_19.pdf
https://iq-tests-for-the-high-range.com/statistics/reason_r.html
https://iq-tests-for-the-high-range.com/statistics/reason_r.html
http://www.unsolvedproblems.org/
http://www.in-sightjournal.com/hrt-two
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 282 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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An Interview with Dr. Chris R. Kilford on Background, Iran and Turkey, and Canadian and Allied Forces, 

and Humanitarian Issues: President, Canadian International Council – Victoria Branch (Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Interview conducted on February 3, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is some 

background, so the readers can know where 

you’re coming from today? 

Dr. Chris R. Kilford: I went into the military right 

out of high school. I wasn’t sure what I wanted to do 

after high school, but I thought the military was a 

good choice. I went in as a private – a soldier and I 

was in a tank regiment. After three years of doing 

that, one of the officers came to me, and asked if I 

had ever considered officer training. I hadn’t. But he 

briefed me about it, gave me the forms to fill out. I 

filled them out and soon after, I got a call and was 

told that I was going off to officer training. I 

eventually became an artillery officer, using 

Howitzer gun systems to launch projectiles, and then 

moved into the air defence world with guns and 

missile systems that we used to shoot down airplanes, 

helicopters, and drones. That was the early part of my 

career. As I got a little older, and didn’t have a 

degree, I managed to get a B.A. in Political Studies 

and an M.A. in Political Studies and a Ph.D. in 

history, all while working in the Armed Forces. 

These opened up jobs in a much wider sphere. That 

led to me heading off to Toronto in 2001 where I 

looked after the national security program, which is, 

now, a year-long course for our senior military 

leaders. I then went to Ottawa leading a group of 

futurists – looking at where security issues would 

crop up around the world in the next 20 years. From 

there, I was made the Deputy Director of a team 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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writing our new defence strategy which came out in 

2008. 

Once you get this educational background, people 

begin to notice. I went to the Senate of Canada to 

work with the Standing Committee on National 

Security and Defence in our Department of National 

Defence. I was asked to go to Afghanistan for one 

year at our embassy there. I was walking between the 

military and diplomatic life with the embassy. 

Afterwards, I was asked to learn Turkish and was 

then sent to Turkey for three years as the military 

attaché in Ankara. The job of the military attaché is 

to keep an eye on the region, and work with the host 

country’s military. There are always ship visits and 

military exchanges. Turkey is also a NATO member. 

I was also cross-accredited to Azerbaijan, Georgia 

and Turkmenistan and responsible for building 

military-to-military relations. Also, I was keeping an 

eye on the region and security issues that might arise. 

When I was there from 2011 to 2014, there were 

quite a few things – a lot of things – going on in the 

region, especially with the Assad government coming 

under pressure. We saw foreign fighters coming to 

Syria, the rise of the Islamic State. All of that was 

while I was there. I was reporting back to Ottawa 

about what was happening so they could have a good 

idea. I did that with my colleagues in the embassy 

who were also trying to portray what was happening 

to prepare for the future. The question always arises, 

“Why care? We are a million miles away.” But as we 

can see, there are over 500 Canadian troops in Iraq, 

now, training the Iraqi Armed Forces. We also had 

the shooting down of the passenger jet by the Iranian 

Revolutionary Guard, which lead to the need of 

having Canadians on the ground and people there. 

You’re out there and a footman on the ground. You 

simply never know when you will be called to action. 

2. Jacobsen: What do you consider some of the 

more pressing issues with regard to Iran and 

Turkey in international relations for Canadian 

society? 

Kilford: You have to step back when you look at the 

whole region. It seems like a long way away. If you 

look at the post-1945/post-WWII period, we saw the 

first Canadian peacekeepers go to Egypt in 1956 

laying the groundwork for a mission that would last 

for 10 years. It was right at the time of the Suez 

Canal crisis. Lester Pearson put forth Canada as a 

people who could separate the Israelis and the 

Egyptians and allow the British and the French to 

withdraw. We were there up until 1967. We were told 

to leave by the Egyptian authorities, then the ’67 war 

occurred. By 1973, we were back with another 

peacekeeping force in the area. We also sent 

peacekeepers to Cyprus in 1964. The single highest 

loss of life by peacekeepers, Canadian peacekeepers, 

occurred in August, 1974, when a plane painted in 

U.N. colours was shot down by the Syrian air 

defence. We lost 9 personnel that day. Then you can 

move through to other issues like the 1991 Gulf War, 

which we were also involved with and the evacuation 

of 15,000 Canadian citizens from Lebanon in 2006. 

Today, Canada is also now in charge of the training 

mission in Baghdad under NATO command. From a 

diplomatic perspective, what happened in Iran in 

1979/1980 with Ken Taylor and Canada becoming 

involved in the escape of some American diplomats 

from Iran, demonstrates this is an area [the Middle 

East] that we have always been involved in. Also, we 

have business interests in the Middle East. I was in 

Oman, recently. Tim Horton’s [Laughing] has an 

outlet in Muscat. Also, in a couple of other places in 

the Gulf. I would say Tim Horton’s is an American 

company now but with its headquarters is in Canada 

and has mostly Canadian staff. 

We have always been there in that region. It keeps 

drawing us in for lots of reasons. I think one of the 

things that we currently lack is a diplomatic presence 

for a lot of reasons. We closed our Iranian embassy in 

2012. We closed our embassy in Damascus during 

the Civil War. We had a diplomatic presence in 

Baghdad for a long time. Now, we have a small 

footprint there. Keeping an eye on the region, 

certainly after the Arab Spring, it was more and more 

difficult because you did not have people sitting there 

to do that. However, things are beginning to settle 

down. We are thinking about how to move 

diplomatic relations forward in the region, whether a 

larger presence in Iraq with a larger embassy, how 

we will have relations with Syria because we have a 

lot of Syrian refugees who have extended families. 

Sometimes, you have to work with the Syrian 

government, whether you like it or not. Other 

countries are beginning to repair relations with 

Assad, which is another factor as well. 

3. Jacobsen: What about if you take unfortunate 

sudden events in any of the number of countries 

that you have worked in, personally, or have 

intimate contact with others who have extensive 

knowledge who are in the Forces or are on 

diplomatic, or other, work projects as well? What 

comes across in your conversations with them 

apart from broad strokes or impressionistic ideas 

about the region? For instance, you are pointing 

out both the difficulties about taking out 15,000 

Canadians out of Lebanon. At the same time, 

there can be issues of ground-to-air systems, 

apparently, accidentally shooting down a 

passenger jet. These things can take a relatively 
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rapid turn. Your expertise comes to fore. I am 

trying to get at two things. How do you pivot to 

advising the Canadian Forces and other allied 

forces and representatives? Following from that, 

what other forms of advice are taken into account 

by these forces or representatives before making 

executive decisions on what to do about either a 

media thing that is a catastrophe or a 

humanitarian issue on the ground? 

Kilford: Yes, when you have an embassy in a 

country on the ground, you have the Canadian 

diplomatic staff and locally employed staff who, 

often, stay with an embassy for decades and establish 

their own network of contacts and know their 

respective governments. Let’s say we’re in Turkey, 

they [the locally employed staff] have a network of 

people who know how to work with the Turkish 

government, not on secret things, but just general life. 

So, they have that network of contacts. Future 

Canadian staff who come also have a group of 

contacts made by the previous person to work with. 

When in an embassy working in a place like Turkey, 

you have people with a huge amount of knowledge. 

You need to be dealing with stuff like crime, RCMP 

officers or CSIS officers dealing with human 

smuggling, drug smuggling, is just a start. Then there 

are embassy people supporting civil society, bringing 

Canadian values to discussions. There is a lot going 

on in the embassy. That is day-to-day life. Invariably, 

you will get some disaster occurring. Very often, in 

Turkey, it can be an earthquake, or what we saw in 

Iran with an airplane being shot down. Or it can be a 

terrorist attack with Canadians involved as victims. 

So, there’s, first of all, the question from Ottawa 

about what is happening on the ground? When you 

have that network of contacts, you can very quickly 

discern the nature of what is happening and what is 

needed. If the host government is asking for help, 

then you can at least have the channels to say, “Look, 

we can do this to help you.” If you aren’t there, then 

you can’t help. It comes down to small things. One of 

my jobs as a military attaché was to get clearance for 

Canadian aircraft to pass through Turkish air space, 

especially in the case of an emergency to bring 

supplies to Afghanistan. A non-standard route, I 

would call my Turkish colleagues on behalf of the 

Canadian Air Force to get either landing rights or 

transit rights through Turkish air space fairly quickly. 

Without me being on the ground; this would have 

taken a lot longer. Even though we are living in a 

high tech world it still comes down to personal 

relationships 9 times out of 10 to get things done. 

When you don’t have a diplomatic presence, you 

often don’t get things done and are in the dark. In 

such a case, you have to rely on third countries to 

now look after our diplomatic relations. If we have a 

problem with a Canadian citizen in Syria, we turn to 

the Romanian embassy. If it is Iran, I think it is the 

Italians who help us. They will do their best to help 

us with their networks. We do this for other 

countries, where they don’t have a diplomatic 

presence. When it is a crisis, like the downing of a 

passenger jet as we saw in Iran, recently, if you’re 

not on the ground, it is a struggle. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] President, Canadian International Council – 

Victoria Branch. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/kilford-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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An Interview with Zara Kay on Dawkins, Liberation of Women, and Women’s Free Choices: Founder, 

Faithless Hijabi (Part Four)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Dawkins recalls a story 

of a woman. In the recollection, the woman was 

talking to her mother. The woman came out to the 

mother. The mother goes, “I do not mind that you 

do not believe in God, but an atheist!” It is the 

label, right? 

Zara Kay: Yes. It is the label. It has such a negative 

repercussion to it. A lot of times, on Twitter, 

obviously, my fans are Islamists and haters. They 

knew I was not stopping. They tried sexually 

harassing me. I have even got dick pics. 

Jacobsen: Ew. 

Kay: I woke up today to a Saudi man calling me a 

“bitch.” classy. 

2. Jacobsen: Lovely. How common is this among 

ex-Muslim women? How often are they receiving 

this online, especially if they are prominent? 

Kay: A lot. This is what I spoke about before, as 

well. I will probably pick it up in one of my 

conferences. As an ex-Muslim woman, the attacks 

you get are always to do with sexual harassment from 

men. 

Jacobsen: Why? 

Kay: I have never had a woman come up to me and 

tell me that, “You are such a slut.” No, wait. It has 

happened, but not to the magnitude of how men have 

done it. Men think that it is okay to call a woman 

ugly because she is assertive. I have been compared 

to cartoons. I am like, “You do realize you are talking 

to somebody who does not have self-esteem issues, 

right? I do not think that anything you say can stop 

me from talking about religion, regardless of how I 

look.” 

3. Jacobsen: Does this go to that fundamental 

axiom that others have indicated, often women, of 

a sexually liberated woman and an intellectually 

honest and educated woman is a severe threat to 

fundamentalist ideologies of every stream, secular, 

religious, and otherwise? 

Kay: Absolutely. This is beyond religion. I started 

off with talking to women in tech panels. I have not 

put this out there, but I used to work for Google. I left 

last year. I was invited to talk to a lot of panels. I 

volunteered, as well. They were mostly in 

engineering. The question that I got asked from early 

first-year university students was, “Is it hard working 

in a male-dominated field? What are the differences? 

Do you get attacked for being a woman?” 

I am like, “Personally, I have been told once or a few 

times that I got my job because I am a woman or 

some quota that needed to be filled.” It made me 

think. That affected me so much. Maybe he was 

joking, but the fact that he could say that, makes me 

think that surely, whether he was joking; there are 

people who think that. 

Jacobsen: It reminds me of a quote by Margaret 

Atwood. In her later years, in other words, more 

recently, she remarked on early interviews with 

male interviewers. Some of the questions, to give 

an indication, that she used to get, would be 

something like, “Do men like you?” She would 

respond, “What men?… Ask them.” 

Kay: [Laughing] I am not a massive fan of Jordan 

Peterson because he encourages gender norms and 

gender roles. He is the type of person, and I have said 

this on my Twitter, as well, that I find him sexist. He 

is the type of person that will put two facts together 

to make his theory up, and then when you attack him 

on his theory, you are like, “The research shows this. 

because you put two facts together to create that 

narrative, that it is most likely not the case.” 

He is always basing it on historical data, which puts 

both men and women in this box where they are 

unable to come out of because, “This is the norm. 

This is what we have defined. Men are not meant to 

be vulnerable because it is a sign of weakness. 

Women are always emotional. This is their attribute. 

They are nurturing. They are caring.” Sure, that 

sounds great, but men can do that too. It is not 

impossible. Men can do that too. 

Even in the idea of early dating with a girl, she is 

needy. She is emotional. That is meant to be the 

norm, but when you say a man is emotional. It is 

always shed in a negative light on it. I have a friend 

who is going through a breakup. He is crazy over this 

girl. He is like, “I am so pathetic. I fall for women, 

too.” I am like, “Can you stop? There is nothing 

pathetic about it. This is who you are. It is been 

stigmatized that men cannot be this way.” 

When I went back to doing panels for women in 

technology. These were my questions asked, it came 

out. This is what I was told. In the end, when I quit 

my job at Google, in my last week, we had new 

people come in; I was training them. They wanted to 

see my stats because I was leaving. I had done 30% 
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more than all the men who had started with me, in 

terms of getting work done. 

For the longest time, I remember telling my first 

manager, “I am not doing enough. It is not 

happening.” My manager is like, “I would tell you if 

you are not doing enough. That is not the case.” 

4. Jacobsen: That leads to an important question. 

Within the community, how do we provide 

community? How do we build a community in 

which there is that warm welcome without the 

tone of a love bombing, in addition to a space for 

people to be more akin to their true selves, rather 

than the ones that have, traditionally speaking, 

been imposed on them from without? 

Kay: How do we provide that warm welcome? For 

me, personally, the issue that has been neglected or 

not given enough light is the trauma. Because I am 

public. I seem to be composed and not talk about the 

trauma at all, not from personal experience. I talk 

about it from a more generalized or an average view 

from the stories that I have received, so I come off 

composed in public. 

Some of my friends have had to deal with all that 

trauma of mine. However, more attention is given to 

how difficult it may have been for people leaving, 

and understanding that we all come with baggage, 

and understanding that while we want to be part of 

the community, we are not all the same. 

For the religious community, it seems like they are 

all kind of the same, have the same beliefs and 

everything, and that is how they bond over it. Going 

into the secular world, we are not all the same. 

Also thinking about how exaggerating more on the 

trauma can potentially create trauma bonding, it is 

even more mental, if that makes sense. Constantly 

talking about the trauma, it must be so hard. A 

moderated avenue where people can talk about it. 

There is comfort given. There is also direction on, 

“This is where you can go for help.” 

How else can they make us feel? How would I do it? 

For me, because I specifically work with ex-Muslim 

women, empathy is my key driver. Empathy is 

something that people say you are born with and it is 

an innate ability. Yes, however, it can be practiced 

on, as we move forward. 

For me, when people come out as ex-Muslims, it is 

always like, “If you ever need to chat, I am a little 

busy right now, but in a few weeks, drop me a few 

messages and I will respond when I can.” I still feel 

like some of them still are not quite comfortable 

coming out. 

I also think that family giving unconditional love has 

been hyped up too much. That people fear ostracism, 

and that is why, regardless of what the secular 

community does; it is still not enough, because they 

are not family. 

I am also reading this ABC article about when the 

Saudi women escaped. In my head, I am thinking 

they have mentioned the app. They have mentioned 

methodologies on how these women have escaped. 

Does that make my job harder, now, that I am trying 

to help Saudi women? 

Are they going to create another app? Is it going to be 

worse? I eventually wanted to do some tech stuff. A 

VPN Saudi Arabians network and install the app and 

see stuff that I can, to see if there must be some 

loophole on the tech side of the app. 

Jacobsen: There probably will be. You would 

know that better than I would. 

Kay: How much moneydo they have? How many 

capable people do they have? 

Jacobsen: With any of these theocratic 

governments, they have made it clear that they are 

willing to kill in order to prevent bad 

international press. Sometimes it backfires, but 

they are willing to go to the ultimate extent to 

prevent people from speaking out. The baseline is 

this is an extremely difficult job. 

Publishing the means by which especially women 

who do not have as much economic independence, 

for instance, can find safety, as with Rahaf 

Mohammed al-Qunun who got asylum in Canada, 

landing in Toronto. The obvious conclusion is it is 

likely that they are going to incorporate this into 

their counter-activist and counter-ex-Muslim 

efforts. 

Kay: A lot of young girls who have wanted to escape 

are mad at Rahaf right now. 

Jacobsen: I can imagine. 

Kay: They are like, “You ruined it for all of us.” The 

more we delay helping other women escape. It seems 

like one of the Israel-Palestine; no solution for the 

two states problems. That is where I am stuck at right 

now. 

Jacobsen: It is different. Palestine, I mean, it is 

one-sided. 

Kay: The thing is. This is what I was discussing with 

a friend whose partner is Israeli. When I went to 

Israel, I was anti-Israel. I had read this book The 

Atheist Muslim four months after I went to Israel. Ali 

Rizvi, who wrote the book, had described his first 
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experience talking to a Jew, where he was kind of 

nervous, kind of shaky. That is how I felt. I felt 

uncomfortable. 

Jacobsen: An individual Jewish person is not the 

IDF. It is not Israel. It is not Benjamin Netanyahu. 

Kay: The thing is, from the outside, we have been 

trained. We have been brainwashed to always hate 

Israelis, Jews, everything. As Muslims, we hate Jews, 

regardless of what is happening in Palestine. All 

these ideas have accumulated. 

When I went into Israel, and I spoke to Jews, and 

Israelis, and people who had served the army, people 

who I considered friends. In my head, I was meant to 

hate the Israeli army because they kill innocents but 

that is not what the reality is like. A lot of people 

discredit Israel for being not peaceful, but they do not 

discredit Palestine for supporting Hamas. They put a 

blanket statement on all Israelis or all Zionists. 

I was even invited to dinner at one of the Zionist’s 

places. He knew I was a progressive Muslim. I could 

not agree with his views. However, if you do the 

same thing with other Muslims, that would not go 

down well. 

I am not a fan of illegal settlements. I hate it, but 

looking at how much they have exaggerated on the 

stories that I was told when I was in Palestine, about 

innocent kids dying, and they were struck here. They 

were doing nothing. I am like, “It is not all Israelis 

killing. There is something wrong. There is some 

different narrative that everybody has been feeding 

each other. It does not make sense to me.” 

5. Jacobsen: Like in Operation Cast Lead in 2008, 

2009, in the first five minutes of the first day, 300 

Palestinian civilians were killed. It is 

disproportionate. Also, the international 

community is clear on a lot of the international 

laws being broken more by the Israelis than 

others. There is a reason why it is called the oPt, 

the occupied Palestinian territories, not the oIt 

(occupied Israeli territories). 

Kay: I do not know much about the oPt. 

Jacobsen: It is the occupied Palestinian territories. 

That is what you will find is one of the statements. 

Anyway, we are way off base. 

With the Shia community, and those who have left 

the Shia community, have there been any 

prominent writers or thinkers or speakers that 

you would recommend for the audience today? 

Kay: With the Shia community, Ali Rizvi is one of 

them. Armin is one of them. There are not many I 

know of. Most of the ex-Muslims who have been out 

in public are Sunni, that I know of. Most of them 

have been Sunnis. Not a lot of Shias. 

I know a few of them who are not public, from my 

community itself, not the Shia Islam, but from my 

community itself, and so many questionings, so many 

still in denial, so many failing to acknowledge that 

Aisha was married at the age of 6. They still hate her 

because she went against Ali. But no, not many Shias 

I know about. 

There are a few Iranians that are in Canada. I do not 

know their names. I only know them on Twitter. Who 

did I introduce you to? I introduced you to Sabina 

and Sumira, right? 

Jacobsen: I believe so. 

Kay: They are Sunnis. I find it so that whenever 

there are any Muslim women who do anything. 

Whenever there are any Muslim athletes, it is always 

hyped. They are like, “Look at her, a Muslim woman 

who is an athlete. The first woman who did this.” I 

am like, “That never happens with Jews.” 

Jacobsen: That is true. 

Kay: “The first Jewish woman who did this.” 

6. Jacobsen: It reminds me of a triplet problem. I 

remember Maryam Namazie talking about a 

minority within a minority, as the ex-Muslim 

community, who experience the prejudice of not 

being important by the government, and then 

being bullied by members who are a part of a 

former community. Members who left the 

community. They are being bullied by their 

former community. That is one case. 

If you look at Alberta, in my own country, and 

across the country, we do see what they are calling 

Islamophobic, or anti-Muslim acts or events. 

Those have been increasing in non-trivial 

percentages. 

But then, there is also anti-Semitism that has been 

increasing to various domains. It was that 

synagogue where there were several people 

murdered in the United States. It was well-known. 

It was kind of an almost no questions needed to be 

asked in terms of saying, “Yes, this is clearly an 

anti-Semitic act.” 

These are three communities that need some more 

positive cachet in the public mind, even to find a 

modicum of combatting some of the negative 

treatment. It is a good intention, but it can look a 

little weird to some, especially those, maybe, that 

have left the faith, as well, at times. 
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Yasmine Mohammed, she is quite right, in many 

contexts. Removing the hijab and empowering 

those who want to leave, who do not want to wear 

it but are being forced to wear it by having videos 

of burning it, that is a powerful message for many 

women, I would assume. 

On the other side, there are others who choose to 

wear it as part of self-expression, but, like you 

said, they are getting harassed, regardless. The 

final thing is: Do you have freedom to follow faith 

or not? Do you have freedom, as a woman, to 

choose what you wear or not? 

Kay: Yasmine Mohammed and Asra Nomani. Asra 

still considers herself a Muslim. Like that is the thing, 

when you come to the secular world. We are all 

different, but we have something in common. We are 

all fighting against one thing. It was nice to see 

people fighting for one cause, with different 

backgrounds, coming up with different stories. It was 

powerful. 

Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Zara. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Faithless Hijabi. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/kay-four; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/kay-four
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 291 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

An Interview with Distinguished 

University Professor Gordon Guyatt, 

OC, FRSC on the Infamous 2019 Red 

Meat Study 

 

Interviewer: Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

Numbering: Issue 22.A, Idea: Outliers & Outsiders (Part Eighteen) 

Place of Publication: Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

Title: In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal 

Web Domain: http://www.in-sightjournal.com 

Individual Publication Date: April 8, 2020 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020 

Name of Publisher: In-Sight Publishing 

Frequency: Three Times Per Year 

Words: 4,529 

ISSN 2369-6885 

Abstract 

Dr. Gordon Guyatt, OC, FRSC is a Distinguished University Professor in the Department of Health Research 

Methods, Evidence, and Impact at McMaster University. He is a Fellow of the Canadian Academy of Health 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 292 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Sciences. The British Medical Journal or BMJ had a list of 117 nominees in 2010 for the Lifetime 

Achievement Award. Guyatt was short-listed and came in second place in the end. He earned the title of an 

Officer of the Order of Canada based on contributions from evidence-based medicine and its teaching. He 

was elected a Fellow of the Royal Society of Canada in 2012 and a Member of the Canadian Medical Hall of 
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Canadian academic living or dead. He discusses: entering the Hamilton Hall of Distinction; dissenting 

opinions in the red meat study; issues of conflicts of interest; justifications of dissent in the red meat study; 

commentary of Frank Hu, Walter Willett, and others; the former issue of Peter Gøtzsche; political difficulties 

and interpersonal conflict on boards; and the work updates on P.J. Devereaux’s research. 
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An Interview with Distinguished University Professor Gordon Guyatt, OC, FRSC on the Infamous 2019 Red 

Meat Study: Distinguished Professor, Health Research Methods, Evidence, and Impact, McMaster 

University; Co-Founder, Evidence-Based Medicine[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Let’s start on a positive 

note for 2020 based on something that I missed in 

the news reportage for you, you were inducted 

into the Hamilton – which is a place in Ontario, 

Canada – Hall of Distinction. What was their 

reasoning given behind it? What were some of the 

things that happened at the ceremony if there was 

a ceremony? 

Distinguished Professor Gordan Guyatt: I think it 

was a recognition of my research contribution to 

McMaster University, and so the contribution to the 

Hamilton community. The interesting thing was that 

the fellow inductee was a vice principal at Westdale 

High School when I was a student. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Guyatt: This guy is, I think, about 90 now. His 

contribution was a contribution to the arts of 

Hamilton. I don’t know what more he did. When I 

was a student at Westdale, he had written a musical 

in which one of my very good friends was the lead 

actor. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Guyatt: This was a quite memorable high school 

event. There was one vice principal who wrote the 

musical. He is a fellow inductee into the gallery for 

his artistic contributions to the community. It was 

kind of fun. Usually, they have probably people from 

50 to 90. This is the age range. At the age of 66, I 

was the junior inductee. Everyone else was quite old. 

I found them sort of cute. It was fun. This happened 

about 50 years ago. It was still memorable about 50 

years ago. 

Jacobsen: Any other awards or recognitions since 

the last one of which I am aware? 

Guyatt: Nothing else since that. 

Jacobsen: Last time, I think the last two times 

we’ve talked; we’ve talked about the meat study. 

That was what you called predictably hysterical in 

a number of the responses on a gradient of 

inflammatory. That has been rolling some new 

news items. 

Guyatt: It is still reverberating. 

2. Jacobsen: There you go. Two things, I think are 

interesting. On the one hand, in the journalist 

world, and on the other hand, in the academic 

world, I want to cover those separately. I will 

focus on the first of the two mentioned. For the 

journalistic world, The New York Times did an 

article. I am not sure if it is gotcha journalism at 

the level of The New York Times. But it was 

certainly looking for a dig at the reputation of, at 

least, one of the researchers in the meat studies. It 

had to do with a financial conflict of interest 

stated by one of the authors. In some other 

commentary, it was noted that one of the nuances 

was missed in some of the journalistic 

commentary. Of the 14 people who were accepting 

of the recommendations, 3 were dissenting. Let’s 

start on the first point there to do with the 

individual claim about the financial conflict of 

interest, most did not have any. Of those who 

might have, what were some of the concerns 

brought forward in some of the commentary 

noticed by you? 

Guyatt: So, the individual who had what could be 

perceived as a financial conflict of interest has 

accepted or had received $50,000 to do a study of 

guidelines related to sugar. This money came from 

something called the International Life Sciences 

https://www.webometrics.info/en/hlargerthan100
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Institute, which is contributed to by – I’ve been told – 

400 companies or somewhere in that vicinity with a 

connection to the meat industry. Judge that for 

yourself in terms of how much that constitutes a 

conflict with the guidelines about red meat. The other 

was that the individual in question had been recruited 

from Halifax, Dalhousie, where he was currently or 

until recently faculty member to Texas A & M. It is a 

university in Texas. When he had been recruited, he 

got some startup money. This startup money, he 

thought from the university. As it turned out, a small 

part of this was from another institute called 

AgriLife, who receives 40% of its money from 

industries related to plant-based food and 1.5% of its 

money from the meat industry. He was unaware at 

the time the red meat work was ongoing; part of the 

money was coming from AgriLife. In terms of 

declarations of conflict of interest, there is, usually, a 

3-year term. People will say, “It’s been 3 years. We 

won’t worry about it anymore.” The seed money 

Brad received was more than 3 years before the red 

meat work. 

3. Jacobsen: For those that aren’t aware of some 

of the ways in which some of the COIs are dealt 

with in the academic system, including me as a 

student, what is the scaling or gradient of severe, 

moderate, minor, in terms of COIs, or not even 

really a COI? 

Guyatt: One question is to what extent is this related. 

So, one of the things, there are lots of grey areas. For 

instance, Brad’s graduate work would be in – would 

describe it as in – the grey area. He received money 

from a group of 400 companies related to the meat 

industry. Is that a conflict of interest for a meat 

guideline? One could argue either way. He received 

monies. Some would make the distinction between 

money put into one’s pocket and another for research. 

Another one is money contributed to startup funds. 

Again, not personal income where 1.5% of the 

money comes from some people connected to the 

meat industry, so, this would contrast, for instance, 

from receiving $100,000 in personal income from a 

manufacturer of a drug that is the topic of the 

guideline. It would be at another extreme of what one 

might expect. Certainly, there are gradients of 

seriousness of the conflicts of interest. So, you 

receive money to go to a meeting, where there’s a 

company related to the guideline. The ones that 

would be unequivocal would be money goes into 

your pocket from a company producing a drug. 

Substantial money goes into your pocket, which is 

the topic of the guideline. Everyone would agree that 

this would definitely be an unequivocal conflict. The 

things that happened to Brad are, clearly, if they are 

financial conflicts of interest, less serious. 

4. Jacobsen: Of the 14 opinions given, the 3 

dissenting ones. What were their justifications for 

dissent? 

Guyatt: What the GRADE criteria for a 

recommendation of the balance of benefits and 

harms, where are the balance of benefits, harms, and 

burdens? Where does the money go – for or against a 

particular course of action? One that I like when 

chairing panels. I direct them this way. If you had 

1,000 people who were fully informed, what choice 

would the make? Let me ask you, the situation is: you 

have what we call low-quality evidence. Meaning, 

the causation remains uncertain. We have low-quality 

evidence that if you reduced your meat consumption 

by 3 servings per week. The level of benefit gained 

for the rest of your life; you would reduce your risk 

of dying of cancer by 7 in 1,000. Similar sorts of 

reductions, perhaps, in potential, though uncertain, 

based on low-quality evidence for cardiovascular 

disease. That’s the situation. It is an uncertain one 

with what most people would consider small health 

benefits by reducing meat consumption of 3 servings 

per week with the time frame of cardiovascular 

disease was a decade. Our time frame for cancer was 

a lifetime. If you take a 1,000 people in the 

population who are eating meat, of those 1,000, given 

this information, how many would reduce their meat 

consumption? 

Jacobsen: Very few. 

Guyatt: Yes, okay, the opinion of the majority of the 

panel was that a minority, for sure, would reduce. 

However, in the opinion of those three people, the 

opinion of the majority, too, few would reduce their 

meat consumption. We did a systematic review of 

people’s values and preferences in meat. People like 

their meat. It is a cultural thing. So, we had some 

evidence about people attached to their meat and 

their meat consumption. Anyway, it is a matter of 

opinion as to where the balance goes. For those 3 

people, I think it went slightly in the other direction. 

Jacobsen: As a slight response, the quality of 

evidence is high, medium, low, and very low. 

Guyatt: The evidence supporting the adverse health 

effects of the meat was low or very low depending on 

cancers, heart attacks, diabetes, and so on. We looked 

at all sorts of health outcomes, putatively, adversely 

affected by meat consumption. The evidence was 

either low or very low. 

Jacobsen: An important thing I think is a 

commentary on evidence-based medicine and part 

of the controversy around the meat study is the 

way EBM does this is fundamentally different 

than things done before and probably in other 
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areas of medicine in terms of the kinds of 

analyses. The public, from their perspective, are 

getting contradictory opinions on health. Maybe, 

you can clarify some of the muck there. 

Guyatt: The message of our systematic reviews were 

not very different from the methods of people. They 

were not that different from people who had done 

systematic reviews in the areas previously. The 

results were not that different. So, the increase, if you 

take it in relative terms, or the increases in the 

adverse health outcomes. They were between 10% 

and 20% as a result of meat, which was very similar 

to what other people had found. The differences were 

in the interpretation. So, the nature of the studies as 

we talked about before with observational studies. I 

can talk about it again. The nature of the studies were 

not studies in our view that allow high-quality 

evidence or even moderate-quality evidence. Other 

people interpret this literature as stronger or more 

compelling evidence of adverse effects, of causal 

effects, of red meat than did we. That’s one thing. 

The second thing was that people have previously not 

pointed out that even if there was causation going on 

here. The absolute effects were small by any people’s 

reckoning, very small. So, it was not that the methods 

were drastically different or the results were 

drastically different. It was the way of looking at the 

results and interpreting them that was different. 

Jacobsen: This leads to some reasonably 

prestigious institutions like Harvard. I forget 

commentary of the current President of Harvard, 

Lawrence Bacow. But one particular professor, 

Frank Hu. 

Guyatt: Not to mention the biggest of them, Walter 

Willett. 

Jacobsen: And Walter Willett, if we take Hu as an 

example, he was leaning more on observational 

studies as a counter to some of the presentation 

and reinterpretation of the evidence. 

Guyatt: 3 out of 4 systematic reviews were 

exclusively observational studies. Which, as I say, 

our results did not differ very much from results on 

the same topic. It is the various things that we did to 

improve, and the results were very similar. 

5. Jacobsen: For Frank and Walter, and others, 

are they in agreement on things as they move 

forward? 

Guyatt: I don’t think within the observational studies 

the criticisms have not been of our methods or our 

results. The disagreements have been over the 

inferences, over what one says is the quality of 

evidence. They would say, I suppose, “The causation 

is established.” We say, “With the evidence before 

us, and evidence is low quality, the causation is not 

established.” I think they stayed away from the 

absolute effects altogether. But when people have 

taken us on about the absolute effects, they take a 

population rather than an individual perspective. If 

you look at the science, there is a legitimate 

disagreement about what inferences one can make 

from the observational studies. I can talk about why 

we think one can make only weak inferences, why 

we call it low-quality evidence. They think you can 

make stronger inferences. Those are legitimate 

scientific disagreements. There’s another one. They 

said we are taking an individual perspective. That’s 

what I just described to you. I described the 

interpretation of the magnitude of the effect. I asked 

you, “In a thousand people, how many people faced 

with that would reduce their red meant?” That was 

the perspective. If you took that 7 in a 1,000 

reduction in a lifetime of cutting meat consumption 

by 3 servings of meat per week, what would happen 

first if it was true that you could reduce your 

likelihood of cancer in relative terms by 15% over a 

course of your lifetime? I’d say, “That was true.” 

Then you said, “All 350,000,000 people in the United 

States reduced their red meat consumption by 3 

servings per week. It would reduce 10,000 deaths per 

year.” They say, “How can you call reduction of 

10,000 deaths per year a small effect?” 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Guyatt: You seem mildly amused by this. This is a 

legitimate alternative way of looking at it. We look at 

it at an individual level. They look at it at a 

population level. There are two interpretations. I 

think they both have their legitimacy. People who 

spend their lives in public health say, “Okay, we 

spend our lives working with the population. Let’s 

tell everybody what to do, according to our view of 

what is good for the population.” We say, ‘These 

things should be decisions by individuals. You 

shouldn’t be telling them what to do when they 

themselves when faced with the decision would make 

a different decision. So, there are these two 

differences in perspective. One being: How certain 

can we be that this is really a causal effect at this 

magnitude? We say, ‘We can’t be certain at all.’ 

They say, “We can be pretty certain or maybe 

certain.” That’s one thing. Then: Do you take an 

individual perspective or a population perspective? 

These are legitimate disagreements. But those 

legitimate disagreements, if responded to 

appropriately, would not lead to the excessively 

dogmatic, indeed hysteria, that accompanied our 

guideline and with its underlying perspective, which 

I’ve just told you about. 
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Jacobsen: I think that covered the journalistic and 

the academic side. 

Guyatt: I apologize if I just focused on the academic 

side [Laughing]. 

6. Jacobsen: We covered both. With the one 

dissenting opinion to do with AgriLife and the 

1.5% being shuttled off to the meat company, with 

a few out of 400 companies, that particular one 

was the journalistic focus from The New York 

Times. There was some peripheral commentary 

around other things, not as well written… 

naturally [Laughing]. Then we have the academic 

commentary from Frank Hu and others with 

taking what you were saying, now, and then 

taking the different perspectives. There was 

another thing, which I missed before regarding 

one individual named Gøtzsche. What happened 

with this person? 

Guyatt: What happened to this guy, there are people 

in the world who kind of enjoy upsetting people. It is 

always dangerous to attribute motives. Or those who 

do g about upsetting people and when they make 

statements; they do so in an inflammatory way. They 

are attacking the people in the process. There is an 

organization called the Cochrane Collaboration. The 

Cochrane Collaboration has been around for years 

now. Its mission is summarize all the systematic 

reviews known to human kind. It is doing pretty 

good. It has summarized over 5,000 reviews. Peter 

Gøtzsche was one of the founders of the Cochrane 

Collaboration. He was elected to its steering 

committee/board of directors. Something like this. 

The group in charge of directing the organization, 

which has 15 members or something like this. In this 

position, he said, ‘The Cochrane Collaboration has 

gone awry and is serving industry interests where it 

should not be.’ He particularly attacked the CEO of 

the organization on these grounds. He then, also, 

attacked specific Cochrane Collaboration views, 

saying, ‘These Cochrane views are very misguided 

and misleading, so on and so forth.’ He did this in a 

very blunt way; there was no subtlety in the way that 

he did this at all. 

I think he was driving some members of the – let’s 

call it the – executive nuts with these attacks and the 

CEO was very upset at him. You can imagine the 

conversations that went on behind the scenes about 

this. So, they decided that they were going to, for the 

first time this has ever happened over the 20-year 

history, or decided to eject him from the board, the 

executive. Not only that, but eject him from the 

organization, he would no longer be part; he would 

be excommunicated and thrown out of the Cochrane 

Collaboration. The Board was split on this. They 

passed on a close vote to throw him out. Those who 

were the dissenters were told that they had a choice: 

keep their mouths shut and do not publicly dissent or 

resign; they chose to resign. So, many people, I 

sympathize with the people who found Peter 

Gøtzsche’s behaviour difficult to tolerate. He is as 

impolitic as one can get; he spares nobody’s feelings. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Guyatt: So, it is not pleasant. I can understand it 

hard for people to tolerate. However, we are a 

scientific community, where you have some people 

who don’t behave in a very nice way. But all of the 

positions that he raised were defensible positions. He 

raised them in ways that were so that what people felt 

was that he was undermining the organization. 

Telling people that the organization has gone off the 

rails and the CEO is acting badly, and they are 

producing reviews that are very problematic, indeed, 

this does not help the reputation of the organization 

when a member of the board is saying such things. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Guyatt: But they were all defensible. So, I can 

understand people being upset about this. But we are 

supposed to be a scientific community that tolerates 

freedom of expression. Some of us understand that 

what he was doing was undermining the 

organization. Sorry, you can not throw the guy out 

for statements, defensible statements, even if the style 

is problematic. 

7. Jacobsen: That’s fair. Within the medical 

community, you’re in among the best positions 

given the height of your career and length of your 

career. What are the political difficulties when it 

comes to boards, interpersonal conflict? Things 

like this. 

Guyatt: As I said to my colleagues, one of the 

groups that I was associated with, am a member of 

the executive, this particular group. We talked about 

interpersonal problems. When we would all prefer to 

spend an hour talking about science, at the end of 

this, I said, “Gosh, if we didn’t have to deal with 

people, then we would be in great shape.” 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Guyatt: There are all sorts of famous controversies 

within science going to Freud and some of his 

original disciples who broke from him. They were 

hurling insults at each other in public. If you read the 

story of the discovery of insulin, you will find that F. 

G. Banting did not behave very well with respect to 

the acknowledgement of his colleagues, and so on. 
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Jacobsen: Oppenheimer tried to kill his tutor. 

That tutor ended up being a Nobel Prize winner 

[Laughing]. 

Guyatt: Yes, later in his career, he was a victim of 

rightwing individuals who were opposite or he took 

an opposite position because he did not think the 

United States should produce the Hydrogen bomb. 

Jacobsen: Neither did Einstein. Einstein was 

making arguments after the splitting of the 

Uranium atom [Ed. 1938] for a “supranational” 

authority. Something like the League of Nations. 

