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A NOTICE TO THE MEGA SOCIETY AND THE STAPFF OF NOESIS
by Christopher Langan

In a recent converszation with member Kevin Langdon, we established
certain points of agreement regarding Noesfs. At hils suggestion, I'm
submitting this brief report of our discussion.

Pirst, Kevin - like me and many othera - 1is concerned for the
survival of the Mega Soclety, particularly vis-a-vis the well-known
tendency for high-IQ clubs to fall apart 1n orgles of bilckering.
These arguments are usually both personal and political in nature,




and every such group - including ours - seems bedeviled by them. It
therefore behooves us to exercise cautlion in this regard.

Next, I agreed with Kevin's observation that 1t will take a consi-
derable amount of time to undo the damage that has already been done
t0 Noesls by way of vulgar and inane content, some by members and
some by nonmembers. Anyone who once respected the Journal 1s quite
unlikely to respect it now and earning back this respect is 1ikely to
be a long and arduous process.

Obviously, we could not discuss WNoesfs wlthout discussing the
performance of its current editor. As we all know, Rick Rosner has a
credibility problem which devolves to a number of factors, one of
which 1s that he was never elected through any sort of due process.
Another 1s that Rick’s performance has been spotty in a number of
important areas: when 1t comes to punctuality, attention level, and

. regard for the prlorities of other members, Rick has left a lot - and
I do mean a lot - to be desired.

As a recent example of what I mean, consider Noesfs 106. On page 4,
it contains a cover letter to Chris Cole that was not intended for
publication. Previocusly, I had taken care to protect the ldentity of
Edward Thorp as the pseudonymous Mega member charged with reviewling
my proofs. Since Cole had made the introduction, he already knew
Thorp’s 1identity. But since he also knew that Thorp preferred to
participate under a pseudonym, 1t should have been clear to him - and
through him, to Rick - that the letter was not to be printed. So we
have elther a case of gross negligence, or a dellberate vioiation of
a member’'s right to privacy...possibly meant to cast another member
{me) in an unfavorable light.

Now look at l1asue 107, six pages of which were arrogated to a non-
member, one HRobert Hannon. If anyone in this group (except Rick)
doesn’t yet know that this person 1s several aces short of a full
deck in the modern physics department, 1t*s a well-Kept secret.
Obviously, Noesis - and Mega - are not glorified by an editor who
can’t take sueh rudimentary editorial distinetions (remember, as the
editor of any respectable Journal knows, editorial rejectlion of
irrational submissions is not the same as "censorship"). And 1t
wasn't as though these six pages couldn’t have been filled by a real
Mega mewmber; Cole and Rosner have had at least nine pages aof
eplstolary responses from yours truly on ice since June!

Now, neither Kevin nor I had anything bad to say about Rick on a
peracnal level. The way Rick lives his own life, and the kind of
person he ®really 1s,® are none of our business. There 18 wisdom
in the dictum "jfudge not, leat you be Judged.® In fact, I'm sure
I speak for all of us when I expreas our universal appreciation for
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the dogged way Rick has hung in there for all these Years, even
when his heart wasn't really in it...and I say this despite having
besn one of his harshest critics.

Admittedly, it would sound better to say that Rick "stepped into
the breach" when nobody alse would have, “saving" the Mega Society
by carrying its journal out of the flames on his sturdy shoulders.
But we can't say that. Rick could have been replaced at any point
by somebody who not only meets all the requirements, but has a
better track record to boot. For example, I published the journal
for half a year, paid for it all, never missed a deadlina, never
rejected a submission, and singlehandedly filled it with superior
content at a time when nobody else could spare a dime, a minute,
Oor a postcard...and would, had he dropped the ball for keeps, have
caught it before it hit the ground. And nobody is aven saying that
I'was his only available replacemant!

Thus, it is puzzling - given his admitted disinterest - that Rick
has "hung in there". Although some of us may have assumed that
his tenacity owed to some kind of altruism - some desire to help
the Mega Society achieve the respect for which it periodically
Yearns - his own contributions cast sxtreme doubt on such an as-
sumption. Whatever their attractions for Rosner or Cole or anyone
else, wmasturbation, acatology, and noss-picking typically do not
engender "respect" in the kinds of pecple whose attention we want.

