Prodromou

.

-

3
Rick Farrar \

& Tor Arne Jorgensen


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

n-Sight Publishing

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



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

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



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

IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING
Publisher since 2014
Published and distributed by In-Sight Publishing
Fort Langley, British Columbia, Canada

www.in-sightpublishing.com

Copyright © 2024 by Scott Douglas Jacobsen

Cover page image credit to Scott Jacobsen on Unsplash

In-Sight Publishing was established in 2014 as a not-for-profit alternative to the large commercial publishing houses
that dominate the publishing industry. In-Sight Publishing operates in independent and public interests, and remains
committed to publishing innovative projects for free or low-cost while public and open-source for public domain
consumption within communal, cultural, educational, moral, personal, religious, scientific, and social values, some-
times or even often, deemed insufficient drivers based on understandable profit objectives. Thank you for the down-
load, your interest supports independent and public publishing purposed for the encouragement and support of aca-
demic inquiry, creativity, diverse voices, freedom of expression, independent thought, intellectual freedom, and
novel ideas.

© 2014-Present Scott Douglas Jacobsen. All rights reserved.
This first edition published in 2024

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 or the individual co-author(s)
or place of publication of individual articles.

Independent Cataloguing-in-Publication Data
Names: Jacobsen, Scott Douglas, author
Title: Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4 / Scott Douglas Jacobsen
Description: British Columbia: In-Sight Publishing, 2024.
Identifiers: None (epub).
p. cm.
Available on the internet at www.in-sightpublishing.com

13579108642

Designed and implemented by Scott Douglas Jacobsen

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



http://www.in-sightpublishing.com/
https://in-sightpublishing.com/
https://unsplash.com/@scottdouglasjacobsen?utm_content=creditCopyText&utm_medium=referral&utm_source=unsplash
https://unsplash.com/photos/_R5Ei2_RTfM?utm_content=creditCopyText&utm_medium=referral&utm_source=unsplash
https://in-sightpublishing.com/

Table of Contents

IN-STGIE PUBDITSTING ...ttt ettt e e e e 2
Some Smart People: Views ANd LiVes 4.............cccooccioiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 3
TADIE Of COMLENLS ...ttt ettt ettt et e et e e neeeteeeaseensee e 5
ACKNOWIEAZEIMENLS ....c..eiiiiieiiieiie ettt ettt ettt ettt e et e e bee et e et e sabeenbeeenseenseeenseenseannns 7
Foreword by Kirk KirkpatriCK..........cocieiiiiiiiiiiiiiieie e 8
Foreword by Marios Prodromou...........ccueiiieiieiiiiiieeie ettt 10
Foreword by RiCK FaITar.........ccciiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt e ens 11
Foreword by TOr AINe JOTZENSEN..........eeiuieiiieiieeiieite et eiee et eiteete et e st e et e sebeebeessaeeseesnsaens 12

An Interview with Tor Arne Jorgensen on Background, Identity, Mentors, Education, and
INtEIEStS (PArt OMNE)..ccccueiiiiieeiieee e et e e et e e e e etra e e e esanaeeeeennsaeeeeennnes 13

An Interview with Matthew Scillitani on Left-Right Polarity and Extremity in the United
States (Part TRICE) ....c.veiieuiiiiiiie ettt ettt et e e et e e aae e etae e eraeeeareeeeareees 16

An Interview with Thomas Wolf on Artificial (Narrow and General) Intelligence, Virtual
Philosophy, the Cogito, and Art, Media, and Culture (Part Three)..........cccoceeverieneeneniennne. 19

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Genius
(PATt SEVEI) ..ttt ettt e sttt e et e e e bt eesatt e e s bt e e sabeeesabeeesabeeenanes 22

An Interview with Thomas Wolf on Games, Religions and Secret Societies, Challenging
Things, Favourite Philosophers, Favourite Scientists, Smartest Person, and the Wisest Person

(PATt FOUL) ittt ettt e et e sttt e st e e st e e sabt e e eabeeesabeeesabeeenanes 41
Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Non-Genius
(Part BAZRL) .ot e sttt st b e 45

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
JOrGENSEN (PArt TWO) c..eeiiiiiiieiie ettt ettt e ettt e st e e et e e s e e e sabeeesanes 56

An Interview with Guillermo Alejandro Escéarcega Pliego on Vision, Mission, and Values, and
Issues in the HRT World, and the Best Tests (Part TWO) .....cc.eeeeevieeiiiieiiieecieeeeeeee e 69

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Dr. Sandra Schlick and Rick Rosner on Strategic
Management Systems (Part ONe).........cooeeriiiiiiriiiiieiicece et 73

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Science
(PATt INIIIE ) ..ttt ettt et ettt e et e bt e et e e beeenbeenateenseenseesnseenseesnseenseesnseenseennns 78

An Interview with Bjorn Liljeqvist on Background, Mensa International, Social and Political
Aspects of Intelligence, and Camilla (Part One)...........ccceeevieiiieniieiiieniieiece e 90

Group Discussion on the Near, Middle, Far, and Indefinite Future, Second Comments (Near
and Middle Focused Comments) Session: Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko, James Gordon,
Rick Farrar, and Tor Jargensen (Part Three)........c.oovveviiiiiiiiiiiiieiieieceeeeee e 96