Guyatt: But Einstein was not the difficult guy 

Oppenheimer was. Essentially, Einstein was often 

making his various humanitarian statements. He 

didn’t travel much. Oppenheimer was effective. He 

was in the midst of the political battle and an 

effective guy. They essentially stripped him of all 

authority and threw him out, and so on, based on his 

opposition to making the Hydrogen bomb. So, 

science is littered with this stuff. Because scientists 

are human beings. They operate in a political context. 

Jacobsen: I am thinking of Feynman during the 

Challenger disaster. He had a committee or panel 

of journalists and scientists where he was showing 

with a rapid temperature change that it would 

snap the materials or break it if they wanted to get 

out of the atmosphere or low Earth orbit [Ed. 

Feynman showed the issues with temperature, ice-

cold temperature, and the O-rings.]. The 

Challenger explosion when the whole thing went 

to pieces. I think there was another case of Carl 

Sagan and this guy, a psychiatrist, a Russian, 

called Immanuel Velikovsky, in a book 

called Worlds in Collision. His whole idea, which 

some have called ‘not the work of a genius, but 

someone ingenious.’ [Laughing] In that sense, it 

was highly creative nonsense. He was now a 

psychiatrist playing the part of a cosmologist. His 

basic idea is that which everyone takes as 

mythology; we will not take as mythology. We will 

take as factual history. He had this whole 

cosmology of billiard balls that ends up explaining 

the parting of the waters in the Bible. All these 

sorts of things. Somehow, a solid planet [Ed. 

Venus] came out of Jupiter, a gas giant, then this 

caused the Solar System billiard balls. There was 

a reaction to it. There was a The New York 

Times article on it, apparently [Laughing]. Carl 

Sagan’s final commentary or note on all of that. 

Not that it was simply factually wrong or the 

theory was bad, but that there was an attempt to 

silence Velikovsky from any solid critique. That it 

was against, to your point earlier, freedom of 

speech, or freedom of expression to use Canadian 

terminology in Article 2(b) of our Charter. This is 

against the spirit of science with dissent and 

challenge, and counter-dissent and counter-

challenge. There was some further stuff coming 

out about P.J. Devereaux. He published some new 

stuff in late January. 

Guyatt: Yes, P.J. is publishing important work on a 

monthly basis, as far as I can tell. I talked to you 

before about how impressive what he is doing is. 

8. Jacobsen: Are there any, since late last year, 

major developments in what appears to be his 

very stunning work, as you were noting before, in 

terms of halving of the death rates? 

Guyatt: So, as I mentioned before, he has 

demonstrated or he has brought to the fore the 

number of people who are proportionately small, but 

the 1.5% who die of cardiovascular causes after non-

cardiac surgery. But given the volume of cardiac 

surgery going on, that’s a lot of people dying. A lot 

of people are having the equivalent of heart attacks 

after non-cardiac surgery, which weren’t noticed. A 

lot of those are dying later. So, that was the first 

thing, to show how to detect those. He has, after 

several studies, suggested that the people who have 

drugs for these events don’t work. He found that 

there is one drug that is an anticoagulant that does 

reduce these events afternoon-cardiac surgery. Those 

have been major, major, things that have come out of 

his work. 

Jacobsen: I have no more questions. I’m 

struggling! 

Guyatt: [Laughing] You covered a lot of ground. 

9. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Professor Guyatt. Wonderful as 

always. 

Guyatt: Okay, take care. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Distinguished Professor, Health Research 

Methods, Evidence, and Impact, McMaster 

University; Co-Founder, Evidence-Based Medicine. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/guyatt-red-

meat; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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An Interview with Henrik Lagerlund: Professor, Philosophy, Stockholm University (Part One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Professor Henrik Lagerlund: I grew up in northern 

Sweden, in a small town called Sundsvall. It is a nice 

place to grow up – safe and boring. The summers 

stick out in my mind. It was northern Sweden so the 

summer days are very long when the sun almost 

never goes down. It was great for a young boy, but 

the downside was, of course, that the winters are very 

long and dark. There were also a lot of snow in the 

70’s when I grew up. At least that is what I 

remember. On the other hand, long dark winter nights 

meant that I could stay in and read, which is what I 

spent most of my school years doing. I read all kinds 

of things – mostly novels, but also a lot of history. I 

also harboured dreams of becoming a novelist and a 

poet. As the saying goes a philosopher is a failed 

poet. I actually tried very hard to get published as a 

poet, which never happened, but I also myself wrote 

several shorter books – novels that I never published. 

Another aspect of my school years was my interest in 

computers and mathematics. I early had my own 

computer, a Commodore 64, and started writing my 

own programs and games. I spent a lot of time in 

front of the computer. One thing I didn’t do was 

spend a lot of time on my school work at least early 

on. 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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My family was not really religious; although my 

mother sometimes went to church. Her mother, my 

grandmother, was a devoted Lutheran, which at the 

time was the state religion in Sweden. It was a good 

home to grow up in. My parents are both dead now 

and I miss them sometimes; especially my dad who 

died already at 60 of lung cancer. It was not an 

intellectual environment though. My parents both 

came from a non-academic background and had only 

basic schooling (even though my mother later in life 

studied to become a nurse). She read a lot of 

detective novels and I could relate to her though her 

reading, but I sought out more demanding literature 

and ideas, which seemed alien to her I think. When I 

began to study philosophy my father took out a 

subscription on Filosofisk Tidskrift (a Swedish 

philosophy journal), which I loved him for. I don’t 

know how much of it he got or even read, but I 

thought the gesture of trying to relate to my interests 

was sweet. 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time?  

Lagerlund: The two things that formed me 

intellectually was this dual interest in literature and 

mathematics (computers). I think that was why I 

became interested in philosophy since it belongs in 

the humanities, but looks to science and often deals 

with issues rooted in science – at least analytical 

philosophy, which was my educational background. I 

only discovered philosophy at university, however, 

and had read very little before coming to Uppsala 

University. Before that I studied engineering, which 

was really something my parents wanted me to study. 

Their idea of a good job was becoming an engineer 

or a medical doctor. I didn’t want to do the latter and 

I liked math so I chose the first. 

3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation? 

Lagerlund: I think I had a rather late intellectual 

awakening. I would place it at my arrival at Uppsala 

university. It was always my interest in literature that 

had the most influence on me before that. I played a 

lot of tennis as a young person as well and almost 

chose a professional career as a tennis player. In the 

end school was too important to me. I think that early 

experience of playing a lot of competitive tennis was 

very important. It teaches you to overcome adversity 

by yourself. On the tennis court there is no one else 

to help you – you are on your own facing an 

opponent. Being able to deal with such situations and 

overcoming them is an important lesson for life – 

never give up. If you want something really bad don’t 

give up. 

4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you? 

Lagerlund: I am not sure I had any mentors early in 

life. I had as I arrived at Uppsala. The person that 

meant most to me then was an older philosopher 

called Thorild Dahlqvist. He had been a teacher in 

philosophy at Uppsala for most of his career, but he 

did not write much, but influenced generations of 

students by his personality and his vast knowledge. 

He took an interest in me and helped me a lot. I am 

not sure what I would have been without him. He 

died 10 years or ago. I was in Canada at the time and 

missed his funeral, which I have always regretted. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and 

adolescence, what authors and books were 

significant, meaningful, to worldview formation? 

Lagerlund: As already mentioned I read a lot of 

novels. An author that meant a lot was the Swedish 

Nobel prize winner Harry Martinson. Aniara is a 

poem in 103 verses about a space ship originally 

destined for Mars with colonist from the destroyed 

planet earth. En route the ship malfunctions and is set 

on a course to nowhere into empty space. It is a 

colorful and striking metaphor of human kinds 

existential situation. I remember the line “We are 

beginning to realize that we are more lost than we 

previously thought.” It somehow captures humanities 

situation. The second book that probably was the 

reason I wanted to continue my studies in philosophy 

in the first place is a book in Swedish by the Finish 

philosopher G.H. Von Wright called Vetenskapen 

och Förnuftet (Science and Reason in English) It is a 

partially historical account of the development of 

science and a criticism of reason as it has been 

formed since Descartes time. I don’t think I in my 

formative years read anything that had such an 

impact on me. As I look back a lot of my own 

research in the history of philosophy has been 

motivated by what I read there. I think my interest in 

skepticism has its source there as well. 

6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood? 

Lagerlund: It was definitely coming to Uppsala as a 

student. I was slow to awake intellectually despite 

having read a lot in school. At Uppsala and in 

philosophy I finally started to awake and see the 

world in a new way. Part of that had to do with 

reading von Wright’s book. It presented a completely 

new perspective on the world and took to task 

Western rationality founded on science and 
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technology. In a sense, it presents a kind of 

skepticism towards reason. A skepticism not unlike 

the kind David Hume present in his works. 

But at the same time, I was swept up by all the new 

ideas I was taught. They consumed me. I started 

reading all kinds of philosophical literature and dove 

into history of philosophy in particular. 

7. Jacobsen: For formal postsecondary education, 

in academia, why that path or road? 

Lagerlund: After my engineering degree, I had a bit 

of a personal crisis. I never wanted to go that route. I 

even considered joining the navy full time. In 

Sweden at that time, late 80’s, it was mandatory for 

all boys to do military service. I did mine in the navy. 

I kind of liked it and even applied to the naval 

academy to become an officer. I was accepted but 

declined and moved to Uppsala to study literature. It 

was there I took my first courses in philosophy, 

which was a revelation to me. 

Uppsala philosophy was dominated by logic in the 

early 90’s. The professor were all studying modal 

logic. I was too in the beginning, but I was always 

looking to combine my interest in history with my 

passion for philosophy. It was through my professor 

at Uppsala Krister Segerberg that I came into contact 

with Simo Knuuttila in Helsinki. He was a world-

renowned scholar of medieval philosophy and it was 

through him that I could combine my interest in 

logic/math and history. It was with him as my 

supervisor that I wrote my dissertation Modal 

Syllogistics in the Middle Ages (Brill 2000). It was 

the perfect start for me. It was the first dissertation in 

history of philosophy in Sweden for a very long time. 

8. Jacobsen: As a professor at Stockholm 

University, what tasks and responsibilities come 

with the position?  

Lagerlund: My position in Stockholm is as the 

professor of the history of philosophy. I do research 

and teaching in history of philosophy. I also 

supervise students at the MA level and at the PhD 

level. I do much the same things as I did in Canada 

(Western University) where I was previously. I 

moved to Stockholm in 2018. I enjoyed my time in 

Canada, but my position in Stockholm is much freer 

and I have more time to my own research. In Canada 

I had for a long period a lot of administration as Head 

of Department and as Director of the Rotman 

Institute of Philosophy. It gave me a lot of 

experience, but it is in a modern university 

impossible to combine such administrative roles with 

an active research profile. It was in many ways a 

relief to come back to Sweden to a position like the 

one I now occupy. 

9. Jacobsen: What are the main areas of research 

and research questions now? In particular, why 

skepticism and its associated in-depth history, as 

you wrote a book on the subject, recently? 

Lagerlund: Skepticism has fascinated me for a long 

time. Perhaps ever since I came into contact with 

philosophy. It has been an important part of 

philosophy ever since ancient times. I have also been 

looking into skepticism in the Middle Ages for some 

time. Almost 20 years now. I have gradually moved 

into Renaissance skepticism and further into later 

history of philosophy. I noticed that there were no 

complete history of skepticism. There were stuff on 

ancient and modern but no overview that also 

covered medieval skepticism. I decided to write one 

and it is coming out in May 2020 (Skepticism in 

Philosophy: A Comprehensive, Historical 

Introduction, Routledge 2020). 

Skepticism is more important than ever. I end the 

book with a chapter about skepticism outside of 

philosophy today. I there relate skepticism to issues 

like the replication crisis in science and knowledge 

resistance. It is important to keep trak of what kind of 

skepticism we are dealing with, since skepticism 

today is often used as an argument for some 

dogmatism. 

10. Jacobsen: If you could give advice to aspiring 

philosophy students with an interest in philosophy 

and the skepticism, what would it be for them? 

Lagerlund: I think philosophy is needed more than 

ever in our divided and complicated world. History of 

philosophy and philosophy in general gives students 

a unique ability to navigate the world. To study the 

history of philosophy is to study reason at work. 

Reason is what gives us humans the ability to rule the 

world and adapt to new situations. It is why we are 

the dominant species, but as von Wright showed in 

his book and as climate change is showing us, it can 

also become our downfall and destruction. It is here 

that the role of skepticism becomes important. 

Reason can with the help of the right kind of 

skepticism be turned against itself and we can come 

to see how we need to modify our thinking and steer 

ourselves and our rationality in a new productive 

direction. Hume talks about this in his Dialogues 

Concerning Natural Religion. He writes that: “the 

mind must remain in suspense between them [that is, 

reason and common life]; and it is that very suspense 

or balance, which is the triumph of scepticism.” 

There is a balance to be upheld between reason and 

experience. Skepticism reins in reason when it gets 

carried away. Skepticism makes us step back and 

look again. Is this the right way to proceed or do we 

need to change course. 
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I welcome new students to philosophy and especially 

to the study of the history of philosophy. There are so 

many interesting areas to explore. I would advise 

them to look for ways to bridge gaps and look to new 

traditions of thinking and language traditions. Arabic 

philosophy needs much more study, but Indian and 

Chinese philosophy are severely neglected by 

Western scholars. Scholars that can bridge gaps 

between civilizations and heal the divides of the 

world. 

11. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Professor Lagerlund. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Professor, Philosophy, Stockholm University. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/lagerlund-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: With some of the 

identity issues, and some of the generational issues 

covered for us, I want to focus more on the serious 

issue plaguing all/most societies and all/most 

religious communities, as all/most religious 

communities remain embedded in larger 

cultures/are the larger cultures and contribute in 

a dynamic interplay to cultures in general. I want 

to move into some of the mutually accepted 

subject matters considered relevant to the 

Canadian Muslim communities’ landscapes. As 

laid out in Part One, we will focus on internal 

issues and then external issues, followed by some 

possible solutions to both types of issues. Any form 

of social continuity will require some breakage for 

change in it. This will become a point in some of 

the questions. Our focus in this commentary is 

Canadian Muslim sub-cultures for this particular 

internal issue. The serious issue called domestic 

violence. To define terms, what are the forms of 

[domestic] violence studied within the literature 

and commentaries on domestic violence within 

Canadian Muslim households? 

Dr. Katherine Bullock: All forms of family violence 

are studied in the literature – spousal abuse; child 

abuse; elder abuse; abuse by extended family 

members; and femicide, erroneously called “honour 

killings.” Some include forced marriage and female 

genital mutilation as forms of violence against 

women in the family. Studies of family violence in 

the Muslim community point out that sometimes the 

perpetrators are women from the extended family. 

[See for example, Pamela Cross, “Violence Against 

Women: Health and Justice for Canadian Muslim 

Women,” Canadian Council of Muslim Women, 

2013; Shirin Shabnam Tohin, “Combating Spousal 

Violence in the Muslim Community of Canada: An 

Overview in the context of the Province of 

Ontario,” IOSR Journal Of Humanities And Social 

Science, Volume 20, Issue 11, Nov. 2015, pp. 26-37] 

2. Jacobsen: What are the national averages of the 

aforementioned domestic violence?  

Bullock: According to the Public Health Agency of 

Canada, more than one quarter (26%) of all violent 

crimes reported in 2016 were due to family violence. 

Women and girls made up nearly 67% of family 

violence victims. In addition, the agency reports that 

79% of police reported intimate partner violence is 

against women. 

https://www.canada.ca/en/public-

health/services/health-promotion/stop-family-

violence/problem-canada.html 

https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/health-promotion/stop-family-violence/problem-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/health-promotion/stop-family-violence/problem-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/public-health/services/health-promotion/stop-family-violence/problem-canada.html
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3. Jacobsen: How does this compare/contrast with 

the Canadian Muslim household average?  

Bullock: Statistical breakdowns like this are not 

common. Tohin, mentioned above, reported that 

“[r]ecent research looking at Muslim marriage and 

divorce in North America found that approximately 

one-third of the women interviewed had experienced 

abuse within their marriage, which is at a similar rate 

to women in the general population.” 

4. Jacobsen: How much underreporting might 

exist of violence against wives and violence against 

husbands in these Canadian contexts?  

Bullock: The Public Health Agency of Canada 

website referred to above points out that it is well 

known that “all forms of family violence” are 

underreported. Muslims are no different in these 

regards from the wider population. 

5. Jacobsen: What are the standard 

interpretations of the Islamic scriptures taken as 

Islamic points against domestic violence? Those 

who argue against domestic violence in all its 

forms. 

Bullock: Before I answer this question, I need to 

point out that very few people actually do things 

because of “scripture,” even “interpretation of 

scripture.” People tend to act based on common 

customs and habits picked up through family, school 

and societal socialization, plus their very own 

individual emotions and psychology. Understanding 

the connection between a religious text’s teachings, 

its historically embedded interpretations, and 

people’s social location is complex and important. 

Even if I said Islamic scripture is interpreted for and 

against domestic violence, this only superficially 

relates to why people do or do not hurt each other. 

The Qur’an quite clearly states that husbands and 

wives should live together “on a footing of kindness 

[4:19]. ” Further, it addresses the husbands telling 

them: “And live with them in kindness. For if you 

dislike them – perhaps you dislike a thing and God 

makes therein much good [4:19].” 

Husbands and wives are described in the Qur’an as 

“garments for each other. [2:187].” What is a 

garment? It is something that beautifies, covers and 

protects. This says that husbands and wives should 

beautify and protect each other. 

The Prophet Muhammad is known to have treated all 

his wives very well and did his best to stop violence 

against women. He told his people: “[Men who hit 

their wives] are not the best among you.” He asked 

the men, “Could any of you beat his wife…and then 

lie with her in the evening?” [Bukhari, Muslim and 

Sunan Abu-Dawud, Book 11, Marriage (Kitab Al-

Nikah)] 

6. Jacobsen: What are the standard 

interpretations of the Islamic scriptures taken as 

Islamic points for domestic violence? Those who 

seek to justify violence in families and in the home 

with Islamic scriptures. 

Bullock: As you mentioned above, people from all 

religions and cultures experience and perpetrate 

family violence, May God protect us and give us 

ease. Patriarchal customs exist in Muslim 

communities too. The way around Qur’anic teachings 

on women’s equality and treating them well that I 

have referred to above is not by condoning violence 

against women per se; i.e. not by saying “religion 

allows us to be violent against women,” rather by 

interpreting a few difficult verses that are mis-read to 

give males authority over females; thus hitting is seen 

as a form of discipline, especially in one verse in 

particular that on a superficial reading seems to allow 

men to beat their wives [4:34]. 

Yet, the Islamic scholarly consensus from the earliest 

days has not permitted what today we think of when 

we say “domestic violence.” Even where they 

allowed the idea of the husband having authority over 

wives, (which has been true in many other religions 

and societies as well, including Christianity), the 

scholars were emphatic that any such “discipline” 

was not allowed to leave a bruise, nor touch the face. 

It was to be the last in a series of steps and enacted 

for only a limited number of reasons. This is not 

family violence as we know it today. In communities 

where wife-beating occurs, it is due to illiterate 

superficial scriptural “interpretations,” and more 

truly, patriarchal societal customs and habits that 

some men erroneously think gives them the license to 

do whatever they want to maintain power and control 

in the family. 

7. Jacobsen: How are those who stereotype and 

vilify Canadian Muslims seeking to use cases and 

statistics of domestic violence to paint all Muslims 

as primitive, abusive, and fundamentally violent 

along with a series of other tropes? 

Bullock: Stereotypes and vilification of Canadian 

Muslims use cases of domestic violence to buttress a 

concept that Muslims do not act as individuals. The 

negative stereotype assumes that Muslims are like 

computers controlled by software that programmes 

them to be violent. If an atheist Canadian beats his 

wife, it’s due to his individual mental health issues; 

but if a Canadian Muslim beats his wife, it’s due to 

his religion/culture. 
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8. Jacobsen: Following from the previous 

question, who are those bad actors? How are these 

warpages of reality strained on social media, the 

internet, television, and movies to justify bigotry?  

Bullock: Mainstream television and movies 

contribute to these negative stereotypes in two ways. 

First is by the absence of Muslim characters in 

normal situations doing normal or positive things. 

The CBC’s sitcom, Little Mosque on the Prairie, 

which featured a main character wearing 

hijab; Grey’s Anatomy, a hospital drama that 

introduced a hijabi doctor in Season 14, 2018, 

and Quantico, which introduced a hijabi FBI agent 

(2015-2018), are exceptions that prove the rule. 

The second way is the presence of Muslim characters 

who are usually always associated with terrorism or 

violence. Producers could do a lot more in righting 

this imbalance. For instance, the UK series, The 

Bodyguard, from 2018, a police-thriller about a 

bodyguard protecting Britain’s prime minister from a 

terrorist attack contained a potentially sympathetic 

portrayal of a hijabi forced into suicide bombing. 

[Spoiler alert here] but in the end, she turns out to be 

the mastermind of the whole thing. The viewer 

moves instantly from empathy to hatred, and the 

message is reinforced that Muslims, male or female, 

are always violent and can trick us into sympathy. It 

was a horrendous twist, and a lost opportunity, that is 

extremely damaging to Muslims in the West. 

9. Jacobsen: What are some of the main 

stereotypes, tropes, racist assumptions of all 

Muslims as Arab, prejudicial assertions of all 

Muslims as latent terrorists, and so on, feeding 

into these cardboard cutout views of the dynamics 

of the lives of Canadian Muslims? How are these, 

furthermore, one more example of the negative 

valences towards self-identified, or simply even 

other-identified, Muslims in this country? 

Bullock: In the earliest days of Christian apologetics 

against Islam, Arabs/Muslims were considered to be 

Ishmael’s descendants, and Ishmael was 

characterized as a “wild man.” They were called 

“Saracens.” St. John of Damascus, the first Christian 

apologist, who was born and raised in Damascus 

around 675/6, (his father, and then himself held a 

high hereditary public office for the Umayyad caliph 

Abd al-Malik) argued that “Saracen” meant “not of 

Sarah,” being born from Hagar, the handmaiden, and 

not Sarah, the wife of Prophet Abraham (peace be 

upon him). This characterization of the 

Arabs/Ishmaelites/Muslims as “wild” has remained in 

Western culture ever since as the dominant trope. 

10. Jacobsen: What are the psychological and 

physical, and familial, consequences for women 

and men victims of domestic violence here? 

Bullock: Survivors of domestic violence have to 

cope with lifelong traumas, both physical and mental 

scars. I know some women who have managed to 

pull themselves and their families out of abusive 

situations and re-built their lives. Their stories of 

resilience are inspiring. 

11. Jacobsen: What are the religious consequences 

for women and men victims of domestic violence 

here?  

Bullock: The main religious consequence is the 

deformation of religious practices that are meant to 

provide people with safe, secure, peaceful, and happy 

spaces in which to live their lives and observe their 

spiritual devotions. 

12. Jacobsen: Any recommended authors, 

organizations, or speakers on this subject matter? 

Bullock: Muslim communities across Canada are 

attempting to address and halt domestic violence. 

 In 2011 I signed a Call to Action to 

Eradicate Domestic Violence that was 

endorsed by The Canadian Council of 

Imams and many other community 

leaders. 

[https://noorculturalcentre.ca/call-to-

action-to-eradicate-domestic-violence/] 

 In 2012 Muslim men joined the White 

Ribbon campaign, which is men trying to 

work to end domestic violence, by 

organizing events and campaigns in 

mosques. 

[http://muslimsforwhiteribbon.com/]. 

Other organisations trying to address this issue 

include: 

 Canadian Council of Muslim 

Women. http://ccmw.com/. 

 Islamic Social Services 

Association. http://www.issacanada.com/

. 

 Muslim Family Safety Project, at London 

Ontario’s Muslim Resource Centre for 

Social Support and Integration 

(MRCSSI). https://mrcssi.com/family-

safety-program/. 

 Naseeha Hotline https://naseeha.org/. 

 Nisa Homes. https://www.nisahomes.com/. 

https://noorculturalcentre.ca/call-to-action-to-eradicate-domestic-violence/
https://noorculturalcentre.ca/call-to-action-to-eradicate-domestic-violence/
http://muslimsforwhiteribbon.com/
http://ccmw.com/
http://www.issacanada.com/
http://www.issacanada.com/
https://mrcssi.com/family-safety-program/
https://mrcssi.com/family-safety-program/
https://naseeha.org/
https://www.nisahomes.com/
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Other authors on this topic: 

 Fatima Omar Khamissa, CEO Spiritual Biz 

Moms, whose first book tells her story of 

leaving an abusive marriage and 

rebuilding her 

life. https://muslimlink.ca/stories/fatima

-omar-khamissa. What is Verbal 

Abuse? https://www.amazon.com/gp/pro

duct/B007XIWPGE/ref=dbs_a_def_rwt

_hsch_vapi_tkin_p1_i3. 

 Samra Zafar, Author: A Good Wife: 

Escaping the Life I Never 

Chose, 2019. https://www.samrazafar.co

m/. 

Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Dr. Bullock. 

Bullock: Thank you for the opportunity. Best wishes 

to all the readers during this unprecedented time of 

lockdown and illness. May you all stay well and safe. 
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An Interview with Guillermo Alejandro Escárcega Pliego on Vision, Mission, and Values, and Issues in the 

HRT World, and the Best Tests: Founder, Hall of Sophia (Part Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: As you described the 

original idea’s formulation of the Hall of Sophia 

before, what is the overall vision of it? 

Guillermo Alejandro Escarcega Pliego: I want the 

Hall of Sophia to become a place where friendship 

and creativity meet. 

2. Jacobsen: What is the mission of it? 

Pliego: The Hall of Sophia has ten goals which are, 

the study of extreme intelligence**, the recognition 

of extreme intelligence as a driver of humanity, the 

recognition of individuals with extreme cognitive 

abilities, the creation of generic cognitive models by 

mathematics*, the creation of paradigms by linguistic 

formalizations (in the sense of Kuhn)*, the 

production of intellectual works on the field of 

mathematics, the production of intellectual works on 

the field of sciences, the production of intellectual 

works on the field of theology, the production of 

intellectual works on the field of philosophy, the 

production of intellectual works on the field of art, 

which were mainly inspired by the M-Classification 

wrote by Nikos Lygeros. 

3. Jacobsen: What are the values of it? 

Pliego: As a society that believes that genius it’s the 

driver of humanity the Hall of Sophia cheers and 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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believes that intellectual honesty, integrity, and 

commitment are the foundations on which positive 

changes happen. 

4. Jacobsen: How do the vision, mission, and 

values converge into a unified framework for the 

Hall of Sophia? 

Pliego: They converge in the sense that intellectual 

productions always require a grade of honesty and 

integrity when they are released into the world. 

5. Jacobsen: What are some of the facets of the 

intellectual inquiry center now? 

Pliego: Right now we are just a group of friends that 

are diving in the realm of human interaction. 

6. Jacobsen: Following from the previous 

question, what have been some of the 

developments of the organization to get to this 

point? 

Pliego: His foundation and the gathering of his 

members. 

7. Jacobsen: You list the ways to norm high I.Q. 

tests. Can you expand on this here, please? 

Pliego: I have thought of several ways to norm high 

range I.Q. tests, one of them is something I call the 

Percentage Theory which states that a person with an 

I.Q. of 120 sd15 could solve 10% percent of all items 

in a high range I.Q. test, a person with an I.Q. of 135 

sd15 could solve 20% percent of all items in a high 

range I.Q. test, a person with an I.Q. of 146 sd15 

could solve 30% percent of all items in a high range 

I.Q. test, a person with an I.Q. of 156 sd15 could 

solve 50% percent of all items in a high range I.Q. 

test, a person with an I.Q. of 164 sd15 could solve 

70% percent of all items in a high range I.Q. test, a 

person with an I.Q. of 171 sd15 could solve 90% 

percent of all items in a high range I.Q. test and a 

person with an I.Q. of 184+ sd15 or more could solve 

100% percent of all items in a high range I.Q. test 

that was properly designed to measure extreme 

intelligence. 

I started to think about this theory when I noticed that 

most of the scores people get on high range I.Q. tests 

fall on a certain percentage range, from there I 

deduced that the smartest people on the planet would 

always solve 70% percent or more of all items in a 

high range I.Q. test, the rest was adding and 

subtracting percentages to make them fit inside a 

ceiling of 184+ sd15 and a floor of 120 sd15, I 

selected 184+ sd15 as the ceiling since I think the 

actual capacity of high range I.Q. tests doesn’t go 

beyond that point, since we don’t know how to 

measure intelligences beyond that point. 

Now, honestly all of this it’s just a theory and it 

would require lots of data analysis to confirm it. 

Now, in my opinion, the best way to norm a high 

range test properly is having a big sample of at least 

one hundred thousand and ideally a million, since 

high range I.Q. tests pretend to measure beyond the 

99.9% percentile and honestly and in my opinion the 

only way to get the whole picture of the I.Q. range a 

test measure is having a lot of people of all 

backgrounds tested with it. 

8. Jacobsen: What are the different societies and 

levels of rarities included in the Hall of Sophia? 

Pliego: The Hall of Sophia is comprised of only one 

society the Hall of Sophia, now for the levels of rarity 

when I founded the Hall of Sophia I put together a 

I.Q. scale that I call the Base X Distribution which 

has twelve levels of rarity starting at One out of Ten, 

I.Q. 120 sd15, and ending at One out of One Trillion, 

I.Q. 210 sd15 (the limit of I.Q. testing). 

9. Jacobsen: From the professional vantage, what 

can be the issues with the highest ranges of I.Q. 

testing? 

Pliego: First of all I’m not a professional in the field 

of psychometrics so I will try to answer in the best 

way I can to this question. 

There are at least four problems that can be pointed 

out, the first problem is “ceiling effect” id est that the 

most smartest people taking a test with a ceiling of 

120 sd15 will always achieve perfect scores, the 

second is norming properly any test id est is that not 

all tests are normed with perfectly random samples, 

the third is that at higher I.Q. levels, intelligence it’s 

specialized rather than general id est that the concept 

of ‘g’ breaks down at two standard deviations above 

the mean and the fourth problem is that it’s difficult 

to distinguish between people of extreme intelligence 

id est that there aren’t tests that could differentiate 

properly between persons with an I.Q. of 184 sd15 

and persons with an I.Q. of 190 sd15. 

10. Jacobsen: What have been cases of cheating, 

fraud, and abuse in regards to the alternative/non-

mainstream I.Q. tests? 

Pliego: Back in the 90’s people compromised the 

Langdon Adult Intelligence Test, The Mega Test and 

the numerical section of the Test for Genius. 

11. Jacobsen: Following from the previous 

question, how can societies and associations, and 

organizations, for the high range (3SD+) protect 

against these events and actions? 

Pliego: In my opinion, the most simple way to 

protect tests and societies from them is to have a 
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register of who takes the tests and who joins the 

societies. 

12. Jacobsen: What tests appear to have the 

highest quality standard in terms of the range of 

abilities, size of the sample, and so on?  

Pliego: In my honest opinion one of the best tests to 

measure extreme intelligence properly is and always 

will be The Titan Test, nothing in the long history of 

high range I.Q. testing (except for the LAIT, which 

was compromised and isn’t scored anymore) has 

come close to the quality of his items or norm, 

another good test that comes close to the quality of 

the non-verbal section of the Titan Test is the Eureka 

Test by Nikos Lygeros (who scored 189 sd16 on the 

Stanford-Binet Test) founder of The Pi Society, other 

tests are Verba66, XVLingua, Anoteleia 44 by 

Mislav Predavec (who scored 184 sd15 on Logima 

Strictica 36), other is Logima Strictica 36 by Robert 

Lato, a few others are The Lux25 and the World 

Intelligence Test by Jason Betts and another is the 

9I6 by Laurent Dubois, one of the three tests that 

haven’t been designed by Paul Cooijmans that are 

accepted for membership in the Giga Society society. 

13. Jacobsen: Members of the Giga Society, 

known: Thomas R. A. Wolf, Matthew Scillitani, 

Andreas Gunnarsson, Scott Ben Durgin, Dany 

Provost, Rolf Mifflin, Paul Johns, Evangelos G. 

Katsioulis, and Rick Rosner. What is likely 

common in the cognitive ranges and abilities of 

the individuals here? What can be universally 

stated as common factors likely amongst them? 

Pliego: First of all I don’t know any of them 

personally, second of all I’m not a member of the 

Giga Society saying this I will only answer what I 

think can be said about them in the most honest way. 

It’s hard to say since I don’t know any of the Giga 

Society members personally. 

So for the first question the only thing I can say is 

that one of his likely common cognitive abilities is 

that they have a deep understanding of subjects, i.e. 

they can see the connections among things that others 

don’t. 

For the second question the only thing I can say is 

that they are highly educated and highly 

accomplished people. 

14. Jacobsen: What is the ultimate goal with the 

Hall of Sophia? 

Pliego: To reach for the stars. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Hall of Sophia. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/pliego-two; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: For the starting session 

here, we will discuss things starting off with the 

information provided by Dr. Schlick. Then some 

commentary by Rick, and then this can provide 

some pace to start with the work on Strategic 

Management Systems, which is the specialty of Dr. 

Schlick.  

Sandra Schlick: I agree, best is to start with thinking 

about what a process is about. Within a process, you 

identify tasks in the first place. After that step, you 
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need to look at how each process task interrelates 

with other tasks. Let’s look at the Competitive 

Intelligence (CI) process. Basically, the CI process 

deals with data identification and analysis that 

potentially influence a firm’s activities. There we 

have management tasks that highly relate to the 

conventional CI process (planning and focus, data 

gathering and analysis, communication of analysis 

outcomes and link to decision making). I have to 

show these processes, because there is no “strategic 

management” process per se. There are decisions, 

there are processes that focus on certain issues. I 

discuss a bid the relatedness of CI with other 

processes because there is a “web of processes” is 

what constitutes strategic management. From another 

viewpoint, we can say that if there influencing 

strategic decisions mean to relate to strategic 

management. I speak of two aspects here: 

synthesized information that can influence strategic 

decisions, and the varied organizational support to 

strategic decision making. 

When looking at what strategic management is about, 

there is a source (The Association for strategic 

planning (2014) that describes criteria – which 

supports the arguments above: 

– Systems approach (emphasizing the 

interrelatedness of processes) 

– Change management 

– Information for decision making 

– Assessment 

– Prioritization 

– Supporting toolkit (terms, concepts, steps, tools, 

techniques) 

– Integrate systems and align around strategy 

– Deliver simple, clear, and practical benefits 

– Incorporate learning and feedback 

When looking at the link of the CI process to other 

processes, there are internal activities (Knowledge 

Management (KM) that deals with internal data of 

the firm), just because the data are analyzed in the 

firm and some firms (especially the big ones) are the 

main influencer of the market themselves. – please be 

aware that I try to explain rather complex processes 

in a short way, therefore I will skip some issues here. 

The main important is that the KM process (a process 

of data gathering and analysis itself) underpins the CI 

process by bridging the information gap between the 

CI analysis and the information to management for 

decision (an important step when doing CI). 

Then we have quality, because we need to know the 

validity of our data. Because the term “validity” is 

too narrow (it is associated with the goodness of 

data), we enlarge that concept to “effectiveness” and 

“sophistication”. Hereby we refer to the process of CI 

as a whole. Its effectiveness is not just the goodness 

of its data at the usefulness of a decision (eg was it a 

good idea to expand, merge, or to launch a new 

product?). Sophistication looks at the construct of the 

process and the tools (eg advanced analysis methods? 

Advanced software? Emphasis on CI by issuing large 

teams or secondary tasks?) 

Rick Rosner: From a personal perspective, I studied 

a lot of statistics. I took many semesters of it. I’m 

good at it in terms of my understanding of the 

concepts, but I can do zero statistical work because I 

don’t code. Statistics is all coding now, as far as I 

know. You have to be able to run sophisticated, 

multidimensional, and super powerful data analytics 

to do acceptable statistics now. All the classes I took; 

maybe, the last semester we worked with some 

statistics semester. Before that, all the former 

semesters were pencil and paper, which are obsolete. 

When I think of “Knowledge Management,” I think of 

stuff going on, which is not entirely opaque to me but 

not entirely accessible to me. Because I do not even 

have the coding chops to get anywhere near it. That 

being said, the initial producers and the final 

clients/recipients of the knowledge management are 

people. So, at some point, you’re dealing with people 

and their limitations. I cannot talk about Knowledge 

Management in particular. I can talk about this: you 

can get information to any information-based 

questions, even non-information-based questions like 

opinions, via Google. 

The percent of questions where I had to go to the 

library when I was a kid to look up stuff for a paper 

due on the theories of the universe. I had to go to the 

library and slog through books. Then maybe, 

something would have a pertinent point. However, 

close to 100% of the questions of some kid might 

have had to look in then library in 1991 can find 

through Google in a minute now, you would think 

that this would everyone smarter. In a lot ways, it has 

made people smarter. In some obvious ways, it has 

made us stupider. 

We really can do amazing things with the access to 

knowledge, including things like driving, whether you 

use Google Maps or Waze or some other thing. 

You’re not going to get lost. You may be able to come 

up with ways to go, which saves 20% of your travel 

time. The ways in which easy access to knowledge 

makes us stupider is how everybody has been 

rendered pissed off and crazy by political 
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propaganda coming at us in ways we can’t defend 

against it. 

Because it comes to us via social media. We are 

adequately resistant to it. Another way that we are 

stupider is our constant use of devices. And our 

preference for the more delicious forms of 

information. Everybody loves information. But a lot 

of the information that we love is garbage, e.g., 

endlessly texting with your friends, endlessly posting 

nonsense on social media. So, one thing that 

Knowledge Management has shown is our strengths 

and limitations. Because we have unlimited access to 

knowledge now. 

It has shown us to be limited in what we can do with 

it, as humans. We continue to behave in schmucky 

ways. Let’s use Star Trek, which first ran in the early 

to mid-1960s, it showed a world in which technology 

made people behave better, generally. It was a 

naively idealistic idea of the future, where 

Roddenberry wanted a flight deck that had people 

from a variety of nations and races, and genders. All 

getting along to achieve a common goal. 

A lot of science fiction, I think, was sterile and 

naively thought that people would get smarter once 

we had adequate technology. Our current situation 

shows that that is not the case. I talk a lot without any 

basis in expertise in how we will work more and 

more intimately with AI in the future and more and 

more directly with AI and more and more directly 

with each other, as we invent ways to better and 

better transmit information among ourselves. 

The deal is, one big problem is the end users are 

people and the objectives are people’s objectives. In 

the way that Gene Roddenberry hoped people would 

get better in the future, I can hope people plus AI will 

be less shitty than people. The more and more 

imbued with technology and Ai that we get, the more 

we will change. 

We have been the same people genetically for 

100,000 years. We aren’t any smarter; in that, we 

don’t have more native mental resources than the 

ancient Etruscans. So, to be optimistic about the 

future, you kind of have to hope human shittiness can 

be managed and mitigated by people becoming more 

and more intimately linked to each other and to AI. 

So, the limitations of a single brain trying to process 

the information on its own will lead to the limitations 

gradually becoming ameliorated, I guess. 

2. Jacobsen: Dr. Schlick, how does Rick’s more 

colloquial presentation of an understanding match 

and contrast with the more robust expert 

comprehension of the research and practice of 

Strategic Management Systems? When you’re 

looking at data identification, what are the types 

of data taken into account for these operations? 

What are the more common types of data one will 

find in a firm compared to other areas in which 

Strategic Management Systems are relevant? 

What about the idea of something less process-

oriented and more decision and issues-focused? 

This is a counterintuitive idea. How are these 

synergized decisions part and parcel of an overall 

“interrelatedness of processes”? What is “Change 

management”? Information for decision-making 

seems covered in the types of data question. What 

is an assessment for a firm in this context? How 

does one prioritize within a particular industry for 

the needs of said industry? The toolkit mentions 

concepts, steps, techniques, terms, and tools as 

foundational in the “supporting toolkit.” How are 

these defined within the context of Strategic 

Management Systems? How does one “integrated 

systems and align around strategy”? When selling 

the benefits to a firm of formal analysis, how do 

you “deliver simple, clear, and practical benefits? 