In the past, I may have seemad guilty of too unilateral a parspec-
tive on all this. But I typify our members in the sense that each
of us, somewhers in the back of his or her mind, dreams of making
a truly noteworthy contribution to intellectual posterity. Clearly
no  such contribution can succeed without the right kind of audi-
ence, and the right kind of audience simply does not associate
worthwhile effort with brassy wental incompetence and/or fellatio
in elevators. It may be that some of us, in our private moments,
find such material funny or titillating. But here in Noesis, it's
the organizational equivalent of a "kick me" sign.

Accordingly, Kevin and I - and probably the rest of us - agree
that the editorship of Noesis is properly subject to democratic
raeview. What that means is thia: the next time Rick Rosner fouls
up egregiously in the editorial department, an election will fol-
low immediately. 1 stress the word “immediately” because, when a
journal is published only at intervals convenient to itsg editor,
the democratic process can get omeared out over very dilated time
periods. In short, Rick will not have the option of timing his own
Yelection campaign”. This election will include policy guidelines
and will occur even if I have to run it myself. If it goes against
him, Rick will be required to step aside...again, immediately. And
that naturally goes for hig other elactable office, “Treasurer".

On the other hand, if it goes for him despite his objective fail-
ings - e.g9., taking three months to publish a monthly journal -
then we're back to square ona. Square one is described in Noesis
106, page 9. That's where I introduce the alternative Mega Society
journal Noesis-A. This new journal would come into existence imme-
diately because I, for cne, cannot afford to have years of effort
buried under large, stinking piles of what Noesis has tended to be
full of lately. That's my inalienable right, and that of any other -

member who wants a legitimate chance to be heard.
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NEWCOMB'S PARADOX REDIVIVUS (by Chris Langan)

This ig in response to Robert Low's remarks on MNewcomb's Paradox
in Noesjis 102. I'll try to make this really easy to follow.

NEWCOMB'S PROBLEM: Given two boxes A and B, you are told by an
entity that you may choose to open either box A and box B, or
box B alone. The entity, who claims to have predicted your
choice, informe you that while he has in any case put $1000 in
box A, he has put $1,000,000 in box B if and only if he has
predicted that you will (choose to)} open B alone. You have ob-
served the entity play the same game with many others, and he
has predicted correctly every time. You know that such asym-
metric data are quite unlikely to be random, but you also be-
lieve — and most of your experience confirms - that time is
linear and your choice unpredictable. What should you do?

Obviously, there are two ways to solve Newcomb's problem, which is
pot the same as the paradox. There is an argument in favor of each
solution, and each argument purports to "rationality". That is,
while only one argument is called "expected utility"”, both actual-
ly purport to maximizae expectation on the basis of different as-
sumptions regarding the nature of time and physical reality. In
neither case does this eguate to maximizing the minimum amount of
money that might be received; rationality is not defined that way.
Trying to maximize the minimum possible reward instead of trying
to maximize expected utility is irrational by definition. That's
because it can lead to a loss of expected utility, and raticnality
always seeks to maximize expected utility (as defined on simple
mathematical expectation: reward x probability of reward).

[The above paragraph suffices to resolve your main "point". It was
originally followed by a clarified exposition of my original 1989
paper, The Resclution of Newcomb's Paradox, complete with easy-to-
follow illustrations and ties to various branches of physics and
philosophy. But since I didn't want to see it buried under a pile
of booby-hatch-reject pseudoscientific pornographic vulgarianism,
and since I'm still not getting the slightest amount of understan-
ding or cooperation towards the restoration of reasonable journal-
istic standards for Noesis, 1I'm afraid it will have to wait. If
you see it at all - and it goes far indeed towards demystifying
the CTMU - it will be in the proposed alternative Mega Society
journal Noesis-A.]

TO WHOMEVER COMPILRED THE COST-PER-PAGE TABLE IN NOESIS 102: The
cost per page of Noesis 44-49 to the average subscriber was no-
where near "13.9 cents". Two members voluntarily paid for their
copies; the others paid a cost per page of O cents. Of course, the
cost to the publisher (me} was correspondingly higher.

To some extent, the same may apply to other editors. 1'd be sur-
prised if most of the members who charitably accepted editorial
responsibility ever got a dime. But then again, why should they
have? Their issues were insufficiently loony, cheesy and sleazy to
be worth a nickel, at least by present "standards". (Chris Langan)
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Dear Robert Dick:

SThis is my reply to your letter of January 17 in Noesis i02. 1
believe you'll find that its tone matches yours.