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



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

An Interview with Tim Roberts on Artificial Intelligence, Religion, and Logic, Rationality,
and Evidence (Part TRICE)......c..occiuiiiiiiieeiie et e 109

An Interview with Justin Duplantis on Family Background, Editorial Position for Vidya, and
the Triple Nine Society (Part ONe)........cceeviieiieniieiieiieeieeee ettt e 113

Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Cognitive
GEeNETaliStS (PArt TEON).....cccuiiieiiieeiie ettt ettt e e e et e e e tae e steeeeraeesaraeesaaeeesaseeenns 116

An Interview with Bjorn Liljeqvist on the Next Generations, Reliable Highest Ranges, and the
Uses of Intelligence and Other Human Characteristics for the Benefit of Humanity (Part Two)

................................................................................................................................................. 126
An Interview with Claus Volko, M.D. on Growing Up Gifted (Part One)...........ccceeurennenee. 131
Ask A Genius (or Two): Conversation with Erik Haereid and Rick Rosner on Reproductive
Rights (Part EISVEN) ...c..ooiiiiiiiiiieiieiecee ettt 135
An Interview with Tim Roberts on Critical Thinking (Part Four) .........ccccoevvieviiiinieniienenne 141
An Interview with Justin Duplantis on Gifted Education Research, Myths About the Gifted,
Positivity About Academia, and Deep Feeling (Part TWo).......cccoevvveeeiienieniienieeiieeeeieeee. 146
An Interview with James Gordon on Family, the Young and Gifted, Community, Cautionary
Notes, and Recovery (Part ONe).........ccceeviieiiienieeiieiie ettt et saeesaesaaa e 149
An Interview with Christian Sorenson on Profound Giftedness, Early Life, Marriage,
Philosophy, and a Low Profile (Part One) .........c.ccooeeiiniiriiiinienieienieeceeeeee e 158
An Interview with Bjorn Liljeqvist on Highly Intelligent Cognitive Misers, Composite Scores
and Sub-Tests, and Sex and Gender Factors (Part Three).........cocovveeeiieeiiiieciieeieeeeeeeee, 166
An Interview with Matthew Scillitani on God (Part FOur) .........ccccoeeviiiiiiiieiiiieeeeeeee 169
An Interview with Tiberiu Sammak on Family, Personal Evolution, and Character (Part One)
................................................................................................................................................. 174
An Interview with Giuseppe Corrente on Elementary School, Middle School, High School,
and University in [taly (Part TRIEe) .......c.ccoieriieiiiiiiieiieeie ettt 179
An Interview with Bjorn Liljeqvist on Gender and Education, Gardner and Sternberg, and
Passing on a Legacy (Part FOUL) .......ccooiiiiiiiieeee et 181
Group Discussion on the Near, Middle, Far, and Indefinite Future, Second Reponses (Near and
Middle Focused Comments) Session: Christian Sorenson (Part Four).............cccoeviiiennnnn. 185
An Interview with Claus Volko, M.D. on Politics and Social Life in Austria (Part Two)..... 192

An Interview with James Gordon on Genius, Intelligence, and Other Qualities (Part Two).. 198

License and COPYFIGAL ...........c..cccocoueaiiiiiieeieee ettt et 205

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



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

Acknowledgements

For Some Smart People: Views and Lives 1: Manahel Thabet for being the first in this series and
giving a gauge on the feasibility of this project, and to Evangelos Katsioulis, Jason Betts, Marco
Ripa, Paul Cooijmans, Rick Rosner; in spite of far more men in these communities, it, interview-
wise, started with a woman, even the Leo Jung Mensa article arose from the generosity of a
woman friend, Jade.

For Some Smart People: Views and Lives 2: Claus Volko, Deb Stone, Erik Haereid, Hasan
Zuberi, Ivan Ivec, Kirk Kirkpatrick, Monika Orski, and Rick Rosner.

For Some Smart People: Views and Lives 3: Andreas Gunnarsson, Anja Jaenicke, Christian
Sorensen, Claus Volko, Dionysios Maroudas, Florian Schréder, Ronald K. Hoeflin, Erik Hae-
reid, Giuseppe Corrente, Graham Powell, Guillermo Alejandro Escércega Pliego, HanKyung
Lee, James Gordon, Kirk Kirkpatrick, Krystal Volney, Laurent Dubois, Marco Ripa, Matthew
Scillitani, Mislav Predavec, Owen Cosby, Richard Sheen, Rick Farrar, Rick Rosner, Sandra
Schlick, Tiberiu Sammak, Tim Roberts, Thomas Wolf, Tom Chittenden, Tonny Sellén, Tor
Jorgensen.

For Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4: Bjorn Liljeqvist, Christian Sorenson, Claus Volko,
Dionysios Maroudas, Sandra Schlick, Erik Haereid, Giuseppe Corrente, Guillermo Alejandro
Escarcega Pliego, HanKyung Lee, James Gordon, Justin Duplantis, Kirk Kirkpatrick, Laurent
Dubois, Marco Ripa, Marios Prodromou, Matthew Scillitani, Mislav Predavec, Richard Sheen,
Rick Farrar, Rick G. Rosner, Thomas Wolf, Tiberiu Sammak, Tim Roberts, Tom Chittenden,
Tonny Sellén, and Tor Arne Jorgensen.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



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

Foreword by Kirk Kirkpatrick

The journey of intellectual exploration is one that often leads us through unexpected terrains—
challenging our preconceptions, broadening our understanding, and, at times, humbling us with
the complexity of the questions we seek to answer. Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4
serves as both a guide and a companion on this journey, offering a collection of conversations
with thinkers who are not only intellectually gifted but also deeply committed to the pursuit of
knowledge. It is within these pages that the collective insights of some of the most remarkable
minds of our time are brought together to engage in dialogue, challenge assumptions, and inspire
deeper reflection.