Finally, what are common forms of learning and 

feedback for a perpetual improvement of firms’ 

overall integrated operations, according to the 

Strategic Management Systems model? 

Schlick: We have to either look at processes in a 

management-oriented way that means, in support of a 

company’s needs and in identifying patterns that 

potentially match for an industry, thus, an economic 

perspective. In contrast, we can look at it in a 

technical way by analyzing data or in a philosophical 

way by discussing similarities of processes and the 

way people conduct their lives and plan these. 

Therefore, I would not call my view a “robust” one or 

Rick’s a “colloquial” one but just different 

viewpoints from different angles of the same basic 

idea. I work mainly with qualitative data that allow 

me to either find patterns in similar processes, embed 

processes in the context of operating, strategizing and 

norming within a company, or to understand what 

processes are potentially about and when we have to 

stretch these into ad hoc formations or formal 

procedures. I also use qualitative data to understand 

how people can work along with processes and to 

identify their needs concerning a process – thus, 

being more flexible or predefined. 

Talking about other huge concepts as change 

management and decision making, we need to be 

careful, because, when working with processes we 

always have to consider the unknown and implicit 

changes. The other side is that change management 

can be seen as a process itself – when working in an 

agile environment. The concepts of “decision 
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making” are often overused, that is, despite we 

started with those concepts in a managerial view to 

identify strategies, sometimes it is overused for a 

single customer doing a decision – and mostly, it is 

not very fruitful. The reason is that decisions are 

coming from an analysis of data with an outcome and 

a recommendation – be it yourself analyzing a 

situation and then doing your decision, be it a 

management board receiving an analysis from his 

analyst team along with their recommendation. This 

is, of course, my view. When looking at the process 

of analyzing, we can find outcomes that put forward 

options. We can not say that there is “one” 

assessment” or “one prioritization” as this a) depends 

on a specific decision situation and b) on the 

competitive pressure of an industry and c) on the way 

a management board and their analyst team see “the 

world” and its challenges and opportunities. 

Concerning benefits: it depends if these are meant to 

be operational, strategic, or norm setting. Therefore, 

the outcomes of an analysis must match the targeted 

query. If a query (a question to the analyst team) is 

clearly formulated, we expect a clear answer – be it a 

solution for the problem or be it that a problem just 

does not have one. There are also no “common 

forms”, there are suggested ways of interactive 

development within companies for the employees, 

but the learning path of individuals is in a way 

individual. Lately, a lot has been done to offer online 

learning opportunities for all kinds of needs and 

stages – be it a single course, an academic grade, or 

professional development. On the other hand, online 

development within companies also became more 

relevant. We can see this happening in company 

databases for knowledge exchange and in their 

development of using offsite tools for their 

employees. The bottom line is that despite the 

learning abilities and the potential of processes, 

allowing employees following distinct steps being 

from onsite or offsite, much work is left to allow for 

flexibility at work. The key is that there is a need for 

interaction between the two poles of flexibility in 

tasks and work seeking big picture and innovation, 

and crystalline attitude that come from a) experience 

and b) from the depth and dedication for perfection. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Dr. Sandra Schlick has the expertise and interest 

in Managing Mathematics, Statistics, and 

Methodology for Business Engineers while having a 

focus on online training. She supervises M.Sc. theses 

in Business Information and D.B.A. theses in 

Business Management. Managing Mathematics, 

Statistics, Methodology for Business Engineers with 

a focus on online training. Her areas of competence 

can be seen in the “Competency Map.” That is to 

say, her areas of expertise and experience mapped in 

a visualization presentation. Schlick’s affiliations are 

the Fernfachhochschule Schweiz: University of 

Applied Sciences, the University of Applied Sciences 

and Arts Northwestern Switzerland, the Kalaidos 

University of Applied Sciences, and AKAD. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/schlick-

rosner-one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Science (Part Nine)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Following from the 

previous question about the supernatural, and 

some religion, what is science? 

Rick Rosner: Science hadn’t really been pinned 

down since historians and philosophers of science. 

People knew what science was. There was a Supreme 

Court Justice years ago who said that he couldn’t 

define pornography but knew it when he saw it. It 

wasn’t until the second half of the 20th century until it 

was like that. People like Kuhn and Popper said it 

was falsifiability. You have a theory that makes 

claims about how the world should behave if your 

theory is true. Then you test the theory. To me, that is 

the quickest, easiest definition of science. You can 

find all sorts of ways to do science that don’t use that 

system, like scientific classification. Just classifying 

shit is a scientific exercise, which doesn’t use that 

system like scientific classification. Classification is a 

scientific exercise that doesn’t involve falsification. It 

says, “Look, we have beetles with serrated claws and 

with smooth claws.” It is making observations of the 

world. So, you must widen the definition of science. 

That leads to an expanding collection of verifiable 

knowledge about the world. 
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Erik Haereid: Concerning falsifiability, science is a 

probability process. You will never know for sure, but 

you will increase the probability for that phenomenon 

to be true by collecting information that substantiates 

the hypothesis. I guess this is basically my view. 

Science is about processing as much information as 

possible trying to get closer to solutions and the 

truths in an everlasting critical circle. Science is a 

collection of tools, an instrument with the aim of 

finding universal truths. Its goal is finding something 

that everyone experiences and agrees with as 

objective and that’s not trapped within subjectivity. 

It’s about establishing some fundamental axiomatic 

assumptions that people respect, and to use some 

methods systematically to find patterns and new 

perceptions that we experience as true. 

It’s about evolving something that works in general, 

some logical coherences or empirical perceptions, 

systemizing gathered information and treating it 

consciously using some methods that increases and 

maximizes the probability of the findings/results 

being true. 

The clue is to develop new knowledge that hopefully 

will give humans better lives and advantages, and 

knowledge that is as objectively true as we can get it. 

Science is, therefore, a system or collection of 

methods that, so far, most people find as the best way 

of establishing knowledge. 

If everyone experiences something and uses it it’s 

true until the children or the one scientist or someone 

makes us aware that we are wrong, like in The 

Emperor’s New Clothes. Manipulation and 

brainwashing can distort science because we need to 

adapt to each other and follow authorities. We don’t 

believe sufficiently in our own perceptions. 

Our subjectivity is something we can live with when 

we adapt to the objective truth. We need objectivity to 

survive as subjects.  

One of the main features of science is doubt. This 

defines science. By being critical and never sure 

about everything you increase the probability of 

being pretty sure of something; it’s a way of 

collecting safety. It’s a way of tricking the mind to 

think of assumptions as temporary truths and, 

therefore, safe enough to live with. It’s like living by 

the rule “I don’t really know anything, but since I sit 

here and write, it can’t be that uncertain.” It’s an 

axiomatic precaution, like the cogito ergo sum. 

Science is also about gathering information, thus 

defining and using symbols that describe phenomena 

in ever greater detail. It is thus also an extension of 

objectivity. We want to know more. To Norwegians 

snow and winter are quite central objects; we have a 

lot of symbols and words describing these 

phenomena. But for the Inuit this is nothing, they 

have cascades of words and symbols describing this, 

and for the people living around equator snow is 

almost baffling. 

2. Jacobsen: Why are science and empiricism 

controversial to so many? 

Rosner: Science and empiricism are controversial to 

people with a creepy hidden agenda or people who 

have been manipulated by people with a creepy 

hidden agenda. Some say science takes the mystery 

out of the world and denies the matters of faith and 

divinity. But those are horseshit arguments presented 

by charlatans. Religious people can maintain 

religious faith and still believe in facts about the 

world. I don’t think people who aren’t charlatans or 

idiots have that many quibbles with science. They 

might have problems. I could see somebody having 

problems with scientific frameworks that impose a 

complete absence of values on the world. That 

everything happens at random. That there are no 

higher values. That values are a construct by humans. 

But that hyper-cold pseudoscientific framework is 

itself kind of a lazy understanding of science; it has 

some faith aspects to it, itself. There is room to have 

values within an evolved universe. The superficial 

understanding of science; that nothing can mean 

anything. I concede having problems with that. That 

framework, an easy way of putting it: reasonable 

people don’t have a problem with the specifics, the 

specific discoveries and principles, of physics and of 

various sciences. They may have problems with 

overreaching scientific, philosophical frameworks. 

That deny the possibility of values and of divinity. 

But nobody but an asshole denies the factual 

discoveries of science. 

Haereid: I think we all need to know that there is 

always a way out, an entrance where we can escape 

to; a final home. 

The cultural thing is one cause, the obedience to 

authorities another. The classical Milgram 

experiment exemplifies this. The (subjective) truth is 

captured in our individual psychological needs. I 

think some are afraid of objectiveness; something 

they can’t control with their own mind and body. 

Some are very conservative. This is especially a 

problem with middle-aged and elderly people. Many 

feel threatened by new inventions and scientific 

revelations. Even though, it’s based on the sincerest 

methods we know of. I think some are scared because 

they don’t understand; it messes up their mind, 

especially when the pace is as fast as now. 
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Laziness. It’s easier to stay where you are, even if 

that’s a world of delusions, than using the energy to 

adapt to a natural evolution of knowledge and 

activities. To some it’s frightening, I guess. 

I think some people find science uncertain, 

meaningless, clinical. It’s easier to believe in 

elevated, supernatural figures and ideas. 

The Norwegian author Henrik Ibsen wrote, in The 

Wild Duck, “Deprive the average human being of his 

life-lie, and you rob him of his happiness.” Ibsen 

didn’t mean that one should mix fantasies and reality, 

just swim into one’s fantasies now and then. 

The scientist never knows for sure. There is always 

something to reveal and find, and the answer will 

never be found. I think that’s problematic for some. 

They can’t find the safety and peace they need inside 

that realm. Some find rest and peace walking on solid 

earth while others climb steep mountains. 

Many find peace in an almighty power or father that 

ensures them peace in an afterlife. To them, it’s 

controversial to claim that such a father doesn’t 

exist, or at least we don’t know that, and the answer 

is in some stringent logical methods that to many 

don’t give much comfort. I also think that many 

people who are critical to science see scientists as 

cold, cynical and not in contact with their emotions. I 

don’t know. That’s a hunch. 

3. Jacobsen: When we think of science in an 

everyday sense, what is it? 

Rosner: It is what we learned about the world with, 

in most cases, a high degree of certainty and how 

we’ve used that knowledge about the world. Most of 

the stuff that we know with a high degree of certainty 

is, somehow, tied to science. Off the top of my head, 

I came up with a system of knowledge that is not tied 

to science, but is tied to real sloppiness or has less 

certainty, e.g., the art of picking up girls or women. It 

had a renaissance in the 1990s or the 2000s. These 

guys who wanted to hook up with hot girls developed 

a set of techniques for an attempt to do that, including 

things like negging – coming up to a hot girl and not 

telling her that she is beautiful, but saying that 

something is weird with her. According to the pick-

up artist system, she has heard she is beautiful a 

million times before. That is a system of knowledge 

that is not reliable because every person is a different 

person. It is not scientifically established. You can go 

up and tell someone, a girl, that her nose does a weird 

thing when she laughs. That may or may not work. It 

is shitty, in terms of effectiveness and just being 

established fact that you can pick up a girl by mildly 

insulting her. A lot of the stuff that is more reliable is 

based on more scientific fact, like pupils dilate when 

someone likes you. It may be unreliable, but it is 

closer to real science. But neither of those is as close 

to the physics of when you drop a ball. Things we 

feel close to having 100% certainty are the products 

of science. 

Haereid: Most of what we see of manmade objects is 

based on science. Different buildings, skyscrapers 

and bridges. Vehicles, machinery, roads and traffic. 

Infrastructures. Economic and political systems. 

Communication, phones, computers, the internet. 

Power, like electricity. Medicine. Technology. 

We think of it as basic for a lot of our many devices 

that we use all the time, like washing machines and 

smartphones. We think of progress and effectiveness; 

an easier way to produce food, produce what we 

want, more spare time, more money, funnier stuff to 

use, more advanced tech to play with. We think of 

virtual reality and a totally new world that we dive 

into. Effectuation of communication. More of 

everything; more choices, more stress, more 

demands, more happiness, more sadness. It’s a 

dichotomy in the way that science produces more 

freedom and spare time, and at the same time, less of 

that; many struggled because they can’t reach 

everything they want to and feel they need to. Science 

produces vast amounts of conscious content. It 

creates a social pressure, and an economic brainless 

whirl based on the idea that all growth is good 

growth; reduction in GNP (GNI) is devastating. But 

of course, it isn’t. That’s nonsense. 

I guess most (young) people think of science as 

something that gives them more opportunities, 

choices, freedom and, on average, a better and 

longer life. 

4. Jacobsen: How does this differ from real 

science? 

Rosner: The everyday understanding of science is 

using stuff already established or products. 

Everything we consume, now, is the product of 

modern civilization. Modern civilization is the 

product of science. But it is just using the products of 

science and technology. So, every day, exposure to 

science is using the products, and doing real science 

is trying to expand scientific knowledge. 

Haereid: It’s about usefulness contra 

understanding. From “How do I use it, what’s in it 

for me?” to “How does it work, what does it consist 

of, how can I make it?” You don’t need to know how 

it works to see and use technology, a smartphone or a 

bridge. The border is the user interfaces. You don’t 

have to understand how a transistor or microchip 

works to use a radio or computer. You don’t have to 

understand that experiencing the blue planet and sky 
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is due to certain frequencies in the electromagnetic 

waves. But to describe the phenomena and develop 

knowledge you must know it, dig into it. 

5. Jacobsen: If we examine the supernatural, 

paranormal claims about ghosts, prayer, demons, 

goblins, reading minds, foretelling the future, 

spirits, the divine inspiration of purported holy 

texts, and so on, what are some appropriate 

scientific answers to them or responses to them? 

Rosner: That they are mostly, or most of those 

beliefs get, squeezed out of existence and attributed 

to wishful thinking or optical illusions. Like, 

everybody occasionally sees somebody lurking in a 

doorway for about a tenth of a second. That’s just 

your brain rebooting its systems. You don’t see 

someone all the sudden materialize in a doorway if 

you have been staring at the doorway. If you turn 

your head, then you might for a split second see 

someone in the doorway and startle yourself. That’s 

just your brain making a bad guess about what is at 

the doorway. As you look at the doorway, your brain 

gets more information; then you brain is like, “Oh! 

Just a doorway.” Most of that stuff belongs to the 

paranormal and gets explained away by science. 

Some stuff might survive, but only in ways that are 

mediated by science. Take ESP, or telepathy, some 

people might be able to read other people’s thoughts 

better than other people because they are able to 

catch or perceive micro-expressions and can guess 

what issues most people have in their lives. Most 

psychics who are good are good guessers and 

experienced in asking questions that will ring a bell. 

Do you know anyone whose name begins with J? 

Stuff like that. There can be some basis for this stuff. 

All of it is mediated through normal means, being 

able to read people’s micro-expressions; you’re using 

regular perception not extra-perception. Or you might 

be using some sixth sense; some people might have 

it. I doubt it. But like birds, birds can perceive 

magnetic fields and can be able to navigate using the 

Earth’s magnetic fields. Some people might have 

some vestige of it. I doubt it. But it would still be a 

scientifically established sense. There is not a lot of 

magic syrup floating around. If there turn out to be, 

they will turn out to be scientifically explained and 

incorporated into science, like zombies. 

There are zombies. But they are the old school 

zombies like in Haiti before the definition of zombie 

got hijacked. People in Haiti, I think, and some other 

Caribbean island would kidnap people and drug the 

fuck out of them and turn them into these people who 

are kind of slaves, because they were drugged up and 

followed simple orders. They couldn’t follow 

complex orders because you drugged them enough to 

have control over them. Those are scientifically 

established zombies. Assuming this Haiti thing is 

real, you could find people in Haiti doing this and 

find people drugged up. But the new zombie, which 

is a dead person who came back to life and eats 

brains and lurches around; it is scientifically 

unsupportable. Nobody claims zombies are real, but 

people claim other shit is real like ghosts. Most of the 

stuff like that; 

that people want to believe is, or are, real. They just 

don’t make sense. 

People who live for 300 years, if they stay out of 

sunlight and drink blood. That’s just not supportable. 

Although, sometimes, when you look at the origins of 

the legends of these people, you see some people 

may have had a disease or a psychosis that may have 

led to the beginnings of these. All this stuff is 

obvious. 

Anyway. 

Haereid: Prove it. Give me more details; more 

information, things that I can see, understand and 

experience. Things that I can percept. You tell me 

something that I can’t experience empirically or 

logically. Then it’s a hypothesis. Science fiction is 

also science in the sense of thoughts about something 

that can happen, that maybe is real, but is far away 

from our perceptions of reality at this moment. When 

you have a mathematical hunch, you think there is a 

formal connection, but you don’t know; you create a 

theory which you try to prove mathematically. As a 

scientist you don’t claim that theory to be true or 

false until you have proved or disproved it. This 

caution and respect, humility, is in the scientist’s 

blood. 

If you mean you can read minds and see ghosts, give 

me some evidences, something I can build my belief 

on. If I reject your ideas and say it’s nonsense, I am 

as little scientific as you are. Because I really don’t 

know if what you are saying is true or false. I can’t 

prove it’s not true, but I think you make a mental 

shortcut, that your brain tricks you. 

Explain to me what you mean, in empirical and 

logical details; I need objectivity. If you don’t, it’s 

just subjective, emotional, psychological phenomena. 

We thought the planet was flat until we were 

objectively convinced it was not, and that a 

heliocentric view was righter than the geocentric 

one. 

6. Jacobsen: Rick, you said, “Squeezed out of 

existence.” You mean, “Squeezed out of the 

mental, cultural landscape.” 
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Rosner: Just squeezed out of the possibility of 

existing, because in societies that are pre-scientific or 

early scientific, they have a catch-all of beliefs. There 

are plenty of empirical beliefs. There might be some 

systematized beliefs. There are probably plenty of 

beliefs about spirits and stuff that we don’t believe, 

but, maybe, people didn’t have enough evidence to 

deny them at the time because the accumulation of 

human knowledge wasn’t sufficient to squeeze that 

stuff out of the realm of possibility. If you have an 

institution promoting mystical beliefs, like churches, 

it is very persuasive; the church is invested in 

accumulating information that supports the beliefs of 

the church. It takes a long time for that knowledge to 

be superseded by scientific knowledge. 

7. Jacobsen: Is part of the reason so many people 

believe in these things related to the lack of 

appropriate science education interventions?  

Rosner: Everybody constructs their picture of the 

world. People have a variety of influences. It is not 

necessarily the job of education and people’s friends 

and family to crush every mystical belief out of them, 

to examine everything that a person may believe and 

assiduously root out everything that might not be 

legit. People draw information from several different 

sources. It would be difficult and mostly unnecessary 

to drum every unscientific belief out of people. 

People can believe all sorts of shit and go about their 

daily lives. Much of the time, it is not much of a 

problem. Mostly, it is a problem when people exploit 

people’s ignorance. America is at a high tide of 

cynical motherfuckers exploiting people’s ignorance 

and non-scientific beliefs. 

Haereid: People who grow up in an inspiring 

environment where the others “think science,” 

like some families, where both parents are teachers 

or scientists, seem to adopt this culture; understand 

and like science when they become adults. 

It’s about motivation. If you have people around you 

ONLY talking about other people, small-talking and 

being interested in superficies stuff like clothes and 

makeup, or who is who-stuff, social status and so on, 

you don’t get into the interesting features of science. 

Then you don’t get it. You must understand it; go into 

the empirical and logical details to gain the 

motivation. You must experience that you get it. It’s 

like building something; it’s rewarding because you 

get that inner feeling of reward, to master something, 

building your identity. A good teacher can do 

miracles with the kids making them interested in 

science. To experience the power in scientific truth is 

stronger than any godlike power, I think. Then it’s 

more difficult to believe in supernatural things. You 

start asking questions that are prohibited in these 

cultures. 

8. Jacobsen: Also, is some of this due to the 

churches and religious institutions? For example, 

when I went through the creationist groups in 

Canada, they almost always present in the 

churches or places of worship. In other words, 

pseudoscience gets transmitted with the 

permission and, in fact, promotional efforts and 

encouragement of religious groups while done in 

places of worship.  

Rosner: Yes! Churches incorporate mystical beliefs, 

for the most part. There are some churches like 

Seventh Day Adventists, Unitarians, or Reformed 

Jews where mystical beliefs take a back seat to the 

scientific beliefs and moral teachings. But yes, 

churches teach a bunch of mystical stuff. But if it 

teaches them to behave morally, then it is much 

harm. If it teaches them to behave like immoral idiots 

like some of the Evangelical congregations are 

caught up in America now, then, yes, it is a fucking 

problem. 

Haereid: I think it’s more common in North America 

than Scandinavia, but it’s here too. Some institutions 

use every opportunity to convince people of what they 

believe is true, even if it’s based on wishes and 

fantasies. It’s coercion; you get a reward if you apply 

and punishment if you argue. The unscientific way of 

convincing people is basically through reward and 

punishment, emotional invasion. In science, the 

answers are rewards and the questions are the 

punishments. 

It’s like the people in the wedding should force the 

people in the funeral to feel happy, or vice versa. 

They build a strong culture, and spice it with 

motivations and rewards. They use psychology to 

attract uncertain and lonely people to their herd; to 

build their army of blind soldiers. 

9. Jacobsen: If we look further at the 

methodologies of science, what are its most 

advanced manifestations now? 

Rosner: We are going to supplant ourselves as the 

best information processors on Earth. Eventually, we 

will give ourselves technological immortality. Those 

are the bigger manifestations of science. Just the rise 

of AI and super-medicine, if you’re asking about the 

purest manifestation of the scientific method, you 

could argue that is AI too, because AI – machine 

learning – is something; we are constantly 

performing thinking. Thinking is an experiment in 

predicting, in best predictions. The current fashion in 

thinking about thinking is that brains exist to predict 

and prepare you for every second and every moment 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 319 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

that you’re about to face. Thinking is an experiment 

in making assumptions and having those assumptions 

confirmed or denied and then changing your 

assumptions based on the new information, brains are 

super-duper Bayesian. Bayesian Probability is a 

system of weighting your predictions based on your 

estimate of how much you know at each point in time 

and then changing those predictions and your 

weighting of them based on experience. That’s what 

your brain does all the time. That’s what AI do all the 

time, setting machine learning loose in the world is a 

testament to constant testing and verification being 

etched into silicon. Science is informed guessing. 

You take what you know to try to use that to predict. 

That’s machine learning. 

Haereid: The only scientific, objective truths are the 

truths who apply to all; that favours all. This is a 

proper definition. It gives us few truths and a lot of 

uncertainty; a lot to work with and improve. And it 

provides common goals for the future information 

processors; human and AI. 

When we set goals that do not fulfill this definition, 

they are subjective or democratic; there are always 

fewer than all that defines them. That’s the beauty of 

math; it’s so far the closest we are to axioms and 

rules that everybody seems to accept. It’s objective. 

I believe in honesty and clarity as outcomes of 

science and its methods. In the future, it will be more 

difficult to lie, to manipulate, to gain power through 

promoting illusions. That leads us into a more joint 

and transparent society, where privacy becomes 

more visible and less private, because scientifically 

methods is about revealing failure, flaws, and then 

correct it. What we today see as flaws and failures 

will change through the process, with and without AI, 

and definitely with technology, when science 

develops through an effectuation of its methods. We 

still have a prehistorical view of what is right and 

wrong, because science is very new to us. We base a 

lot of our knowledge on nonscientific cultural stuff 

and prejudgments. We lack information and effective 

processors to handle it. With increasingly abilities, 

we will understand more and get closer to objective 

truths. We will adjust the goals as part of the 

scientific method, change direction, continuously, 

and increasing the probability of getting closer to the 

truths. 

At the beginning, this seems frightening. We will 

struggle with all our flaws until we see that 

everybody else has the same ones or related flaws. 

Then it becomes a joint struggle to improve, like 

killing Covid-19 and getting rid of cancer. The 

scientific method, like using technology to expand 

our brains, will help us to achieve our goals more 

effectively; faster and more precise. 

AI is an approach to how our brains work; it’s an 

amplifier in its very beginning. It uses its advantages 

over the human brain, like the available amount of 

information processed and speed. It copies the brain 

when it comes to our signal system. We speed up 

when something is important and we slow down when 

we don’t weight that information much. When we 

mean something is wrong, we reject it, and when 

something is right we store and process it. It’s like a 

transistor. Basically. This is copied to AI. It’s an 

automatic process inside the AI-brain that is meant to 

work as (an amplifier of) the human brain when it 

comes to scientific methods; converging towards 

better solutions, more truths, by weighting 

information and results, and do this iteratively 

continuously towards a goal.  

We are constantly improving our brain’s capacity, 

using scientific methods. We use technology to 

enhance our thinking and data processing. We will 

succeed in reaching our goals. 

10. Jacobsen: What are the most prominent and 

accepted findings in the sciences now? 

Rosner: Physics. Physics is the most deeply 

mathematical and deeply verified of the sciences. 

Then you can look at areas of physics that just 

without question are true: Newtonian dynamics for 

instance as long as you’re not dealing with stuff not 

travelling more than 1% of the speed of light, which 

almost nothing does in the everyday world except for 

subatomic particles or photons. The Newtonian 

framework is super-duper verified, so is Special 

Relativity. Physical dynamics is super verified. Even 

shit like thermodynamics is super verified, even 

though, people argue about the philosophical 

underpinnings of things like entropy and information. 

But really, there are so many areas of physics that we 

dead solid know. That footprint probably extends a 

little farther to stuff that’s known ridiculously 

absolutely, probably keeps creeping outward. Just 

because Einstein overturned Newtonian Mechanics, 

when a gravitational field or at high velocities, that 

didn’t invalidate Newtonian Mechanics. It meant that 

at normal velocities, and at normal gravitational 

fields. You might have to correct a term 14 places 

beyond the decimal point, which means you don’t 

have to correct it at all. Because it doesn’t matter for 

what you’re doing. 

Haereid: Mathematics is the most basic of all 

sciences. When something is mathematical coherent, 

and empirically experienced repeatedly over a long 

time, we accept it. Like Newton’s gravitational laws, 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 320 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

which Rick mentioned. It’s very difficult not to accept 

it. Physics, yes. Natural sciences in general. It’s a lot 

inside natural sciences that we accept, in chemistry 

and biology, in astronomy. It’s difficult to pick. 

11. Jacobsen: Overall, what does this view of the 

world give us? These different findings from fields 

of science brought into a reasonably knit together, 

though incomplete, blanket. 

Rosner: It lets us manipulate the world. To some 

extent, lagging that, it is understanding our place in 

the world. The lagging behind the certainty of science 

are the philosophies that may arise from science. 

Because we jettisoned; there’s the internet meme of 

the guy walking with one girl and looking at another 

girl. The girl that he is looking at is science; the girl 

that he blowing off is philosophy. We blew off 

philosophy because science gives results. Science is 

incomplete as we’ve talked about before. Science is 

nowhere near complete enough. It hasn’t given 

enough of a picture of the universe to give us any 

deep philosophizing that may have any of the nice 

certainty, even empirical underpinnings, that science 

does. What was the fucking question you got? 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Rosner: Right now, it gives us a bunch of cool shit. 

Some time in the future, it may give us philosophical 

understandings of the world. The cheap and shitty 

and inaccurate scientific/philosophical understanding 

of the world is that everything is random and nothing 

matters. I think a more sophisticated view might 

permit more. We have no idea. We still live at the 

bottom of a deep well of ignorance about the rest of 

the universe. We haven’t found life on any other 

planet. Even though, life on other planets must exist 

in profusion. We don’t know what a civilization that 

has been around for a million years might be like. We 

don’t know what role such civilizations might play in 

how the universe works, whether they play zero role 

or play a role in the universe’s information structure. 

That deep civilizations might be part of the way the 

universe understands itself. Who fucking knows? We 

have no idea. You and I talk about IC [Ed. Ask A 

Genius: Set I.]. These seem to have some offerings 

of a more philosophical set of implications if what we 

talk about is true. It is a true that has some nice 

resonances that seem like they should be true, but we 

just don’t know anything. But we do learn more stuff; 

we should be able to do more philosophy to some 

extent. 

Haereid: We are more perfectionists. Many think as 

scientists; the culture is driven by scientific 

approaches and mindset. You can see this especially 

with young people, young adults. This is my 

experience; that they are more interested in details, 

discussing the logic behind phenomena, cause and 

effect, and that life is about finding the flaws and 

mistakes and remove it; their goal is to improve 

themselves; and on that road, they use scientific 

methods. 

One of the (temporary) effects and downsides with 

this way of thinking is that it creates impossible 

expectations; demands that people can’t fulfill; we 

live in a world where no one is as good as they 

should be. This is because of a scientific way of 

thinking improvement. Then our brains create 

psychopathological issues; mental problems 

concerning self-images and -worth. Science doesn’t 

deal with this problem, at least yet, in a good way. 

The consequence is that (especially young) people try 

to change themselves to fit the impossible 

expectations; distinctiveness is banned. I think we 

will solve this with science; it’s some obstacles along 

the road. I said something about this a couple of 

questions ago.  

I think we think we can do everything; it’s so many 

inventions and products created by science the last 

few hundred years, that we get narcissistic. It’s easy 

to believe that we are godlike since we can affect our 

surroundings into such a degree. One of our 

advantages and obstacles is that we are capable of 

mentally enlarging everything. Science is a way of 

getting down to earth, in the end. It’s also a way of 

using our imagination, and it’s easy to mix up 

fantasies and reality.  

Most of the sciences have a positive impact on us, 

like the evolution in medicine. We do all agree in that 

fighting against diseases is a common goal; it’s 

nothing controversial in that. It helps us feel better 

and live longer. Evolving effectiveness concerning 

food supplies and other primary needs is only good. 

If we automatize everything, we can do something 

else. I am not one of those who worry about 

unemployment in the future because of evolution in 

technology. On the contrary; the main issue is to 

provide food and necessary needs, to everyone. This 

is primarily a distributional problem; we will create 

all those needs more effectively. People will always 

act, find something to do, together, paid or not. A job 

is only some activities. You can get paid, get your 

necessary supplies, from any source. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Erik Haereid has been a member of Mensa since 

2013, and is among the top scorers on several of the 

most credible IQ-tests in the unstandardized HRT-

environment. He is listed in the World Genius 
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https://www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
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http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 321 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Directory. He is also a member of several other high 

IQ Societies. 

Erik, born in 1963, grew up in Oslo, Norway, in a 

middle class home at Grefsen nearby the forest, and 

started early running and cross country skiing. After 

finishing schools he studied mathematics, statistics 

and actuarial science at the University of Oslo. One 

of his first glimpses of math-skills appeared after he 

got a perfect score as the only student on a five hour 

math exam in high school. 

He did his military duty in His Majesty The King’s 

Guard (Drilltroppen)). 

Impatient as he is, he couldn’t sit still and only 

studying, so among many things he worked as a 

freelance journalist in a small news agency. In that 

period, he did some environmental volunteerism 

with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian 

Society for the Conservation of Nature), where he 

was an activist, freelance journalist and arranged 

‘Sykkeldagen i Oslo’ twice (1989 and 1990) as well 

as environmental issues lectures. He also wrote 

some crime short stories in A-

Magasinet (Aftenposten (one of the main 

newspapers in Norway), the same paper where he 

earned his runner up (second place) in a nationwide 

writing contest in 1985. He also wrote several articles 

in different newspapers, magazines and so on in the 

1980s and early 1990s. 

He earned an M.Sc. degree in Statistics and Actuarial 

Sciences in 1991, and worked as an actuary 

novice/actuary from 1987 to 1995 in several 

Norwegian Insurance companies. He was the 

Academic Director (1998-2000) of insurance at 

the BI Norwegian Business School (1998-2000), 

Manager (1997-1998) of business insurance, life 

insurance, and pensions and formerly Actuary (1996-

1997) at Nordea in Oslo Area, Norway, a self-

employed Actuary Consultant (1996-1997), an 

Insurance Broker (1995-1996) at Assurance Centeret, 

Actuary (1991-1995) at Alfa Livsforsikring, novice 

Actuary (1987-1990) at UNI Forsikring. 

In 1989 he worked in a project in Dallas with a Texas 

computer company for a month incorporating a 

Norwegian pension product into a data system. Erik 

is specialized in life insurance and pensions, both 

private and business insurances. From 1991 to 1995 

he was a main part of developing new life insurance 

saving products adapted to bank business 

(Sparebanken NOR), and he developed the 

mathematics behind the premiums and premium 

reserves. 

He has industry experience in accounting, insurance, 

and insurance as a broker. He writes in his IQ-

blog the online newspaper Nettavisen. He has 

personal interests among other things in history, 

philosophy and social psychology. 

In 1995, he moved to Aalborg in Denmark because 

of a Danish girl he met. He worked as an insurance 

broker for one year, and took advantage of this 

experience later when he developed his own 

consultant company. 

In Aalborg, he taught himself some programming 

(Visual Basic), and developed an insurance 

calculation software program which he sold to a 

Norwegian Insurance Company. After moving to 

Oslo with his girlfriend, he was hired as consultant 

by the same company to a project that lasted one 

year. 

After this, he became the Manager of business 

insurance in the insurance company Norske Liv. At 

that time he had developed and nurtured his idea of 

establishing an actuarial consulting company, and he 

did this after some years on a full-time basis with his 

actuarial colleague. In the beginning, the company 

was small. He had to gain money, and worked for 

almost two years as an Academic Director of 

insurance at the BI Norwegian Business School. 

Then the consultant company started to grow, and he 

quitted BI and used his full time in NIA (Nordic 

Insurance Administration). This was in 1998/99, 

and he has been there since. 

NIA provides actuarial consulting services within the 

pension and life insurance area, especially towards 

the business market. They was one of the leading 

actuarial consulting companies in Norway through 

many years when Defined Benefit Pension Plans 

were on its peak and companies needed evaluations 

and calculations concerning their pension schemes 

and accountings. With the less complex, and cheaper, 

Defined Contribution Pension Plans entering Norway 

the last 10-15 years, the need of actuaries is less 

concerning business pension schemes. 

Erik’s book from 2011, Benektelse og Verdighet, 

contains some thoughts about our superficial, often 

discriminating societies, where the virtue seems to be 

egocentrism without thoughts about the whole. 

Empathy is lacking, and existential division into “us” 

and “them” is a mental challenge with major 

consequences. One of the obstacles is when people 

with power – mind, scientific, money, political, 

popularity – defend this kind of mind as “necessary” 

and “survival of the fittest” without understanding 

that such thoughts make the democracies much more 

volatile and threatened. When people do not 

understand the genesis of extreme violence like 

school killings, suicide or sociopathy, asking “how 
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can this happen?” repeatedly, one can wonder how 

smart man really is. The responsibility is not limited 

to let’s say the parents. The responsibility is 

everyone’s. The day we can survive, mentally, being 

honest about our lives and existence, we will take 

huge leaps into the future of mankind. 

Rick G. Rosner, according to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, may have among 

America’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest 

measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 

16) based on several high range test performances 

created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

He has written for Remote Control, Crank 

Yankers, The Man Show, The Emmys, The 

Grammys, and Jimmy Kimmel Live!. He worked as a 

bouncer, a nude art model, a roller-skating waiter, 

and a stripper. In a television 

commercial, Domino’s Pizza named him the 

“World’s Smartest Man.” The commercial was taken 

off the air after Subway sandwiches issued a cease-

and-desist. He was named “Best Bouncer” in the 

Denver Area, Colorado, by Westwood Magazine. 

Rosner spent much of the late Disco Era as an 

undercover high school student. In addition, he spent 

25 years as a bar bouncer and American fake ID-

catcher, and 25+ years as a stripper, and nearly 30 

years as a writer for more than 2,500 hours of 

network television. Errol Morris featured Rosner in 

the interview series entitled First Person, where 

some of this history was covered by Morris. He came 

in second, or lost, on Jeopardy!, sued Who Wants to 

Be a Millionaire? over a flawed question and lost the 

lawsuit. He won one game and lost one game on Are 

You Smarter Than a Drunk Person? (He was drunk). 

Finally, he spent 37+ years working on a time-

invariant variation of the Big Bang Theory. 

Currently, Rosner sits tweeting in a bathrobe (winter) 

or a towel (summer). He lives in Los 

Angeles, California with his wife, dog, and goldfish. 

He and his wife have a daughter. You can send him 

money or questions 

at LanceVersusRick@Gmail.Com, or a direct 

message via Twitter, or find him on LinkedIn, or 

see him on YouTube.” 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/haereid-

rosner-nine; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence 

scores because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Björn Liljeqvist was born in Stockholm, Sweden in 1975. He joined Mensa in 1991 and is currently 
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An Interview with Björn Liljeqvist on Background, Mensa International, Social and Political Aspects of 

Intelligence, and Camilla: Chairman, Mensa International (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Interview conducted on March 4, 2020.* 

*Note from Liljeqvist, as to avoid confusion between individual statements and the stances of Mensa International: 

“Opinions are my own and not those of Mensa, except if otherwise stated.”* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background for you? 

Björn Liljeqvist: I am basically Swedish all the way 

back [Laughing]. 

2. Jacobsen: [Laughing] When you’re looking at 

the experience in the little enclosed part of Sweden 

for part of the family background, and when you 

didn’t have a long history of professors or 

academic types in background, what were some 

other contexts? 

Liljeqvist: I still had people. My maternal 

grandfather, for example, who was very intelligent, 

but grew up in a time when Sweden was a very poor 

country. He was a police officer, but with a big 

interest in science and literature and everything like 

that. He did give me a lot of stimulation growing up. 

That was something that meant a lot to me. We did 

have interesting conversations. When I eventually 

was 15 years old joining Mensa, it is a story, which I 

have told a lot in interviews [Laughing]. We had a 

substitute teacher in school who turned out to be a 

Board Member of Mensa, at the time, when Mensa 

was a very small organization in Sweden with just 

like 200 members. We talked after school one day. 

We had one of those amazing conversations, where 

you can feel something unusual is happening. I like 

to call this “Intellectual Resonance.” In acoustics or 

music, resonance is when you get feedback at the 

same rhythm that you’re producing your own sounds. 

So, intellectually, it means that you don’t have to stop 

and explain things. You don’t have to wait for 

someone to get the punchline or to get the point. It 

was an amazing experience to talk with someone who 

had been where I was, who had thought similar 

thoughts and then some. 

My feeling over that was an exhilarating experience 

of engaging in thoughts and in ideas of a type that felt 

natural to me. I felt, “I need more of this. I need to 

meet more people like this. This is too valuable to be 

discarded. That is why I joined the society in the first 

place.” Of course, you can have amazing encounters 

even out of the intellectual or the IQ field, but, even 

so, that was an important experience for me. Sweden, 

in particular, it should be known. I think unlike many 

other comparative/comparable countries like Canada, 

the United Kingdom, and Germany. Sweden is 

extremely egalitarian. In that, you can see this in a lot 

of ways in how society works. [Laughing] There is a 

very strong taboo against bragging. Bragging is very 

much frowned up in Sweden. If you have to tell 

people how great you are, then there is something is 

wrong with you. If you are that great, people should 

notice already, just shut up and carry on. 

Jacobsen: It sounds like Canada! 