Regarding the importance of family and emotional life:

The world is full of those who feel no pity, and who have no loy-
alty, towards any but those they call "their own". They are not in
general christian., Those claiming a level of ability that should
let them soclve urgent problems insoluble to others, but do not use
it on the grounds that their personal affairs are more important,
do no service to mankind. If you are not at least humble enocugh to
serva your fellow man - and if you are in fact 80 aggressively
self-absorbed that you will spit in the face of one who has tried
to do his duty in your stead - then, while I refrain from disput-
ing your “Christianity™, I would nonetheless like to Know exactly
what kind of "Christian" you profess to bhe.

You are lucky to have a family nearby that loves you. I do not; my
love for my unborn children, and for future generations of humani-
ty, prevents me from taking a wife who is genetically compromised
(I refuse to consciously doom my descendants to possible lifelong
dependence on medical technology, or to lack the higher level of
intelligence demanded by social evolution). Because I have pursued
truth in relative poverty, I cannot pay the monetary price that
women of "good breeding" have learned to demand for their procrea-
tive services...nor, I confess, can 1 happily abide the lack of
loyalty that even so subtle a form of prostitution guarantees. If
I were a severe diabetic with ten million dollars, I could doubt-
less buy a fit mother for my sickly offspring, thereby denving one
to someone more healthy. But since I work for low pay and live
meagerly in a one-room shack, my reproductive qualifications are
strictly mental and physical {i.e., "irrelevant").

This may be a tragic c¢ondemnation of modern reproductive practices
and wvalues. It may also be God's way of reminding me that in an
insane and overpopulated world, having a child is dangerously like
selling it a nonrefundable ticket on the Titanic. But either way,
whether it be a wife or a four-year-old grand nephew, a family is
a luxury and a privilege, not an excuse to ignore your obligation
to the reat of mankind while aexcoriating those who are more re-
sponsible, or stronger of mind and heart, than you are.

On your work in Pourier analysis:

You were rejected by those who found your nams and credentials in-
sufficiently impressive to bother with your work. Yet, through the
Mega Society, you find yourself in possession of a ‘"credential"
that bought you access to mine. A true Christian would move moun-
tains to avoid repeating the injustice he had sasuffered. Instead,
you feed it to me on the tip of a lash. You ponder which of the
Ten Commandments are "the most important". I aay to you that for a
Christian, the most important commandment numbers just one: do un-
to othera as you would have them do unto you.

For example, despite the obvious foolishness of certain articles
on relativity theory, I read them thoroughly and set what must be
a record for trying to reason with their author before running out
of patience. Similarly, having asked you to read my work, I took
the time and effort to carefully read yours {I was not appreciably
edified). So before you seek yet another mote in my eye, will you
not cast out the beam from thine own? .

Regarding your amateur theology:
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I, too, am an amateur theologian. That is, I pursue my interest in
raligion feor love rather than for money.

You profess faith in the Bible, yet dispute bihlical accounts of
the death of Jesus. That isn't really important, except that it
reflects a gradual change in the meaning of "faith"™, 1In its most
axtreme and common form, this change manifests itself as a total
lapse of religious belief. The loss of faith is a disease whose
symptoms include the ethical and social degeneration we see all
around us. This testifies to the fact that religion is not merely
a source of comfort for people like you, but a necessary linkage
between human psychology and the social wellbeing of humanity.
Unfortunately, whatever one might say about the necessity of faith,
one fact is indisputable: it is no longer working. Mankind, eaten
alive by metastasizing cynicism, fanatacism and intclerance, is on
the edge of a Nietzschean chasm in which God lies "dead". As faith
crumbles away inexorably beneath its feet, it stumbles dangerously
for want of a safer and sturdier bridge to salvation. In a world
which has come to place most of its "faith" in the logical and
mathematical principles of science and technolegy, this bridge can
be constructed in just one way (see Noesis 76).

If you really understand Fourier analysis, then you see the inti-
mates connection between mathematics and physical reality. If vyou
really understand religion, then you know that a religion which
does not attempt to tie itself to the creation and structuring of
reality fails for its lack of relevance. Where is the religion
without its genesis myth, and without recognition of the Hand of
God in nature and the affairs of Man?