As one of the individuals featured in a volume by Scott, I can speak firsthand to the thoughtful
and rigorous nature of the conversations that form the foundation of this book. What makes Some
Smart People: Views and Lives 4 stand out is its ability to bring together a diversity of voices,
each offering unique perspectives on a wide array of topics—ranging from artificial intelligence
and philosophy to the nuanced political and social landscapes we navigate today. This is not a
collection of abstract theories or distant musings; it is a vibrant, living discourse that invites read-
ers to actively engage with the ideas presented.

Reflecting on my own experience in participating in his projects, I was struck by the genuine cu-
riosity and intellectual openness that underpinned each discussion. The depth of the questions
posed allowed for a level of introspection that is rare in many intellectual exchanges. It is one
thing to engage in intellectual debate; it is another to truly explore the contours of one’s own be-
liefs, experiences, and understanding in a way that invites others to learn alongside you. This is
what makes Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4 so special—it offers not just answers, but
the opportunity to walk through the thought processes of those who have spent their lives in the
pursuit of knowledge.

For those of us who have had the privilege of being part of these volumes , it has been an oppor-
tunity to share insights gained from years of study, work, and personal experience. But more than
that, it has been a chance to reflect on the broader impact that our collective intellectual efforts
can have on the world around us. Whether discussing the ethical implications of emerging tech-
nologies or the complexities of global political systems, the conversations in this book are deeply
rooted in a desire to make sense of the challenges we face as a society.

In my own contributions, I focused on the intricacies of human behavior, intelligence, and socie-
tal structures—areas where I’ve spent much of my life both observing and engaging. But what
struck me most during the conversations was how interconnected these topics are with the
broader intellectual landscape. Every thought, every idea, builds upon the contributions of others,
and it is through this network of ideas that we begin to see the larger picture. The intellectual
community represented in this book is a testament to the power of collaboration, of shared
knowledge, and of the collective pursuit of truth.

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4 is more than just a compilation of interviews—it is an in-
tellectual experience. The minds featured in this book, including my own, come from a range of
disciplines and backgrounds, each bringing a unique perspective to the table. But what unites us
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all is a shared commitment to questioning the world around us and seeking deeper understand-
ing. The diversity of thought is not just a reflection of our varied experiences, but an invitation to
readers to challenge their own thinking and expand their intellectual horizons.

One of the most compelling aspects of this book is the way it navigates the tension between
knowledge and wisdom. Intelligence, after all, is not merely about the accumulation of facts or
the ability to solve complex problems; it is also about understanding the implications of those
facts and recognizing the human element that underlies every intellectual pursuit. Whether we
are discussing advancements in artificial intelligence, the future of political systems, or the ethi-
cal dilemmas that face our society, the human dimension is always present. It is this blend of in-
tellect and humanity that makes Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4 such a valuable contribu-
tion to the ongoing conversation about our world.

For readers, this book is an invitation. It is an invitation to engage with ideas that may challenge
you, inspire you, and, at times, make you uncomfortable. It is through this discomfort that
growth happens, both intellectually and personally. As one of the contributors to the project, I
can say with confidence that this book is not meant to provide easy answers but to provoke
thought, spark curiosity, and encourage deeper reflection on the issues that matter most to us as
individuals and as members of a global society.

As I reflect on my own journey, both within these pages and beyond, I am reminded of the im-
portance of intellectual freedom—the freedom to explore new ideas, to question established
norms, and to engage in meaningful dialogue with others who share a passion for learning. This
book embodies that spirit of intellectual freedom, offering a platform for voices that might other-
wise go unheard and providing readers with the tools to think critically and independently about
the world around them.

To those about to embark on this intellectual journey, I offer a word of advice: approach these
conversations with an open mind. Let yourself be challenged. The ideas presented here are not
meant to be digested passively but to be actively engaged with. Some Smart People: Views and
Lives 4 is a book for those who are unafraid to think deeply, to ask difficult questions, and to
seek out new perspectives.

Finally, I would like to acknowledge Scott Douglas Jacobsen for his dedication in bringing this
project to life. His commitment to fostering intellectual discourse and creating a platform for di-
verse voices is evident on every page. Through his work, we are reminded that the pursuit of
knowledge is not a solitary endeavor but a collective one—one that requires us to listen, to learn,
and to grow together.

As one of the contributors, I am honored to be part of this intellectual community, and I look for-
ward to the conversations that this book will undoubtedly spark in the minds of its readers.
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Foreword by Marios Prodromou

I would like to take this opportunity to express my heartfelt gratitude to Scott Jacobsen for dedi-
cating his time to interviewing some of the world's brightest minds. Not everyone has the ability
to bring out the best in high-1Q individuals, but Scott excels at it. He has an exceptional eye for
detail, and his challenging, thought-provoking questions lead to fascinating discussions. I feel
honored to have contributed even a small part to his publication.