Liljeqvist: Yes, but probably even more so, growing 

up, that idea spilled over into education. Smart kids 

don’t need any kind of special interventions. They 

will always do fine. Who do you think you are being 

so smart anyway? So, the problem then, of course: if 

you cannot have special classes in advanced math, 

then the people, the gifted kids, who otherwise in 

other countries would excel and would get special 

education, and would be able to nurture their talents 

while they are ripe for it; they don’t get it. School can 

be very, very boring or very pointless. Then, by the 

time that you get the chance to go into math or 

science, or engineering, it is a bit late. I am not 

saying that the potential is lost – absolutely not. We 

do have talented engineers in Sweden too. But I see it 

as almost like a human right. Every person, every 

child, to foster or to excel, to explore things that they 

are interested in, in society. But that is a common 

theme in Scandinavia and in Sweden, in particular in 

growing up in school. I know there are similar things 

in other countries too. However, Scandinavia would 

probably be on the extreme end of that. 

3. Jacobsen: What has been the trend over the last 

20 or 30 years towards societies or organizations 

devoted to identifying and nurturing giftedness? 

Liljeqvist: I think the trend is a lot more 

organizations and people in society, including 

government, acknowledge that it’s a real thing. It is 
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something. Talent is unevenly distributed. That is a 

fact. It was always like that. But if you go back to the 

1940s and the 1950s in some countries, like 

Scandinavia, the people used to talk about the talent 

reserve. They knew there was a lot of untapped talent 

or talented children. For economic or class-based 

reasons, they did not get the education at the level 

that they could have benefited from. However, I think 

that was mostly thought of in terms of class-based 

differences. Now, if you take the developed 

countries, like in the West or in the developed 

countries in general, everyone does get a chance to 

go to school and to foster that talent. So, if 

differences still persist, that makes it a lot more 

sensitive. It makes the whole topic a little difficult to 

handle. We don’t like the idea that not everyone 

could reach the same heights if they really put their 

mind to it and if they all got the same kind of 

education. I think it is important to not get stuck in 

that trap. I see, for example, when I look at the debate 

in the United States. That, to some people, and to 

some parts of society, the whole concept of 

intelligence and of measuring intelligence might get a 

bit politically charged in a way that it shouldn’t have 

to be. 

Because this isn’t a right-wing or a left-wing issue. It 

never really was. It shouldn’t have to be. So, the 

trend, I would say, went from gradually people 

starting to accept, “Yes, intelligence is a real thing. 

Everyone has a right to education at their own level.” 

Then I worry that there would be a trend, which I 

haven’t seen in Sweden so far – but maybe in other 

places; that we shouldn’t talk about intelligence at all, 

which, I think, would be a mistake. I don’t think it is 

wrong to say, “Everyone has talent.” I know that 

some people think that is a cliché. I don’t think so. 

Everyone does, indeed, have something. It is not that 

everyone is better than everyone else in one capacity 

or another. That is obviously false. However, 

everyone has some things that they do better than 

they do other things. That is what I mean by talent. 

Appreciating the talented, discovering what is it what 

you do better than others things, your comparative 

talent – so to speak – or comparative advantage, 

finding that one and do everything that you can to 

develop that is an important thing. I am not sure if 

this really answers your question. You could ask 

again if you don’t think I did [Laughing]. 

4. Jacobsen: [Laughing] This is important. I think 

within the issues of intelligence are the political 

and social aspects of it. On the one hand, the 

political aspects of denial or defensiveness around 

affirmation of the concept from which one can 

then identify and nurture it. On the other hand, 

the social aspects of people, some people, seeing 

this as socially destructive in some ways because it 

puts some people above others and others below 

them, by natural discourse. And this, they would 

see as somehow inegalitarian to the society and 

against social benefit. 

Liljeqvist: Yes, and I think the logic of that is 

completely wrong and upside-down, we should keep 

in mind the endeavour of testing intelligence came 

from the opposite end. People knew more than 100 

years ago. Yes, there are people who have the 

intelligence and cannot nurture it simply because they 

are born into the wrong families or the wrong 

circumstances. That is fundamentally unfair. I would 

say that that argument still holds. If we try to pretend 

that intelligence doesn’t exist or everyone is 

completely equal, if everyone was completely equal 

in capacity, then it would be down to the 

environment. But the more you try to level out the 

influence of environment with giving everyone the 

same kinds of schools, and so on. Then all the 

differences that you would see would be from innate 

talent. However, we can’t really get around that some 

things are sensitive. We can’t really shy away from 

that. But we need to learn how to deal with it, and 

address that. One of the good things about Mensa and 

Mensa membership is that you very quickly lose all 

the prejudice you have about intelligence. 

It becomes very, very obvious when you’re active in 

Mensa that intelligence is one factor among many. It 

doesn’t really say all that much about who you are. It 

is quite possible to be intelligent, have a high IQ, and 

still have a lot of trouble in life. We know that. We 

know that there is a correlation between IQ and 

income, and other things. [Laughing] But it is just a 

correlation, which means we know other factors play 

into this. So, knowing IQ is fine and not everything, 

it is important, so you can start addressing all those 

other things. But if you start to pretend that it doesn’t 

exist, for one, you would be wrong. One thing is clear 

from 100 years of intelligence research. There is, 

indeed, one thing that we can call talent or giftedness. 

So, I think going too far in either direction is 

dangerous. But I think, let’s move forward, I think I 

made the point. 

5. Jacobsen: When we are looking at internal-to-

Mensa (International), and when we are looking 

at one of the (national) branches, when we are 

looking at the organizational response to these 

political and social aspects, what is done within 

the culture of Mensa, even policy, to, within 

reasonable limits, deal with or manage some of 

these political and social facets, or concerns? 

Liljeqvist: Different things are done in different 

countries. The Czech Republic Mensa, they have 
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their own school. They have a school for gifted 

children run by Mensa. That wouldn’t work here, 

Sweden. We have a program where they dispatch 

instructors or specifically trained member volunteers 

to go to schools and, sometimes, politicians or people 

in some kind of position of responsibility, but mostly 

schools, to give free lectures. To inform, “We’d like 

to tell you a little bit about intelligence. These are the 

signs of giftedness that you should look out for. If 

you have children showing these issues or signs, or 

who appear to be bored, this is what you could give 

them, and so on.” Basically, it is trying to raise 

general awareness of giftedness in as matter-of-factly 

a way as possible. That is, without drawing too far 

fetched conclusions from it, simply telling people, 

teachers, about the factors, then letting this speak for 

itself, most people, most teachers, want children 

growing up to be happy, to be able to do the things 

that they like and enjoy. We understand that. We 

acknowledge it, when it comes to other things, e.g., 

having a talent for football or music. That has always 

been included in my country very much, fostered and 

cultivated. We have had schools for the musically 

gifted, sports for the athletically gifted, for a very 

long time. 

  

But when it comes to mathematically gifted, it has 

been sensitive. Trying to change that is well within 

what we as a non-political society can do, the 

American Mensa Foundation, they give out 

scholarships, and so on, to students and also to 

researchers. But I would say Mensa still has a long 

way to go. The original idea in Mensa: let’s have a 

society not just for people who share views or share a 

certain idealism for these issues, but to limit 

membership only to people who score above a certain 

point. It is an interesting idea. But there are certain 

challenges to running a society where you don’t have 

diversity of talent in the same way that you would 

have in a normal society. Not everyone is highly 

educated, most are, we have great diversity in many 

ways. 

We have diversity in opinion, perhaps greater than in 

society in general, which makes perfect sense from a 

statistical point of view. But we don’t have diversity 

when it comes to intellectual ability. It means that 

most members are people of the kind who enjoy 

ideas. I think it is good, an organization, if you have 

some people in there who like to think of ideas, like 

to philosophize, and everything, and then people who 

like to do simple manual labour like folding papers, 

putting them in envelopes, and then sending them 

away. 

That might be better for the society in itself. Mensa 

has an abundance of people with opinions and a lot of 

practice in finding arguments, and rationalizations for 

their opinions. It is not necessarily a bad thing, but it 

comes with particular challenges. Even for Mensa to 

find its place, it has been difficult. So, the social 

aspect of it, what we discovered, what Mensa 

discovered, very early on, almost as soon as it was 

founded. When you get these people together, they 

experience something. They experience this 

resonance. You get this kind of resonance in 

conversation. So, many times, many Mensa 

members, when they meet, have a lot of fun. That has 

been a very big part of the society, the social 

platform. It is written into the Mensa Constitution. 

That it should provide a place for people to meet. It is 

not the main thing. It is not the reason why we are 

here. Like I said, a lot of people who come wanting 

something more, something deeper. But a lot of 

things have happened in the last ten years. In many 

countries, we are looking at ways of putting this to 

use. The one thing that has not really been done 

successfully is the idea of this global thinktank that 

can solve problems. 

Not because it is a bad thing to want, but, I think, 

people underestimated the amount of coordination 

that is needed to get from 100,000 intelligent 

individuals into a collective intelligence made up of 

100,000 people. One of my own private, personal 

strong interests is how do you achieve collective 

intelligence. How do a collection of intelligent 

individuals coalesce into superintelligent collective 

high hive, hive mind it is way different difficult than 

we normally assume. But it is still something that is 

worth exploring because we know that sometimes 

groups can really accomplish great things. 

Companies, NGOs, thinktanks, under certain 

circumstances, a group of intelligent people can still 

be collectively stupid. The idea, when Mensa was 

founded, that this society could work or serve as 

some kind of a thinktank to come up with 

recommendations for policymakers, and so on. We 

haven’t reached that. What we do, members find 

other members what they want to do together, that’s 

something. We have these programs like schools and 

raising awareness. All that is fine. But it is still way 

in the future before some company or a country could 

say, “We are having troubles with inundations or 

earthquakes. Quick! Let’s call the Mensa collective 

hive mind and ask for their advice.” That is not who 

we are today. I wonder if that will ever be the case. 

Personally, I have given a lot of thought, particularly 

in the days of social media when people naturally 

come together forming groups to discuss. 
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Sometimes, it works well. Sometimes, it doesn’t 

work at all. What are the conditions that have to be 

there for intelligence to emerge from a collective? 

That is something that, I think, should be looked into 

at the academic level more. To take an example, if 

you look at the brain itself, what is it? You have a 

distribution of nodes, of brain cells. For this to work, 

it has to contain the noise, don’t propagate the noise, 

but identify quality, propagate quality. That seems to 

work even on a greater scale. If you have social 

media that propagates the noise, then you get all sorts 

of weird artifacts, e.g., gossip, fake news, hate 

campaigns, whatever. When the nodes make an effort 

to identify interesting, useful information, and 

elaborate on that, and forward that, then you get 

interesting things emerging from networks. I think 

this is a tangent. We are living through a very 

interesting mega-experiment with social media and 

vastly distributed communication channels. We 

haven’t seen the end of it. We are learning as a 

civilization how to deal with it. What networks are 

helpful and conducive to a better society? What kind 

of networks are not? That is very, very fascinating to 

see, to live in that age. I guess, 10 or 20 years from 

now, we will have a lot more knowledge compared to 

what we have today. 

6. Jacobsen: Some of the research into the social 

media networks appear to show, at least in 

Twitter, people stick to their bubbles. No matter 

the political suasion. It is a very small group of 

people who will read the different side of things, 

and pick from different sources, and cross-

pollinate networks. 

Liljeqvist: Yes, I am aware of that. Although, I know 

some studies have been made. These bubbles are not 

quite as thick as they are often made out to be. But 

yes, fair enough, it’s not all the same. Researchers & 

scientists also use these. I follow interesting thinkers 

on Twitter. To me, that has been a great thing. I have 

grown accustomed to a daily diet of interesting, novel 

thoughts. That’s not at all what life was like 20 years 

ago. Now, I can get a steady supply of really, really 

interesting ideas and research. 10 or 100 times denser 

than 20 years ago or before the internet. Yes, there 

are bubbles. For sure, there are bubbles. But it is not 

all bubble. If you look at this from an evolutionary 

point of view, there are always changes to the 

environment. One can never really know in advance 

what kind of organism is going to emerge victorious. 

I think it is the same with social media. Some types 

of behaviour and usages will turn out to be more 

conducive to intelligence and stable, healthy societies 

than others. We’re currently seeing a lot of such 

attempts at how to use, or how should you use, social 

media. How should you avoid disinformation? How 

should you find quality? What is a healthy way of 

engaging? For example, just doing something that 

would be a good thing to do if it was only you, it 

could, when 100,000 people do it, become something 

else. Even such a thing as taking a stance against 

someone who is saying something stupid, yes, it 

could be good to counter that. If a 1,000,000, 

qualitatively, it might be a bit too strong and might 

lead to people becoming afraid of expressing 

themselves online, etc. That is the other side of it. 

The people who we would all benefit the most from 

listening to might drop out of the conversation 

altogether if it is not seen as safe to engage in it – so 

to speak. Of course, this is a topic that could go on 

forever. It is something that even I am finding for 

Mensa the best kind of online community, which the 

members would enjoy and allow for intelligent 

exchange of ideas. It is a big personal interest of 

mine. 

7. Jacobsen: Do you think, speaking of a collective 

intelligence use, the special interest groups 

perform something like that service? 

Liljeqvist: That could be one way of doing it, for 

example, absolutely. When that happens, that 

members join together to do something in a way that 

has been facilitated by Mensa because they found 

each other through Mensa, through a special interest 

group. Then they are something good in general, but 

then without really crediting Mensa for it. Similar 

example, a lot of people find partners and get 

married, and have children, meeting through Mensa. 

Absolutely, that’s a wonderful thing if we can do 

that. But it is not something that you can attribute to 

the society. It is that Mensa becomes one more area 

in the world, where people can find each other and 

join forces, whether that is for some socially 

beneficial cause or for personal interests. That’s fine, 

either way. It is one of the goals of Mensa: to make it 

possible, easier for intelligent people to find other 

intelligent people to join forces. 

8. Jacobsen: Did this happen with Camilla and 

you, in terms of finding someone likeminded in 

that community? 

Liljeqvist: Sure, absolutely, [Laughing] we met 

through Mensa 5 years ago or something. It’s 

something that happens. Yes. 

Outliers, and so on, what else can I help you with? 

What else do you want to talk about? 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Chairman, Mensa International. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/liljeqvist-
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1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: You also mentioned 

CSIS. In different countries, they have different 

levels and forms of secret service. That is a much 

more sensitive area, at least on the face of it. It is 

providing security. It is providing intelligence or 

sharing intelligence between different services that 

are, basically, in need of either tracking down 

particular individuals or finding networks of 

criminal organizations. Things of this nature one 

might expect. On the other hand, when one is 

contacted by these individuals from these 

organizations, including CSIS, it is bound to be a 

serious issue. There is one woman who I know in 

British Columbia who wrote a book about her 

own experience of getting out of an extremist 

(terrorist) marriage. Obviously, it was a situation 

to get out of. How does dealing with CSIS, and 

others, who are doing good work around the 

world for Canadian society and Canadian 

civilians differ from standard diplomatic work 

that you’re doing day-to-day, whether Turkey, 

Dubai, Iran, or elsewhere? 

Dr. Chris Kilford: CSIS works with its partners. 

There are different kinds of partners. There are 

usually close relations between The Five Eyes 

(FVEY): Australia, Canada, New Zealand, the United 

Kingdom and the United States. We share 

intelligence information. There are other special 

relationships out there for certain countries for certain 

things in certain areas, where they will have 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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agreements to share intelligence. When you find a 

CSIS footprint out in the world, it is often in tandem 

with the RCMP who are interested too, e.g., in human 

trafficking or drugs, any illegal activities. But, from a 

CSIS perspective, they’re interested in people and 

who belong to various terrorist groups, where their 

funding is coming from, and what kind of threat is 

posed by them. The host country is interested too, 

because they are looking for Canadians moving 

through their countries. They say, “We have 

suspicions about this person too. What do you 

know?” For example, when I was Turkey, recently, I 

know with their military incursion into Syria – Peace 

Spring is the name of the operation – they have their 

hands on about 1,500 people who were ISIS, Daesh, 

members. 

Now, the Turks have them and they are working on 

repatriating fighters to their home countries. In the 

West, we often see them repatriated only to 

Germany, the Netherlands, and Denmark for 

example. They are also being repatriated to other 

countries too, e.g., Kazakhstan and others. I haven’t 

seen any Canadians in that group. But if there were, 

then Canada would be saying to Turkey, “Okay, give 

us all the information that you have about these folks, 

including passports, can you tell us who they are? We 

need to establish that they are Canadian. Once we 

make this connection, we want to know. Who is this 

guy? How did he get there? Who helped him? What 

was his involvement? Are there any criminal charges 

that can be brought against them in a court of law 

when they get to Canada?” When you have that 

relationship with Turkey and MIT, which is the CSIS 

equivalent, you often get the answers that you need. 

But, it doesn’t happen automatically. It is something 

where it comes down to personal relations that you 

build while there. Your predecessors also build 

relationships. They get to know you, get to know 

your office, and are willing to share information. If it 

works well, then you get the answers that you need. 

2. Jacobsen: When comes to international 

threats coming from Canada, in other words, 

individuals who are risks to others and even 

themselves around the world. What are the kinds 

of problems Canada is producing? 

Kilford: For people heading overseas. 

Jacobsen: Yes, the individuals who would be a 

concern to other governments. 

Kilford: Historically, and going back to the Spanish 

Civil War and the international brigade with 

Canadians going to fight for causes that they think 

are worthy – trying to stop that flow of people before 

the Second World War was an issue. Fast forward to 

today, some Canadians see what they see on social 

media or regular media and also say, “Okay, I am 

going to fight for this group or the other group.” 

Sometimes, itis to fight for Daesh in some cases or, 

more recently, the Kurdish YPG forces in Syria. Or 

they go to Iraq and fight for the Iraqi-Kurdish forces 

there. When that sort of thing happens, the countries 

that the person transits through can, often, get very 

annoyed, especially if they capture someone, a 

Canadian, and say, “We got this guy who was 

planning to cross the border and join Daesh. Why 

didn’t you stop him?” From a Canadian perspective, 

“We were aware or weren’t aware but we can’t stop 

that person’s freedom of movement without reason.” 

Then you have someone who pops up in Syria. We 

had no idea because they told the family that they 

were going to Morocco or something. For the host 

countries, for the ones who have been imprisoned, 

more often than not, they just want to give them back 

to you, and get them out of their prisons. 

For one, they just don’t have the resources to support 

them. Turkey is the first to complain that we in the 

West broadly speaking let people travel who then 

joined ISIS. We should have stopped them and 

known. Look, we are not a police state. We do not 

keep tabs one everyone who we might suspect of 

being involved in something or other. 

3. Jacobsen: You mentioned some of the work 

before in some of the earlier responses based on 

looking to the future and what would be the future 

threats to Canadian society. What are those risks? 

Those that are emerging and those that have not 

come forward to this date. 

Kilford: Yes, I started the group in 2006 with a 

bunch of civilians and a few military staff. The idea 

was to look 20 years in the future. So, we’re talking 

2025/26, which is not far off now. In asking the 

bigger question of what kind of military do we need 

in that period to deal with the potential threats we’re 

going to see, we first looked to the past 20 years. We 

quickly realized that predicting events 20 years into 

the future is not easy because many of the events that 

unfolded before 2006 were unforeseen, even by 

experts. It is the little things that change everything. 

“Little things” isn’t the right term but you get these 

moments that can change the course of where we 

think things are going. But back in 2006, I remember 

one of the things that we agreed on was that the 

Middle East would continue to pull us in, because so 

many issues exist that haven’t been resolved: Cyprus 

is one with peacekeeping troops there since 1964, and 

Israel-Palestine endless plans for peace that seem to 

go nowhere. Today, there are rising birth rates with a 

youth bubble, and also very large numbers of people 
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who are discontent with the political systems that 

they live in. We have the Arab Spring. We saw that 

and said, “This is a flashpoint.” We can forget the 

pivot to Asia because, yes, China will be powerful. 

But we didn’t expect to have a lot of security issues 

in Asia. Generally, we haven’t. We were also looking 

at things like climate change. It has been unfolding as 

we have seen. But when it comes to people literally 

dying by the hundreds of thousands and displaced by 

the millions, we kept coming back to the Middle 

East. Yes, we got that one right. In 20 years, if you 

ask me, I think the focal point will be the Middle 

East. There’s still too much going on there and too 

much foreign meddling, especially by the West. 

There’s no clear path forward for any kind of 

resolution. 

4. Jacobsen: What technologies are threats, 

whether informational or chemical or biological? 

Kilford: There’s every chance that Iran might have a 

nuclear weapon one day. When it comes to chemical 

weapons, especially chemical weapons, they are used 

constantly in that region. The best examples are 

Saddam Hussein using them against the Kurds in Iraq 

in 1988 and the Iranians in the 1980-1988 war. We 

have seen other instances since. I’m not so sure that it 

will get totally out of hand. The incidents that we 

have seen recently are fairly isolated. People do die, 

don’t get me wrong. But once the Syrian government 

re-establishes control of their country, then we almost 

won’t see this sort of thing happen there. I think 

social media is important, but when I give talks on 

the region today I always say that although, “we 

think that we are well-connected these days and 

know everything it is not much different from when 

Ernest Hemingway was in Constantinople in 1922 

and was reporting about the Turks advancing towards 

the capital and about Mustafa Kemal Atatürk and his 

forces, and the demise of the Sultan. Canadians were 

getting that in the Toronto Star. They’d have an 

afternoon and an evening edition. They were getting 

information pretty quickly. I think social media has 

its place. But as we have also seen in that region, 

countries are also able to turn off the internet with the 

flick of a switch. 

Turkey is a good example. Egypt is one. Twitter, 

Facebook, and Wikipedia will be taken down as 

necessary. I think the change in the region is going to 

have to be from the bottom up. Interventions from the 

United States will not be effective. I say this 

optimistically because education levels have risen 

with highly educated Gulf populations but then again, 

poorly educated populations in Egypt, even Turkey 

still exist.. Still, young people in the region are going 

to school more and more, travelling more and more, 

seeing how other countries operate, and are asking 

questions as to why they are in the situations that 

they are in. Eventually, the hope is that their 

dinosaurs currently holding power will be pushed 

aside by younger, pragmatic people. Even within 

Turkey, the birth rates in the Kurdish-Turkish 

population are very high. They are going to be the 

majority in that country in 50 to 60 years. We see 

other demographic changes going on now, which will 

create changes. Still, the region is going to be in 

turmoil for another 100 years I would think, before 

we see things potentially beginning to settle. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] President, Canadian International Council – 

Victoria Branch. 
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Scott Douglas Jacobsen: To start, the first 

comments can be found here: https://in-

sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/hrt-one/. The second 

comments/responses can be found here: https://in-

sightjournal.com/2020/04/01/hrt-two/. With some 

of the general comments about politics, the 

environment, the abstract delineation of the 

meaning of the framework given in the questions, 

the future of science and technology, the future of 

longevity, and so on, this provides a good 

background for the ideas presented for the short, 

medium, far, and indefinite futures. Obviously, as 

things move forward in time, the predictability of 

specifics become foggier because of the widening 

horizon of the unknown. For those who wish to 

close up some comments to posed questions from 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/hrt-one/
https://in-sightjournal.com/2020/03/15/hrt-one/
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before, please feel free to do it, the focus for April 

will be the specifics of the short-term and the 

medium-term future. Then to close, for May, we 

can continue on the far future and the indefinite 

future with some more specifics, perhaps playing 

off the ideas of one another in some more depth.  

Matthew provided some important 

contextualization and critical commentary on 

social and political dynamics. This is important, as 

many of the long-term problems seem to succumb 

more to the steady and ever-present advance of 

science and technology. In the immediate 

moments, we continue to see various trends. A 

continuation of theocracies, of authoritarianism, 

of a substantial number of democracies. Politics is 

an important force as a human institution with 

more fluid changes in the global system than seen 

in recent history, especially with, according to the 

World Health Organization, a global pandemic. In 

the medium future, it seems hard to determine 

who will be in power. If some of the promises, or 

the perils, of AGI come to fruition, then the frame 

may be “what will be in power” rather than “who 

will be in power.” Our technological 

advancements pose the possibility to make life far 

more enjoyable, positively varied, and fruitful 

than any prior generation. Our science could give 

further enriching and more accurate views on the 

nature of the universe and our place in it.  

Even further, and to the nature of the gathering of 

this particular, temporary grouping, we can note 

the importance of human intelligence and one 

formal proxy in IQ tests with strong indications 

within 4-sigma (plus or minus from the mean). 

Over time, in general, it lost importance in the 

general public consciousness. Most of the other 

responses, apart from the abstract deconstruction 

of Christian and the political commentary of 

Matthew, focused, also rightly, on science and 

technology and the impacts of them. Perhaps, 

playing off some of the ideas or reflections of 

others, what might be some of the advances in 

science and technology of importance for political 

and social life around the world? What might be 

some of the implications for science and 

technology based on the political dynamics seen in 

the relatively short-term, at present, and, 

potentially, expected social changes in the 

medium-term? Also, in terms of abstract 

considerations of the frame of reference, what are 

the biases and insufficiencies in the framing of the 

questions and the theme? What might the framing 

leave out as a crucial consideration of a set of 

them? 

Thank you all for the continued thoughtful 

responses or participation as observers, I remain 

curious as to the formalized internal mentation 

placed into the typed text from each of you. It’s 

not simply words. I read them as a feeling, a 

sensibility, and a series of, likely, written and re-

written thoughtful reflection. 

Christian Sorenson: With the aim of defining the 

future, in the near future and in the medium term, 

from one side, I’ll complete the abstractions with 

content; from the other, I will suggest a future with a 

purposeful character. It is difficult to ask about the 

operationally defined future, without first wondering 

if at this precise moment of “here and now”, exists or 

not in some sense a turning or breaking point. That is 

to say something that we could define as a 

“paradigmatic change” because it is both radical and 

unprecedented. Once I have responded to this, I will 

propose what to expect in relation to the future in the 

short and medium term. 

A constant that has persisted in human history with 

recurrence are wars that have involved us all. From 

this perspective, it seems that for some reason 

“conflicts” as such, have been part of the world and 

perhaps part of the human being as an individual. 

This has been the case until the last “Two World 

Wars”. Likewise including what happened till the 

“Cold War”, not only were the parties to the conflict 

identifiable and visible, but also the threats that were 

involved. As a counterpart if we examine what is 

going on and now occluding after a prolonged period 

of gestation, what appears is a new and 

unprecedented age, and way of making wars, where 

threats are no longer visible, as happened with the 

“Cold War”. But instead what exists are invisible 

attacks, from an unknown enemy, and therefore the 

parties, and the causes involved are definitely 

undefinable. The set of factors involved in the scene, 

form a “drawing” that has no history, and that 

produces a radical change in the world order of 

things, since nothing will be as it was before this 

incident. In addition, the theoretical constructs that 

we had, have been insufficient now to explain the 

phenomenon that we are experiencing. 

Let’s see now what to expect, from the future, until 

the medium term, and starting from this underlying 

problem. Due to the phenomenon of the “World 

Globalization”, nations and continents, actually face 

at the same time problems of economic, 

demographic, sociocultural and climatic natures. 

Together, these brings up to play political power 

struggles at different levels of scale. For its part, 

technology, which represents both: the best and the 

worst in the world, is the key for understanding it, as 
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long as it crosses everything transversely. The 

substrate that has acted as a means to catalyze this 

globalizing process, have been communications. The 

latter has flanked geographical, demographic, 

sociocultural and political distances, and boundaries 

as well. In the past, they rest on the “classic 

monolithic” dilemmas, that existed until well into the 

20th century, in relation to overpopulation and world 

famine, and usually circumscribed in “the black 

continent” or some other latitudes of the planet. For 

at least a decade, instead, what we have observed is a 

deep humanitarian crisis, which is multidimensional 

and which affects all nations and all sectors of 

society. In turn, it is possible to verify globally that 

all political ideologies are utopias since they have 

succumbed, even hand in hand with their failed 

attempts to integrate less extreme collisions with 

them. Humanitarian crisis derived from poverty, wars 

and political or religious persecutions unleashed in 

their countries of origin, have produced large masses 

of migration towards the “old continent” of Europe 

and North America, provoking real “bottlenecks” in 

these duty stations. Without exception, they have 

saturated all social assistance systems, and depending 

on the governments in office, have also caused 

oppositions or internal political divisions between 

their detractors and those who support them. 

Simultaneously, social conflicts have been triggered, 

because citizens feel that foreigners do not intend to 

cross language and cultural barriers, by making an 

effort to truly integrate. As well, they see raptured 

their labor, retirement and healthcare rights to benefit 

immigrants. In brief if it could be summed up with a 

sentence, and in a dialectical form, according to the 

last we could have questioned ourselves with the 

following question mark. Which is the fundamental 

repercussion, that globalization has brought to every 

corner of the world? For responding, it would be 

necessary to say that first of all, has brought the 

alternation in the power, after the strengthening of 

independence and finally the upsurge of nationalism. 

And further, it has increased with great acceleration 

the climate damage, which has been creeping up 

significantly since at least the 1980s decade. 

I would like to propose hypothetically, what would 

have been the underlying budget behind the 

“humanitarian facade”, at least for the European 

Union, for welcoming migrants in the last decade, 

and that has ended up in something out of control in 

recent years. For understanding this, it is requested to 

bear in mind the coexistence of three axes. These are: 

a negative birth rate or of almost zero, a population 

“genetic pool” with little variability, and cheap labor 

to perform repetitive tasks requiring low levels of 

technical skills. The aforementioned, implicitly 

carries a premise, as these countries consider that 

they do not have “brain leaks”. Then for this reason, 

they estimate that their citizens have the right to 

prefer living on the aid of state, before carrying out 

this type of work. Unluckily, this kind of 

rights, carries a huge cost for governments, and the 

risk of interrupting the production chain. The direct 

consequences of the two first axes, would be 

respectively: an elderly, and physically weaker 

population. Therefore, more prone to suffer diseases, 

due to a higher degree of inbreeding, and an 

increasing probability of finding “double recessives 

genotypes” with mutations. I believe European states, 

reached these conclusions about ten years ago. Based 

on it, they developed a strategy projected for the next 

two or three generations to come. Indeed, they found 

the solution by receiving immigrants of certain 

ethnicities that basically came from countries in the 

Middle East. According to their research, these type 

of groups, although they had intelligence quotients 

that didn’t exceeded on average ninety points on the 

Wechsler Intelligence Scale, they had however 

certain characteristics of physical resistance, and 

maximum variability from the point of view of their 

“generic pool”. Which ultimately, made them ideal 

for making a “genetic cross” with the European 

population, and thus obtain a “genetic hybrid” with 

the physical resistances of the former and the 

intelligence of the latter. 

In my opinion after having empirically tested this 

strategy for about ten years, they realized that the 

problems of the past had not only not disappeared, 

but also had become more serious, and other 

unexpected ones had arisen on horizon. In this way, 

the population has not only aged in these countries, 

but also was becoming longer-lived, which means an 

increasing burden for the states, due to the concepts 

of pension payments to retirees and the high cost of 

health benefits. Likewise, and directly related to 

migrations, even more complex problems have 

appeared, among which are serious difficulties of 

internal security, as a result of constant threats and 

terrorists’ attacks, and from the other hand, the 

resurgence of nationalist and independence 

movements. 

Now, let’s integrate the following into the 

construction of the scenario outlined above, in order 

to make it even more complex. There are two 

geopolitical blocks vying for power and world 

hegemony, and two who entities who play mediating 

roles. One of them is the North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization (NATO) which is made up of the 

United States, Canada, Europe, and its allies, and is 

led by the first of them. While the second one is 

made up of China, Russia, Iran and North Korea. The 
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ones in charge of mediating between both blocks, are 

the United Nations Organization (NATO), which in 

turn acts by generating conferences on climate 

change such as COP-25, and in this way intervene in 

the crisis caused by global warming. And currently 

the World Health Organization (WHO), who pretends 

lead the global health crisis caused by the COVID-

19/SARS-CoV-2. 

From this point, I will alternate making descriptions 

of reality and proposing explanatory hypotheses 

about these. Until the beginning of this year the 

United States was facing a “commercial war” with 

China, that have not given a truce until now. At the 

same time appears Iran, which is a fundamental 

geopolitical position, not only in the Middle East, but 

also for the whole world. Its empowerment is double, 

considering their technological and weapons 

capabilities. And from an economic point of view, 

the controls they held regarding oil, and the fact of 

being the only country in the world with zero external 

debt. Thirdly, we find the last Conference for Climate 

Change (COP-25) of the United Nations effected at 

the end of last year, and that was a complete failure, 

as the countries did not reach any agreement on 

fundamental issues related to global warming. In 

forth place, European countries, and to a lesser 

extent, Latin American countries, need to 

significantly reduce their populations, either to 

minimize the burden on the states or for promoting 

liberal economy policies, hidden this time under the 

excuse or “scapegoat” of the fight against poverty 

and hungry. An illustrative example of this, is Brazil 

who tries to reduce its indigenous population, with 

the intention of exploiting the Amazon economically. 

In correlation to all this “scenario”, we find out that 

the main strategic commercial and military link 

between Iran and China, is the Iranian commander 

Hassan Suleiman that was suddenly “selectively 

killed” by the United States. And “eureka”, a month 

after this event or impasse, “a posteriori” of a veiled 

threat of the Iranians was “made heard” against the 

United States, coincidently emerges an epidemic in 

China, due to a new Coronavirus. And here comes 

the most paradoxical of all, since who appears in the 

scene is nothing less than the World Health 

Organization, who in unison supports explanatory 

theories loaded with “magic realism”. Such, was the 

remarkable causal explanation of the epidemic. They 

claimed without any shame and remorse, the 

“implausible fallacy” that the cause of the epidemic 

was a cross contamination between the bat, that acted 

as a vector of the virus and humans, after this last had 

consumed them at fairs of Wuhan. When what really 

happened at that time during the month of December, 

was that these animals were wintering in China, and 

therefore this causal explanation “was a tease”. As if 

this were not enough, to this day when a little over a 

month has passed after the pandemic was declared, 

this same Organization continues on the same line 

with identical type of interventions. The most serious 

one is related to their lack of neutrality and honesty. 

Recently they excused, justifying their negligence by 

blaming China, since they did not allow them to enter 

in their territory to assess the situation from the 

beginning. With this kind of “outbursts”, they want to 

make us believe they were overwhelmed by causes 

beyond their reach. 

Even worse, until now they haven’t responded to 

what’s really at the bottom. In place of doing so, they 

lay hold on the fallacy above. What do I intend to 

mean by this? That the World Health Organization, 

for a long has seen the risk of losing United States 

funding, since China bought its loyalty by 

guaranteeing much more financing in exchange for 

its silence on certain issues. 

It seems to me that what we are experiencing marks a 

“milestone” in the history of humanity, since what we 

are recently living, is unprecedented, not only 

because it marks a before and after. But also, 

regarding this marks a path “that has no return”, not 

so much due to the fact that it is unknown, when we 

can return to our normality, but basically because our 

lives will never be the same as before. There are 

some certainties though, such as the fact that 

virologists and other scientists, know next to nothing 

about this virus. That mathematical models, are out 

of step with epidemiological realities, even though 

they’re more than sixty laboratories around the world 

seeking some kind of treatment or vaccine. Is 

unfortunate so far, because there is no chance of 

finding any solution. And therefore, at least until the 

next four years, any attempt to control this pandemic 

will be an absolute failure. In short, everything that 

exists until now, is purely empirical, and doesn’t 

have any scientific basis. In consequence it is nothing 

more than to “play a Russian roulette” by trial and 

error, for trying to avoid mortality. Continuing with 

the certainties budge, it is an indisputable fact at this 

point, that this virus came out of some laboratory. 

Specifically, it is an RNA-type and the third variety 

of coronavirus family, that actually was manipulated 

at four points in its polynucleotide chain. Despite 

sharing with the latter 80% of their genetic material, 

the first one in the year 2002 (SARS) had a mortality 

rate close to 10%, meanwhile the second in 2012 

(MERS) had one near to 40%, though both had low 

contagibility. 

Therefore, what can be expected from the latter 

(SARS-CoV-2) is that, in addition to having a much 
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higher level of contagion, it also will have a mortality 

rate significantly over the 40%. What this statement 

shows, is that mortality rates given by the authorities 

in strict sense, aren’t real. And beside the 

aforementioned, in relation to its specific scope, it is 

still unknown. As time passes the lethality rate is 

going to increase more and more. The more this 

occurs, then the further the lethality rate will move 

away from the mortality one. Similarly, as I already 

noted, we will increasingly see how linear and 

exponential mathematical models, cannot be fully 

applied to epidemiological realities. Empirically 

speaking, the contagion and death curves will “not 

peak” and then flatten and flatten to a baseline, how 

is usually believed. On the contrary, after reaching a 

peak, they will remain on a “plateau” for an 

indefinite quantity of time, and only later, they will 

begin to flatten until the next waves of infections and 

deaths comes behind successively, rising the numbers 

again by a “jagged curve”. It is likely that at least 

with this new Coronavirus, infections and deaths will 

continue to exist indefinitely over time, since this 

kind of virus for sure will keep mutating 

permanently. This ultimate, is without considering 

that mutations can make it even more aggressive. 

Definitely, will be inevitable the continuous search of 

new forms of treatment, since community immunity 

is going to be insufficient. 

As I already pointed out, a “new age” is beginning, 

also because global warming after a few future 

decades will completely reverse, once about 30% of 

the world’s population remains alive. This is the first 

bacteriological attack that affects the entire planet. 

Apart this, it is the debut not only of a new form of 

war, but also of a “Third World War”. The hegemony 

of the United States for more than a century, has 

ended after “the blow” they received. This nation 

ceased from now on to be the first economic and 

military power in the world. Through what happened, 

we have been able to verify that the most dangerous 

enemy is “the small and invisible enemy”, created by 

ourselves. I believe technology will make a 

significant leap in the field of artificial intelligence 

and in the aerospace career, because in the not too 

distant future, due to bacteriological threats that will 

become more frequents, it will be imperative to 

colonize other planets holding characteristics similar 

to ours. in order to allow human survival. In this way, 

it is going to be essential to find water and carbon 

molecules in these places, as these are fundamental 

for the survival of living beings. Moving forward, 

artificial intelligence will be even primordial in the 

near future as direct interactions with the 

environment and physical relations with others will 

become increasingly limited and restricted. Once, 

countries as the United States and European countries 

manage to recover to some extent from this “blow”, 

they will look around to find the culprits of these 

evils. And it is very likely that coalitions such as the 

European Union, are going to be dissolved, or that a 

Third World War, “de factum” already started, will 

passed to be formally declared for lasting much 

longer than those that preceded it. The “Third one”, 

will be waged on two different technological fronts, 

the biological and the communications respectively. 

From now on, “Chaos Theory” will come fully into 

play because of a paradigm shift in the way of 

conceiving conflicts. For this reason, these ones 

won’t be sought anymore focusing on immediately 

eliminate the enemy. Instead, the goal is going to aim 

the psychological weakness of the enemy, in the 

sense of letting him agonize to death. What in other 

words I would prefer to denominate the “deadly 

disease of despair, without remedy”. 

Claus Volko: I was asked in round 2 whether I think 

mankind will succeed in solving 

the problem of climate change. As an answer to this 

question I will 

quote Maya Angelou: “Hope for the best, be prepared 

for the worst, and 

everything in between won’t come as a surprise.” 

James Gordon: During my last contribution, 

I discussed various ways that technology could very 

well develop in the future. I’d like to take this 

opportunity to argue with myself (something I will 

often do, sometimes it’s fun, sometimes it’s 

tiresome), thus I will go over the opposite, 

and discuss what hasn’t happened according to plan, 

what seems to not be developing on schedule, and 

what may very well not happen, ever (despite 

promising hopes and suggestions of its potential). I 

think it’s quite possible that we could experience a lot 

of stagnation in the future, in our societies, our 

technology, government, and so forth. We could 

experience more of a “post-apocalyptic”/barren-

looking sci-fi world as well (I mentioned sci-fi can 

come true). I’ll use some examples from the modern 

world. 