This need has driven an historical progression in which a great
day has finally dawned: religion, mathematics, and reality can be
united as one. Among the religious-purpose nonprofit organizations
legally incorporated in the United States in the year 1993, one
was called "CTMU". The acronym, as I have previously explained in
Noesis, stands not only for the Cognition-Theoretic (or Computa-
tion-Theoretic, or Cognito-Telic) Mcdel of the Universe, but also
for The Church of Teleology of Multiplex Unity. 1t is the logical
matrix in which all lesser religions are necessarily embedded, and
in which they can therefore be revitalized and reconciled.

The bottom line:

Many people, when confronted with superior insight, adopt a face-
saving strategy as simple as it is represhensible: they refuse to
acknowledge the insight, and for this they blame their "opponent".
Yet, understanding the CTMU requires only logic, and he who admits
that he knows nothing of logic admits that he knows nothing. As
I've written before in these pages, there is none so blind as he
who will not see, nor so lame as he who will not stand.

The CTMU offers you meaning, the logic of love, and a universe
cast in the deepest image of the human mind and heart. You say you
need neither me nor it. Meanwhile, another holds up to your face a
murky mirror streaked with physical vanity, sullen mediocrity,
gratuitious vulgarity, and self-professed stupidity. Suddenly you
are filled with a burning "need" for more. If this is your last
word to me, then here is mine to you: redemption can be poured
only into an open heart, and a meaningful spiritual destiny . only
into an open mind. When your animal and emotional comforts have
finally deserted you, what then will light your way?

Chris Langan
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Dear Kevin (Langdon):

This is in response to all of your letters in issues 103 and 104,
from which I was pleased to learn that you at least tried to read
the CTMU material I've published. Actually, given the standards of
Noesis, 1'd believed the latter to be uncommonly clear and precise
{except in Noesis 79, where I listed unexplained consequences to
disabuse the usual parties of certain strange notions regarding my
work). Unfortunately, my central topic - the logical requirements
for a "theory of everything” - is as demanding to read about as to
write about. So while I can't accept full responsibility for any-
one's incomprehension, some of your points are well-taken (I was
particularly impressed by your lecture on "forging consensus"),.

Regarding other points, I just want to make sure we're on the same
wavelength. For example, on p. 6, Noesis 104, you write: "The need
for 'a real genius' to administer a test is a bug, not a feature."
Maybe so. But let's state the obvious: any high-ceiling test whose
problems have not been rigorously solved with respect to a closed,
meticulously defined set of conditions must allow for the chance
that an extremely intelligent test subject may give an answer sup-
erior to the one considered correct. If the tester is not himssalf
a genius, he will fail to recognize this and mismark the test. You
seem to imply that this obvious objection does not apply to your
tests. For the sake of arqument, let's say you're right.

However, you elsewhere conceds that "IR'", which you associate with
the intellectual adaptivity required to solve a number of indepen-
dent problems, is not the only component of intelligence. There is
also a major component of intelligence which is responsible for
scheduling and orchestrating large numbers of dependent subrou-
tines within larger routines designed tc solve larger and more im-
pertant problems whose complexity far exceeds any random relation-
ship of IQ test items. Whereas IQ tests merely require solution of
a number of independent pre-specified components, more profound
intellectual abilities are required to identify and solve a number
of dependent but unspecified components in the proper arrangement
and order. This is where the real ceiling of intelligence resides,
and it occurs far above the level of any problem on the Mega Test.
S0 we needed a new kind of test to measure this factor, call it h.

Not to bore you with more logic, but in order to definitively as-
sign truthvalues tc a subject's answer sheet on this kind of test,
you require a cognitive language of higher order tham that of your
subject with respect to the entries on the test. If you propose to
measure his level of "genius", you must be one yourself. It's just
as clear that this "symphonic, architectural" kind of intelligence
h involves "fluid" intelligence g as a co- or sub-factor, and that
only the one with the highest (g and/or) h is able to definitively
measure e@veryone else's intelligence (up to his own peak level).

It's not hard to see that h "regresses" to the general problem of
which specific problems are the most important. The true genius is
distinguished precisely by his ability to choose or invent the
"best problems" on which to target his intellect...to apply his
mental energies in the most efficacious and economical way. Unfor-
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tunately, one cannot do this by letting others choose his problems
for him. Just as clearly, it is impossible to compare performance
on any "test” in which every subject is allowed to choose his own
problems. This is presumably why you describe as "ridiculous" the
jdea that I should be the one to choose the problem to be used as
a measure of my "intellectual prowess”.