I am confident that readers who engage with his work will gain valuable insights into the think-
ing and behavior of intelligent people. Scott's interviews encourage subjects to explore their in-
ner selves and articulate their feelings openly. It has been a pleasure to collaborate with him, and
I highly recommend this series to anyone interested in the subject of intelligence. Even those
who may not consider themselves high-1Q individuals will find that many of the interviews reso-
nate with them and inspire them to read the entire series.

Thank you once again, Scott, for your time, and a special thanks to all the readers who have em-
barked on this journey through the series.
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Foreword by Rick Farrar

Several years prior to having any involvement or interactions with many gifted individuals, I
read Larry Niven’s sci-fi book, “Protector”. A couple of postulations concerning highly intelli-
gent beings in the book stood out to me. To paraphrase, having a given set of tools and circum-
stances, sufficiently intelligent beings would all reach the same conclusion, since there is always
one best answer to a given set of conditions. The second premise is that sufficiently intelligent
beings would typically have little free will, since their intelligence would always allow them to
see the best path forward. If you can always see the best solution then the choice is already
made.

So, armed with these expectations, I sallied forth into various groups of high 1Q people, hoping
to meet throngs of people who were like minded and typically agreed on most everything.

And, oh was I wrong.

Diversity in this group of humans seems to be the second most common defining quality (after
intelligence, of course). I mentioned this observation to a friend in the high IQ world, and she
put it very well. People pushing the far end of the IQ normal curve are typically pushing the far
ends of other normal curves as well (in beliefs, thought, priorities, goals, etc.). And not neces-
sarily the same ones or the same ends of the same curves. Not that this is a bad thing. They are
deep thinkers. There is a richness to it.

It turns out that there isn’t one right answer. There are a myriad of them. Much like the old
story of several blind men feeling different parts of an elephant and therefore describing the ani-
mal differently.

There is a library in Copenhagen, Denmark, that has a significant twist from what one would ex-
pect when they think of a library. The Human Library allows you to check out a person (from a
list of volunteers) instead of a book. In their case the people whom you check out are actually
physically present.

Here, Scott has brought you an equivalent experience in print, with thoughts and experiences of
people with a rarity in terms of reasoning abilities and intuitiveness. Rather than being clones of
each other, high 1Q people are quite unique, exquisite individuals as you will soon discover.

Enjoy!
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Foreword by Tor Arne Jorgensen

It is a great pleasure for me to write the foreword together with Kirk Kirkpatrick for this fourth
edition of Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4. Scott Jacobsen and his work to keep the fire
burning in all of us who navigate the land of high intelligence is an achievement in itself. Scott
and the work he does make him regarded by the high intelligence community as one of their
own. For a long time, I have observed from my small home up here in the cold north the amount
of work he puts into his articles. I am very impressed by his professionalism, perseverance, dedi-
cation, and persona. Scott, what an impressive job you do, kudos to you!

What, then, about those of us who move within these circles? Are we all alike on the scale from
lowest to highest, and what will become of the concept of 1Q, something that lies in the border-
land between curiosity and authenticity? It should be known that the fall height is enormous for
every mistake that is said or written. What is done right, no one cares about, neither inside nor
out. What are we left with when the lights go out? Have we become something more, or are we
stripped bare of all honor, whatever honor that might be?

Happily unaware of what is to come, I will leave my small mark. The path is made as we walk,
we set the course, and stride toward the unknown. What I have found on my journey, I have
taken with me, just like Askeladden did on his journeys toward the land of happiness. Through
valleys and over dizzying heights, all those I have met on my way have found a place in my
heart, many but not all, we follow in this edition to the promised land that is WIN.

I will conclude with my quote that was used in my first book, "74."

Who then interprets those who refuse to be read by those who refuse to understand?
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An Interview with Tor Arne Jorgensen on Background, Identity,
Mentors, Education, and Interests (Part One)

2020-03-22

Tor Arne Jorgensen 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 I1Q scores above
160+ sd15 among high range tests like Gift/Gene Verbal, Gift/Gene Numerical of lakovos Kou-
kas 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. Hediscusses: family background; facets
of the larger self; prescient moments in early formation, guardians and mentors of import; sig-
nificant books and authors to him, pivotal educational moments, postsecondary education;, HRT
scores, participating in a like ability community, and main areas of intellectual interest.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: What is family background or lineage, e.g., surname(s) etymology (et-
ymologies), geography, culture, language, religion/non-religion, political suasion, social outlook,
scientific training, and the like?

Tor Arne Jorgensen: 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 Nor-
way. 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, intel-
ligence and more. The future endeavours for me are to finish my education and keep moving for-
ward within the social structures of high intelligence. Also with the intent to further educate peo-
ple about giftedness, and to address equality for all pupils and students alike of both sides of the
intelligence scale.

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?

Jorgensen: As forming my self extended, I found that serving the people around me to be an in-
tent 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.

Jacobsen: Of those aforementioned influences, what ones seem the most prescient for early for-
mation?
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Jorgensen: 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 for-
mation regards to past, present, and future.

Jacobsen: What adults, mentors, or guardians became, in hindsight, the most influential on
you?

Jorgensen: 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 per-
ceptions 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.

Jacobsen: As a young reader, in childhood and adolescence, what authors and books were sig-
nificant, meaningful, to worldview formation?

Jorgensen: 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 read-
ing 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!

Jacobsen: What were pivotal educational — as in, in school or autodidacticism — moments from
childhood to young adulthood?