Think about self-driving cars. Sometimes I’m not 

totally up to date on the newest technology, but I 

think that’s because I don’t easily fall for what seems 

like the newest, flashiest product in tech, or the latest 

development in whatever. I don’t always follow the 

absolute newest thing, because I don’t like to get 

ahead of myself. I was highly skeptical of this 

supposed self-driving car revolution. I just couldn’t 

picture these things actually working, let alone 

becoming the norm. Several years later, people are 

still driving their cars around, manually. Self-driving 
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cars are now an option, but doing things the old 

fashioned way is still highly preferable. And why? 

For one, because of machine error. We just don’t 

have the technology to let machines take over for us 

yet. So when will that happen? I’m going to argue 

that it may never happen. We will get ever closer, but 

this singularity you’ve heard about, may just be a 

fantasy. 

When I was in college (about 12 years ago), I 

remember hearing an acquaintance talking at a party 

of sorts, about this Ray Kurzweil guy (whose last 

name I had only associated with digital pianos), who 

was so sure about the coming of “the singularity” and 

making all these audacious predictions about the 

trajectory of technological progress. The kid 

explaining this to us seemed really convinced of it, 

and this was a case where I once again came to 

realize that just because someone believes it 

themselves, has a lot of info and support for their 

ideas, and tells you about it, doesn’t mean it is 

necessarily so. AI and automation have come a very 

long way. But we have experienced scarcely few 

cases of “technological singularity” (where 

technology truly and fully takes over on its own). 

Sure, a talking robot here, a persistent malfunction 

there, or a seemingly self-developing AI 

consciousness somewhere, or whatever…but I think 

some of this theorizing about tech is merely indulgent 

castles in the sky. For the most part, machines do 

what we tell them to do, and it’s quite possible that 

it’s going to stay that way, at least for a long while. 

It’s definitely fun and cool to think about how 

science fiction could become truth in the future, but 

just become something is possible, does not mean it’s 

going to happen. There is such an incredibly massive 

possibility for bugs in any computer system, that I 

can’t see AI really doing a whole lot without our 

help. The level of programming required means we 

need to know things that we just don’t know yet. If 

we want to make a robot behave like a human, we 

have to first understand the brain…and my 

experience is that we still know surprisingly little 

about that. So on some level, I think the long-term I 

projections could be reasonably taken off the table 

until we see better progress in that domain. 

Another example is “VR” (virtual reality). Very little 

progress has truly been made with VR (if you think 

of “true VR” as nearly indistinguishable from 

reality). Basically what we have are video games, 

which feel like games. They are more realistic, but 

there is no sensory experience there, beyond audio 

and visual. We have the same games we had in 1972. 

Almost 50 years later, we are still playing pong 

(essentially), though now it’s called “Beat Saber” and 

we play it in 3D while moving to a soundtrack 

(which I find to be very enjoyable). Granted there are 

a huge number of games and the experiences run 

quite a range, but we don’t yet have anything close to 

a “holosuite” from Star Trek. We have more 

advanced graphics, but they are still very much 

external to us. You would never truly mistake this 

experience for reality. Currently, virtual reality is 

almost nothing like reality, and you are always aware 

you’re playing a game. There is a massive leap 

between something truly virtual, and something 

merely simulated. Video games are still only video 

games, and there has been no movement towards 

something truly “Matrix-esque”; that is to say, a 

plug-in directly to our brains that stimulates the brain 

as if it were reality. Is it even possible to do this? 

Maybe, maybe not. I say we’re a far cry from it now, 

and if we make any progress towards that, it may be 

glacially slow. 

The next example is along the same lines. A few 

years ago I was told about the development of the 

2045 Initiative, which has its own website. If you 

look at the site, you’ll see that the last update was 

something like two years ago…and according to their 

proposed schedule, they’re already at least 5 years 

behind, and that’s even if this thing is still underway. 

This is part of the “transhumanist movement”, which 

is an effort to extend human life through AI.; “2045” 

was started by a Russian billionaire. It just seems 

very out there to me and ambitious, to say the least. 

That is a massive rabbit hole to be jumping into, to 

propose that we can somehow transfer consciousness 

into a computer. Although it makes some logical 

sense, given what we know of AI and how we 

understand the brain, I personally don’t believe the 

evidence we have right now is sufficient to expect 

that this will become a reality. By this, I mean that 

just because we can create something virtual does not 

mean that it is real. Ergo if you create a functional 

“AI” version of yourself that’s not flesh in blood, it is 

still not human, even if it seems like it, and therefore 

it is still not you. I think this will be the age of 

virtual/versus real. There may be a point where 

people actually pay for things that are being marketed 

as real, which are merely virtual. Think about all the 

scams out there, all the false advertising, negligence, 

and even mere honest mistakes, and imagine this 

happening in more desperate circumstances, where 

people are obsessively trying to de-age themselves or 

increase their lifespans or move to another body. A 

really good movie I saw lately along these lines 

is Advantageous (which you can watch on Netflix). 

There must be many other rather empty projects and 

projections like this on the market currently (by this I 

refer to 2045 and its transhumanist agenda; creating 

“Avatars” which are AI clones of individual human 
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brains). I think that we make progress through trial 

and error. People get excited about an idea and their 

eyes get bigger than their stomachs, or their reach 

extends their grasp, so to speak. They make a lot of 

progress and then they jump to even broader and 

more groundless conclusions. Their imaginations run 

away with them, and suddenly they’re way off in the 

stratosphere with their estimations about what’s 

likely to happen. Quantum computing is another area. 

It is being developed and it is definitely showing 

increased application, but ultimately this may just 

mean better computations. We may not see anything 

truly new, only acceleration of what we could already 

do before. One cool thing I can definitely buy into, 

and have heard about quantum computing is that it 

could be used to actually predict the future (in some 

cases). So, natural disasters, the weather, the 

economy, ecology, and other fairly broad patterns, I 

think will become more predictable through quantum 

computing due to greater power to process data. Will 

we ever live in a world like Philip K. Dick’s 

“Minority Report”, where every crime is foreseeable 

before it happens? Probably not. 

Another example is space travel. We have not made 

very good progress in this area, mainly because it’s 

expensive, and people are applying to fund problems 

on earth. The leap just hasn’t been made yet. It was a 

thing for a while, it took off, people got excited, some 

things went wrong, and then it kind of stopped. We 

have been grounded for a long time. I watched a 

documentary called “The Mars Underground” which 

was very interesting. It’s all about a plan to visit 

Mars, terraform it, etc. And the film is about how this 

is definitely something feasible. Yet, will it really 

happen? I don’t know if we’ll be able to get our shit 

together to really make this happen in any short time. 

I personally think it is likely to happen, but (again), it 

may be very slow progress. If the scientists estimate 

we will be inhabiting mars in 100-200 years, it might, 

in reality, be more like 500. 

In fact, I think it’s actually safe to estimate that if you 

take any person claiming to make a specific 

projection about future events, they’re like to be 

wrong. This is just based on our limited ability to 

accurately make predictions. Generally, the will be 

too optimistic, or too pessimistic, or to something, 

often this will be influenced by their underlying 

agenda. If they’re very worried about the planet 

ending soon, they’ll be overly pessimistic in their 

estimations. If they’re really excited about space 

travel, they’re likely to be too optimistic in their 

projections. We can’t ever be completely unbiased, 

and people will, consciously or unconsciously, distort 

their thinking to fit whatever framework they’re 

being influenced by. Anyway, my comments this 

time were mostly just to play devil’s advocate and 

point out some snags in our progress, and some 

caveats to predicting the future, and also to what 

technology promises but may not be able to 

genuinely offer. 

Rick Farrar: Interesting thoughts from all. I 

particularly enjoyed reading some of the comments 

that made me think, “I never considered that”. 

In this response, I’d like to mainly answer a question 

or two that was asked and add some thoughts in 

relation to what a few others have mentioned. 

Note to Tor Jorgensen: I agree with your views on 

current and past educational systems failing us. At 

least in my corner of the world, schools seem to be 

geared toward carving away most of the potential in a 

child with the goal of creating conformity in both 

thought and purpose. I have perhaps an idealistic 

view that learning systems should somehow be a joy 

to the young. A journey that encourages them with a 

drive into adulthood to question and explore. 

Something that does not take away the curiosity that 

all children seem to have and replace it with the 

stress of denying who they are in order to be who 

they are made to believe they should be. I don’t know 

if what you had in mind in your statements was 

anything similar to what I’ve said here. These things 

are only my own thoughts. But I certainly do agree 

that educational systems are failing. Very badly. 

Answer to comments from Matthew Scillitani: 

Matthew said: 

Comments to Rick Farrar: In your middle future 

predictions, you predicted that there would be 

significant increases in average human lifespans. You 

went on to say that there are some potential benefits 

and dangers that could arise from this development. 

What do you think some of these potential benefits 

and dangers could be? In the very distant future, do 

you think these medical advances might lead to some 

form of biological immortality? As an aside, I agree 

with you on your comment that lab-grown meat will 

become very popular. My mother, who’s a 

vegetarian, cooked me one of those “fake” burgers 

and I could hardly notice any difference in flavour or 

texture. 

Response to Matthew: Thank you for the questions. It 

strikes me that an effect of lifespans today is that the 

opportunities, challenges, and management of the 

world are continuously being handed over to younger 

people. It becomes theirs to understand, mould, and 

conquer. I have to wonder how this handing off of 

everything would change if people lived much longer 

lives. Would power and/or riches be 
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retained/concentrated in the hands of elders and stay 

there? What if your ancestors lived decades longer? 

Or never died? Or tyrants had years longer to strangle 

a country? Just things that occurred to me that could 

potentially affect a current civilizational dynamic in a 

negative way. On the other hand, it’s interesting to 

imagine how the world would be if some great 

thinkers and people of talent were around longer. I 

suppose, like almost all things in life, there are pluses 

and minuses. 

Regarding whether medical advances may eventually 

lead to biological immortality…I think it possible the 

science could be there eventually, but I think that is 

far out there in the future. 

When I mentioned a growing role for lab-grown 

meat, I was also thinking that it makes practical sense 

in a large number of ways already in the world. And 

if/when space exploration or potential off-world 

colonies begin to happen, then I could see it 

becoming immensely important. It would be a source 

of protein in those situations where farming is not 

even a consideration. So you grow your protein in a 

reactor. Thanks again for the questions, Matthew. 

Note to Rick Rosner: Rick, you had some thoughts, 

looking ahead, about expanding roles for non-

government entities and people turning to them rather 

than to governments to get their needs fulfilled. To 

my way of thinking, at least, one of the roles of 

governments should be to see to the welfare and well 

being of their citizens, but obviously, that isn’t 

happening as it should. Thus the NGO’s. Wouldn’t it 

create an interesting situation someday in this 

changing world, if an organization of NGO’s could, 

through being more efficient and preferred on a 

worldwide scale, essentially replace the functions of 

a large part of existing government structures on a 

practical basis and render them irrelevant? Just 

replace all this bickering that goes back and forth 

between governments and do what needs to be done. 

Just thinking out loud. 

Reading comments and predictions from the group, 

there’s mention by some of the world is becoming 

more peaceful and enlightened and there is also 

concern from some about possible wars. My crystal 

ball is very murky on this subject. I can say that, as 

somebody who is 57 years old, I have seen changes 

in the world in my lifetime that I would never have 

imagined or predicted in my youth. And this makes 

me a little timid about taking a firm stance on 

questions like this. As an individual, I am a peaceful 

person in general and would like to envision a world 

without strife, particularly over stupid things. And the 

present is unlike my past, so maybe things like the 

abundance of knowledge and communications, and 

people talking and discussing…anything and 

everything, will create possibilities for change in the 

world in peaceful ways that could not have happened 

before. But, on the other hand, if the past is an 

indication of the future, then there will be times in the 

future when things will be settled once again by 

spilling blood. 

Tor Arne Jørgensen: In the first section, I will 

address the topic surrounding the COVID-19 virus 

regards to past, present and future events, further talk 

about the collaboration of governments and possible 

political shifts as regards the near to the middle 

future. 

In the second section of this issue, I will lightly 

speculate around the possible economic effects that 

this pandemic will cause in a global spectrum as 

regards to near to middle future. 

After each section, I will then ask follow-up 

questions to the whole group in the hope of 

enlightenment regards to mention issues. 

1st section 

As to the direction of topic related to the COVID-19 

pandemic and the impact effect that this has had on 

us all, it is in my mind now all-important as a direct 

effect on all levels within government relations. This 

COVID-19 is indeed a game-changer within world 

politics, economics, the medical community and 

more. Feel that a group debate about some of the 

various implications we see today, and the way 

forward warrants this group’s attention. Thoughts 

around how this pandemic will this affect the world 

and for how long it is just some of the questions I 

hope that we together can shed some light on. The 

world today is now going through one of it’s biggest 

structural changes since WWII. 

As the way forward goes, now is the time to build 

even closer alliances with our neighbouring countries 

and not to cut each other off. What we see today in 

the media with regards to news about mass fatalities, 

closing of borders, the shutdown of cities around the 

world and economic disaster is indeed alarming. The 

collaboration between the global power organizations 

like the: EU, WHO, WTO, OPEC and the work that 

now lay so presently ahead. Furthermore, the conflict 

of interest regards the balancing Act between the 

financial interests and the health interests, by which 

side will tip the scale in their favour if one can permit 

oneself to be so blunt. The need to look into the past 

for knowledge to bring with into the future, by the 

intent of implementing countermeasures for further 

events like the once we see today. The political 

agenda forward will indeed transform future events 
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on a global scale of that I am certain, but in what 

form or manner now that is an uncertainty. 

Questions 1-3 in link to the first section: 

1. Do you think the world will see an increase 

in global pandemics in the near to middle 

future like the one we have today? 

2. What can the global medical community do 

to if possible, as prevention measurements 

against further worldwide pandemic 

spread in the near to middle future? 

3. What do you think the WHO will take away 

from the COVID-19 outbreak when it is 

all over, will we see a major procedure 

shift within prevention measures, resulted 

by the COVID-19 outbreak in the near to 

middle future? 

2nd section 

The economic implementations that are now upon us 

all, will be even more evident as time passes. If we 

look back at past events like the time of the great 

depression when the stock crash at the end of the 

1920s and the effect it had on the global economy is 

still vividly remembered. 

The international trade crash back then is not 

comparable in the relation of today’s situation, but 

the percentage of unemployment in the aftermath of 

the now COVID-19 pandemic may show some 

similar effects. As to the international trade policy, I 

hope for an even more open and interactive trade 

policy whereby the nation’s political leaders are on 

board with an again even more active collaboration 

with the nations alike by reasons alone, so as to 

strengthen the international bonds. United we stand 

stronger against the coming events, whereby reasons 

of economic disasters, or global political instability 

or by other means. 

Questions 1-3 link to the second section: 

1. In what manner do you feel the international 

trade should go after this pandemic? 

2. In what degree will the effect of this 

pandemic influence the world trade forum 

forward into the near to middle future? 

3. Is a closer political collaboration the answer 

as a prevention measure to counteract 

future events like the one we see today? 
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picture to enrich others’ lives. His hobbies include 

skiing, lifting weights, video games, and films. He is 

also a skilled amateur writer, and virtuoso 

pianist/guitarist. He lives in Seattle, WA with his 

wife, and plans to soon start a family. 

Laurent Dubois is an Independent IQ test creator. On 

his website, he, about the 916 test, states the potential 

submission qualification for a large number of high-

IQ societies, “WAHIP, the High IQ Society for the 

disabled, the Altacapacidadhispana, the SIGMA, the 

SMARTS, the The Mind Society, the Top One 

Percent Society, the Elateneos, the EXISTENTIA, 

the Artifex Mens Congregatio, the Neurocubo, the 

GLIA, the Milenija, the ISI-S, the Introspective High 

IQ Society, the Camp Archimedes, the PLATINUM 

and the PARS Societies, and potentially for several 

other societies (Cerebrals, Glia, Poetic Genius, Pi, 

Mega…).” That is, he constructs tests respected by 

many. 

Marco Ripà is an extremely skilled problem solver 

working as a freelance content creator and a personal 

branding consultant in Rome; his homonym 

YouTube channel (160k subscribers) is focused on 

logics, mathematics and creative thinking. He 

initially studied physics but he gained a first class 

degree in economics. Author of books plus several 

peer-reviewed papers in mathematics (graph theory, 

congruences, combinatorics, primality problems) and 

experimental psychology (articles published in Notes 

on Number Theory and Discrete Mathematics, 

International Journal of Mathematical Archive, Rudi 

Mathematici, Matematicamente.it Magazine, 

Educational Research, IQNexus Magazine and the 

WIN ONE), he is the father of 70+ integer sequences 

listed in the OEIS. 

Matthew Scillitani, member of the Glia 

Society, Giga Society, ESOTERIQ Society, The 

Core, and the Hall of Sophia, is a web developer and 

SEO specialist living in North Carolina. He is of 

Italian and British lineage, and is predominantly 

English-speaking. He earned his bachelor’s degree in 

psychology at East Carolina University, with a focus 

on neurobiology and a minor in business marketing. 

He’s previously worked as a research psychologist, 

data analyst, and writer, publishing over three 

hundred papers on topics such as nutrition, fitness, 

psychology, neuroscience, free will, and Greek 

history. You may contact him via e-mail 

at mattscil@gmail.com. 

Mislav Predavec is a Mathematics Professor in 

Croatia. Since 2009, he has taught at the Schola 

Medica Zagrabiensis in Zagreb, Croatia. He is listed 

on the World Genius Director with an IQ of 192 

(S.D. 15). Also, he runs the trading company 

Preminis. He considers profoundly high-IQ tests a 

favourite hobby. 

Richard Sheen is a young independent artist, 

philosopher, photographer and theologian based in 

New Zealand. He has studied at Tsinghua University 

of China and The University of Auckland in New 

Zealand, and holds degrees in Philosophy and 

Theological Studies. Originally raised atheist but 

later came to Christianity, Richard is dedicated to the 

efforts of human rights and equality, nature 

conservation, mental health, and to bridge the gap of 

understanding between the secular and the religious. 

Richard’s research efforts primarily focus on the 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
https://www.mensa.no/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oslo
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Norway
https://www.visitnorway.com/things-to-do/great-outdoors/skiing/cross-country-skiing/
https://www.visitnorway.com/things-to-do/great-outdoors/skiing/cross-country-skiing/
https://www.uio.no/english/
http://gliasociety.org/
http://gliasociety.org/
https://gigasociety.com/
https://esoteriqsociety.com/
http://thecore.mysxl.cn/
http://thecore.mysxl.cn/
https://hallofsophia.home.blog/
mailto:mattscil@gmail.com
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epistemic and doxastic frameworks of theism and 

atheism, the foundations of rational theism and 

reasonable faith in God, the moral and practical 

implications of these frameworks of understanding, 

and the rebuttal of biased and irrational 

understandings and worship of God. He seeks to 

reconcile the apparent conflict between science and 

religion, and to find solutions to problems facing our 

environmental, societal and existential circumstances 

as human beings with love and integrity. Richard is 

also a proponent for healthy, sustainable and eco-

friendly lifestyles, and was a frequent participant in 

competitive sports, fitness training, and strategy 

gaming. Richard holds publications and awards from 

Mensa New Zealand and The University of 

Auckland. 

Rick Farrar holds a Bachelor’s degree in chemical 

engineering from the University of Arkansas with 

additional work performed toward a Master’s degree 

in environmental engineering. He currently works 

with environmental compliance and reporting for a 

small oil refinery in Alaska. Rick’s outside interests 

include language learning (currently immersed in 

Greek) , traveling, music/singing, and traditional do-

it-yourself type skills. His most recent IQ test activity 

was with the PatNum test, 18/18, 172 S.D. 15, by 

James Dorsey. 

Rick G. Rosner, according to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, may have among 

America’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest 

measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 

16) based on several high range test performances 

created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

Sandra Schlick has the expertise and interest in 

Managing Mathematics, Statistics, and Methodology 

for Business Engineers while having a focus on 

online training. She supervises M.Sc. theses in 

Business Information and D.B.A. theses in Business 

Management. Managing Mathematics, Statistics, 

Methodology for Business Engineers with a focus on 

online training. Her areas of competence can be seen 

in the “Competency Map.” That is to say, her areas 

of expertise and experience mapped in a visualization 

presentation. Schlick’s affiliations are 

the Fernfachhochschule Schweiz: University of 

Applied Sciences, the University of Applied Sciences 

and Arts Northwestern Switzerland, the Kalaidos 

University of Applied Sciences, and AKAD. 

Tiberiu Sammak is a 24-year-old guy who currently 

lives in Bucharest. He spent most of his childhood 

and teenage years surfing the Internet (mostly 

searching things of interest) and playing video 

games. One of his hobbies used to be the construction 

of paper airplanes, spending a couple of years 

designing and trying to perfect different types of 

paper aircrafts. Academically, he never really 

excelled at anything. In fact, his high school record 

was rather poor. Some of his current interests include 

cosmology, medicine and cryonics. His highest score 

on an experimental high-range I.Q. test is 187 S.D. 

15, achieved on Paul Cooijmans’ Reason – Revision 

2008. 

Tim Roberts is the Founder/Administrator 

of Unsolved Problems. He scored 45/48 on the 

legendary Titan Test. 

Tom Chittenden is an Omega Society Fellow. Also, 

he is the Chief Data Science Officer/Founding 

Director at Advanced Artificial Intelligence Research 

Laboratory and WuXi NextCODE Genomics. 

Tonny Sellén scored 172 (S.D. 15) of the GENE 

Verbal III. He is a Member of the World Genius 

Directory. 

Tor Arne Jørgensen is a member of 50+ high IQ 

societies, including World Genius Directory, NOUS 

High IQ Society, 6N High IQ Society just to name a 

few. He has several IQ scores above 160+ sd15 

among high range tests like Gift/Gene Verbal, 

Gift/Gene Numerical of Iakovos Koukas and Lexiq 

of Soulios. His further interests are related to 

intelligence, creativity, education developing 

regarding gifted students, and his love for history in 

general, mainly around the time period of the 19th 

century to the 20th century. Tor Arne works as a 

teacher at high school level with subjects as; History, 

Religion, and Social Studies. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/hrt-three; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Tim Roberts is the Founder/Administrator of Unsolved Problems. He self-describes in “A Brief and Almost 

True Biography” as follows: I was definitely born lower-middle class. Britain was (and probably still is) so 

stratified that one’s status could be easily classified. You were only working class if you lived in Scotland or 

Wales, or in the north of England, or had a really physical job like dustbin-man. You were only middle class 

if you lived in the south, had a decent-sized house, probably with a mortgage, and at work you had to use 

your brain, at least a little. My mother was at the upper end of lower-middle class, my father at the lower. 

After suffering through the first twenty years of my life because of various deleterious genetically-acquired 

traits, which resulted in my being very small and very sickly, and a regular visitor to hospitals, I became 

almost normal in my 20s, and found work in the computer industry. I was never very good, but demand in 

those days was so high for anyone who knew what a computer was that I turned freelance, specializing in 

large IBM mainframe operating systems, and could often choose from a range of job opportunities. As far 

away as possible sounded good, so I went to Australia, where I met my wife, and have lived all the latter half 

of my life. Being inherently lazy, I discovered academia, and spent 30 years as a lecturer, at three different 

universities. Whether I actually managed to teach anyone anything is a matter of some debate. The maxim 

“publish or perish” ruled, so I spent an inordinate amount of time writing crap papers on online education, 

which required almost no effort. My thoughts, however, were always centred on such pretentious topics as 

quantum theory and consciousness and the nature of reality. These remain my over-riding interest today, 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
http://www.unsolvedproblems.org/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/07/a-brief-and-almost-true-biography.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2020/07/a-brief-and-almost-true-biography.pdf


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 345 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

some five years after retirement. I have a reliance on steroids and Shiraz, and possess an IQ the size of a small 

planet, because I am quite good at solving puzzles of no importance, but I have no useful real-world skills 

whatsoever. I used to know a few things, but I have forgotten most of them.” He discusses: artificial 

intelligence, and strange parts of science; conformity; a detour into Quantum Mechanics via ignoring the 

question; a known unknown; religion; more religion; mistaken truths; local peer group influence on human 

beings; logic, rationality, and evidence; and wishful thinking. 

Keywords: artificial intelligence, operating systems, programming, religion, Tim Roberts, Unsolved Problems. 

An Interview with Tim Roberts on Artificial Intelligence, Religion, and Logic, Rationality, and Evidence: 

Founder/Administrator, Unsolved Problems (Part Three)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*I assumed “Professor” based on an article. I was wrong. I decided to keep the mistake because the responses and 

the continual mistake, for the purposes of this interview, adds some personality to the interview, so the humour in a 

personal error.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Looking at some of the 

core research and teaching interests for you – 

artificial intelligence, operating systems, and 

programming, what seem like some of the more 

exciting developments in those fields? 

Tim Roberts: Let me be clear. The fields of 

programming, and operating systems, where I did 

most of my teaching, are of little or no interest to me. 

But the field of AI (Artificial Intelligence) is and was 

intensely fascinating, because it speaks directly to the 

human condition. Are we uniquely intelligent, in 

some way, or can machines do what we do? They are 

only made of metal and silicon. But, at the same time, 

and perhaps even more extraordinarily, we are only 

made of meat. 

If our brains were expanded to the size of mills or 

factories, or if our synapses were replaced by silicon, 

would we suddenly cease to find conscious thought? 

If so, why 

And it is such questions that have always fascinated 

me. The universal questions, which are now largely 

clichés. Why are we here? Why is there something, 

rather than nothing? Are humans special in any way? 

What is the relationship between the brain and the 

mind? What role if any do Quantum Mechanics and 

General Relativity play in our understanding of 

reality? 

Such questions have been debated for millennia, and 

I have devoted my life to their consideration. 

AI is therefore a fascinating topic to me. Long ago, it 

was thought that machines could only do physical, 

and not mental, work. And then it was discovered 

they could do arithmetic, and the definition of AI 

changed. And then they could play games, and the 

definition changed again. And then they could 

recognize faces, and it changed again. And so on and 

so on. And though no computer has yet passed the 

Turing test under reasonable conditions, this is 

clearly not far away. 

When we have robots that look like us, and talk like 

us, and act like us, who are we to say, sure, but 

they’re really not like us? And it was while studying 

such matters that I read the works of many eminent 

people in the field, such as Ed Feigenbaum, Marvin 

Minsky, John McCarthy, and so on, and 

commentators and critics such as John Searle. 

And I also read a book by Hubert Dreyfus, entitled 

“What Computers Still Can’t Do”. Which was 

seminal in my thinking, because, although he was not 

the first, he was perhaps the most pivotal in 

convincing me that really intelligent people (Dreyfus 

was a high-profile Professor at UC Berkeley) can be 

really very stupid in individual matters where the 

evidence is contrary to their preconceived notions. 

And we find this all the time in people across the 

whole spectrum of IQ levels. To take the classic 

example of religious belief, for those of a religious 

bent, if they were born in South Carolina, they will 

almost certainly be Baptists; in Dublin, Catholics; in 

Tehran, Shia; in Tel Aviv, Jews; in Islamabad, Sunni; 

in Peshawar, Sikh; in Mumbai, Hindu; to name just a 

few. But to take just these seven, at least six must be 

misguided. 

And so religion is not a matter of logic and evidence. 

But further, it is not even a matter of faith. Rather, it 

is an accident of birth. The vast majority of those of 

faith have not made a rational choice, but instead 

followed their local peer group. 

I do not want to suggest that religion is unique in this 

respect. It infects almost all aspects of our lives, 

including political beliefs, belief in ESP, etc. I find 

the literature in the field of social psychology 

extremely fascinating. We are all desperate to appeal 

to, and conform with, our neighbors, it seems. 
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2. Jacobsen: Does intelligence protect against this 

conforming with one’s neighbours to some degree 

– for good or ill – or simply provide the ability to 

give more elaborate justifications? 

Roberts: I regret, probably the latter. 

3. Jacobsen: To those aforementioned “cliché” 

questions, in the order presented, any answers to 

them, in part or whole? 

Roberts: Gosh. I could tell you the answers, but I’d 

have to kill you. But seriously…it would be arrogant 

of me in the extreme to claim that I had even partial 

answers to any of these questions. And even if I did, 

this would not be an appropriate forum in which to 

air them. In any event, there is no way that they could 

be adequately expressed in a few paragraphs. 

So let me instead ignore the question, and instead 

make a general point, which will already be obvious 

to many. 

The two theories underlying our current 

understanding of the natural world are Quantum 

Mechanics, as espoused by Bohr and Heisenberg and 

others, and General Relativity, as espoused uniquely 

by Einstein. 

To take just the first, QM, the basic conclusions are 

so absurd that Blind Freddie can see they must be 

wrong. Anyone with half a brain can say in general 

terms why they are wrong. And anyone with a whole 

brain can explain in detail why they are wrong. 

So, all good. Except for the inconvenient truth that 

they are not wrong. They are underpinned by 

relatively simple mathematics, and by millions (yes, 

literally millions) of practical experiments. 

To the extent that the results (of both QM and GR) 

are incorporated into millions of technological 

devices. And have to be, or they would be inaccurate 

and unusable. 

Now, the next time your GPS leads you into the 

middle of a corn field, you may disagree, but still… 

And there are many different types of experiment that 

can be, and have been, performed, but just the basic 

double-split experiment, which can be performed 

easily by students in a high school physics class, can 

serve as the basis for many of the mysteries. 

These mysteries have been interpreted in numerous 

different ways. These have all been written about at 

length many, many times, in various forms ranging 

from popular science books aimed at the lay reader to 

highly technical scientific papers aimed at specialists. 

But they all boil down to this point: the real world 

does not exist in any rational manner between 

observations. 

An electron can be in one position at observation A, 

and at another position at observation B, but is only a 

fictional entity between these two. It cannot be said 

to travel between the two positions in any realistic 

sense. 

Now, many with only a passing knowledge of this 

topic will say, ah, you just mean, you don’t know the 

path it took. No, I do not mean that at all. I mean that 

it really does not exist between the two 

measurements. 

Now, if called upon to explain this, I would stumble 

over my words, but make the point that it is perhaps 

most easily explicable by some form of backward 

causation. What we choose to do later, influences 

what it did earlier. 

This is not a phenomenon that we experience at all in 

the macroscopic world that we inhabit. But, it 

appears, it is commonplace in the QM world, which 

underlies our own reality. 

4. Jacobsen: Good golly, I’m still alive. Lucky me, 

what does this imply for the “real world” and 

something like a “virtual world”? Are these 

reasonable terms in this context of the tested-

millions-of-times theoretical structure of QM? 

Roberts: Even today the reality underlying the 

quantum world, and the everyday world we all 

experience, have not been able to be reconciled in 

any realistic way. 

5. Jacobsen: If religion is not a matter of logic, 

evidence, or faith, but an accident of birth, what 

are matters of faith within reasonable limits, 

where human mentation appears to hit hard limits 

and faith can be reasonably held? 

Roberts: I can’t think of any. 

6. Jacobsen: What is religion? 

Roberts: Largely, reliance on mistaken truths as 

perceived by ignorant old white men. 

7. Jacobsen: What religions are the most 

egregious in the “mistaken truths” category? If a 

differentiation, even a ranking, why that one? 

Roberts: I’d hesitate on any ranking, since all are 

equally mis-guided. The only exception I might make 

amongst the world’s major religions would be 

Buddhism, which is perhaps more a set of guidelines 

for leading a good life, rather than a religion as such. 

There are no all-powerful supernatural beings 

capable of performing miracles, for example. 
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8. Jacobsen: Why are human beings following the 

local peer group more often than not? 

Roberts: I don’t know, but I’m fairly sure that most 

biologists would argue that it provides an advantage 

to survival and reproduction. 

9. Jacobsen: If you were to construct the most 

scientifically supported and rationally justifiable, 

and logically consistent, worldview as a religion, 

what would it be? You can call this religion 

whatever you like. 

Roberts: I don’t think I understand the question. My 

own world views depend upon logic and rationality, 

and evidence as supplied by scientific experiment. 

But I wouldn’t call this a religion in any sense, since 

it does not have an old book as a foundation. 

10. Jacobsen: What do you make of supernatural 

beliefs – previously mentioned ESP, or prayer? Of 

those massive amounts on offer, do any make 

sense to you, as empirical matters? Do these make 

sense to you, as simple wishful thinking and 

fulfillment of psychological needs matters rather 

than empirical matters? 

Roberts: The last-mentioned. There is no evidence 

that stands up to even minimal scrutiny in support of 

any fundamental religious beliefs, or ESP. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder/Administrator, Unsolved Problems. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/roberts-

three; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/roberts-three
http://www.in-sightjournal.com/roberts-three
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 348 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

An Interview with Justin Duplantis on 

Family Background, Editorial Position 

for Vidya, and the Triple Nine Society 

(Part One) 

 

Interviewer: Scott Douglas Jacobsen 

Numbering: Issue 22.A, Idea: Outliers & Outsiders (Part Eighteen) 

Place of Publication: Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

Title: In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal 

Web Domain: http://www.in-sightjournal.com 

Individual Publication Date: April 22, 2020 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020 

Name of Publisher: In-Sight Publishing 

Frequency: Three Times Per Year 

Words: 1,531 

ISSN 2369-6885 

Abstract 

Justin Duplantis is a Member of the Triple Nine Society and the current Editor of its journal 

entitled Vidya. He discusses: family background; larger self; influences prescient to formation; influential 

guardians, mentors, or adults; authors and books of significance in youth; pivotal educational moments; 

editor position at Vidya; provisions of the Triple Nine Society; and the main area of writing and intellectual 

interest. 

Keywords: background, editing, editor, Executive Committee, Justin Duplantis, Triple Nine Society, Vidya, writing. 

An Interview with Justin Duplantis on Family Background, Editorial Position for Vidya, and the Triple Nine 

Society: Editor, Vidya (Part One)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Justin Duplantis: I was born and raised in Cajun 

country, south Louisiana, into a stereotypical 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://www.triplenine.org/WelcometoTNS.aspx
http://www.triplenine.org/Vidya.aspx


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 349 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Catholic family. My great-great-grandmother, 

Hildred Scales, lived until 98 and primarily spoke 

Cajun French, growing up. Like every good southern 

family, they are politically conservative. 

Professionally, the men gravitated toward 

engineering and the women toward the medical 

fields. I, the black sheep, am currently pursuing my 

Ph.D. in Gifted Education. 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time?  

Duplantis: Interestingly enough, I always marched to 

the beat of my own drum. I never really fit in socially 

or within my family. Although, I am sure my family 

shaped me. It seems as though the majority of their 

intended influences went unnoticed. The only 

significant one would be that of traditional southern 

values and customs (i.e., opening car doors for ladies, 

pulling out their chairs, no elbows on the dinner 

table, etc.). 

3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation?  

Duplantis: The traditional manners that I was taught 

certainly impacted my dating life. I always seemed to 

be attracted to women of various cultures. In fact, my 

first, of two wives, is South American. The cultural 

differences were evident quite early. What I 

considered polite was not always, my insults to her 

traditional upbringing were unintentional. 

4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you?  

Duplantis: Being an only child of two young parents, 

they were often my friends first. My father and I were 

bonded. He was athletic in his youth and always 

wanted me to be just as enthusiastic about soccer and 

basketball. He was disappointed when that was far 

from the case. When I took up martial arts and 

hockey, he was thrilled and followed suit. He was the 

most influential person in my youth. 

I have had a few mentors throughout my professional 

life, in both work and leisure activities. The one that 

has impacted me the most has been my wife. She has 

enabled me to become a better person, as we could 

not be any further from similar. I have learned to let 

things go and not take things too seriously. My 

overbearing and anal personality is a bit much at 

times. She has to lead me to be a “diet version” of 

myself. I have not lost my self-identity, but have 

learned to tone down the extremities of it. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and 

adolescence, what authors and books were 

significant, meaningful, to worldview formation?  

Duplantis: In this way, I was certainly far from the 

stereotypical gifted youth. In fact, I was not aware of 

my giftedness until I was an adult. Assigned reading 

in school left me disinterested in books and TV was 

where I spent the majority of my time. It was not 

until the latter part of high school, that I found 

reading enjoyable. I found books on quantum physics 

and mechanics fascinating and read all that I could 

locate. 

6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood?  

Duplantis: Through secondary school, I found things 

simple and unchallenging. I was disinterested and 

completed with decent grades. It was a rude 

awakening entering into the university setting. The 

effort was not suggested, rather required. I was ill-

prepared and had a rough start. I didn’t enjoy the 

experience. It left me tainted and not wanting to 

proceed with higher education. This was amplified by 

the fact that I was unsure what I wanted to be “when 

I grew up.” A decade afterwards, I have a new view 

on the educational system and the journey has been 

much more enjoyable and fulfilling. 

7. Jacobsen: As the Editor of Vidya, what tasks 

and responsibilities come with the position? 

Duplantis: Serving as a member of the Executive 

Committee, I am responsible for voting on proposed 

initiatives, etc. The role of the Editor consists of 

putting together Vidya on a bimonthly basis. I write 

an editorial and respond to any “Letters to the 

Editor.” I thoroughly enjoy the role and have been 

doing it for nearly three years. 

8. Jacobsen: What does the Triple Nine Society 

provide for you? 

Duplantis: A sense of belonging. I always felt 

different, but never knew why. I had little, to no, 

experience with other gifted individuals. As stated 

before, I was unaware of my own giftedness until 

adulthood. After joining TNS and meeting other 

members, I realized there were many similarities. 

Attending the global gathering in 2018 was life-

changing. One of the speakers presented 

characteristics of the gifted and as she proceeded, I 

checked off each box. I instantly realized I was 

among my cohort, for the first time. 

9. Jacobsen: What are the main area of writing 

and intellectual interest now?  
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Duplantis: Currently, I am most interested in the 

prevalence of incarceration among the gifted. I am 

hopeful that in the coming years I will be able to 

conduct firsthand research at both juvenile and adult 

facilities. The goal is to provide resources to 

underprivileged gifted youth, that will diminish this, 

in the future. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Editor, Vidya, Triple Nine Society; Member, 

Executive Committee, Triple Nine Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/duplantis-

one; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Rick Rosner and I conduct a conversational series entitled Ask A Genius on a variety of subjects through In-

Sight Publishing on the personal and professional website for Rick. According to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, Rick G. Rosner may have among America’s, North America’s, and the 

world’s highest measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 16) based on several high range test 

performances created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 

12 years of college credit in less than a year and graduated with the equivalent of 8 majors. Erik Haereid 

earned a score at 185, on the N-VRA80. He is an expert in Actuarial Sciences. Both scores on a standard 

deviation of 15. A sigma of 6.00+ (or ~6.13 or 6.20) for Rick – a general intelligence rarity of 1 in 

1,009,976,678+ (with some at rarities of 1 in 2,314,980,850 or 1 in 3,527,693,270) – and ~5.67 for Erik – a 

general intelligence rarity of 1 in 136,975,305. If a higher general intelligence score, then the greater the 

variability in, and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores because of the greater rarity in the 

population. This amounts to a joint interview or conversation with Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, and myself. 

Keywords: cognitive generalists, Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, Science, Scott Douglas Jacobsen. 

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Cognitive Generalists (Part 

Ten)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Something that I want to 

dive into more. The idea of something discussed 

by Rick and me for a long time. We’ve talked 

about something dealing with an assumption 

coming from digital physics with the universe as 

an information system. Digital physics deals, 

probably, with the general idea of a computational 

universe. I do not want to lay an undeserved claim 

or stake in something developed for 35 or more 

years by you. However, I made contributions in 

the efforts in some developments in this area with 

you, how ever loose and recent. You have 

respected this or noted this in statements of “we” 

and “our,” and so on. Nonetheless, Informational 

Cosmology deals with large-scale dynamic 

implications of this computational view on 

things, more as a philosophy of physics than a 

formal physics with the minimal mathematics 

infused at present. One school of thought in 

psychology comes from computation, as in the 

nervous system as an integrated computer-like 

system. The same general ideas seem to permeate 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://www.imdb.com/name/nm1262827/
https://olymp.iqsociety.org/olympians/dr-christopher-philip-harding/
http://www.psiq.org/bio/
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_K._Hoeflin


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 352 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

different fields. The human nervous system, as a 

material and organic object, processes data, in a 

broad sense of “data.”  