Accordingly, I let the problem "choose itself" in a natural way.
Since the measurement of intelligence, and comparisions among the
means thereof, requires first a knowledge of what intelligence is,
the "most important problem" is how to characterize intelligence.
Looking at it another way: since intelligence is a facet of reali-
ty as apprehended by intelligence, the problem is to give a joint
characterization of reality and human intelligence...the cbvious
first step in the intelligent solution of a maximum number of im-
portant real problems. Since no known formalism has sufficed to
solve this problem, no formal background is needed for the search.

A bit more on "background”. If somebody identifies the "best prob-
iems" on which to focus his mind, his obvious first step is to
supply himself with the proper background to solve them. If, when
he finally presents a unified solution, he then encounters others
who have been working on the same problems - e.g., cognitive as-
pects of reality like the nature of intelligence and the “"metaphy-
gics" of free will - are they allowed to blame Ahim for not having
themselves acquired the necessary background? Can they refuse to
accept his having solved the problem first as proof of his intel-
lectual superiority, particularly when the "missing background" is
nothing but an essential ingredient of verbal reasoning like =ale-
mentary logic? You tell me; maybe my thinking on this is off.

The solution of the above problem is, of course, the CTMU. Unfor-
tunately, Mega reacted to it not with a blinding demonstration of
cognitive pyrotechnics, but by dummying up and switching channels.
This bringe us to my second choice of a proposed solution to "who
wins and who loses in the Mega Society Sweepstakes". This alterna-
tive is only slightly less ambitiocus: I selected just those prob-
iems that have at some point been acknowledged as the most out-
standing conjectures in fields that are not far removed from the
basic cognitive language known as "logic", and which - due to the
fact that no one had succeeded in coming up with a formalism ade-
quate to solve them - required no particular "background" in any
advanced formalism. Indeed, the real problem was to invent the
required formalism and apply it "self-solvatively”.

For example, no one denies that the four-coclor map problem is very
easy to state and understand. Yet, due to the fact that no formal-
igm was ever invented to solve it efficiently, no formalism need
be learned in order to work on it. To use your own phrasing, "the
playing field is level" with respect to it. Furthermore, as of
1976, when a so-called "computer proof" was successfully passed
off as a solution despite its direct ipnaccessibility to humans, it
was widely viewed as the premier unsolved mathematical conjecture.
Similarly, the P="NP conjecture held an analogous position in the
purs theory of computation. Because neither of these prohlems has
ever bean publicly solved, nor a solutative formalism definitively
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'established, their qualifications as test items remain intaet., And
they have the added benefit of being related to my first choice -
the CTMU - as direct {and rather dramatic) applications.

One thing you are right about, though - I have already solved all
of these problems, and I've already given the solutions to tha
best man the Mega Society had to offer as a referee. Having agreed
to serve in this capacity, the gentleman in question now seems to
have decided that the issues are too volatile, and he tooc busy, to
fulfill his obligation. But while I can't help but sympathize, the
Society for which he proxies (Mega) is in default of our express
understanding. As my team showed up but the opposing team didn't,
I win. 1In this light, your belief that nobody in the Mega Society
"feels challenged" by the CTMU reminds onte of a sleeping child who,
having just wet the bed, doesn't yet "feel damp".

Naturally, you may want to remonstrate with me about the extent to
which agreements with specially qualified members are binding over
others. Yet, because ordinary members have displayed an intellec-

tual and/or motivational inability to assess my work, consulting

them in advance would have been a waste of my time and theirs. And

don't expect any negative output from the volunteer referee. He

can say neither that what I sent him is "wrong" nor that it “"isn't

really mathematics™; all terms and relationships in the proofs are
carefully and conventionally defined on mathematical clichés like

graph, mapping and logical function. The fact is that after a year,
he cannot point to a single critical error or logically undefined

concept, and is too upright to deny it even to save face (anyway,

if pomeone tells me his eyesight and tourist credentials are A-OR,

I spend a year to put him on a rocket and fly him to the moon, and
he refuses or forgets to look out the viewport, then so what? I