Jorgensen: 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 environ-
ments, such as the ordinary school system. This has in many ways been my lifeline as education
goes.

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?

Jorgensen: 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 in-
terest 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 al-
ways been of interest, but not followed through educational wise. Why not now then, lack of
time, just that lack of time.

Jacobsen: What have been some of the intelligence tests taken and the scores earned over time —
with standard deviations too, please?

Jorgensen: | have taken many HR-tests; the test scores vary from low 140+ sd15 up to high 172
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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. [ 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 [ have tried
out so far; Asterix of Jason Betts-153 sd15, World IQ Challenge of Brennan Martin-140 sd15,
Gift verbal 1-4 of lakovos Koukas average score around 164+ sd15, and Lexiq of Soulios 172
sd15.

Jacobsen: What has been the participation in the high-IQ community for you?

Jorgensen: 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...

Jacobsen: What are the main areas of intellectual and reading interest for you?

Jorgensen: 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 am-
bassador 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 re-
gards 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/jergensen-
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 em-
pirical 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 Matthew Scillitani on Left-Right Polarity and
Extremity in the United States (Part Three)

2020-03-22

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 predomi-
nantly English-speaking. He earned his bachelor’s degree in psychology at East Carolina Uni-
versity, 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. Hediscusses: the American Left; status of the
Right in America, status of the Left in America; 2020 fault lines between the Left and the Right;
strengths and weaknesses of the Trump Administration and President Trump, social media and
American values; social media and negative American stereotypes, dirty tactics used by the Left;
dirty tactics used by the Right; strengths and weaknesses of the Left and the Right in America;
and bridging the gulf between the American Left and Right.

Scott Douglas Jacobsen: There exists a left-right polarity in the United States. Its ideals becom-
ing 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 emo-
tional 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 pur-
poses 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 ordi-
nary 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 mod-
erate 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.

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 proba-
bly 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.

Jacobsen: What are the main fault lines between the Left and the Right in 2020 America?
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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, national-
ism, and capitalism with the Left mostly advocating for collectivism, egalitarianism, and social-
ism.

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 quali-
ties though.

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. So-
cial media lowers social accountability, which leads to bullying, and lets people with rare and ex-
treme 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 nar-
rower and we’d be better off for it.

Jacobsen: How are social media promoting negative American stereotypes?

Scillitani: That it’s so easy to find uneducated, unintelligent, ignorant people with strong opin-
ions 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 stereo-
types somewhat. However, it’s debatable whether or not it’s a good idea to remove those com-
ments, and it may end up being a bad thing in the end. We will have to wait and see what hap-
pens.

Jacobsen: What are the dirty tactics used by the Left in political rhetoric and in political cam-
paigns?

Scillitani: Bullying, fear mongering, suppressing certain groups while claiming that voting left-
ists 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 left-
ists 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 unnec-
essary 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.

Jacobsen: What are the dirty tactics used by the Right in political rhetoric and in political cam-
paigns?
Scillitani: Also bullying, fear mongering, and creating imaginary problems that voting rightist
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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 monger-
ing isn’t from fear of progression but from fear of cultural collapse. Rightists think that mass im-
migration, 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 cul-
ture, 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 no-
body 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 com-
munism in order to demonize that economic system.

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 lat-
ter strength also doubles as a weakness since having too much empathy makes it easy for the me-
dia 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 there-
fore losing any sense of community and ‘strength in numbers’ that the Left has.

Jacobsen: What may bridge some of the political divides in the United States for a healthier pub-
lic discourse?

Scillitani: Probably staying off of social media and turning the news off from time to time, chat-
ting with people who have different opinions, and reading some history books.

Appendix I: Footnotes

[1] Member, Giga Society; Member, Glia Society. Bachelor’s Degree, Psychology, East Carolina
University.

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/scillitani-
three; 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 em-
pirical 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 Artificial (Narrow and General)
Intelligence, Virtual Philosophy, the Cogito, and Art, Media, and
Culture (Part Three)

2020-04-01

Thomas Wolf'is a Member of the Giga Society. He discusses: definition artificial intelligence
compared to human intelligence in the future, intellectual interest in virtual reality philosophy;,
the spirit, soul, or Cogito; virtual reality philosophy in art, media, and literature; and art, media,
and literature best representative of personal general philosophy.

*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.*
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 struc-
tured these problems are, the better machines or Als are and will be at it. Chess is a good exam-
ple 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 unstruc-
tured problems, e.g., designing a stock trade strategy or composing music. This is well re-
searched already and can be mathematically explained as pattern recognition through neural net-
works, 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 lower-
ing 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 math-
ematically or scientifically explain this capability in human brains, let alone recreate it in algo-
rithms 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.

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 com-
plexity, Al already far surpassed human intelligence long ago. I cannot imagine any human do-
ing the job of Google’s search engine. But for unstructured problems, Als 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 “intui-
tion” is nothing to be frowned upon, in a mathematical sense these are “unsharp” pattern recogni-
tion. When you have to make a moment’s decision whether to trust a person or not, you are rely-
ing 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 in-
stinct, 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 subcon-
scious data processing. Als 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 Al;
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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 Al 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 Al 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 Al models is hard.