Now, when we look at the ways in which human 

beings process information – both in a general 

capacity and in faulty/crummy ways too, this 

comes to another idea reflected in some of the 

thoughts expressed by Rick and me over time. In 

that, we have the general capacity of human 

beings as computational entities. We think about 

stuff. We crunch information produced internally 

and derived from sensory input from the outside 

world. We’re naturally empiricists with sensory 

information and rationalists with the ability to 

think; an endowment from evolution to the human 

species barring catastrophic cognitive deficits or 

injuries. The human organism is a naturalistic, 

integrated system of sensory input and thinking. 

We’re evolved, though. (I like the phrase, “There 

is no governor anywhere.”) We’re embodied. We 

poop. We pee. We drink and eat. We dance, 

maybe, and love, for most. We have sex. We follow 

the passions of life, of the moment, and of 

whimsical thoughts or emotions. I like the 

example of one of the longest-running iPhone 

developments ever over 3,500,000,000 years, or 

more.  

Rick, you’ve been developing these ideas and 

working on them far longer than me. However, 

half of a decade or more, we have been working 

together, writing together, talking, and so on, in 

the development of a variety of projects. One of 

those comes in the form of Cognitive Thrift or a 

loose series of premises about the economy of 

thought, i.e., the economics of thought in an 

embodied, evolved computational system while 

living in an active and dynamic world in which 

choices, actionable computations, need 

implementation. Mental resources are finite, non-

infinite. You made the argument, earlier, about 

geniuses, potentially, having more 

cognitive resources. This seems to build on the 

notion of Cognitive Thrift. If one has a still-finite 

while larger-than-others set of mental resources, 

then an individual can change their internal and 

external environments more than others and 

probably with a wider range of possibilities and, 

thus, more idiosyncrasies as well. Intelligence 

seems as if another consideration for Cognitive 

Thrift.  

In that, an individual can develop the requisite 

mental resources for the instantiation of a better 

survivable environment, a cozy place – mentally 

(cognitive and emotional) and physically, then the 

selection quality comes into play too. One’s 

resources within a Cognitive Thrift framework 

implies, in some ways, a better ability to select, 

make intelligent decisions based on the quality of 

thought. Some scattered research indicates more 

intelligent people process information more 

rapidly, more efficiently in terms of energy use. A 

Cognitive Thrift perspective on this would imply 

intelligence as a factor here on two levels. One, the 

better choices made, by definition the more 

intelligent choices made, on average, compared to 

some norm or range with permission for failings 

or bad choices at times or in particular 

individuals. Two, the efficient processing of 

information in choices. Cognitive Thrift becomes 

two-part, on this particular consider though wider 

in application, with better choices and efficient 

processing. Both reflected or correlated with 

intelligence. In the efficiency of energy 

consumption, I mean physiologically, 

neurologically in terms of the energy consumed by 

the brain.  

Rick, you’ve used, I think, some of these 

considerations for the view of human beings as 

generalists. Somehow, we are cognitive generalists 

and then this becomes reflected in the dominance 

of physical space on the surface of the Earth. 

What is a generalist in an ecosystem, in an evolved 

environment and organism? 

Rick Rosner: A generalist is an organism that can 

exploit a variety of conditions and has the ability to 

exploit new conditions, which involves the ability to 

analyze situations using some kind of set of tools that 

are generally applicable. It is circular. But you can 

imagine a very niche-adapted lobster who has this 

one technique for cracking open mussel shells. But 

put that lobster in any other set of conditions and then 

the lobster is frickin’ lost. You can imagine a more 

generally adapted lobster who understands the 

mechanism of shells. So, if presented with a variety 

of different shells, the lobster can vary its shell-

cracking technique because it understands the shell is 

made of two parts and that it needs to get in between 

them to parse them, or smash them into something. 

To take this farther, think about octopuses who have 

a very good mental toolset, it allows them to 

understand jars. There are octopuses. If you put them 

in a jar, and if they figure out how to get their suckers 

up against the lid of the jar, and then rotate the lid, 

then they get out of the jar. 

There was a story of an octopus annoyed by a light 

on all night. It was able to project a shot of water at 

the light to bust the lightbulb. It was a lucky strategy. 

But the octopus had no idea of how the light worked. 
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It was just trying to do whatever it could. I don’t 

know Octopuses have general toolsets. Some 

octopuses are good at assuming the general shape and 

colouring of a bunch of different marine animals for 

camouflage. All this implies many animals have a 

mental picture of what they’re doing. Along with the 

mental picture are a set of tools, of concepts, that 

they can mix and match to go after or address new 

stuff in their environments. Paul Cooijmans talks 

about one of the dimensions as the width of the 

associative horizon or associative width. It is how 

many different analogies that you can apply to a 

situation. So, the octopus sees the annoying lightbulb 

and, at the very least, assigns the light bulb to the 

category of things that might possibly be addressed 

with a jet of water. Certainly, the octopus doesn’t 

understand thermal expansion. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Rosner: Differential thermal expansion in which part 

of the lightbulb is hot and hit with cold water, and 

will contract, cracking the lightbulb, wrecking the 

vacuum, allowing air in, and oxidize the filament and 

burn the lightbulb out. The octopus only knew a little 

bit of that. That’s being a generalist. One more thing, 

jokes are, often, applications of generalist-type 

reasoning. When you come up with a new thing that 

Donald Trump is like, which is tough, because we’ve 

been coming up with jokes, he’s been the thing to 

joke about for almost 4 years now. If you can come 

up with a new analogy about Trump, then you are 

halfway to a decent joke. 

Erik Haereid: It’s about abilities to draw maps and 

use it to get what you need and want. You could say 

that consciousness is a result from evolution and 

expansion, and entities with a certain degree of 

evolved consciousness are generalists whether we 

talk about humans, organisms in general, AI or the 

Universe itself. 

This is a perspective: Consciousness is something 

someone, an entity, owns. Through that it has some 

kind of value; to someone. Value has to do with 

motivation and preservation; it’s a reason to exist. 

With no intrinsic meaning, it’s the end as a conscious 

entity. So, every entity that owns a consciousness has 

a reason to live, organisms or not. If something 

doesn’t have a consciousness and still exist, like a 

stone, it is a part of a consciousness, e.g., the 

Universe or human. The stone has no motivation to 

survive other than as a part of, an information in, a 

consciousness. Humans could be entities that in 

addition to be conscious are within a bigger 

consciousness (e.g. the Universe). 

If you exist as unconscious, nothing has meaning to 

you; then you mean something to others or not. If this 

is true, then every organism has some kind of 

consciousness, since organisms seem to have a drive 

and motivation for life. Conscious entities have a 

kind of motor or energy that make them act (drive, 

motivation), and unconscious entities move or change 

because of forces outside them. Then consciousness 

becomes an engine with a goal that motivates it, e.g., 

bacteria then have a small amount of consciousness, 

and are specialized, driven towards some simple but 

clear goals. 

If you look at consciousness as an information 

processor, where one goal is constantly to improve 

and getting closer to some other goals, using new and 

old information and innate, internal methods (like 

human logic) to steer the right way, then bacteria 

have some simple kind of senses (ability to get 

information), storing-mechanisms and processors. 

Ants are obviously more complex, dogs quite 

complex and humans most complex among 

organisms. You could say that the degree of 

“generalism” an entity has is proportional with its 

amount of consciousness. So, humans are quite good 

generalists. Ants are more like experts or specialists. 

Generalists, as I interpret the word, have more 

opportunities to achieve the best solution, and 

through that control the environment. Simpler 

organisms are “specialists”, experts; they are 

extremely good at some few inborn and learned 

patterns. But when their habitat is threatened, they 

don’t have many choices; they are less adaptable to 

novel situations than generalists are. They have fewer 

opportunities changing the environment into what 

they want than humans have (humans have a larger 

degree of free will or ability to make things and 

create situations that fits us). 

It’s about understanding causes and effects, and 

about conceptualization. A generalist can draw 

conclusions from abstractions and transform it into 

the physical world. One can make logical thoughts 

about how things could and probably would work, 

and try it out; make mental images of possible 

situations and outcomes. This kind of mental abilities 

increases the probability for success; achieving what 

you need and want. If you just practice trial and error 

arbitrarily, until you hit the target, you’ll need more 

trials, energy and time to succeed. The degree of 

“generalism” is a function of how much and effective 

one can use that continuously unreliable environment 

to gain success; getting food, procreation or rest or 

whatever one’s aim is. 

Humans are adaptable but not very fast when some 

“specialists” threaten us, like a dangerous virus. Our 
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brain is a quite slow tool, after all, and our intuition is 

not that helpful in some critical situations. When we 

have to react fast, we often use simpler methods to 

achieve what we want, e.g. escaping. We need time 

to adapt, and when we get that time it seems that we 

are the most adaptable species. We have used our 

brain to develop methods to postpone whatever we 

need more time to solve; we are good at making 

temporary solutions. 

Simpler organisms have more specialized features, 

like changing skin-/fur colour after the colour of 

nature, like white in winter and green in summer to 

avoid being seen. They can have quite complex 

strategies for catching their victims, like the spider 

and the net. But these methods are basically 

inherited. You can’t say that viruses are stupid when 

they manage to control humanity within days. They 

are simple but effective. Even though they don’t 

manage to procreate without another organism as 

helper, they are sort of smart since they overwhelm 

that organism. Our immune system is not very fast 

and adaptable, after all. We are big creatures, 

complex organisms and therefore vulnerable 

compared to smaller ones. 

Humans are kind of not wiser than nature itself. But 

we seem to be a species that is born to go for that. In 

many ways, we try to overcome nature, understand it 

to control it, but maybe that’s where we become 

dummies because we, into some degree, don’t respect 

ourselves as part of that nature. I rather think that our 

aggression, hunger and drive towards the impossible 

is our way of gaining the generalist label; increasing 

our ability to survive. 

All organisms have a need for safety; avoid getting 

damaged, ill or eaten; to establish a fundament to live 

from. Humans make this more complicated than 

“specialists”. We have bigger demands to stay 

healthy, safe and motivated. Primary needs like food, 

shelter and physical protection against enemies are 

just a few things. You have this Maslow’s hierarchy 

of needs, that suggests which needs we have and how 

we prioritize them. It’s a whole package, and a part 

of it is to achieve and preserve a feeling of being 

home. It’s like when you see a painting or a movie 

that makes you feel “right”, or when you travel and 

find a single spot somewhere and get that inner 

unexplainable peace of being in the right place at the 

right time. To live optimal lives we need an inner 

feeling of being at home when we explore. 

Jacobsen: What might relate the ideas of 

intelligence described before for the notion of 

human beings as generalists, i.e., as cognitive 

generalists more than physical generalists? 

Rosner: I don’t even know what a physical generalist 

would be. You cannot be a physical generalist 

without being a cognitive generalist. You could argue 

that we have the bodies of generalists because we’re 

wimpy. We lack a lot of the protections that 

organisms that couldn’t make their own stuff would 

have. We have very little fur. So, we need clothing. 

We can’t go or run as fast as a cheetah. We stand on 

two legs. We have our arms free to fiddle around 

with shit. We have the bodies of organisms who are 

able to make stuff at the expense of physical prowess. 

We’ve traded expensive means of moving and 

protecting our bodies for an expensive brain, which 

lets us make protection. Because we can make body 

armour more effective than any animals’ body 

armour. We can make vehicles that can move faster 

than any animal. So, the wimpy body plus the 

overdeveloped brain is a generalist body structure. I 

think that answers the question. 

Haereid: Humans become superior in a lot of ways, 

not because of our physical body but what the 

physics in our brains can create of mental images and 

solutions. We are good at transforming these images 

into the physical world. 

It’s obvious that we are vulnerable concerning our 

physics. We are complex, and are victims of attacks 

from other organisms and threats, and vulnerable 

concerning damage. We can’t fall from more than a 

few meters before we die. Cats and bacteria can. We 

have after all a quite vulnerable immune system. We 

have some nice traits like grip abilities with our 

fingers, and we can walk and run quite well 

compared to many organisms (that’s maybe an 

exaggeration). Our senses are quite bad compared to 

many animals. With a minor brain, we would be 

extinct or just another species with our local habitat. 

One of our strengths is our ability to make things that 

amplify ourselves in sensibility and strength; this 

makes us better physical than we are. Like with the 

gun and the combine harvester. So, the combination 

of body and mind is a natural compromise, and 

maybe this is one of the natures best solutions. 

Maybe there are some better natural solutions, 

theoretically; a more generalized body and brain. I 

don’t know. But it seems like a good compromise 

and combination; amplifying our physics using our 

mental abilities. If you control the physical world you 

could use it to your own benefit. 

Jacobsen: Is “generalist” the right term? 

Rosner: I think it is a decent term because it prompts 

a lot of questions about what it means. You have to 

think about what is required to have an ability to 

address the world or anything that can happen to you, 

as opposed to a grasshopper. I don’t see grasshoppers 
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as being great generalists. They’re good at hopping or 

flying through the air, landing on plants, and eating 

the plants. They might have a small mental library 

about what plants are good to eat and what isn’t, and 

how to react to threats. I think a lot of bugs just have 

this tool kit that says, “All of sudden, if you are not in 

shadow and you were, fucking move!” They don’t 

understand motion. If they see moving, then they just 

move. It is not general. It is a specific tactic: if A, 

then B. You see bugs in the house, flies and spiders. 

You feel sorry for them. Because there is nothing in 

the house for them. If you move them in a cup and 

trap them outside, then you’re screwed. They have no 

idea what a house is and that they have to get out of 

the house because there are, likely, no good food 

sources for them in the house. Maybe, that is not true 

for the spiders. There may be enough food sources in 

the houses for spiders. But yes, I think generalist 

implies a mental model of the world and a toolkit of 

angles on the world. An integrated toolkit as opposed 

to a bug toolkit, which involves. Degrees of 

understanding. 

There might be an alternate term for a generalist like 

world modeller, or something that encompasses the 

multiple nodes model of consciousness, where 

you’ve got a chorus of specialists. All working 

together to model the world. You could call it choral 

consciousness, which sounds good but probably 

doesn’t add any clarity. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Haereid: I guess so. It’s about understanding the 

conceptual umbrella and its associated concrete 

phenomena. Generalizing is about evolving general 

categories that logically and with meaning make us 

navigate mentally and physically. It’s like the 

(phylogenetic) tree, with the trunk, branches and 

leaves, that always expands with a larger trunk and 

more branches and leaves, and categorized into 

something that we understand and can benefit from. 

Simpler organisms can’t see the tree because they, 

let’s say lives on the leaves or inside the trunk. They 

don’t understand what a tree is even though they live 

on and in it. So, talking about something, in general, 

is putting something in perspective, as much as 

possible or thinkable, into different views, and settle 

that map as a navigating tool, always improving it 

with more information, more experiences, better rules 

and conclusions. 

Jacobsen: Are “generalists,” as claimed about 

humans, truly generalists or merely dominant 

cognitive pluralists, which may be reflected in lists 

of cognitive biases and various irrationalities 

empirically found in the psychological sciences 

even uniquely found disproportionately among the 

highly intelligent? 

Rosner: Who is in charge, I think it is a better 

framework than free will. Free will, I think, is a 

logical fallacy. In that, free will fans want the ability 

to make decisions free from constraints. But the 

constraints are often consisting of the information 

that you need to make decisions. So, a better framing 

of free will is what you’re talking about, “Are we true 

generalists making the best possible decisions after 

collecting as much applicable information as we can 

to the best of our cognitive and perceptual abilities as 

opposed to beings who think that we are making 

informed decisions but really the game is rigged and 

biology-and-evolution are making the decisions? We 

think we’re making the decisions, but our decisions 

are hardwired and predetermined by our evolutionary 

nature, our evolved nature. You see this most with 

regard to sex. We make a lot of dumb decisions. We 

make decisions that are destructive to other aspects of 

or lives for sexual gratification, e.g., Anthony Weiner 

scuttles his life, his party’s chances. He fucks up 

America because he needs to jack off to talking to 

young girls on the internet. He scuttles his marriage, 

his career, his reputation, and pretty sure that he 

fucks his financial situation, goes to prison, only so 

he can jizz. 

That is not an, obviously, very informed decision, not 

a free decision. It is something about his biology hat 

got in the way of any kind of other reasoning. The 

answer to your question is, “In some ways, we are 

pretty good generalists. In other ways, we are 

determinists. We are the victims of fairly strongly 

wired biases in our reasoning and motivations.” 

Jacobsen: I would call this form of cognitive 

evolution “rounding the circle.” The idea of the 

more generally applicable cognitive apparatuses 

or architectures an organism or entity has, then 

the more closely this organism comes to 

approximating a perfect circle in terms of 

approximating perfect or complete generalism. 

Rosner: There is an implied question with what 

you’re talking about. It is, “Are we missing a whole 

lot of tools?” Because we are still in the early days of 

generalism on our planet. We are the king shit 

generalists, but we haven’t been around that long 

compared to everything. We are not that great 

compared to what is to come. What you’re asking if 

there are generalist tools, ideas about the world, that 

would allow us to address and dominate the world, 

which we’re missing. That is a question that has to be 

asked on various levels. Certainly, our philosophical 

understanding of what the universe is about is super-

duper incomplete. Beings of the future will have 
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more tools for cosmological philosophy. But does our 

incomplete deep philosophical understanding of the 

mean that we don’t know what to do with two sticks? 

There’s a sarcastic Twitter term called “Galaxy 

Brain.” 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Rosner: Would a true galaxy brain be more able to 

come up with more uses for two sticks than we 

would? Or are two sticks just materially limited in 

what you can do with them, conceptually? I would 

say that there are a lot of things that have limitations 

because of the basic materialness. The things as 

things: a rock, an apple. Some advanced creatures 

may be able to come up with advanced tools for 

manipulating matter and be able to turn the apple into 

something else. But in terms of the rock as rock or 

apple as apple, I am not sure if there is more to be 

gained than basic feeling situations by having the 

equivalent of an 800,000 IQ. Could be wrong, 

though, there’s plenty of science of fiction. I watched 

the last half-hour of a movie called Midnight Special. 

It is a kid who has these abilities to decipher and 

manipulate the world. This has been a staple of 

science fiction for – I don’t know – 80 years or more, 

where some being is so smart that they can 

manipulate stuff with their mind. They can make 

stuff rise off the ground; they can make heads 

explode. They can start fires. I am not sure that that’s 

really a thing. The deeper conceptual understanding 

means that you can do superhero shit with matter. 

But I don’t know. 

Haereid: Constraints are expandable. I like to see us 

as organisms with a free will restricted to our current 

constraints. And that we, with increased 

consciousness, will expand our constraints. Then the 

free will is a part of the evolution as our limitations 

are, but in ongoing development. You could argue 

against this by our obvious restrictions, like our 

physical limited brain and body, our libido and other 

apparently dominating and determined drives. But 

this is who we are now. What or who were we some 

millions of years ago? Then we had other constraints. 

Maybe our destiny is predefined. Maybe evolution is 

wired. It’s impossible to tell. What gives meaning to 

me, as one who doesn’t know this is the experience 

of having a free will inside some constraints. I do a 

lot all the time that feels like it’s not predetermined. 

You can argue logically that it has to be, but also the 

other way around. 

I think one of our predetermined constraints that is 

independent of time is that we have drives; that we as 

organisms are motivated for some goals and for being 

active alive. The particular goals change over time, 

but not the concept. An idea is that humans as 

generalists and conscious entities will evolve beyond 

what we today can imagine. This implies more 

general tools, more power, more control, more 

consciousness, fewer constraints, more free will, 

converging towards higher consciousness. But I think 

it’s crucial to respect who we are currently; you can’t 

move towards a goal if you don’t know where you 

are. It’s one of the constraints of the map. 

Control is an appropriate word, yes. We will not 

manage to see the world as messy even if it is, 

because that will not suit us. Then we will always 

find connections, even new ones, that fit into our 

system of survival. We reject or transform the 

information that doesn’t fit. Our perception of reality 

tends to become what fits us, what gives meaning to 

us. This is also a constraint that we operate within, 

and that is a foundation of how we evolve and what 

we become in the future. 

We have some internal structures that we can’t 

negotiate with, that defines us. One of those is the 

ability to make a variety of new creations in more 

complex ways than simpler organisms. But we live in 

a framework, even though the framework as we see it 

today could and probably will change in the future, 

for instance our bodies with technological help and 

AI. 

Are we at some point getting total control, total 

wisdom? It seems that knowing everything is 

meaningless to us, and in that view we will always 

have more information to reveal and inventions to 

make. The idea that there is always something that 

we don’t know is part of our drive and survival. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Erik Haereid has been a member of Mensa since 

2013, and is among the top scorers on several of the 

most credible IQ-tests in the unstandardized HRT-

environment. He is listed in the World Genius 

Directory. He is also a member of several other high 

IQ Societies. 

Erik, born in 1963, grew up in Oslo, Norway, in a 

middle class home at Grefsen nearby the forest, and 

started early running and cross country skiing. After 

finishing schools he studied mathematics, statistics 

and actuarial science at the University of Oslo. One 

of his first glimpses of math-skills appeared after he 

got a perfect score as the only student on a five hour 

math exam in high school. 

He did his military duty in His Majesty The King’s 

Guard (Drilltroppen)). 

Impatient as he is, he couldn’t sit still and only 

studying, so among many things he worked as a 

freelance journalist in a small news agency. In that 

https://www.linkedin.com/in/erik-h%C3%A6reid-bb58ab10/?originalSubdomain=no
https://www.mensa.no/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
http://www.psiq.org/world_genius_directory_geniuses/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Oslo
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Norway
https://www.visitnorway.com/things-to-do/great-outdoors/skiing/cross-country-skiing/
https://www.uio.no/english/
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/3._gardekompani


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 357 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

period, he did some environmental volunteerism 

with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian 

Society for the Conservation of Nature), where he 

was an activist, freelance journalist and arranged 

‘Sykkeldagen i Oslo’ twice (1989 and 1990) as well 

as environmental issues lectures. He also wrote 

some crime short stories in A-

Magasinet (Aftenposten (one of the main 

newspapers in Norway), the same paper where he 

earned his runner up (second place) in a nationwide 

writing contest in 1985. He also wrote several articles 

in different newspapers, magazines and so on in the 

1980s and early 1990s. 

He earned an M.Sc. degree in Statistics and Actuarial 

Sciences in 1991, and worked as an actuary 

novice/actuary from 1987 to 1995 in several 

Norwegian Insurance companies. He was the 

Academic Director (1998-2000) of insurance at 

the BI Norwegian Business School (1998-2000), 

Manager (1997-1998) of business insurance, life 

insurance, and pensions and formerly Actuary (1996-

1997) at Nordea in Oslo Area, Norway, a self-

employed Actuary Consultant (1996-1997), an 

Insurance Broker (1995-1996) at Assurance Centeret, 

Actuary (1991-1995) at Alfa Livsforsikring, novice 

Actuary (1987-1990) at UNI Forsikring. 

In 1989 he worked in a project in Dallas with a Texas 

computer company for a month incorporating a 

Norwegian pension product into a data system. Erik 

is specialized in life insurance and pensions, both 

private and business insurances. From 1991 to 1995 

he was a main part of developing new life insurance 

saving products adapted to bank business 

(Sparebanken NOR), and he developed the 

mathematics behind the premiums and premium 

reserves. 

He has industry experience in accounting, insurance, 

and insurance as a broker. He writes in his IQ-

blog the online newspaper Nettavisen. He has 

personal interests among other things in history, 

philosophy and social psychology. 

In 1995, he moved to Aalborg in Denmark because 

of a Danish girl he met. He worked as an insurance 

broker for one year, and took advantage of this 

experience later when he developed his own 

consultant company. 

In Aalborg, he taught himself some programming 

(Visual Basic), and developed an insurance 

calculation software program which he sold to a 

Norwegian Insurance Company. After moving to 

Oslo with his girlfriend, he was hired as consultant 

by the same company to a project that lasted one 

year. 

After this, he became the Manager of business 

insurance in the insurance company Norske Liv. At 

that time he had developed and nurtured his idea of 

establishing an actuarial consulting company, and he 

did this after some years on a full-time basis with his 

actuarial colleague. In the beginning, the company 

was small. He had to gain money, and worked for 

almost two years as an Academic Director of 

insurance at the BI Norwegian Business School. 

Then the consultant company started to grow, and he 

quitted BI and used his full time in NIA (Nordic 

Insurance Administration). This was in 1998/99, 

and he has been there since. 

NIA provides actuarial consulting services within the 

pension and life insurance area, especially towards 

the business market. They was one of the leading 

actuarial consulting companies in Norway through 

many years when Defined Benefit Pension Plans 

were on its peak and companies needed evaluations 

and calculations concerning their pension schemes 

and accountings. With the less complex, and cheaper, 

Defined Contribution Pension Plans entering Norway 

the last 10-15 years, the need of actuaries is less 

concerning business pension schemes. 

Erik’s book from 2011, Benektelse og Verdighet, 

contains some thoughts about our superficial, often 

discriminating societies, where the virtue seems to be 

egocentrism without thoughts about the whole. 

Empathy is lacking, and existential division into “us” 

and “them” is a mental challenge with major 

consequences. One of the obstacles is when people 

with power – mind, scientific, money, political, 

popularity – defend this kind of mind as “necessary” 

and “survival of the fittest” without understanding 

that such thoughts make the democracies much more 

volatile and threatened. When people do not 

understand the genesis of extreme violence like 

school killings, suicide or sociopathy, asking “how 

can this happen?” repeatedly, one can wonder how 

smart man really is. The responsibility is not limited 

to let’s say the parents. The responsibility is 

everyone’s. The day we can survive, mentally, being 

honest about our lives and existence, we will take 

huge leaps into the future of mankind. 

Rick G. Rosner, according to some semi-reputable 

sources gathered in a listing here, may have among 

America’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest 

measured IQs at or above 190 (S.D. 15)/196 (S.D. 

16) based on several high range test performances 

created by Christopher Harding, Jason Betts, Paul 

Cooijmans, and Ronald Hoeflin. He earned 12 years 

of college credit in less than a year and graduated 

with the equivalent of 8 majors. He has received 

8 Writers Guild Awards and Emmy nominations, and 

https://naturvernforbundet.no/?lang=en_GB
https://naturvernforbundet.no/?lang=en_GB
https://naturvernforbundet.no/?lang=en_GB
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/A-magasinet
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/A-magasinet
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aftenposten
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/BI_Norwegian_Business_School
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nordea_Liv
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gjensidige_NOR
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/UNI_Forsikring
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pensions_in_Norway
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gjensidige_NOR
https://www.nettavisen.no/tag/erik-haereid
https://www.nettavisen.no/tag/erik-haereid
https://www.nettavisen.no/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aalborg
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Denmark
https://no.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nordea_Liv
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/BI_Norwegian_Business_School
http://www.aktuar.com/
http://www.aktuar.com/
https://www.nb.no/nbsok/nb/0f7b6baf6ab81b8694326586c759a690?lang=no
https://www.imdb.com/name/nm1262827/
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://insightjournalonline.files.wordpress.com/2017/01/rick_s-highest-iq-scores.pdf
https://olymp.iqsociety.org/olympians/dr-christopher-philip-harding/
http://www.psiq.org/bio/
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://paulcooijmans.com/profile.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_K._Hoeflin
https://directories.wga.org/member/47ba3e9e-7b18-4ca2-b170-6bd8f75fac67
https://www.emmys.com/awards/nominations/award-search?search_api_views_fulltext=Rosner&submit=Search&field_celebrity_details_field_display_name=&field_show_details_field_nominee_show_nr_title=&field_show_details_field_network=All&field_show_details_field_production_company=All&field_nominations_year%5Bmin%5D=&field_nominations_year%5Bmax%5D=&field_nominations_year_op=%3E%3D&field_nominations_year%5Bvalue%5D=1949-01-01&field_nominations_year_1%5Bmin%5D=&field_nominations_year_1%5Bmax%5D=&field_nominations_year_1_op=%3C%3D&field_nominations_year_1%5Bvalue%5D=2019-01-01&field_award_category=All
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was titled 2013 North American Genius of the 

Year by The World Genius Directory with the main 

“Genius” listing here. 

He has written for Remote Control, Crank 

Yankers, The Man Show, The Emmys, The 

Grammys, and Jimmy Kimmel Live!. He worked as a 

bouncer, a nude art model, a roller-skating waiter, 

and a stripper. In a television 

commercial, Domino’s Pizza named him the 

“World’s Smartest Man.” The commercial was taken 

off the air after Subway sandwiches issued a cease-

and-desist. He was named “Best Bouncer” in the 

Denver Area, Colorado, by Westwood Magazine. 

Rosner spent much of the late Disco Era as an 

undercover high school student. In addition, he spent 

25 years as a bar bouncer and American fake ID-

catcher, and 25+ years as a stripper, and nearly 30 

years as a writer for more than 2,500 hours of 

network television. Errol Morris featured Rosner in 

the interview series entitled First Person, where 

some of this history was covered by Morris. He came 

in second, or lost, on Jeopardy!, sued Who Wants to 

Be a Millionaire? over a flawed question and lost the 

lawsuit. He won one game and lost one game on Are 

You Smarter Than a Drunk Person? (He was drunk). 

Finally, he spent 37+ years working on a time-

invariant variation of the Big Bang Theory. 

Currently, Rosner sits tweeting in a bathrobe (winter) 

or a towel (summer). He lives in Los 

Angeles, California with his wife, dog, and goldfish. 

He and his wife have a daughter. You can send him 

money or questions 

at LanceVersusRick@Gmail.Com, or a direct 

message via Twitter, or find him on LinkedIn, or 

see him on YouTube.” 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/haereid-

rosner-nine; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence 

scores because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Abstract 

Björn Liljeqvist was born in Stockholm, Sweden in 1975. He joined Mensa in 1991 and is currently 

the international chairman of that organisation. Privately, Björn lectures on advanced learning strategies to 

university students. A topic he’s written two books on in his native country. He has a background in 
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embedded systems engineering with a Master’s degree from Chalmers University of Technology. He is 

married to Camilla, with whom he has one daughter. He discusses: finance and support of the gifted through 

Mensa International and the Mensa Foundation; the size of Mensa; specialized initiatives for the most gifted; 

being aware of the ground while flying; and the refinement of material for channelling positively. 

Keywords: Björn Liljeqvist, chairman, humanity, intelligence, Mensa Foundation, Mensa International, Sweden. 

An Interview with Björn Liljeqvist on the Next Generations, Reliable Highest Ranges, and the Uses of 

Intelligence and Other Human Characteristics for the Benefit of Humanity: Chairman, Mensa International 

(Part Two)[1],[2]* 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

*Interview conducted on March 4, 2020.* 

*Note from Liljeqvist, as to avoid confusion between individual statements and the stances of Mensa International: 

“Opinions are my own and not those of Mensa, except if otherwise stated.”* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Sure, when you are 

looking at some of the funding of various 

initiatives for next generations of academics or 

just younger students, there are the awards. There 

are scholarships, and so on, through the Mensa 

Foundation. What do you consider some of the 

more effective ways in which to finance and 

support those talented next generations with some 

of these programs that Mensa International and 

the Mensa Foundation have ongoing? 

Björn Liljeqvist: Off the top of my head, India is 

one example. I have a leaflet on my desk, which I am 

reading off. There is Mensa India. They have 

projects. One is called Tribal Mensa Nurturing 

Program. Another is called Dhruv. They conduct 

intelligence testing in poor villages in India and find 

children that are highly gifted, and who would benefit 

from getting an education. Then they try to help those 

kids get an education. I would say that in terms of – I 

don’t want to call it return on investment, but why 

not – return on a limited amount of money based on 

finding people with really limited money and having 

talent. I know people doing things in similar 

conditions like African countries. That is probably 

the most laudable thing that I can think of, because, if 

you look at the so-called developed world, what is 

needed in these countries, in my country and your 

country and the United States, Europe, Japan, and so 

on, is not more money. Money is not the issue. There 

is education. There is access to information. What is 

needed here is the right kind of knowledge and 

inspiration, we need role models. We need people to 

not stand in the way of gifted young people doing the 

best they can. We need to acknowledge the value of 

that. But if you look at many other countries, Africa, 

the African continent, will soon have 2,000,000,000 

inhabitants. 

India, already, has more than that. There are still 

many places in China that are less privileged – so to 

speak. There is plenty of talent that won’t be 

developed, not for lack of knowledge, but simply 

from lack of resources. So if you are talking about the 

funding aspect of it, my personal opinion is that 

funding or money can do a lot more if it went to 

helping kids where money is the thing stopping them 

from even getting a basic education, which would be 

the stepping stone to higher education, and so on. 

Whereas, in the rich countries, you need quite a lot of 

money to [Laughing] really make an impact there. 

What is needed is rather non-monetary ways of 

intervening and supporting people, that is something 

else. Of course, you could say, “To change culture, to 

change the way we talk about intelligence, you would 

need, imagine, $5,000,000,000 spent on raising 

intelligence.” I am not sure that is the thing that 

money can buy. Some things need dedicated work 

over a long time by people who believe in certain 

ideas. When the time is right for a certain idea, and 

people buy into it, … that’s an interesting way of 

expressing it. They buy into it. They spend the money 

and money then is not an issue. In India, in Africa, in 

South America, and so on, there is so much talent 

that does not even get the first chance to develop. 

That is, I think, where we should spend more direct 

financial resources. Does that answer the question? 

Or is it completely off-topic? 

2. Jacobsen: I think it works within the confines of 

it. When we are looking at the size of Mensa 

(International) as well, it is an enormous 

organization, larger than most universities. 

Liljeqvist: In terms of sheer membership numbers, 

yes, that is true. Some groups are fairly large. I was 

the Chair of Mensa Sweden from 2007 to 2011 and 

had seen Mensa Sweden grow from 200 to more than 

7,000. We have more members than any other on a 

per capita basis in Sweden. But the international 

organization is more like this umbrella, which is still 

putting the organization in order. So that, it can 

actually accomplish things. Organization and 

communication, and knowledge management, and 
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getting things to happen is a very, very tricky 

problem in any kind of group. My personal goal for 

my term as Chairman is: I want Mensa International 

to become more focused, to be able to take some goal 

and work towards achieving it [Laughing]. So that, 

we are able to bring resources on a global scale to 

these goals. Also, as an organization, agree, we have 

had a lot of fun and are more than a social club. That 

it is more than just a slogan. That there is, in fact, 

tangible result in several countries, which we would 

spread to more countries. That’s what I am working 

towards. I am very optimistic about it, frankly. 

Because, I feel, there is a resonance for these ideas. 

It is something that people, when you put it like that, 

tend to agree. That yes, we don’t need to pick and 

choose between other valid policy goals like ‘Save 

the Whales,” “fighting climate change,” or this or 

that. We have something important. That the world 

should know intelligence is important and should not 

be wasted, but we are wasting it because we do not 

even know what it looks like sometimes. Sometimes, 

we also try to force gifted children to fit into a mold. 

Many times, regular education is something that 

holds gifted kids back. The thing about education for 

the intellectually challenged at the other end of the 

curve. Normal, regular teachers with special 

educational training for that can be helpful to them. 

But to teach or train highly gifted kids, it is a very, 

very different thing. I remember growing up. That 

having the occasional extraordinary teacher. You 

could feel, “Yes, this person is not just the average 

Joe. They really understand what they are talking 

about. I understand them. They understand me. It 

means so much.” A good education system for gifted 

young people should allow them to find equally 

intelligent teachers who could give the inspiration 

that they need. 

3. Jacobsen: Are there any special initiatives for 

the most gifted based on the most reliable ranges 

or at the highest ranges? So, 4-sigma or 4 

standard deviations above the norm young people 

who join Mensa. Are there any specialized 

initiatives for that particular group? 

Liljeqvist: Now, we come into an issue with logistics 

[Laughing]. The kind of test that Mensa uses. First of 

all, Mensa does not test people below the age of 10. 

In some countries, they don’t test people below the 

age of 15 or even 18. We do accept people of any age 

if they provide prior evidence. For example, there are 

5-year-olds or, sometimes, even 3-year-olds who 

have shown extraordinary capacity in some way. The 

parents of the children take them through a battery of 

tests. They say, “Oh my God, you are 3-sigma.” We 

don’t have the resources to test at that level on a large 

scale, unfortunately. The tests that do work for the 

kind of mass testing that we can perform. Most of the 

time, if you can get accurate results at the top 

percentile, then that is a fairly normal thing. There 

are tests that you can test accurately at 3 standard 

deviations. A good test that can accurately test above 

that is very, very rare. Because, first of all, there has 

to be money in it. The companies who produce 

intelligence tests. In order to reliably test at 4 

standard deviations, you need a control group, which 

is huge. You need to be very, very careful when 

designing questions like that. I know there are people 

who like to – I know some, myself – as a hobby 

design high-range IQ tests. Then they try to norm 

them by asking people on the internet to take them, 

and so on. By all means, they can give a pretty good 

hint. But Mensa only uses tests that have passed 

some scrutiny. Some scientific scrutiny and have 

been approved by the community of psychologists, 

which is why we have supervisory psychologists in 

all countries and an international supervisory 

psychologist (who is, by the way, an intelligence 

researcher). This is to validate the tests that we use. 

The result is that it rarely shows up in our tests when 

someone is at that level. When people join Mensa, 

most of the time, we don’t even talk about their IQ. 

That is, we don’t usually compare IQs. I know it is 

something people think happens when you join 

Mensa: 

1: My IQ is bigger than your IQ. 

2: No, it’s not. 

1: Oh yes, it is. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Liljeqvist: But that’s not really how it is done. 

Mensa is a nice place where you don’t have to talk 

about IQ. You don’t have to think about yourself as 

smart. You are normal. 

Jacobsen: You don’t have to explain the joke. 

Liljeqvist: You don’t have to explain the joke. 

People, often, are quite funny. It is a special 

[Laughing] kind of humour. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Liljeqvist: What can we do to people who are really, 

really out there? It is a good question. It is an area 

where a lot of work remains to be done. I would say, 

“Simply connecting young people with grown-ups of 

similar capacity, that they can be inspired by, will go 

a very, very long way.” You need somebody to look 

up to. You need to know, “Yes.” If you grow up, I’m 

sure, probably, many readers who grow up and 

realize the adults around you are not that bright. That 
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is not all that healthy, I think, because, in reality, you, 

yourself, as a child, a young person, or as a teenager. 

You aren’t that clever, either. It is just that 

it feels that way because you happen to be 

intellectually ahead of your age. But there is still so 

much that you don’t know. There are so many 

intelligent arguments and so many things that you 

need to get from culture; that you still haven’t 

acquired. That, even if you have potential, you’re still 

just a kid, who thinks that you’re smarter than you 

actually are. Emotionally, you’re no different. 

Growing up and feeling superior is a very, very bad 

start, I think having some good role models could be 

beneficial in that sense. We [Laughing] want young 

people to soar and fly high, but we still want them 

grounded. Because, otherwise, you can fly too close 

to the Sun and that’s not healthy. 

4. Jacobsen: Ha! It is also, and this is an old 

phrase I think in the American South, ‘Birds fly 

high, but they got to go down to the ground to get 

something eat.’ [Ed. Heard something like this 

from the comedian Paul Mooney.] It is different 

than the wax wings example that you just gave. 