did the work, he signed for the ticket, and it's ¢.0.D. .}

It may occur to my detractors, their best man having admitted that
he isn't up to the task of "kicking my ass", that they should now
send forth their "best best man". Okay, then, trot him on out and
let's get it over with. All this new "champion" has to do is meet
and agree to the conditions set forth in Noesis 100. 1I'll then
send him the proofs, and he can damn well do what he agreed to do.
[Why am I reminded of a scene from the movie Escape from New York,
where Isaac Hayes - "The Duke of New York" - addresses an auditor-
ium full of vicious cutthroats: "They sent their best man. Tomor-
row, when we ride to freedom, their best man will be leading the
way. From the neck up!"” (The crowd roars hungrily}. "ON THE HOOD
'A MY CAR!!!"™ (Of course, my role wasn't played by Hayes, but by
the guy who "won" in the end, Kurt "Snake Plisskin" Russall.)]

I was also a little confused by yvour belief that all anyone has to
de to avoid getting ripped off is publish his work "gomewhere,
~anywhere”. I'm curious - how would you make a thief or his accom-

pPlices acknowledge this in the absence of legal force? Evidence
meang nothing if you have no one to show it to, or if those to
whom you show it don't feel like looking at it {(e.g., because you
lack credentials, they don't like you, etc.). The problem becomes
worse if those in charge of the publication in which your work ap-
peared are unsympathetic to your cause; they might not back you up
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if queried, thug undermining your c%aim. "Parancid" though it may

sesem, 1t looks to me like once you have a closed shop controlling

the journals in your field, credit goes wherever the shop says it

goes. Copyright and patent laws cover wording and concrete applica-
tions, not theory. If your court of last appeal is the same closed

shop that ripped you off in the first place, where to next? How do

you differ from the victim of a corrupt police chief who sneers at

‘you and asks, "And who are you gonna report me to? The cops?”

Let's take a couple of near-examples. Long ago, I published sever-
al detailed articles in NoesIs on the relative nature of probabil-
ity. A few months later, I heard that another member had gotten a
lot of publicity for solving a problem in applied probability the-
ory using...yep, a relativization of probability to initial data!
(I was really quite pleased that someone had paid attention, but
would have been even more so had my own remarks on the topic ever
received acknowledgment.) Mors recently, Richard May proudly an-
nounced a "new" concept: a cybernetic approach to religion. The
funniest part: he appears to have no clue how tc make it happen,
despite five vears of detailed explanations from me. Go figure! My
point: how do you suggest that I get someone - anyone - in this
Society to credit me for my previous work on any topic whatscever?

One of your latters contained an interesting turn of speech: you
say that I've made "liberal use” of free space in "our journal” to
write about the CTMU. When you say "use", you ostensibly refer to
some form of wutility, thereby implying that I've received some
kind of reward or recognition. I find this an intriguing supposi-
tion, and would appreciate knowing what that was. I can understand
how you might think that the Mega Society has gotten something out
of the deal - namely, a chance to be edified about matters that
seem to oc¢cupy them (like metaphysics) and a new lease on life
through a merger with a sister group that was, at least in the be-
ginning, of a more energetic and optimistic stripe - but as far as
I personally am concerned, I'm afraid I don't know what you mean.
First, Noesis is not "free"; 1I've paid a lot to get it, and even
published it at my own expense for six meonths, And second, I've
worked my tail off to hold up my end of what I thought was a com-
mon obligation. Having been the only one to fight the good fight
from atart to finish, I'm perplexed by this "personal utility" an-
gle. For that matter, how can utility even be defined in a group
whose "leaders" have abandoned any hope of consensus (see Chris
Cole's letter in Noesis 102, page 28, and the statement by R. May
on tha front page of the same iBsue)?

