
A Passover Prayer. 

Composed with the Trinity, perception determines conception, 
conception determines will, in metaphor or again dark sayings, the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit are One. 

Dedicated to the one I never found. 

 

To lose my limitations; 

The bonds of mind set free. 

To step forth from shadow, 

And greet God’s Galaxy, 

To snub the nub of tide in me? 

Hell vengeance fire my soul! 

I shall, I shall, I shall! 

I cry, 

Have nothing more to know. 

 

 

 



The I.Q. Test—Ground Zero.  

Despite all of the meaningless numbers that get tossed around 
claiming to relate to someone’s I.Q. what is ground zero which divides 
between fool and functional? Is it this number? This dividing point 
determines if you are to be somebody’s fool, or a functional human being. 
Exactly what is that point? 

One of the primary tools used for testing I.Q. is the ability to abstract a 
concept when given two or more examples of it and isolating it within a 
group. Plato called it the ability to see the similar idea in the many 
examples. It is a simple grouping function of a mind. Which one is 
different? Or how are these the same, or which comes next, etc. In the 
universal, it is the ability to formulate and think by standards called 
definitions. One can call it the Theory of Forms, or a Two-Element 
Metaphysics.  

Basic biology instills within us, as in all animals, the need for self-
preservation. That is instinctual. This instinct is actually the simple drive 
for life itself. Self-preservation alone does not distinguish if one is either 
a fool or functional. The dividing point, for intelligence, for sapience, is 
the ability to place one’s self within the correct group, to know what one 
is, so that one can actually preserve one’s own life. If you do not know 
what you are, you are a fool, you will indeed express, and even 
fanatically, the instinct for self-preservation, however, if you do not know 
what you are, you are defending a delusion and not the reality. One is 
expressing a fool’s behavior. 

So, in the realm of self-preservation, or the drive for life itself, we have 
two givens, one is instinct and the other is basic intelligence—how do we 
manifest that instinct correctly? At what point does this basic 
intelligence become functional intelligence, an intelligence which brings 



one out of the realm of fool and into the realm of functional so that one 
can express basic instinct correctly? 

Instinct provides us with the desire for self-preservation, the two are 
actually one and the same; minimum I.Q. provides us with the tools to 
know how to do that particular job which is the point at which a life 
support system becomes functional. People express the instinct for self-
preservation, but are too stupid to actually preserve the self. This is part 
of natural selection. The fools will aid in their own demise; a very 
demonstrable and observable fact. Natural selection in regard to a mind 
is determined if the instinct for self-preservation is expressed correctly or 
not. If not, your chances of survival are decreased, if it is, your chances 
for survival increase. Simple math. This is not random selection, it is 
very exacting and demonstrable; therefore, it is not a theory at all. 

If you look at the human race, a race asking who are we, what are we 
for, etc., and the claim that these are philosophical questions, one has to 
say, well, mankind is so stupid it does not know what it is, or why it is. 
Factually, no philosopher asks those questions, for, before a person 
becomes a philosopher, they certainly ask them, but if they cannot 
answer those questions, they are, factually, not a philosopher, they 
remain just another fool. Asking the question is a desire not to be a fool, 
to do one’s job as a mind, to cross over that dividing line in I.Q., which 
distinguishes one’s self from being a fool to being functional as this 
ability is being required of one, is the ability to answer those questions 
correctly.  

Now, it is one thing to place all the green blocks in one pile and all the 
red blocks in another, it is another thing to be able to place one’s self in 
the correct group. This is called self-aware. The abstractions are more 
demanding of mental processing. A monkey can sort blocks, a man 
knows what it is and why it is, self-aware. 



Today, people take great pride in grouping themselves in accordance 
with weight, height, geographical location, a name, be that name a 
doctrine, a religion, or a trade. They group themselves by skin color, sex 
and sexual perversions. They group themselves by dress, by dollar 
amount, by social influence and even by the makeup on their face.  

But, have you ever seen mankind group himself by what he is? Is he 
self-aware? Are his eyes open? Grouping one’s self by what one is not, is 
the sign of a fool, the sign of a blind man, a lame man, a poor man. Basic 
I.Q. criteria.  

If one does not know what one is, why one is, well hell, what do you 
know that any other simpleton does not?  

So, if you do not know what you are, why you are, an identity which 
groups the entire human race and its designed purpose, you most 
certainly are someone’s brain dead fool. You are not a functional human 
being—you are not expressing functional sapient behavior.  

And so, ground zero for a functional I.Q. is the ability to place one’s 
self into the most basic biological group possible. We are, after all, a 
biological life form. What is that group?  

Let us go back to basic instinct, self-preservation. What is the self that 
is a self preserver? 

 

Every living organism, preserves its life through crafting functions 
from the materials it gathers from its environment. Each system is 
expressing the instinct for self-preservation, a drive for life. Each 
organism is composed of a number of these systems which acquire 
resources to preserve its life directly from its environment. A mind is one 
such life support system.  

A mind is one of a group of life support systems of the human body. As 
such it has a well defined biological job to perform and well defined 



means of doing that job. This fact places each one of us into a very 
specific biological group, a life support system and the entire human race 
with exactly the same job.  

So, if mankind is functional, why is it always putting the blocks in the 
wrong piles. Fools. Surrounded by fools.  

Ground Zero for functional I.Q. is the awareness of one’s biologically 
defined job and how that job is performed in order to bring to fruition the 
basic instinct for survival as being expressed by that particular life 
support system itself. Not a hard concept at all.  