Liljeqvist: I agree with that. Also, you need to value 

other qualities. That is something that is very good 

with the Mensa membership because, once IQ and 

high-IQ stops being mystified, once it is no longer 

that rare thing that puts you above other people, 

meeting a lot of intelligent people and finding that, 

“Oh my God, these are just people too.” Sure, they 

are often very quick. But some people, you learn 

there are other qualities that IQ actually does not 

measure. There are other values. IQ in itself is great 

as a potential. But what about empathy? What about 

conscientiousness? What about a sense of fairness, 

for example, or things like that? Those are things. 

You can be an intelligent, nice person; or, you can be 

an intelligent, bad or rude person. Understanding 

that, “Yes, you have your talent. Now, what are you 

going to do with it? What? Do something.” This is 

implicit in what Mensa stands for. It is even in our 

Constitution. Intelligence should be used for the 

benefit of mankind. Fine, finding intelligence is one 

thing, the fostering of it is another thing. That needs 

more than just the raw power, the raw natural 

resource. 

5. Jacobsen: How do you do that? How do you 

refine the material once you’ve mined it? 

Liljeqvist: You refine the material partly by 

education. But it needs the right education. It needs 

the right culture in a society. That brings me back to 

what we talked about earlier about an hour ago. A 

culture that frowns upon the very existence of talent 

is not going to be able to foster it. You need a culture 

that recognizes the value but does not exaggerate it. 

When people begin to deny that there is such a thing 

as talent, then it becomes very difficult to identify it 

and foster it, a lot of it will be lost. Then those who 

would recognize it and cultivate it would get an 

advantage. They would get a leg up on those who 

wouldn’t. So, I don’t think that we can afford to not 

acknowledge talent of different kinds. I am not 

saying that we know the end of the story. In fact, an 

interesting thing that I heard from an intelligence 

researcher, “After 100 years of research, we know 

very, very well how to measure IQ. The downside is 

it might not exist” [Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Liljeqvist: Which is to say, it probably isn’t one 

thing. That is, IQ in a person. It could be that you 

have a collection, a very good number, a big number 

of specialized problem-solving circuits in your brain. 

That, taken together, allow you to solve problem, on 

an IQ test, and so on. It might not be one thing. But it 

could rather be many, many things taken together. To 

me, personally, my personal opinion here rather than 

fact: that would explain so much. Because it would 

explain why someone can be gifted with a very high 

IQ while, at the same time, sometimes make very, 

very stupid mistakes or, sometimes, be oblivious to 

things that other people notice who have a lower IQ. 

We don’t know exactly what IQ is, or what 

intelligence is. There is more research that can be 

done, should be done. There is some research by 

Keith Stanovich in a book called What Intelligence 

Tests Miss. He has proposed the concept of being a 

cognitive miser, cognitive misery. To be a cognitive 

miser, you have a high IQ, but you are lazy. You 

don’t want to expend mental energy unnecessarily. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Liljeqvist: To a certain class of problems, even those 

with a high IQ, they trend to get the problems wrong. 

One problem he gave is like this, “You have 3 people 

at a Tim Horton’s…” 

Jacobsen: [Laughing] thank you. 

Liljeqvist: “…You have John, Sue, and David. John 

is unmarried. David is married. We don’t know what 

Sue is. John is looking at Sue. Sue is looking at 

David. Do we have an unmarried person looking at a 

married person? Yes, no, or insufficient data.” Most 

of the time, people will say, “Insufficient data,” 

because they are cognitive misers. They don’t want to 

think through the steps, step-by-step, which would 

lead them to the inevitable conclusion that the answer 

is, “Yes,” which means Sue is either married or she is 

not. In either case, somebody unmarried is looking at 

a married person. Research into things like that. 
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Different types of ways of using intelligence. A lot 

more research should be done in that field, I think. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Chairman, Mensa International. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/liljeqvist-

two; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 

2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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*Interview conducted on February 3, 2020.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What do you think will 

be some of the work that Canadians will need to 

keep an eye on, in terms of the work you’re doing, 

but also in terms of the concerns of ordinary 

Canadians who may have an interest in the 

international work that is around? I should note 

for those who may be interested you are the 

President of the Victoria Branch of the Canadian 

International Council. 

Dr. Chris Kilford: Yes, I am the President of the 

Canadian International Council Victoria Branch. It 

has almost 500 members. I am on the National Board 

as well. When I look to the involvement of Canadians 

down the road, one area that we have been absent is 

U.N. peacekeeping. We have maybe 30/40 

peacekeepers out in the world right now. We haven’t 

been taking up the slack and helping out with 

deployments. We have great people who can make a 

huge difference. This would be one area that I think 

we should focus on. Sometimes, though, we don’t 

really know how many Canadians are out in the 

world. I think the latest coronavirus situation has 

shown us how many Canadians live in Wuhan, who 

we would never think about. In the case of Mali, 

where we did have some peacekeeping forces, 

recently -they have now left. But, there are huge 

Canadian interests there. The gold mines, the 

universities in Quebec have been working with the 

Malian population to improve agriculture for 

decades. There are so many Canadians involved 

internationally and doing good work. On the other 

hand, our foreign aid budget hasn’t kept pace with 

many other countries. We are way behind in the 

amount of money that we can give based on the 

recommendations of the U.N. Our military presence, 

as I mentioned, through the U.N. is quite limited. 

Diplomatically, we have a number of missions, but 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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we should probably think about where else we can 

expand our footprint. Especially when it comes to 

driving things like trade. We also haven’t had a 

foreign policy review for quite some time. The 

last time we made a serious attempt was in 2004 with 

the International Policy Statement put out by the Paul 

Martin government. 

We have a defence policy. It’s called Strong, Secure, 

Engaged. It was put out in 2017. It reads very much 

like a foreign policy. I think it is the reason Minister 

Freedland, foreign minister at the time, gave her 

speech in the Parliament the day before the defence 

policy was released is because the government was 

concerned that we didn’t have a foreign policy top 

cover for our defence policy. It looked like defence 

was driving our foreign policy. So, to come back to 

this, we simply haven’t had a foreign policy review 

in 16 or so years, where we sat down, nationally, and 

said, “Okay, what is it that we want to be doing in the 

world? Where are we going to put our focus? We 

can’t have trumped up plans between different 

departments about what they intend to do. We need a 

central vision as to where the country is moving to. 

That includes everything from our trading 

relationships to immigration to defence relationships, 

diplomatic representation, participation in 

international fora. We don’t have endless resources. 

We have to think about this. The relationship with the 

U.S., etc.” These are questions that need to be 

answered in a new foreign policy review. I don’t 

know when the government plans to do that. I know 

that in the Canadian International Council, we are 

currently making our own plans to do a bottom-up 

citizens’ foreign policy review, where we as an 

organization with our branches in 16 cities get 

together, look at all the factors and submit what we 

consider the best foreign policy for the country 

moving forward to the government. 

2. Jacobsen: If someone is getting interested in 

international relations, political science, military 

and military history, what are some books to look 

into and authors to look into for the inquisitive 

younger generation? 

Kilford: Yes, that’s a good question because there is 

quite a bit out there. I would say that I’ve learned 

some of the most insightful things from books that 

our past Canadian politicians have put out. Stephen 

Harper has a book on his time in office, which came 

out recently. Jean Chretien has his observations. 

Chretien’s Senior Policy Advisor put out a book 

called The Way it Works – Inside Ottawa. While 

these books our former prime ministers and others 

put out can be very frustrating, because they are, 

obviously, guarded sometimes, they provide 

fascinating insight into how government works, and 

also how foreign relations work, and how important 

personal relations are. Even though, you get to see a 

leader, e.g., Angela Merkel once or twice a year if for 

some reason, you hit it off with them, and if they like 

you, in a crisis or in a general negotiation, you can 

say to someone, “I need to talk to Angela Merkel.” 

When Angela Merkel is told that the Prime Minister 

of Canada wants to speak with her, she says, ‘Yes! 

Sure, I would love to do that.” Ah, really! [Laughing] 

personal relations are so important. That’s what you 

learn by looking at the books that leaders have put 

out. My first suggestion would be to “read more 

about our prime ministers and their challenges.” Then 

you can extend that to others internationally who 

have written about their times. Start with the people. 

3. Jacobsen: So, in other words, a lot of your work 

comes down to interpersonal relations and high-

level social skills in diplomatic settings. 

Kilford: Yes. I spoke about that briefly at the UBC 

Model United Nations conference. The social 

niceties, the interpersonal relations, the ability to hold 

a knife and a fork at a dinner table, these are all part 

and parcel of, yes, diplomatic life, but also how you 

handle your social interactions. We like to think that 

we are living in a fast-moving, very casual world, 

where a quick email will do the job. But it is not like 

that. The personal touches are still really important. It 

is interesting when you travel. When you have 

visiting delegations come to a country like Turkey, 

there is normally a little gift exchange that occurs. 

Being very Canadian wee have financial limits that 

you are able to a) give as a gift and b) able to receive 

as a gift. I think it’s probably like $100. It is very 

modest. Canadians go and give their hosts a book of 

photographs about Canada. They will shake your 

hand and say, “Thank you very much.” And then they 

will give you a lovely Turkish tea set with glasses 

and holders, and a tea pourer. It’ll be all gold and 

very extravagant [Laughing]. “Oh my God! I can’t 

take this you’ll think. It’s above the limit. I’ll have to 

report it” [Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: Wow. 

Kilford: You get put into these situations. Or they’ll 

give you two tea sets and something else. You’ve 

only given them a book! 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Kilford: Obviously, you are made aware of this 

before you go out and then accept it for what it is. 

You can’t refuse gifts because that wouldn’t be right. 

So, you get attuned to all of this. But other countries 

put a lot of thought into their guests; and they’re 

going to roll out the red carpet, even if you are mid-
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level. You don’t necessarily have to be the 

ambassador. You will be treated incredibly well. I 

was the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs recently. 

I am not an official now. But I do know some people 

there. They invited me to talk. I sit down. All of the 

sudden, a young man appears. My host says, “Would 

you like Turkish coffee? Turkish tea? What would 

you like?” Of course, I have lived there. I know the 

routine. I said, “Turkish coffee would be great.” So, 

the person went away. They came back. They served 

you. There was some Turkish delight . You would 

not get that [Laughing] kind of treatment in any 

Canadian office. They employ, circa 1950s in 

England, an entire group of young men like the 

women who used to push tea carts back then and 

serve tea to people in their offices. That doesn’t 

happen anymore. In other countries, it is still the 

case. They do that still. You just have to be aware of 

it. Now, what that meant for me back in Canada…if I 

had a foreign delegation coming I would change my 

habits. Whilst I didn’t have someone to get the tea for 

me, I made sure to get the tea and the coffee and to 

do this for them myself. I would have some cookies 

as well [Laughing]. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Kilford: Because I knew that is what they expected. 

Jacobsen: I think this goes back to the point about 

small, nice touches as fundamental. 

Kilford: Yes, when you are in another country, you 

become aware of the personal touches, the 

interpersonal side of the house. Now, when you are 

back in Canada, if you are dealing with foreign 

delegations or individuals, you become aware of their 

expectations. That makes you a better diplomat, 

because you’re not somebody who just says, “Come 

on, sit down,” and then gets to business. You 

understand that before you get to business, you 

should probably talk about their family, their time, 

how they’re finding things. You do that little bit of 

small talk to get to the business of things. You have 

coffee on hand as well. So, that foreign exposure is 

really invaluable. It’s great while you’re out there. 

You’re learning. But it really is when you come back 

to Global Affairs Canada, and you’re the director of 

this or that. That foreign exposure, doesn’t matter 

which country it is in, affects you. You think, “I must 

do things differently now. How can I adjust or pick-

and-choose among the best that I’ve seen to make a 

better representative of Canada, and a better diplomat 

when I head back out into the world?” Your first 

deployments; you’re pretty naïve. You may have 

some training and read a book. You’re pretty naïve in 

the early days. By the second or third posting, you’re 

a pro. Those are the kind of people that Canada 

needs. The people who have this experience. 

4. Jacobsen: Do you have any final feelings or 

thoughts based on the conversation today? 

Kilford: Speaking at the UBC Model United Nations 

conference with the young people there, it was really 

good to see. I think jobs in foreign affairs and in the 

Department of National Defence, or any of the other 

departments and agencies with a foreign focus are 

great. But, they are hard to come by. I would say for 

younger people who are reading what you’ve been 

doing that my advice has always been to go for the 

dream job. If you don’t get it, don’t give up, look into 

the department for positions at a lower level than 

what you might normally want , and get your foot in 

the door with the department that you are interested 

in. It may be at the lowest level and you may be a 

clerk even with a B.A. or an M.A. What you see once 

you’re in a department are jobs that aren’t advertised 

or are internal deployments I know, from experience, 

that young people who enter at lower than expected 

levels will move up faster because once their 

expertise comes to the awareness of their bosses, then 

they think, “Oh, yes, they should be doing this, and 

doing that.” There will be a lot of interesting work in 

the future as well, as Baby Boomers are moving out. 

Some have been holding onto their jobs longer than 

usual. Eventually, they will move out. There will be 

space created and opportunities for international 

careers for folks. That would be the advice. If I had 

all those young people in the room to talk separately 

about careers, especially with the government, that is 

what I would have been telling them. 

5. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Dr. Kilford. 

Kilford: Thank you for the opportunity to chat, I am 

going to be off to talk about Turkey and the battles in 

the Middle East later today. Our chat about the 

Middle East has got me all fired up for later on. 

Jacobsen: [Laughing]. 

Kilford: [Laughing] how’s that? 

Jacobsen: I think that’s great. Thank you so 

much. 

Kilford: You take care. Have a great day. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] President, Canadian International Council – 

Victoria Branch. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 22, 
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An Interview with Jc Beall on Family, Background, Development, Work, and Advice for Paraconsistent-

Curious Philosophy Students: O’Neill Family Chair of Philosophy, University of Notre Dame (Part 

One)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family 

background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology 

(etymologies), geography, culture, language, 

religion/non-religion, political suasion, social 

outlook, scientific training, and the like? 

Professor Jc Beall: My paternal lineage involves 

largely Polish immigrants (Zabroski, Beall) who, like 

many, moved to (Western) Pennsylvania in the USA 

for coal-mining work. That side of the family, which 

informs a lot of my non-academic interests, is typical 

Appalachian practices. (My dad’s parents literally 

built their own house, fished or hunted for meat, and 

knew how to garden and can like nobody’s business.) 

My maternal lineage involves largely Scots-Irish 

people (Long, McConaughey), equally independent 

spirits but didn’t live in rural regions. The culture in 

which I grew up, just north of Pittsburgh (though the 

family traces closer to West Virginia), was largely 

what you get when you mix coal-mining, steel 

factories, and general hard-working midwestern 

(USA) versions of Christian practice: namely, a no-

nonsense, be-good-to-neighbors, respect-your-elders, 

strive-for-excellence, respect-education and above-

all-respect-God sort of culture. That’s how it felt, 

anyway. 

I haven’t thought enough about political theory to 

have interesting views on politics. I think that people 

should be nice to each other. How can that happen 

best at a larger political level? That’s the hard part, 

and I don’t know. 

As for scientific training: My upbringing was infused 

with lots of theological (and, though not by name, 

philosophical) discussion, whereas my schooling was 

typical public midwest USA — lots of science and 

math, some writing (even some Latin), and a dose 

(probably too small) of both USA history (from a 

USA perspective, of course) and world history 

(ditto). I was always talented at math and science, but 

I was driven by (the mathematical) side of 

philosophy, something I “majored in” (as they say in 

the USA) at my typical liberal arts college 

(university-level), and then kept doing (though 

definitely concentrated on the maths side of 

philosophy as my studies went on). 

2. Jacobsen: With all these facets of the larger self, 

how did these become the familial ecosystem to 

form identity and a sense of a self extended 

through time? 

Beall: Well, I’ve never really thought about the 

question. I don’t have a considered answer, but I have 

a guess. My guess is that my sense of self is deeply 

informed by the given familial setting, one in which, 

I should emphasize, we (viz., my siblings and I) were 

always required to work hard, respect elders, but 

always — always — think for ourselves and be 

willing to live with the consequences of our 

decisions. I can’t see this aspect of myself changing, 

and so it serves as a thread in the fabric of who I am. 

3. Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, 

what ones seem the most prescient for early 

formation? 

Beall: I didn’t have early teachers who were greatly 

influential. (They were good and appreciated; it’s just 

that none served to directly affect my future.) 

Probably the biggest influence was where I lived, 

which was on about 40 acres surrounded by 100s of 

empty acres, and back a quarter mile from the road. 

We didn’t have reliable TV (and probably 

wouldn’t’ve been allowed to spend much time in 

front of it anyway), and so we spent a lot of time 

finding our own entertainment in the woods, in a 

field, whatnot. For me, I often took a book or a 

notebook and threw up a hammock in a particular 

field in which my siblings rode horses (something I 

didn’t do). I read everything from mathematics (I 

remember being fascinated by geometry at one stage, 

and then set theory was beautiful) to theology 

(including John Calvin, Ecclesiastes from the Bible, 

some John Edwards, some Buber, Barth and 

Kierkegaard) and beyond — although, alas, never 

much literature. This “forced” opportunity was 

probably one of the single most important influences 

in my formation (including my love for farm 

country). 
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4. Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians 

became, in hindsight, the most influential on you? 

Beall: My parents. 

5. Jacobsen: As a young reader, if one, in 

childhood and adolescence, what authors and 

books were significant, meaningful, to worldview 

formation? 

Beall: As I said to another question, a lot of christian 

theologians and a variety of maths authors (none of 

whose names I’ll ever remember, as the works were 

random discoveries). Philosophers — particularly of 

a “mathematical” or “analytic” bent — took over at 

university, including logicians such as Tarski, Quine, 

Barcan Marcus. 

6. Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational – as 

in, in school or autodidacticism – moments from 

childhood to young adulthood? 

Beall: There are two pivotal things that I remember, 

and probably more that I don’t remember. The first is 

smacking into the problem of evil. (I was in a 

hammock in a field where I grew up. I hadn’t read 

about the problem. I just smacked against it, like 

many do.) The other pivotal thing I can remember is 

proving something for the first time. I don’t 

remember the subject, but it was probably 

somewhere around geometry. I remember wondering 

about proof itself (e.g., what counts as a proof), and 

how one might prove that such-n-so step in accepted 

proofs is acceptable (as proof-ensuring, so to speak). 

I wish I could remember the exact step, but I do 

recall proving that the given step had to guarantee the 

truth of the conclusion. (Was my proof good? I can’t 

recall.) This was a new experience — defining a 

problem and solving it. This was pivotal. 

7. Jacobsen: What was the formal academic path 

for you? Why select this pathway? 

Beall: I initially went to Princeton Seminary to do a 

theology degree, but I met philosophers at Princeton 

who opened my philosophical world vastly wider 

than it had been. (Particularly influential along these 

lines were Bas C. van Fraassen and Gilbert Harman, 

though others were very helpful too.) I wound up 

taking a scholarship to the Australian National 

University (ANU, Canberra), where, despite my 

leanings towards logic, I found new interests in 

philosophy of mind — the “hard problem” per Frank 

Jackson and David Chalmers. From there, I went to 

study with Lynne Rudder Baker in philosophy of 

mind at the University of Massachusetts in Amherst 

(which is also very good for the logical side of 

philosophy, including work in formal semantics). I 

had planned to return to Princeton but very much 

liked the Amherst Massachusetts area, and simply 

finished my work there, winding up with a lot of 

logic work but a dissertation in philosophy of mind 

(which I never worked on again, alas). From there, I 

went — with my Australian spouse — to Australia, 

landing initial work at the University of Tasmania 

which, at the time, was growing a remarkably good 

philosophy department (under the leadership of Prof. 

Jay Garfield). (Alas, times have changed there.) 

During that time, I met Greg Restall, who is one of 

the nicest people I know and one of the sharpest 

philosophers and logicians I know, and a number of 

other excellent philosophers and logicians in 

Australasia (including in New Zealand). On an 

intellectual level, these philosophers and logicians 

were kindred spirits — full stop. 

8. Jacobsen: As the O’Neill Chair of Philosophy 

University of Notre Dame, what tasks and 

responsibilities come with the position? 

Beall: This is a research and teaching endowed chair 

at Notre Dame, with an expectation of high-level 

research and equally high-level teaching. The Notre 

Dame students are so talented that it makes the 

teaching side enjoyable. The research profile at Notre 

Dame is well-known: they are leaders in logic and 

various fields of philosophy (e.g., philosophical 

logic, metaphysics, medieval philosophy, philosophy 

of religion, epistemology, and more). I am very 

happy to be at such a great institution, one that values 

philosophy (and logic!) at the very foundation of its 

identity. 

9. Jacobsen: What are the main research 

questions now? 

Beall: I think that one of the key research questions 

is the identity of logical consequence itself. Many 

philosophers are aware of the many (many) 

nonstandard accounts of logical consequence (i.e., so-

called nonstandard logics). But what are we debating 

when we debate whether logical consequence is 

nonstandard (or, as the term goes, nonclassical)? I 

have some thoughts on this, but I think that the 

question is very pressing in the philosophy of logic 

right now. Questions in philosophy of logic that are 

raging at the moment but, by my lights, are in fact 

downstream from the what-is-logic question, revolve 

around the strengths and weaknesses of so-called 

nonclassical solutions to philosophical problems, that 

is, solutions that rely on some nonclassical logic or 

other (not just paraconsistent, but other sorts of 

nonclassicality). 

10. Jacobsen: If you could give advice to aspiring 

philosophy students, even paraconsistent-curious 

students, what would it be for them? 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 371 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

Beall: Try to be aware of current debates, but never 

follow fashion for fashion’s sake. Do not simply 

think that because well-placed philosophers are 

currently focusing their attention on Problem X the 

given problem is an important one. Try to understand 

the problem. Always ask: why does this matter? 

What other problems are affected by a solution to this 

problem? Is the problem an instance of a more 

general problem? Try to understand these issues. But 

always focus on what, after very honest and careful 

thinking, you consider to be important and interesting 

— and know why exactly you think so (and in what 

sense ‘important’, in what sense ‘interesting’, etc.). 

Philosophy is ultimately a conversation, but you must 

do a great deal of thinking on your own — careful 

thinking, honest thinking, and never trying-to-

impress-big-wigs thinking. Sometimes, students get 

attracted to the novelty or wildness of certain 

philosophical ideas, and that’s not bad; it’s just that 

one must always recognize that neither novelty nor 

wildness are reliable indicators of truth. Similarly, 

students can sometimes get attracted to personalities, 

cool philosophers or whatnot; and this too isn’t 

inherently bad, but obviously it’s not a reliable guide 

to good philosophy. In the end, if I were to give 

advice to aspiring philosophy students, I’d say that 

they should strive to be level-headed about 

philosophy, and to work very hard in defining 

problems and solving them, and to ultimately have 

fun in the work. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] O’Neill Family Chair of Philosophy, University 

of Notre Dame. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 22, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/beall-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 
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Free of Charge 1 – The “Free” in Freethought with Dr. Herb Silverman[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

1. Scott Douglas Jacobsen: Freethought seems like 

the most appropriate terminology for a general 

audience. Other terms one can find in some of the 

formal and informal literature include atheist, 

agnostic, New Atheist, agnostic atheist, 

freethinker, non-religious, Nones, irreligious, 

religious, militant atheist, Firebrand Atheist, 

adeist, aunicornist, anti-theist, Bright, secular 

humanist, rationalist, skeptic, Unitarian, 

Unitarian Universalist, humanist, and so on, 

including everyone favourite evasion: spiritual but 

not religious. A natural outgrowth of the 

philosophy and the cognitive stance. Many, many 

terms exist, as if a Seinfeldian statement of the 

matter, “So, yada-yada-yada, I’m a freethinker.” 

There are a lot, no doubt. Not all overlap 

completely or even mostly, while, at the same time, 

many merge in a rejection of the supernatural, the 

magical, the mystical, as in all bound to the set of 

the non-real. At the same time, if I reflect on 

historical statements by the late Dr. Carl Sagan, I 

can note the ways in which he spoke to science, as 

a phenomenon, was more of an attitude than a 

methodology or the findings, which makes sense. I 

would merely extend the idea to skeptical, 

rational, naturalist inquiry in a larger sense 

incorporative of scientific methodology and 

scientific findings. Focusing on the productions by 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
https://books.google.ca/books?id=rh7vAAAAMAAJ&q=inauthor:%22Herb+Silverman%22&dq=inauthor:%22Herb+Silverman%22&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwja5_nalK7kAhXS7Z4KHVTUDCQQ6AEIODAC
https://books.google.ca/books?id=xgeXpwAACAAJ&dq=inauthor:%22Herb+Silverman%22&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwja5_nalK7kAhXS7Z4KHVTUDCQQ6AEIMjAB
https://books.google.ca/books?id=xgeXpwAACAAJ&dq=inauthor:%22Herb+Silverman%22&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwja5_nalK7kAhXS7Z4KHVTUDCQQ6AEIMjAB
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https://books.google.ca/books?id=9LZoQgAACAAJ&dq=inauthor:%22Herb+Silverman%22&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwja5_nalK7kAhXS7Z4KHVTUDCQQ6AEIQjAE
https://books.google.ca/books?id=GXQQRYUc7gQC&printsec=frontcover&source=gbs_ge_summary_r&cad=0#v=onepage&q&f=false
https://www.amazon.com/dp/B07X7QTL37/
https://www.amazon.ca/Reflections-American-Secularisms-History-Philosophy-ebook/dp/B083H6B8DR/
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us, we covered some of the philosophical and 

social aspects of this in Short Reflections on 

American Secularism’s History and 

Philosophy and Short Reflections on Secularism. In 

this sense, our notions in the freethought 

community enter into the boundaries of 

Rationalism and science, empiricism and reason. 

We’re free while benefitting from the past 

accumulated evidence and theories to bring them 

together, slowly and generation by generation. For 

this series, I want to touch and tap into the 

boundaries of freethought, as to the community 

dynamics, in terms of the breadth of inclusion, 

and as to the things out of the question in the 

philosophy now. Some of this will be reiteration. 

Some of this will be new. However, a lot of this 

will be more in-depth in addition to recommended 

resources for research and reading, and becoming 

involved. Herb, if I may, based on the previous 

conversations, and with references and footnotes 

throughout if you can, how is freethought 

represented in the secular communities now? 

Dr. Herb Silverman: Freethought is represented in 

different ways in different freethought communities. 

When I first became engaged with freethought 

communities, I learned about several national atheist 

and humanist organizations. I joined them all because 

each was involved in issues I supported. But each 

group was doing its own thing and ignoring like-

minded organizations, while competing for funds 

from what they viewed as a fixed pie of donors. I 

knew we needed to grow the pie to benefit all these 

organizations and the freethought movement as a 

whole. They were spending too much time arguing 

about labels (atheist, agnostic, humanist, freethinker, 

etc.) and too little time showing our strength in 

numbers and cooperating on issues that affect all 

freethinkers. 

Here’s an interesting distinction between Christians 

and freethinkers: Christians have the same unifying 

word but fight over theology; freethinkers have the 

same unifying theology, but fight over words. At 

least our wars are only verbal. 

So in 2002, I helped form the Secular Coalition for 

America, whose mission is to increase the visibility 

of and respect for nontheistic viewpoints, and to 

protect and strengthen the secular character of our 

government. Our 19 national member organizations 

cover the full spectrum of freethought.[3] 

Here’s what the Secular Coalition members don’t do: 

They don’t argue about labels. People in the 

Coalition call themselves atheists, agnostics, 

humanists, freethinkers, whatever. Here’s what they 

do: They cooperate on the 95% they have in 

common, rather than bicker about the 5% that might 

set them apart. All the organizations are good without 

any gods, though some emphasize “good” and some 

“without gods.” 

Interestingly, four of the member organizations are 

classified as religious (nontheistic). They are 

American Ethical Union (with Ethical Culture 

Societies), Congress of Secular Jewish Organizations, 

Society for Humanistic Judaism (with atheist rabbis), 

and UU (Unitarian Universalist) Humanists. 

All the Secular Coalition member organizations have 

strict limits on political lobbying, so they 

incorporated as a political advocacy group to allow 

unlimited lobbying on behalf of freethought 

Americans, finally giving freethinkers a voice in our 

nation’s capital. But even as the Secular Coalition 

fights against religious privileging on the federal 

level, some of the most egregious violations occur at 

state levels (I know. I live in South Carolina). The 

Secular Coalition is hoping someday to have 

volunteer coordinators in all 50 states, working with 

local groups to make sure elected officials throughout 

the country hear our voices. 

The Secular Coalition also collaborates with 

organizations that are neither theistic nor nontheistic, 

like the American Civil Liberties Union and 

Americans United for the Separation of Church and 

State. It cooperates on some issues with theistic 

organizations, like the Interfaith Alliance, the Baptist 

Joint Committee for Religious Liberty, and Catholics 

for Choice. Working with diverse groups provides 

the additional benefit of gaining more visibility and 

respect for our unique perspective. Improving the 

public perception of freethinkers is as important to 

many of us as pursuing a particular political agenda. 

2. Jacobsen: Co-President of the Freedom From 

Religion Foundation, Dan Barker, states, “free-

think-er n. A person who forms opinions about 

religion on the basis of reason, independently of 

tradition, authority, or established belief. 

Freethinkers include atheists, agnostics and 

rationalists. No one can be a freethinker who 

demands conformity to a bible, creed, or messiah. 

To the freethinker, revelation and faith are 

invalid, and orthodoxy is no guarantee of truth” 

(Barker, n.d.). RationalWiki (2018) states: 

Freethought, or free inquiry, is a catch-all term 

referring to the variety of beliefs which, in general, 

reject authoritarianism and revealed or fundamentali

st religion in favor of science and human reason. 

Hence the term “free” meaning “free from 

external dogma,” implying that their beliefs came 

from their own thinking and research. It is the basis 
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for rationalism, secularism, and democracy. It 

overlaps with atheism, agnosticism, and secular 

humanism, but may also according to some 

definitions describe some theistic beliefs such 

as deism.[4] 

Robert G. Ingersoll, the Great Agnostic, becomes 

the lightning rod for great oration and writing on 

the subject matter of freethought within an 

agnostic point of view. Susan Jacoby, who more 

people should know (alongside Rebecca 

Newberger Goldstein), places the Golden Age of 

Freethought at its height, arguable to me, with 

Ingersoll and then its end at the start of the First 

World War. Jacoby states: 

Freethinker and freethought are terms that date from 

the end of the 17th century. Freethinker basically 

meant someone who did not believe in the received 

word of the bible or the authority of religion. 

Freethinkers have often been described as people 

who didn’t believe in God, but it’s more accurate to 

see freethought as a kind of a broad continuum, 

ranging from those who really didn’t believe in God 

at all to deists who believed in a God who set the 

universe in motion but afterwards didn’t take an 

active role in the affairs of men. 

By the end of the 19th century, freethinkers even 

included liberal Protestant denominations and 

Unitarians. Even though they believed in God and in 

some form of Christianity, they did not believe in any 

hierarchy of religion… 

… It looks for supernatural explanations whereas 

science looks for natural 

explanations. (BeliefNet.Com, n.d.) 

Many different stances and attitudes in orbit on 

the central theme of capital “F” Freethought. A 

tendency in human activity, community, and 

thought to leave strictures on the mind, depart 

from limitations of thought, while grounded in 

that which corresponds to the real. Some will 

ground themselves in human rights and 

compassion first, as in Humanism. Others will, at 

least, garner reputations for browbeating and a 

certain haughty and aggressive attitude against 

sincere, even ordinary, religious believers, as in 

New Atheism with two styles reflected in Militant 

Atheism and Firebrand Atheism. How can we 

bring about change based on the knowledge about 

the rise and fall of freethought into a new era of it, 

a renewed era in which we remain in a crisis 

requiring precisely its arsenal? 

Silverman: We can explain to some people why 

being a freethinker makes the most sense to us, and 

perhaps convince them to follow our lead. If they are 

interested, we can provide them with helpful 

freethought literature. We already know that the 

“nones” are the fastest-growing demographic, many 

of whom are freethinkers without knowing what the 

word means. 

Whether people become freethinkers or not, what the 

world needs today (especially during the pandemic) 

is more respect for scientific viewpoints and rational 

thinking, and less respect for the irrational thinking 

found in ancient “holy” books. We can tell religious 

people that we may not share their beliefs, but that 

we hope they are willing to incorporate scientific 

findings into their lives and listen to reasonable 

explanations about the world around them. Unlike the 

minority of religious fundamentalists, most religious 

people are willing to act this way. We can point out 

to theists how our behaviour is similar to theirs in 

many ways, and how their everyday actions have 

nothing to do with god beliefs. Whether we try to be 

good with or without a god has little to do with 

behaviour. 

To those who might try to convince you to choose a 

belief in God, we can explain that belief in God is not 

a matter of choice. I can pretend to believe, but I 

can’t choose to believe something for which I find 

not a scintilla of evidence. We can ask them if they 

can choose to not believe in God (it would be nice if 

the answer is “yes”). 

To help bring about change, we need to keep 

governments secular. This is something all 

freethinkers want, and we need to convince some 

theists why moving closer to a theocracy (even their 

theocracy) is bad for everybody. I’ve heard some 

politicians in both parties say, “We have freedom 

of religion, but not freedom from religion.” What can 

that possibly mean? That we are allowed to worship 

the god of our choice, but we can’t choose to be good 

without any gods? Politicians might think they are 

being tolerant when they express support for all 

faiths. Instead, we expect to hear them publicly 

express support for all faiths and none, to promote 

freedom of conscience for all people. Freethinkers 

are not asking for special rights, but we do insist on 

equal rights. 

Our Constitution demands that the government must 

not favour one religion over another or religion over 

non-religion. Religious liberty must include the right 

of taxpayers to choose whether to support religion 

and which religion to support. Forcing taxpayers to 

privilege and subsidize religions they don’t believe in 

is akin to forcing them to put money in the collection 

plates of churches, synagogues, or mosques. 
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We need to encourage more freethinkers to run for 

public office. I’m pleased that we now have a 

national Congressional Freethought Caucus to 

promote policy based on reason, science, and moral 

values. The Caucus formed in 2018 with 4 members 

and now has 13, with more to come.[5] 

I hope to see an America where the influence of 

conservative religion is mainly limited to within the 

walls of churches, not the halls of Congress. 

3. Jacobsen: What do you think sparked the 

original formal movement of freethought? 

Silverman: The term “freethinker” came into use in 

the 17th century. It referred to people who inquired 

into the basis of traditional religious beliefs, and 

freethinker was most closely linked to secularism, 

atheism, agnosticism, anti-clericalism, and religious 

critique. It promoted the free exercise of reason in 

matters of religious belief, unrestrained by deference 

to authority. 

I like to promote British mathematician and 

philosopher William Kingdon Clifford from the 

19th century, who, in his essay, The Ethics of Belief, 

said, “It is wrong always, everywhere, and for 

anyone, to believe anything upon insufficient 

evidence.” The essay became a rallying cry for 

freethinkers, and has been described as a point when 

freethinkers grabbed the moral high ground. Clifford 

organized freethought gatherings and was the driving 

force behind the Congress of Liberal Thinkers.[6] 

4. Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and 

your time, Herb. 

Silverman: Thank you. 
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UN Interfaith Harmony Week (February 1 – February 7, 2020)[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

After the tragedy of 9/11/2001 in New York when I 

started Islam awareness campaign called Islam 101 in 

Canada and started speaking at churches, offices and 

other places I was accused by my own Muslim 

brothers and sisters including very prominent Imams 

that I am too cozy with Christians and Jews. Many 

so-called Muslim community leaders here in Calgary 

and around Canada were spreading rumors and lies 

about me. Even in few mosques Friday sermons were 

delivered against me. I was called George Bush’s 

planted agent in Canada. I was called many names by 

my own community members. When they could not 

stop my Interfaith dialogues and media coverage of 

those efforts, they used local Canadian and 

community newspapers to discredit me. But by the 

Grace of Allah and the training I had received from 

my father teacher and guide (May Allah’s mercy on 

him) I ignored all of them and kept on doing what I 

was doing. Because I knew the Interfaith Dialogue 

was a new concept for many Imams and Canadian 

Muslims. They knew the idea of debates. In those 

debates one faith leader tries to prove the other faith 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
mailto:Contact@islamicsupremecouncil.com
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leader wrong. In debates one side proves the other 

side is wrong. One of the famous Muslim debaters in 

recent past was Maulana Ahmed Deedat of South 

Africa. His famous debate with Rev. Jimmy 

Swaggart is still fresh in several minds. But in 

Interfaith Dialogue instead of proving the opposite 

side wrong you just share what you believe without 

offending the other faith community. This was some 

thing new for many Muslim Canadian migrants at 

that time. 

When I founded Muslims Against Terrorism (MAT) 

in 1998 several Muslim leaders not only opposed the 

idea of MAT but condemned me in public. One 

prominent very respected Canadian Muslim leader 

came to Calgary and met me. He advised me not to 

establish MAT. But I did it. And after the tragedy of 

9/11 most of the Muslim leaders jumped on the 

bandwagon but slowly. 

I am very happy that after several years of struggle in 

building bridges between the Canadian Muslims and 

Christians / Jewish Canadians, all those who used to 

consider “Interfaith Dialogue” against Islamic Sharia 

are now holding and participating in Interfaith 

Dialogues. However, in this country every day new 

immigrants including new Imams arrive, the 

importance of Interfaith Dialogue remains the same 

as it was back in 2001 or before. Muslims must 

continue in educating Canadians about Islam through 

dialogue. 

However, one thing we must not do during interfaith 

dialogues is to sugar quote or distort or dilute Islamic 

beliefs in order to be acceptable to other faith leaders 

or communities. I have observed some Muslim 

leaders in Interfaith dialogues become so “liberal / 

secular” that they not only distort Islamic teachings 

but in fact they deceive other faith communities by 

showing “un-Islamic” beliefs or actions as “Islamic”. 

They think this way we can make non-Muslims 

happy. This is what I call “Taqiyyah” and we must 

not do this. We should present Islamic teachings the 

way our Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him) 

preached and practiced. We, Muslims must 

remember one of the most fundamental principles of 

Islam as Imam Malik (May Allah be pleased with 

him) described, “The only person we (Muslims) 

cannot disagree with is the Messenger of Allah 

(peace be upon him). With all others there is a room 

for disagreement.” Therefore, in Interfaith Dialogues 

our reference must remain Qur’an and Prophet 

Muhammad (peace be upon him). With other noble 

personalities of Islam, jurists, scholars and Imams 

there is room for disagreement. This is the way I 

conduct my Interfaith Dialogues. 

Yesterday, a Canadian Muslim brother called me and 

protesting against the invitation to a Christian Pastor 

to come to our mosque and participate in the 

Interfaith Dialogue at our mosque. He believes this is 

against the Islamic Sharia to have a Christian (non-

Muslim) speaker speaking at a mosque. When I told 

him that we are allowed to offer Muslim Friday 

prayers and Ramadan Taraweeh prayers in Churches 

here in Canada and many other Western countries, he 

was silent. When I asked him, is your migration from 

a Muslim country to a non-Muslim country for better 

jobs and opportunities not against the Sharia? He had 

no answer. When I told him that Prophet Muhammad 

(peace be upon him) not only allowed but asked the 

Christians of Najran to offer their Christian prayers 

inside one of the holiest places of Islam, Masjid 

Nabawi Sharif in Madinah. He refused to believe. 