Jacobsen: You have an intellectual interest in virtual reality philosophy and philosophy in gen-
eral. 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 physi-
cal 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, sepa-
rate 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 con-
cept of infinity (which would lead to inescapable madness as it is pointless through to its inevita-
bly repeating nature) in order to experience an infinite set of limited non-infinite existences in-
stead.

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 de-
terminable 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.

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 — alt-
hough he may have been not even fully aware of its implications — and the “Matrix” movie tril-
ogy, 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
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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 ex-
perienced world stimulates thoughts about it. I remember my personal interest in this was trig-
gered 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.

Jacobsen: What are some art, media, and literature that best represents your own general philos-
ophy — aesthetic, epistemological, ethical, legal, metaphysical, political, and social?

Wolf: Apart from the media I mentioned, the whole media group of computer games, role-play-
ing 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-develop-
ment 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; un-
less, 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 sen-
tient 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 be-
tween 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 em-
pirical 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 Genius (Part Seven)

2020-03-22

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 Amer-
ica’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest measured 1Qs 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
vear and graduated with the equivalent of 8 majors. Erik Haereid earned a score at 185, on the
N-VRAS0. 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 I 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 popu-
lation. This amounts to a joint interview or conversation with Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, and
myself.

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 compo-
nents 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 “ge-
nius” as a category. A moniker denoting some mixture of elements, or the labelling of some pro-
ductions 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 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 defi-
nitions, 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 pre-
cise sense, what seems like the core of genius, as a scientific question? Furthermore, if we look
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at the petals on this flower, what derivatives come out of this core of genius? Again, in an empir-
ical sense without unnecessary assumptions, what are the outgrowths in talents/productions ex-
hibiting “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 re-
cently, 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 bio-
logical 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 mil-
lion times.

There are cartoons, particularly in the New Yorker. They take a common situation, cartoon situa-
tion, 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 un-
common.

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. | 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 to-
day 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, unex-

pected, breathtaking, to be genius. It has to change the way we perceive things.
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I consider the ability to communicate as part of the genius; to make the incompatible and compli-
cated understandable to others. After all, IQ-problems contain this, and especially the most com-
plex 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 1Q-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 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 peo-
ple. 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 Rem-
brandt’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 [ 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 de-
velopment and change in consciousness. Concerning consciousness, it was more like an explo-
sion. 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. Re-
ality 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 some-
thing 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 unfree-
dom 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 uncover-
ing 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 peo-
ple understand the mathematics of general relativity. But for me, the public utility and insight be-
come 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.

Some Smart People: Views and Lives 4

www.in-sightpublishing.com
© 2012-Present IN-SIGHT PUBLISHING, all rights reserved.



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

25

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 intelli-
gent, 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 environ-
ment, strengthening the individual, through deeper insights and discoveries that can be communi-
cated 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, [ would say that this scenario lives up to its name (Ask a Genius (or Two)). Ingenu-
ity 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 ordi-
nary collaborative processes where results can also seem brilliant. But it’s about seizing some-
thing no one else 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 discom-
fort, mentally. The division into id, ego and superego (Freud).

Our understanding of time and space (Spacetime) (Einstein) and a logical description of the evo-
lution 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, in-
cluding this technology in combination with communications (Internet), smaller devices and effi-
ciency (manageable and economically acceptable). I would say that Bill Gates is a genius.

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 substan-
tially 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 be-
half of God (or some higher being or power) — even claiming to somehow be God or a direct rep-
resentative of it, falsely proclaiming 1Qs/inflating IQs, being strong adherents to non-scientific
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views including creationism, geological catastrophism, and the like. Indeed, even Mensa Interna-
tional, 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 vindic-
tive 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 peo-
ple making arguments in favour of Christianity or, at least, contributing to the intellectual infra-
structure. 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 be-
lief system at all. I don’t know if Newton had a globally applicable idea of science to fully ac-
count for the world. I doubt it because he spent so much time on the Bible. But that’s what peo-
ple did back then, including even the very smartest people.

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 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?

Jacobsen: I would move the dial on the niceness to extremely compassionate and the same in the
opposite direction.
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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.

Jacobsen: Do you think deep thinking tends to come along with deep feeling, or the extreme op-
posite? 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, hap-
pens, 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 per-
sonal behaviour, including no reaction and just doing their shit, whether it is thinking smart shit
or going on Grindr or some shit.

Jacobsen: What about Feynman?

Rosner: Feynman may be the greatest physicist of the middle of the 20" 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 ac-
ceptable 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.

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 princi-
ples. 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 expen-
sive 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 art-
ist principle. You knock the woman off her pins by not just being another mark. According to the
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principles of being a pickup artist, you never tell a pretty woman that she is pretty. It just estab-
lishes you as another sap who she can ignore. Instead, according to pick-up artists, you start with
aneg. 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.

Jacobsen: [Laughing].

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.

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 some-
one 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 ad-
vantage 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 [ 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
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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 be-
ing 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 lim-
ited 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, “I have a spe-
cial 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, some-
body 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.

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
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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 peo-

99¢

ple, 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 com-
plex 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 some-
one solves the energy-problem by let’s say the nuclear fusion of hydrogen into helium, using wa-
ter, 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 experi-
ence (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.

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 archetyp-
ical. 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.

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 cha-
otic 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 in-
creasing 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 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.

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
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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 1Q.” 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, medio-
cre 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 param-
eters 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 1Q-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 1Qs 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 [Q-estimation. I think Domagoj Kutles VeNuS Society is a
good example of establishing a list of member’s true 1Q. It’s a start.