Does man even teach its children what its biologically defined job is, or 
how to do it? Nope. Mankind has not even crossed the threshold of 
functional intelligence, one can keep the numbers, it is just pocket 
change. 

And so, although I can demonstrate, with the material I bring, guided 
evolution, the principles are not different from evolution itself. The 
current concept of evolution is rather simple minded, but it is not 
completely hopeless. What the Judeo-Christian Scripture does for man, 
what the prophets do for man, what the guidance does for man, is focus 
man into distinct groupings using his own mind with the consequence of 
speeding up natural selection and increasing the chances for an 
outcome. All of the wars of man are simply part of natural selection on 
an accelerated scale.  

If our neighbors wanted us dead, they could have sterilized the whole 
planet long ago. The term in horticulture is called stressing a plant. Even 
the most advanced technology relies on simple fact.  

What cannot be changed is the goal of evolution, a digestive system 
will always be a digestive system, an ocular system will always be an 
ocular system, what can be changed is that evolution can be slowed 
down, sped up, or one can increase and decrease the chances of success.  



A mind will always be responsible for the behavior of the body over 
which it resides and, since it is an information processor, that behavior 
will always be based on those principles, i.e. Law. Therefore, by 
examining behavior, one can easily tell where one is at on an 
evolutionary scale in terms of behavior. Does a person’s behavior point 
away from a mind doing its own work, or towards it? Moses sparked an 
explosion towards logic, while Christ towards technology. Both being 
behaviors which are aimed at human survival, however, human demise if 
not paired for a functional product. Each one is currently attempting to 
maintain a respect for persons, maintain the animal world of domination, 
while ignoring its own wisdom. Logics, unharnessed from objective reality 
is destructive, technology unharnessed from the preservation of the earth 
is destructive. It does not matter if the supreme being is called an 
imaginary god produced by logic, words, or an imaginary god produced 
by the technology of a corporation, by analogic. These two, logic and 
analogic, not paired is the meaning of the term schizophrenia. 
Schizophrenia is not just a logical dysfunction, it is an analogical 
dysfunction as well; they go hand in hand. Education, which does not 
recognize this fact, only aids in its creation. But, both of these 
demonstrations, Moses and Christ, also had a common meeting point. It 
was not just logic, it was logic aimed at discovering the truth, or in a 
metaphor, God, truth in laws of behavior. And, it was not just analogic, it 
was analogic aimed at maintaining and promoting life, the healing arts. 
The Tree of Life is paired with the Tree of Knowledge of Good and Evil.  Of 
all the trees in the garden, which are the same? A basic I.Q. test; in 
metaphor also, Moses and Christ. These two examples, also tells one 
exactly how the Book itself is divided, no more, no less.  

Learning not to be a respecter of persons, real or imagined comes from 
learning to respect ones own work as a life supporting system; a system 
which must pair logic and analogic as that is how a life form is made.  



I think that the best that I can do, at this point, is muddle along and 
try to make a respectable book on grammar. It may not be much, but it 
is something I do have some chance of accomplishing. And if you ever 
happen to wonder if this old man was or was not sent to man, who else 
knew that the real messenger had to pair both logic an analogic by 
demonstrations which included both and by means which man has 
always claimed impossible? This work contains, both in logic and 
analogic, things man has called impossible. You would only know that, of 
course, if you have previously done your own homework. Who else would 
know and be able to demonstrate exactly what it is that has to be trued, 
than a spirit of truth? This work, is just another example to man, an 
example well worth contemplating. The Book, the JCS, is in regard to 
first contact protocols. One can examine those protocols, and see for 
themselves if in fact, the aim, goals, and methods themselves are or are 
not true. But be advised, by example you already know that the Book 
tests the mind of man and is written as if one’s own thoughts are being 
tested. This is only relevant if one understands the ultimate outcome of 
analog language, telepathy. Telepathy cannot happen until the indexing 
systems of the mind are more functional than they are; scrambling 
information is not conducive of a standard function. One may have had 
flashes of this awareness, telepathy, from time to time in their own life. It 
can be very unsettling. As we are still in the wilderness and have a long 
ways to go, we have time to reflect on our journey. We are evolving and 
we can aid in that evolution, or we can hinder it. How many examples 
does one really need? 

Of all the religions in the world, which one turns out not to be religion 
at all? Which one turns out to be based on observable fact, the Book. 
Which one turns out to be true to what man is and where man must go? 
It is not the religion of Jews; it is not the religion of Christians or anyone 
else; it is simple biological fact. In of themselves, neither religion nor 



science is true to man; they must be paired and aimed at doing our own 
work. Simply put, we will either learn to do our own work, or we will not. 
One is for the good of man, the other is not; Good and Evil. No one has 
seen the message, no one heard what was being said. Will that change? 
Who am I to speculate? I simply am simple. A monkey can sort blocks, a 
man builds a tower. What can you make with these givens? Do you build 
a wall, or make a bridge? Do you want to see how the red sea, the waters 
of life you may call it, is divided, and who it is who actually passes over? 
Perhaps the metaphor has escaped you, or perhaps, you will Passover.  

With stammering lips and another tongue. Ever get the impression 
that the Book was telling the same story over and over again? Different 
metaphors, but the same idea. For example, I, myself, have many names 
in the Book, but only one job; Truth. 