Why such intolerant and ignorant Muslims come to 

this country? They are the bad image of all of us and 

our faith. They are one of the reasons for creating and 

promoting Islamophobia. This is not the first time it 

happened. Once I was in a B.C. mosque. During my 

Dars-e-Qur’an lecture, I said, “please invite your 

non-Muslim neighbours in Masjid, explain to them 

Islam and the life of our Prophet (peace be upon him) 

and answer their questions.” The Imams father stood 

up and used such a hateful language that I can not 

write. I was shocked. After that I never went to that 

mosque.Our Imams have a huge duty. They must 

know and believe in developing bridges with other 

faith communities as described in our holy book 

Qur’an; 
لَۡ قُلۡ  ـاَه  بِۡ ي ٰۤ ِكت  ا ال  ى تَعَالَو  نَـنَا َسَوآء ۡ  َكِلَمةۡ  اِل  نَُكمۡ  بَۡي  بُدَۡ اََّلۡ َوَبي   َوَّلۡ ّللٰاَۡ ِاَّلۡ نَـع 

ِركَۡ ـــًٔا بِهۡ  نُش  ُضنَا يَتَِخذَۡ َوَّلۡ َشي  ًضا بَع  بَابًا بَع  نۡ  اَر  نِۡ م ِ ّللٰاِۡ دُو   ؕۡ  

Say: “O people of the Book! come to common terms 

as between us and you: that we worship none but 

Allah; that we associate no partners with Him; that 

we erect not from among ourselves Lords and patrons 

other than Allah.” (Qur’an, 3:64). 

Interfaith Dialogues provide us with opportunities to 

explain what Islam is and what is not Islam. Because 

there are many idiots who call themselves Muslims 

but doing everything that goes against Islam. 

Interfaith dialogues break down silos and build 

bridges. I challenge any Imam OR Muslim scholar to 

prove to me that a non-Muslim cannot come to a 

mosque OR cannot speak at the mosque. Our God is 

compassionate and merciful and our Prophet (peace 

be upon him) is mercy for all God’s creation. 

May Allah save Canada from all evils. May Allah 

give us the correct understanding of our own 

religions. 

Please reach out to your non-Muslim neighbours, 

colleagues, classmates and strangers and without 
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asking them their religion, just say, “I am a Muslim 

and I love and respect you.” 

www.iscc.ca 

www.m-a-t.org 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Founder, Islamic Supreme Council of Canada; 

Founder, Muslims Against Terrorism. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: February 1, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/un-

interfaith-harmony-week; Full Issue Publication 

Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. Image Credit: 

Imam Syed Soharwardy. 
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online consumption, to publish intelligence tests and associated statistics, and to write and publish on topics of 

interest to him. 

Keywords: disorder, giftedness, heredity, high range, intelligence, I.Q testing, Paul Cooijmans, sex differences. 

Insights acquired over twenty-five years of I.Q. testing[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

Prelude 

While I write this it has been exactly twenty-five 

years since I began spreading and administering 

difficult intelligence tests. My primary goal was to 

find out whether, and to what extent, it was possible 

to measure intelligence in the high range. 

Psychologists in the Netherlands, including a few 

experts on “giftedness”, had told me it was 

impossible to discriminate meaningfully above the 

99th percentile. I found that hard to accept, and tried 

to create test problems that were suitable to 

investigate this matter. This project turned out to be 

the most successful enterprise of my life so far, and I 

have stuck to it ever since. On this occasion I wish to 

discuss a number of insights and observations that 

have become apparent to me over time, and that have 

particularly puzzled, amazed, or worried me. 

In advance, I want to say that some of the things I 

found are contrary to what I had previously thought 

or believed. My mind enables me to accept things as 

they are even when they go against my possible 

expectations. It lets me acquire insights that more 

biased people with closed minds would reject. In 

addition, I have a relentless curiosity that compels me 

to investigate matters that appear to contradict what I 

have been previously told or what is generally 

believed. 

Misperception of item difficulty 

One of the first things I learnt is that test problems 

are harder for who has to solve them than for the 

creator. I had to make the problems ridiculously easy, 

in my perception, to make them solvable by 

apparently intelligent candidates. This also meant that 

the apparently correct norms turned out higher than I 

had intuitively projected; some twenty I.Q. points 

higher. This intuitive misperception of difficulty and 

level of norms is something I still recognize in 

comments that reach me regularly: “Your test norms 

are much too high!” or “Why are your norms so 

low?” Both of those criticisms are frequent, and I 

mention this so that people who make such 

comments will realize that their viewpoints are not 

self-obvious, but that that others see it the opposite 

way. 

The mechanism behind this false perception or 

expectation, I believe, is the phenomenon of 

projection. Involuntarily and unawares, we project 

our mind contents, ability level, ethical level, and 

further traits, on others, expecting them to be the 

same as we are. We have this built-in prejudice, or 

unconscious bias, that all people are the same as we. 

But they are not. To escape this, it is needed to “step 

out of yourself” and see the facts in an objective 

perspective. With regard to test item hardness and 

norms, this means to go by honest statistics and 

accept what they show, even when this goes against 

intuitive judgement. 

Sex differences 

Another fact that could not escape my attention was 

the under-representation of females among (self-

selected) high-range test candidates, as well as their 

lower productivity: female candidates take less than 

half as many tests per person as do males, and make 

up only 15 to 20 % of all candidates. There are 

eleven times more male than female test submissions. 

The average score of females is also several I.Q. 

points lower than that of males. Of course, one’s 

initial reaction is to think, “What am I doing wrong? 

What exactly in the tests is scaring off or 

disadvantaging females? Where is the sexist bias?” 

From there on, it takes many years to realize that no, 

there is no anti-female bias in I.Q. tests, but there 

really are fewer women than men in the high range of 

intelligence; not necessarily because women are less 

intelligent – a larger male spread of I.Q. would also 

explain the difference. 

Someone suggested to me that females might do 

better on tests designed by females, but of course the 

sex of the test constructor is irrelevant if a test is 

objective and unbiased. A test with pro-female bias 

might or might not let females score higher (it did not 

when I tried to create such a test) but that would not 

be a valid test to begin with, and besides, it would not 

address the matters of female under-representation 

and lower productivity but only the score level. 

Actually, among high-range test constructors, 

females are under-represented too (the male/female 

ratio may even be infinity) so that we can not 

establish whether the sex of the constructor makes 

any difference. 

The same under-representation of females at the high 

end is seen in the real world, as betrayed by demands 

like, “We need more women in high positions in 
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[business, politics, science, whatever]” or “We need 

quota for women in high positions”. The media 

bombard us daily with activist propaganda like that; 

demands for more women in professions requiring 

hard physical labour or combat functions are less 

frequent, for some reason. But could it be that, in 

general, people just like doing what they are good at 

and avoid activities or professions that are too 

demanding for them? 

I have thought about these sex differences a lot, and 

in conjunction with my interest in intelligence and 

observations of higher-I.Q. groups and communities, 

I have come to hypothesize that sex differences might 

be reduced in populations of higher average I.Q., as a 

within-species extension of the general biological 

phenomenon that sex differences are smaller in more 

advanced species. Higher or equal representation of 

females in currently male-dominated fields could 

then be achieved by eugenically raising the 

intelligence level of the population at large. Such a 

reduction of sex differences through raising average 

intelligence (as opposed to using quota and “positive 

discrimination”) would no doubt have additional 

societal consequences that one can only speculate 

about. 

Sex differences exist not only in mental testing but 

also in the realms of voting behaviour and political 

preference or attitude. As can be seen in election 

statistics and in pertinent personality questionnaires, 

women are markedly more left-wing and progressive 

than men. This is the largest of all psychometric sex 

differences I am aware of, and it has huge societal 

implications: through female suffrage it affects the 

way countries are ruled, through women’s over-

representation in education, schooling, and academia 

it determines how children and young people are 

raised and educated (or indoctrinated) and through 

women’s disproportional role in justice (the majority 

of judges are female in my country) it decides the 

treatment of criminals and thus the safety of society – 

or lack thereof. Whether one considers the female 

influence on society positive or negative, the ongoing 

forced feminization of institutions and positions of 

power has far-reaching consequences that we will 

increasingly feel in the years and decades to come. 

Something I have also come to suspect is that sex 

differences and their suppression lie at the heart of 

the low ceilings and poor high-range validity of some 

mainstream I.Q. tests. I intuit that constructors of 

such instruments would be embarrassed – or terrified, 

rather – to publish a test that shows men to be much 

more highly represented than women at the high end, 

and take measures to hide this discrepancy. For 

instance, since men do better than women on truly 

difficult problems, those are left out of most 

mainstream tests, resulting in lower ceilings, less 

headroom for men to outscore women, and the 

absence of validity in the high range. 

The role of intelligence and heredity in behaviour 

Then there is one more thing, crucial and life-

changing, that I learnt through my study of 

intelligence: while intelligence is a major causal 

factor in human behaviour, having a large hereditary, 

biological component, there rests a taboo on 

mentioning this. In public and political debate, and 

even in much of social science, only viewpoints 

adhering to the doctrines of social-environmental 

determinism are allowed to be expressed. That is, the 

idea that human behaviour and personality are 

formed through social-environmental experience with 

the exclusion of any biological influence. This has 

consequences for policies regarding fields like 

immigration, justice, and education. In effect, we are 

conducting a large-scale experiment with human 

stocks that is analogous to Trofim Lysenko’s 

agricultural methodology, which was applied for 

several decades in the former Soviet Union. Lysenko 

denied the role of heredity in growing plants. If one 

bothers to read about that period, one will discover 

how it went with those crops. 

“Giftedness” as a problem or disorder 

In the world of experts on “giftedness”, and also in 

some high-I.Q. circles, there exists a notion that high 

intelligence is a problem, or a cause of problems, and 

that one may need some species of therapy for it. 

Some think that intelligent individuals are more 

prone to suffer from psychiatric illnesses like 

depression. I believed such things myself before I got 

involved in I.Q. societies and testing. Somewhat to 

my surprise however, not by far all of the highly 

intelligent persons I met over the years had problems 

like that; rather, it seemed as if having a very high 

I.Q. protected people from psychosocial problems, 

and helped them to function normally, in the social 

respect. To put the preceding sentence in perspective, 

I must add here that I have been in contact with 

several thousand people of whom I knew the I.Q. 

tests scores on one or more out of a few hundred 

different tests, both high-range and mainstream. My 

tests statistics have also consistently shown a 

negative correlation of about -0.3 to -0.4 between 

high-range I.Q. test scores and psychiatric disorders 

(and indicators of disorder in the form of personality 

test scores). 

Of course, intelligent persons with psychosocial 

problems exist, but I have come to believe that those 

problems are caused by other issues and dispositions 
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one has next to being intelligent, and in some cases 

those issues relate to growing up as a high-I.Q. 

individual in a low-I.Q. environment. High 

intelligence in itself appears to be a positive force 

toward healthy social functioning. The concept of 

“giftedness” as a condition that requires help is 

mainly a money-making device for therapists. It is 

also my modest impression that often, persons who 

are at best somewhat above-average in intelligence 

are incorrectly identified as “gifted” by therapists 

keen to make money, and by I.Q. societies more 

interested in membership growth than in quality of 

membership. And, some not-so-bright people prefer 

to believe that their problems are caused by 

“giftedness” rather than to accept their weaknesses 

and limitations. The inflated concept of “giftedness” 

has little meaning to me any more, and I do not 

accept the “gifted” label as a guarantee that the 

person in question is intelligent at all. 

The measurability of intelligence in the high range 

Regarding my original goal of finding out to what 

extent intelligence can be measured in the high range, 

I do not have the final answer yet, but so far there is 

no question of that the “g” factor disappears or 

becomes much smaller in scores on difficult I.Q. 

tests. Only on the easier tests that lack sufficiently 

difficult problems, “g” does disappear entirely when 

the test ceiling is approached. Put in other words, 

diverse tests that contain sufficient numbers of hard 

problems to avoid “ceiling bumping” intercorrelate 

positively toward the tops of their ranges, meaning 

that a common factor – “g” – is operating. 

For clarity, the question as to the measurability of 

high-range intelligence is really the question as to 

whether “g”, the general factor in mental tests, is still 

present at high score levels. To date it seems in my 

data that “g” loading decreases somewhat (but not 

much) from the bottom half to the top half of the high 

range, but even that is only on some tests, while on 

other tests it is opposite. This is by no means a final 

conclusion though. 

The failure of high-I.Q. groups to solve real-world 

problems 

While topic-based interest groups may have 

significant societal impact – think of Greenpeace, 

Amnesty International, and others – societies that 

select members solely by I.Q. test scores never seem 

to do anything of societal importance. People ask 

sometimes, “If they are so smart, then why do they 

not solve the world’s problems?” Well, my answer is 

that intelligent people tend to be individualists who 

always keep debating, arguing, contradicting one 

another, and never agree on anything, let alone that 

they would take collective action toward a common 

goal. They have no sense of collectivism or 

commonality, of belonging to a group. I have 

witnessed new or potential members of an I.Q. 

society being warned off by existing members. Such 

oikophobia, and such acting against the interest of the 

group, are typical of groups selected purely for 

intelligence. And, where intelligent people do 

cooperate for some reason, it seems that the output 

level of the group is determined by its least able 

member; as if intelligence is recessive in groups or 

cooperation. 

These problems with cooperating toward a common 

goal form one of the very few down sides of high 

intelligence I have encountered. Another one, 

probably related, is the intellectuals’ proverbial 

tendency to sympathize with Marxist ideologies. My 

view is that the psychological phenomenon of 

projection is at the bottom of that: intelligent 

individuals, involuntarily and unawares, assume their 

own inborn cognitive potential in all or most others, 

even after it has been pointed out to them that they 

are wrong in that. This unconscious bias toward 

egalitarianism disposes them to respond favourably 

to Marxist propaganda. The cure is an in-depth study 

of psychometrics and individual differences. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Administrator, Giga Society; Administrator, The 

Glia Society. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: February 8, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/sheen-one; 

Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. Image Credit: 

Richard Sheen. 

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with 

honest skepticism grounded in the limited empirical 

development of the field at present, even in spite of 

honest and sincere efforts. If a higher general 

intelligence score, then the greater the variability in, 

and margin of error in, the general intelligence scores 

because of the greater rarity in the population. 
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Solving the n_1×n_2×n_3 Points Problem for n_3 < 6[1],[2] 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

The n1 x n2 x n3 points problem [12] is a three-dimensional extension of the classic nine dots problem appeared in 

Samuel Loyd’s Cyclopedia of Puzzles [1-9], and it is related to the well known NP-hard traveling salesman problem, 

minimizing the number of turns in the tour instead of the total distance traveled [1-15]. 

Given n1 ⋅ n2 ⋅ n3 points in ℝ3, our goal is to visit all of them (at least once) with a polygonal path that has the 

minimum number of line segments connected at their end-points (links or generically lines), the so called Minimum-

link Covering Path [3-4-5-8]. In particular, we are interested in the best solutions for the nontrivial n1 x n2 x n3 points 

problem, where (by definition) 1 ≤ n1 ≤ n2 ≤ n3 and n3 < 6. 

Let hl (n1 , n2 , n3) ≤ h (n1 , n2 , n3) ≤ hu (n1 , n2 , n3) be the length of the covering path with the minimum number of 

links for the n1 x n2 x n3 points problem, we define the best known upper bound as hu (n1 , n2 , n3) ≥ h (n1 , n2 , n3) and 

we denote as hl (n1 , n2 , n3) ≤ h (n1 , n2 , n3) the current proved lower bound [12]. 

For the simplest cases, the same problem has already been solved [3-12]. 

Let n1 = 1 and n2 < n3, we have that h (n1 , n2 , n3) = h (n2) = 2 ⋅ n2 – 1, while h (n1 = 1, n2 = n3 ≥ 3) = 2 ⋅ n2 – 2 [6]. 

Hence, for n1 = 2, it can be easily proved that 
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Figure 1. A trivial pattern that completely solves the 2 3 5 points puzzle. 



 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 387 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

 

Figure 2. Another example of a trivial case: the 2 5 5 points puzzle. 

Therefore, the aim of the present paper is to solve the ten aforementioned nontrivial cases where the current upper 

bound does not match the proved lower bound. 

2 IMPROVING THE SOLUTION OF THE N1 X N2 X N3 POINTS PROBLEM FOR N3 < 6 

In this complex brain challenge, we need to stretch our pattern recognition [7-10] in order to find a plastic strategy 

that improves the known upper bounds [3-13] for the most interesting cases (such as the nontrivial n1 x n2 x n2 points 

problem and the n1 x n1 x (n1 +1) set of puzzles), avoiding those standardized methods which are based on fixed 

patterns that lead to suboptimal covering paths, as the approaches presented in [2-8-11]. 

 

 

The current best results are listed in Table 1, and a direct proof follows for each nontrivial upper bound shown 

below. 
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Table 1: Current solutions for the n1 x n2 x n3 points problem, where n1 ≤ n2 ≤ n3 ≤ 5. 

Figures 3 to 12 show the patterns used to solve the n1 x n2 x n3 puzzle (case by case). In particular, by combining the 

(2) with the original result shown in figure 4, we obtain a formal proof for the 3x3x4 points problem. 
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Figure 3. hu (3,3,3) = hl (3,3,3) = 14. This solution has been proved to be optimal [12-13]. 
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Figure 4. The 3x3x4 puzzle has finally been solved. hu = hl = 15 and no crossing lines. 
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Figure 5. Best known upper bound of the 3x4x4 puzzle. 19 = hu = hl + 2. 

 

Figure 6. An original pattern for the 4x4x4 puzzle. 23 = hu = hl + 1 [13]. 

 

Figure 7. Best known upper bound of the 3x3x5 puzzle. 16 = hu = hl + 1 [13]. 
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Figure 8. Best known upper bound of the 3x4x5 puzzle. 20 = hu = hl + 2. 

 

Figure 9. Best known upper bound of the 3x4x5 puzzle. 24 = hu = hl + 4. 
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Figure 10. Best known upper bound of the 4x4x5 puzzle. 26 = hu = hl + 2. 

 

Figure 11. Best known upper bound of the 4x5x5 puzzle. 31 = hu = hl + 4. 
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Figure 12. Best known upper bound of the 5x5x5 puzzle. 36 = hu = hl + 3. 

Finally, it is interesting to note that the improved hu (n1 , n2 , n3) can lower down the upper bound of the 

generalized k-dimensional puzzle too. As an example, we can apply the aforementioned 3D patterns to the 

generalized n1 x n2 x … x nk points problem using the simple method described in [12]. 

Let k ≥ 4, given nk-1 ≤ … ≤ n4 ≤ n1 ≤ n2 ≤ n3, we can conclude that 

 

3 CONCLUSION 

In the present paper, we have drastically reduced the gap hu (n1 , n2 , n3) – hl (n1 , n2 , n3) for every previously 

unsolved puzzle such that n3 < 6. Moreover, we can easily disprove Bencini’s claim that hu (3,3,4) = 17 = hl (3,3,4) 

(see [2], page 7, lines 2-3), as shown by combining (2) with the upper bound from figure 4. 

We do not know if any of the patterns shown in figures 5 to 12 represent optimal solutions, since (by 

definition) hl (n1 , n2 , n3) ≤ h (n1 , n2 , n3). Therefore, some open questions about n1 x n2 x n3 points problem remain to 

be answered, and the research in order to cancel the gap hu (n1 , n2 , n3) – hl (n1 , n2 , n3), at least for every n3 ≤ 5, is 

not over yet. 
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A personal journey from IQ testing to intelligence testing[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

My experience in intelligence testing can be 

described as a journey, which started almost by 

chance, and is still in progress. At first, I didn’t know 

what my destination would have been and, to tell the 

truth, it was not so important: I just had to leave. That 

is what happened when I first bumped into my first 

IQ test: I was embracing a strong desire to travel, to 

prove myself that I was ready for this kind of 

experience. My first choice was quite a neutral one: I 

picked a test that contained different types of items 

(verbal, numerical, and spatial), just to see if there 

was at least one among these three types I was 

particularly good at. 

It turned out that I got my best performance in the 

numerical part, and this was quite a surprise for me, 

since I am very fond of languages and love linguistic 

puns. Therefore, I would have expected to do better 

in linguistic part; moreover, I always struggled in 

Math at school. The results made me even more 

surprised. Continuing in this metaphorical travel, I 

can say that I began to enjoy that exotic place where I 

have arrived: high (for me) results in numerical tests. 

Like a tourist who has got to a place where things are 

relatively cheap, you may taste a lot of local food, 

meet local people at parties, and drink the tasty spirits 

of that region. You take many numerical tests, 

because the results satisfy you so much, and in the 

end you eat great amounts of the same tasty food, and 

drink huge amounts of those spirits. You seize the 

moment, partying every day, enjoying every instant, 

but in the end, you realize that you are getting fatter, 

slower in reasoning, and bored in the end. 

The journey goes on, but now you want to change 

destination, you want to try something harder, more 

challenging, something unusual. I turned my 

attention to other kinds of tests, which I already knew 

that they wouldn’t have given me high scores as the 

numerical ones, but I was ready to accept it; I felt like 

I was more mature, that I was able to challenge 

myself in order open my mind, come out of my 

comfort zone and, to a certain degree, I felt obliged to 

become more humble in accepting to do, even 

struggling, what I am not strong in. 

This process had helped me to go over the concept of 

result, to transcend that number which is called ‘IQ’. 

I am not alone in this process. My job helps me to 

empathize better with others and with others’ needs. I 

work as a high school teacher. Every day, every hour, 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/
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I meet young men and women with characters, 

attitudes, dreams, hopes, fears, that may be very 

different from each other. These young people 

provide me daily with the best and the most difficult 

intelligence test ever; try to understand the questions 

that they don’t even know to have, find the best 

answer to give, find the proper way to answer have 

all become my target in deepening my knowledge 

and consciousness for other people, and for me, too, 

by reflection. 

Continuing in the travel metaphor applied to my 

situation as a teacher, I could say that; after a period 

of self-testing as a traveller, I have now become a 

kind of travel agency, whose job is to find the best 

kind of travel for my students, making them enjoy the 

travel as much as possible; discover one’s own 

capabilities may become an instrument to become 

better people, to empathize more with others, to 

move from a self-centred view of life to a broader, 

inclusive, more human reality. 

Appendix I: Footnotes 

[1] Chinese-Italian-Chinese Freelance Interpretor and 

Translator. 

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 15, 

2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/caliaro; Full 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-

sightjournal.com/insight-issues/. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.in-sightjournal.com/caliaro
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/
https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-issues/


 ISSN 2369-6885 

1 MAY 2020 | ISSU 22 | IN-SIGHT | 398 
© 2020 In-Sight Publishing. All rights reserved. 

A Sacred Polity: Untangling the 

Threads of Church and State 

 

Author: Rod Taylor 

Numbering: Issue 22.B, Idea: Outliers & Outsiders (Part Eighteen) 

Place of Publication: Langley, British Columbia, Canada 

Title: In-Sight: Independent Interview-Based Journal 

Web Domain: http://www.in-sightjournal.com 

Individual Publication Date: April 22, 2020 

Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020 

Name of Publisher: In-Sight Publishing 

Frequency: Three Times Per Year 

Words: 3,795 

ISSN 2369-6885 

Abstract 

This paper examines the relationship between the church and the state in Canadian society within the 

contextualization of the “Sacred Polity.” The terminological differences between the church and the state 

become one basis for the consideration here. The paper centrally argues for the fundamentally religious 

nature of the religious and the secular with claims taken on faith. Claims on faith-building worldviews 

fundamentally different in titles and content, but similar in ways of knowing: faith. In essence, a polity is a 

Sacred Polity by the nature of the views held by all, whether “secular” or “religious,” being, fundamentally, 

religious worldviews.  
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A Sacred Polity: Untangling the Threads of Church and State[1],[2] 

*Please see the footnotes after the interview.* 

In some types of fabrics, tugging on one loose thread 

can unravel the entire piece; patterns will disappear 

along with functionality. So it is with the delicate, 

interwoven threads of our faith and our politics. They 

are the warp and woof of our practical and 

philosophical existence. When personal 

convictions—including faith-based convictions—are 

removed from our political fabric, our society begins 

to unravel. 

When considering the proper role of faith in politics, 

it behooves us to first ask: what is faith? Secondly: 

what is politics? If these can be defined, we can begin 

to assess their juxtaposition and how we can ethically 

apply our faith-driven understanding of the world to 

our political actions. 

Merriam-Webster’s Online Dictionary says that faith 

is “a firm belief in something for which there is no 

proof”. (1) Wikipedia defines faith as “confidence or 

trust in a person, thing or concept”. (2) Stanford’s 

Encyclopedia of Philosophy has this to say about 

faith: “At its most general, ‘faith’ means much the 

same as ‘trust’ . . . the question arises whether faith of 

that same general kind also belongs to other, non-

theistic, religious contexts, or to contexts not usually 

thought of as religious at all. Arguably, it may be apt 

to speak of the faith of a humanist, or even an atheist, 

using the same general sense of ‘faith’ as applies to 

the theist case.” (3) 

Some definitions link that confidence or trust to “a 

personal God or to a set of beliefs about God”. The 

Bible gives its own definition of faith in Hebrews 

11:1. It says that “Faith is the substance of things 

hoped for, the evidence of things not [yet] seen.” (4) 

That phrase indicates confidence and trust in a reality 

that cannot be adequately known or understood only 

by tangible objects. According to that definition, faith 

is itself the evidence for a belief not unequivocally 

proven by the five senses. 

Everyone has faith in something or someone . . . or at 

least in a conceptual view of reality. We call that a 

worldview. Some people believe in a Creator, a God 

with personal attributes, able to think, feel and see. 

Others believe in a random universe, eternally 

existing, independent of any divine guidance or 

interaction. Others believe in a Big Bang—an 

unexplainable and unwitnessed event of 

immeasurable proportion that took place in time and 

space and produced the material elements of which 

we are composed and by which we are surrounded: 

the air we breathe, the water we drink and the 

molecules used to manufacture the cars we drive and 

the cellphones with which we communicate. Each of 

these belief-systems constitutes a worldview, the 

equivalent of a type of faith, in that every worldview 

develops, in its adherents, a set of value judgments. 

Certain behaviours and attitudes are esteemed; others 

are deemed undesirable. Of course, many people fall 

short of living lives consistent with their intellectual 

understandings. They do not always “walk the talk”. 

They believe something to be true, but their actions 

do not always demonstrate that belief. People also 

value certainty; in seeking to justify their pre-

conceived beliefs, they may ignore or minimize 

evidence that does not support the suppositions they 

have adopted as their own. 

When it comes to politics, Merriam-Webster calls it 

“the art or science of government” or “the art or 

science of guiding or influencing government 

policy”. (5) Given that human beings tend to 

congregate, tend to develop social order and tend to 

adopt customs, rituals and protocols that are 

acceptable to their tribe, city or nation, we may 

assume, in any such group, some form of 

government. All societies inevitably establish 

disincentives to certain behaviours. Government in 

those societies may be highly-developed, with written 

laws and formal offices or it may be very simple, 

with leadership established by the lineage, character 

or the physical strength of dominant members. 

Whatever its form, there will be leaders and there 

will be laws, written or unwritten. There will be 

government, and where there is government, even in 

a family, there will be politics and attempts to 

influence decision-making. 

Since both faith and politics are present in any human 

interaction, the idea that they can be kept separate is a 

flawed concept. Generally, when people speak about 

the “separation of church and state”, they are 

referring to a particular faith or a particular political 

framework. Often, in today’s secularized Western 

society, “faith” refers to a historically-understood (or 

misunderstood) version of the Christian faith. When 

the word “state” is used, it refers to a society 

unfettered by the moral strictures attributed to that 

Christian faith. In other words, some people—when 

insisting on the “separation of church and state” are 

simply stating their preference for state policies 

driven by religious (worldview) biases other than 

Christian ones. 

Rarely do the opponents of Christian principles, who 

themselves carry their own philosophical biases, see 

themselves as religious. They may occasionally 
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recognize the fact that they have a distinct 

worldview—one they see as rational and 

substantiated by science or nature—but they are 

loathe to equate “worldview” with “faith” or their 

interpretation of science as one of several possible 

explanations for the universe and humanity’s role in 

it. Their assumption is that their own secular 

worldview is the only legitimate one and that any 

other worldview—one that posits, for example, the 

existence of an intelligent and loving Creator—

presents an illogical and unwelcome intrusion into 

the realm of political thought and action. While 

verbally assuring others that they have “tolerance” 

for beliefs they do not share, they insist that such 

beliefs should have no influence on the shaping of 

laws and cultural norms. This philosophical blindness 

renders any true compromise with dissenters 

unlikely, if not impossible. While rejecting Christian 

standards of right and wrong, those who oppose 

Christian influence in law and custom often impose 

(without realizing it) their own deeply-held 

worldview beliefs on society . . . beliefs which they 

expect others to accept as self-evident moral 

principles. 

Speaking of moral behaviours, are there any 

behaviours that can be classed as right or wrong? 

That question arises when avowed secularists 

challenge the moral assertions of Christians or the 

adherents of one of the world’s other commonly-

recognized religions. There are people who claim that 

there are no absolutes, that right and wrong are only a 

matter of personal opinion; they insist that people 

should not attempt to apply their own beliefs to 

matters of public policy, certainly never in the arena 

of partisan politics. There is an inherent 

inconsistency in making that claim, for by 

proclaiming the illegitimacy of faith’s influence on 

public policy, they are in fact asserting the moral 

superiority of their own faith or worldview. Those 

who declare the absolute necessity of separating faith 

from politics make this assertion in an attempt to 

exclude the influence of Christian morality from 

public policy, with a corresponding embrace of the 

influence of that “person, thing or concept” in which 

they themselves have confidence and trust. That thing 

could be socialism. That thing could be the theory of 

Darwinian evolution. That thing could be CO2-

induced climate change. It could be “the goodness of 

man” (which needs some explaining nowadays). It 

could be public education or the stock market or the 

theory of non-existence. Whatever the deeply-held 

belief, it is part of the worldview held by an 

individual—either because of or in spite of physical 

evidence—and, as claimed above, is simply another 

type of faith. In fact, that belief system becomes the 

lens through which the world is perceived, rightly 

called a worldview. 

If we accept the premise that there are such things as 

right and wrong, on what basis do we determine the 

rightness or wrongness of measuring political 

principles by spiritual standards? This question 

assumes that there are universal ethical standards that 

would either preclude or demand a functional link 

between a person’s spiritual and philosophical 

worldview and the outworking of social precepts and 

expectations. A person who claims it is wrong to 

insert moral values into public policy debates 

encounters a dilemma: to say that it is wrong to 

invoke morality is itself a moral judgment. A society 

can—and under certain circumstances of commonly-

shared beliefs, will—create laws and customs that 

seem right and fitting to a majority at the time but 

that are rejected by subsequent generations as being 

unjust, unkind or even sinful. Slavery is a blatant 

example of this. Most today would wholeheartedly 

agree that slavery is not only wrong in the 

21st Century but it was wrong 200 years ago. Yet, at 

that time, it had its proponents, mostly those who 

received monetary benefit from its continuance. As 

late as 1857, the US Supreme Court took the side of 

the slaveholder, in denying personhood and the rights 

of citizenship to African-Americans. (6) They were 

wrong but they believed themselves right. 

One would be hard-pressed (thankfully) to find, in a 

Western democracy today, anyone who would deny 

the equal value of men and women. Yet less than 100 

years ago, Canadian women were not considered 

“persons” under the law. In fact, the Supreme Court 

of Canada ruled in 1928 that a woman was not a 

“person” and therefore was ineligible for 

appointment to the Senate. This ruling was 

overturned in 1929 by the Privy Council of England, 

showing clearly that Supreme Court Justices were not 

(and are not) infallible. Today, pre-born human 

babies are denied the recognition of their personhood 

by the Supreme Court of Canada, even up to the 

moment of natural birth. People of goodwill, on both 

sides of the debate, offer reasons for their 

perspectives and promote vigorously their points of 

view. In this debate, invariably, those who wish to 

maintain the status quo (abortion on demand) tend to 

reject any argument in favour of recognizing the 

personhood of the preborn infant on the basis that it 

involves a “religious perspective”. They believe 

themselves to be right. 

It’s true that there are many supporting statements 

found in the Bible for the support of a pro-life 

position, (although there are pro-lifers who do not 

claim a Christian basis for their opinions). My point, 
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and what I hope to demonstrate, is that those who 

passionately disagree with a pro-life position are 

themselves motivated by a religious belief—a 

worldview—which causes them to ignore arguments 

and even scientific facts that might contradict their 

assertions. 

There is, for example, the scientific fact that the 

union of sperm and egg produce a unique DNA, 

different from that of the mother, unique fingerprints, 

half the time a different biological gender, sometimes 

even a different blood type. Yet, those whose 

worldview demands the right to terminate a 

pregnancy for any reason (or no reason at all) will 

insist: “It’s my body!” Others will say, in spite of 

fingerprints, brainwaves, the ability to feel pain, a 

heartbeat as early as 6 weeks and other miraculous 

developments that, “It’s just a clump of tissue!” 

Those statements are religious statements. They are 

made by those who hold a worldview that denies 

even the possibility of personhood for the pre-born. 

One could call it a religion of “Choice”, where 

Choice is a sacred idol and the exercise of personal 

choice is a sacrament. When adherents of this 

religion engage in political action and seek to 

influence legislation, they apply absolute devotion to 

the cause. Those who lobby for unfettered Choice are 

lobbying for an absolute value they claim to be a 

moral one. 

Such positions are contradictory on several levels but 

then, religious beliefs like this are sometimes clung to 

in spite of conflicting evidence. For one thing, those 

who worship and serve the goddess of Choice, freely 

and unapologetically deny any choice to the preborn. 

While the mother may be inconvenienced (sometimes 

seriously) by a pregnancy, the aborted child is denied 

the opportunity to ever make a choice about anything. 

Secondly, the devotees of unfettered Choice 

generally disapprove of pro-lifers exercising their 

choice about what to believe and how to express 

those beliefs. It is commonly assumed that only pro-

lifers hold views that are based on absolutes, but the 

absolute support by devotees of abortion Choice 

under any circumstances puts the lie to the claim. The 

attempt to quash dissent and deprive pro-lifers of a 

voice is silent proof. In several provinces of Canada, 

pro-lifers are forbidden to exercise free speech near 

abortion clinics or even to stand there in silent prayer. 

Across the country, pro-lifers are compelled by law 

(against their choice) to support abortion with their 

tax dollars. Those whose worldview convictions 

compel them to support unfettered access to abortion, 

even if it restricts the choices of others, even if it 

ends a human life, are simply living out their 

religious worldview. They believe they are right. The 

very right to peaceful protest, that ultimately resulted 

in the legalization of abortion, is denied to those who 

speak for the voiceless preborn. 

Another example would be how secular and non-

secular faiths have collided over the issue of creation 

and the public teaching of theories of origin. While 

Christians—and people of many other faiths—

believe in a divine Creator, others hold to a secular 

view that ascribes the existence of the Universe to a 

series of random, undirected events. Those who 

believe in an intelligent Creator—who made all 

things, caused the planets to orbit, the sun to shine, 

waters to flow and life to exist in all its magnificent 

variety and beauty—are assumed to be religious, 

while those who put their trust in the Big Bang (for 

instance) are assumed to be practical, scientific 

people. Both groups believe themselves to be right. 

The secularists believe that their religious worldview 

is the only one deserving of representation in the laws 

and classrooms of the nation. In both worldviews 

there are assumptions: 

Christians assume God. Pre-existent, intelligent, all-

powerful, creative. The source of everything. (7) 

Those who claim that the material Universe has come 

about through random events assume: 

 either the eternal existence of, or the sudden 

appearance of matter and energy. (where 

did the first amazing atom come from? 

what causes electrons to rotate around the 

nucleus?) 

 that random events could produce order 

instead of only chaos. 

 that our ability to think, to plan, to reason, to 

love, to create . . . our self-awareness and 

the existence of conscience and of our 

ability to reproduce, to interact . . . are 

somehow the result of random events over 

immeasurable periods of time. 

 no overarching purpose or meaning in life; 

(how could there be meaning in a random, 

undirected series of events?) 

In other words, Christians and adherents of many 

other religions assume an intelligent God, capable of 

creating matter, energy and life . . . pre-existing and 

displaying through the material Universe, a wisdom 

and power greater than our own. Those who reject a 

personal, all-powerful, all-wise God, are forced to 

believe in something even more fantastic: a universe 

with no plan, no purpose, no design, no source. If 

they posit a beginning, it demands an explosion with 

no firecracker and nobody to light the fuse. The very 

elements which make up our earth (and who knows 
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what other elements may exist on other planets or in 

other galaxies) are called into existence with no 

composer, no designer, no author, no workman. 

Mankind would rather believe in a thousand 

impossibilities . . . 

 than in one impossible God who hears and sees. Rod 

Taylor, 1996 

At any rate, it takes faith in Something or Someone to 

even live as a human being. We trust that the sun will 

come up tomorrow. We trust that the molecules in 

our coffee cup will hold together, that gravity will 

work today as it did yesterday, that we can walk upon 

solid ground without falling through into the molten 

rock below. We all have our beliefs. 

We also have implicit trust in the idea of human 

relationships and interaction. Every one of us 

understands the moral absolutes of “Don’t lie, don’t 

steal, don’t murder”. Unfortunately, we don’t all keep 

those commandments. When mankind fails, it fails 

badly. Human beings will make excuses for their 

failures; they will seek to justify themselves. But 

every human being holds to a belief system that is to 

him or her a worldview as absolute as any of the 

world’s recognized religions. Not every person is 

involved in partisan politics, but every person would 

like his or her personal worldview to define the 

guiding principles of world in which we live. 

When we are told that faith has no place in politics, 

we must ask, “Which faith?” and “Why not?” The 

tiresome canard we hear so often is that “religion 

causes wars”. Again, “What do you mean by 

religion?” If “religion” includes all worldview 

assumptions about existence and the meaning of life, 

I would agree that religious ideas (worldview 

differences) can divide. After all, contradictory ideas 

cannot all be true. But it is not Christianity or any 

other recognized “world religion” that has wrought 

the most havoc in the past 100 years. In the 

20th Century, it wasn’t Christianity but the secular 

religion of atheistic Communism that killed more 

people than any other single force. (8) If religion is 

the greatest cause of wars, then atheistic Communism 

must be a religion. The Nazi Holocaust, with all its 

frightful consequences, was driven by a fiery, 

passionate, demonically-inspired set of beliefs that 

constituted a very twisted, ungodly, secular religion; 

it showed its fangs most viciously against Judeo-

Christian religious views. (9) 

As we face the challenges of the 21st Century—

economic, geo-political, health, environmental, 

technological, military and social challenges—let us 

be honest about the reasons why we accept or reject 

policy proposals. Let’s not say that morality has no 

place in public policy. Let’s patiently explain why we 

believe that our own set of moral values—based on 

our own set of worldview assumptions—are 

preferable to those proposed by others. Everyone has 

a religion and that religion will guide his or her 

opinions. Ideas must be allowed to compete fairly in 

the public policy marketplace. In a western 

democracy, to advance one’s own worldview agenda 

by declaring contrary opinions illegitimate in the 

public square, is to admit that one’s own set of 

assumptions may not withstand the rigours of debate. 

The question is not whether religion should influence 

politics, but which religious worldviews will 

contribute best to further a peaceful and prosperous 

society. 

I close with my own worldview statement, based on 

my own belief in a personal, living God. I am 

thankful that humankind is “made in His image” as 

the Bible says. I’m thankful that He has given to us—

male and female, of every ethnicity—His own 

attributes: the desire and ability to create, to love, to 

think, to plan, to give, to nurture, to repair. I’m 

thankful that He is teaching us patience, self-

sacrifice, generosity, kindness, humility, forgiveness 

(moral values shared by the adherents of many 

formal religions AND by many whose religious 

worldviews deny a personal God) . . . and that He 

calls us to value those attributes in others. As we seek 

ways to improve dialogue and to achieve a safe, 

prosperous, compassionate and generous society, 

let’s allow others to express their ideas and their 

ideals; the proponents of those views may deny it, but 

they’re all religious views. 
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