When it comes to the frauds, I suggest a democratic process where the ones one think is cooper-
ating 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 prob-
lems, feeling good when you have reached your potential, when you have revealed a logic pat-
tern that was not obvious. Don’t take tests because you want to read that “NN has 150 in 1Q”.

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 con-
tent, 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 valid-
ity 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 con-
struct. 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,
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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 dis-
tributed, and did their best such that their scores measured their intelligence. I made a spread-
sheet that calculates this:

People:  7,500,000,000

S.D. 15: # people >

10190  1,009,976,678 7.4
10 185 136,975,305 54.8

10180 20,696,863 362.4

10175 3,483,046 2,153.3
10170 652,598 11,492.5
10 165 136,074 55,117.1
10160 31,560 237,642.6

Then we would have 362 persons with IQ>180 S.D.15, and we would for sure discriminate accu-
rately up to 185 (approximately 5.7 standard deviation).

Let’s say the sample is one million:

People: 1,000,000

S.D. 15: # people >

10 190 1,009,976,678 0.0
10 185 136,975,305 0.0
10 180 20,696,863 0.0

10175 3,483,046 0.3
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10170 652,598 15
10165 136,074 7.3
10160 31,560 31.7

As you can see, it’s difficult to discriminate accurately 1Qs over 160 with less than a million tes-
tees. You need a billion to create a test that measures 1Q 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 ac-
curately.

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 I1Q 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 1Q-scores are inflated, too
high or low or whatever. Forget it. Take the tests because you like the mental challenge. Forget
the 1Q-thing; don’t identify with your estimated 1Q.

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 inferi-
ority complexes all the way.

With a few exceptions, the environment lacks self-irony. I miss more of that.

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 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
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se, but without some contact with the ground; you can easily get mad. Our thoughts are an auxil-
iary 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.

Jacobsen: Erik, who do you consider the most intelligent person in history? Who do you con-
sider amongst the greatest geniuses in history? Who do you consider both among the most intel-
ligent and the greatest geniuses in history? Something akin to the tripartite theory of genius/crea-
tivity of Paul Cooijmans with the width of the associative horizon, conscientiousness, and gen-
eral 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. Be-
ing a genius is also about being known, and being known is about making expressions that im-
press.

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 consci-
entiousness, though. I should say Einstein, but everyone claims that. He is the modern incarna-
tion of a genius, but maybe not the greatest one in history.

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 collabora-
tive era. When you look at superhero movies and then they roll the credits and thousands of peo-
ple 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.L, 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, eve-
ryone 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
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stuff. I contradicted myself a little bit. Most of the stuff will be lonely products. I will uncontra-
dict 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 atten-
tion 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 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 Horse-
man 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 famil-
iar 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.

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 [Qs? 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.
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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 in-
ternal environmental problems it causes are hidden processes, like Katka-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 mis-
trust 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-environ-
ment, 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 in-
tegrity 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 per-
son 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. Measur-
ing 1Q 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 1Q with a grain of salt. That’s healthy.

Jacobsen: What aspects of a culture most facilitate genius?

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, bring-
ing 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 moti-
vation. 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.
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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-prob-
lems; 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 draw-
ings because the result will be visible, enlightening and needed; “Was that it? What a beautiful
experience! I couldn’t anticipate this at any time.”

Jacobsen: What HRT tests have the most stringent standards and reliable estimations of true 1Q
(or true IQ range, only varying marginally by all or most relevant external factors considered im-
pactful 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 (nu-
merical), Asit and Simplex (spatial), to mention a few. unfortunately, he has shut down his 1Q-
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 [ haven’t men-
tioned.

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 be-
cause 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 under-
stand 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.

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.
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But I think that’s one key to avoid getting crazy. You have to rest. You have 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 con-
vinced; I have experienced being close to insane because of my ongoing thoughts and philosoph-
ical (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 sev-
eral 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 1Q Societies.

Erik, born in 1963, grew up in Oslo, Norway, in a middle class home at Grefsen nearby the for-
est, and started early running and cross country skiing. After finishing schools he studied math-
ematics, 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 volun-
teerism with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian Society for the Conservation of Na-
ture), 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 actu-
ary 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 incorpo-
rating 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 1Q-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
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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 com-
pany, and he did this after some years on a full-time basis with his actuarial colleague. In the be-
ginning, 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 Nor-
way 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 chal-
lenge with major consequences. One of the obstacles is when people with power — mind, scien-
tific, 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 eve-
ryone’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 1Qs 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 Writ-
ers 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 Gram-
mys, 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 Maga-
zine.

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
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nearly 30 years as a writer for more than 2,500 hours of network television. Errol Morris fea-
tured Rosner in the interview series entitled First Person, where some of this history was cov-
ered by Morris. He came in second, or lost, on Jeopardy!, sued Who Wants to Be a Million-
aire? 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 An-
geles, 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 Twit-
ter, or find him on LinkedIn, or see him on YouTube.”

[2] Individual Publication Date: March 22, 2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/haereid-ros-
ner-seven; Full Issue Publication Date: May 1, 2020: https://in-sightjournal.com/insight-is-
sues/.

*High range testing (HRT) should be taken with honest skepticism grounded in the limited em-
pirical 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 Games, Religions and Secret
Societies, Challenging Things, Favourite Philosophers, Favourite
Scientists, Smartest Person, and the Wisest Person (Part Four)

2020-04-15

Thomas Wolf'is a Member of the Giga Society. He discusses: memorable experiences, belief
systems, religions, and secret societies, the reason for some of these interests, the most challeng-
ing thing that he has ever done, favourite philosophers; favourite scientists, smartest person,
and wisest person.

*Original interview conducted between October 21, 2016 and February 29, 2020.*

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 creat-
ing, 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 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 [ 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 mas-
ters and other creatives all crave and that it is deeply rooted in human nature.

Jacobsen: Even further, you have interests in belief systems in general, and religions, secret so-
cieties (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 per-
ceived 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 in-
terest is not so much in one or more specific systems, but in the historic development and inter-
connections 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.
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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 repre-
sented 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 Christi-
anity, 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 shad-
ing 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 inten-
tions, 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 es-
oteric roots in early 1900s nationalist occultism still vastly underestimated) for their ring and uni-
form 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.

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” be-
tween 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
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.

Jacobsen: Who are your favourite philosophers?

Wolf: Without any doubt, René Descartes stands alone as the first man to understand and define
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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.

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, Don-
ald Knuth. It is probably a subjective (and far too small) selection, but they particularly im-
pressed 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.

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 in-
terests and a great sense of humour.

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 af-
ter 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 envi-
ronment. 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.

Jacobsen: Thank you for the opportunity and your time, Thomas.
Appendix I: Footnotes
[1] Member, Giga Society.

[2] Individual Publication Date: April 15, 2020: http://www.in-sightjournal.com/wolf-four;
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 em-
pirical development of the field at present, even in spite of honest and sincere efforts. If a higher
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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 Non-Genius (Part Eight)

2020-04-01

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 Amer-
ica’s, North America’s, and the world’s highest measured 1Qs 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
vear and graduated with the equivalent of 8 majors. Erik Haereid earned a score at 185, on the
N-VRAS0. 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 I 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 popu-
lation. This amounts to a joint interview or conversation with Erik Haereid, Rick Rosner, and

myself.
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 imagi-
nation 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 inspired like the poem Jabber-
wocky, 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 crea-
tive. 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: add-
ing 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 ingenu-
ity 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,
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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 ex-
terminated it’s the opposite of a genius, even though the invention is clever.

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 /nquirer 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, absent-
mindedness, 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 nor-
mal lifestyles and behaviours. Anything that you can think of, then you can put on the genius ste-
reotype. 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 visi-
ble, known, through a purification and refinement of it. You could have a bunch of highly intelli-
gent, 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.

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 20™ century. But you don’t really get the fame industry until the 20" century. During various
eras, famous people killed themselves through misbehaviour. Sometimes, it is through shitty be-

haviour 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.

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
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that Einstein somehow wasn’t crazy, like the iconic picture of him somehow tries to paint. |
don’t know. People are not searching for the truth but to fulfill their needs.

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 seg-
ment 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 peo-
ple 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 hu-
man 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.

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 develop-
ing 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
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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 adu-
lation. 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 be-
lieves, 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 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 “in-
ventions” 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 psycho-
paths 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 dis-
cussed 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!”

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 delu-
sions of grandeur?
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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 1Q score.
There was an era when genius had more clout in the 1960s when people cared more about it. No-
body 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 ge-
niuses 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 any-
where. It is a failure of terrible reality T.V., to realize that super smart people are just as exploita-
ble 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 peo-
ple. 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 beauti-
ful people. You can have good looking people in porn, but you can’t have the best-looking peo-
ple 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 be-
cause 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 peo-
ple 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 at-
tractive. 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 proba-
bly 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 journal-
ists 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 inten-
tions and work, and some turmoil too.
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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 be-
comes 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.

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 ra-
tional, 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.

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 under-
stand 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 reg-
ularities 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 an-
swers. Maybe it never will. Birth and death, what’s before and after? What are thoughts and why
can’t [ rest in my emotions? Why do I fear things that aren’t real? Why don’t I instantly under-
stand 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 cul-
ture 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 an-
other 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
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everybody else does. The critical voices belong to the unpopular minority. Then you don’t have a
choice either, because you need an answer, and since science doesn’t, you choose a supernatural
solution.

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 theo-
rized 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 fac-
tually 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 con-
flicts 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.

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 bull-
shit 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 prod-
ucts. 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 be-
come 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, obvi-
ously.
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Jacobsen: Finally, why do some real geniuses, or even fake ‘geniuses,’ fall into supernatural-
isms 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 sys-
tem, a philosophy, a cult, that, eventually, allowed him to build a harem of women who disci-
plined themselves to, say, stay super skinny because that is what gave him a boner. So, being re-
warded 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 uni-
verse, 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 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 ac-
tual 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 cul-
ture, 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 sev-
eral 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 1Q Societies.

Erik, born in 1963, grew up in Oslo, Norway, in a middle class home at Grefsen nearby the for-
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est, and started early running and cross country skiing. After finishing schools he studied math-
ematics, 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 volun-
teerism with Norges Naturvernforbund (Norwegian Society for the Conservation of Na-
ture), 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 actu-
ary 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 incorpo-
rating 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 1Q-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 com-
pany, and he did this after some years on a full-time basis with his actuarial colleague. In the be-
ginning, 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.
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