I well understand your emphasis on democratic principles 1in a
group like this. However, democracy has never been a license for
the majority to walk all over the individual; individual rights
are its majin justification, When someone signs on for a democracy,
and then works hard in what he believes is the common interest, he
has a right to be recognized for the work he accomplished. I.e.,
democracy must raspect his "utility™ within the bounds of logic (a
science considered integral to democracy by, the ancient Greeks who
pioneered both). Democracy is at last a serious business; even if
99% of Mega does want to wallow decadently in "psychological div-
ersity"”, it cannot do sc at the expense of more sericus members.
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Unfortunately, there is a generaljzative tendancy of human nature,
*guilt by association", through which a little "psychological di-
versity" can go a very long way towards diverting all attention,
and any possibility of recognition, away from those who might de-
serve it. For example, if you put the entirety of your democratic
media under the control of somecne given to front-page soliloguies
on the less savory aspects of his personal bioclogical functions,
which will tend by natural psychological mechanisms to be mistaken
for a generic label on content, then you're walking ail over the
rights of other members to be taken seriocusly. I didn't sign on
for that, and no "democratic principle” says 1 did. Saying other-
wise amounts to saying that if you were on a moving bus full of
suicidal loons, and every other passenger voted "democratically"
to let it go off a c¢liff, you wouldn't grab the wheel anyway. The
moral of the story: illogic cannot be successfully "elected" over
logic. Logic is the ultimate law determining the survival or non-
survival of democracies, and any democracy which ignores this is
doomed. This holds especially true for democracies whose members
lack any knowledge of logic, even if they feel that their "high
1Q's" exempt them from the tyrannical restrictions that legic im-
poses on their eccentric thought and behavior.

Thus, when you say that Noesis is uncensored, I'm not convinced.
From my point of view, the delay or displacement of an urgent con-
tribution by a full member of the Mega Society in favor of, e.g..
Bob Hannon, is close enough te "censorship" to constitute a prob-
lem. As it happens, some very important Mega Soclety news recently
suffered just this fate {(the earlier postmark of Hannot's latest
rantings seems gquite beside the point, given theilr negative utili-
ty for any member of this group). Indeed, since I can't rationally
publish new material on the CTMU in conjunction with his garbage,
he has already successfully censored me out of my own Jjournal...
and just in time to suck up the MacArthur Grant Committee’'s $400K!

Now for some miscellany. My Noesis 78 criticism of Ron's "hyper-
philosophy" was simple: metaphysics asks questions like '"OF WHAT
is metaphysical reality composed?" Because metaphysical reality is
the ultimate form of reality, the only possible answer can be: "OF
metaphysical reality!"” Because the answer is the same as the ques-
tion, metaphysics must display a mathematical property known as
self-similarity, in this case of a kind which allows metaphysical
questions to have metaphysical answers. Ron answered the above
question with what he called a "root metaphor", the purposive act.
Unfortunately, the “purposive act"™ is explicity defined in terms
of human behavior, which - hare-brained as it usually is - is not
a meaningful candidate for the end all-be all of reality. Sorry if
you missed this ~ it's a key point of the CTMU (which Ron probably
should have menticoned, since it reconciles purpese and action with
the self-similarity constraint on metaphysical "rocot metaphors”).

My opinion of LeRoy Kottke's intellect is a matter of record; in
fact, I've been holding some fine material of his for publication.
But having described a logical model of gbservation and induction,
I can be expected to express myself in a manner consistent with my
description. Your sharp distinction between cognition and "the in-
struments of knowledge contained in the bedy and emotions" doesn't
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exist in the CTMU context; the CTMU generalizes '"cognition" in
such a way that it includes all "instruments of knowledge". As for
LeRoy's usage of "exact and eternal”, he applied these terms to
the distinction between a definition and a theory. My point was to
make him question this diatinction by realizing that exact must be
relativized to context and focus {e.g., "what is your exact age in
yYears? nanc¢seconds? reincarnations?} and that eternal presupposes
a transfinite structuring of time that only the CTMU can support.

You're quite correct that "Kevin Schwartz' critique of naive ap-
peals to subjective experience...in support of free will...isn't
the last word on the subject". In fact, subjective experience can,
if noet treated "naively", provide very powerful support for the
idea of free will. That's because {(a) you can't isolate subjective
and objective aspects of reality from each other; (b) regardless
of what the scientific method has to say about the need for objec-
tive verification, the fact remains that the subjective perception
of free will distributes universally over "cognitive entities"
like human beings, and whatever distributes nonrandomly over any
coherent subset of reality must have a real basis. O©Of course,
producing this basis requires mathematical analysis. If everyone's
favorite charity case, Bob Hannon, hadn't helped squeeze my seri-
ous contributions out of Noesis, I'd get into the math right here.
But for now, 1I'll just say that if free will is totally illusory,
then the illusion is so pervasive that it enfolds objective reali-
ty by induction. Logical restrictions preclude cognitive access to
any external "objective™ reality in which this particular "subjec-
tive™ illusion is resolvable; the inexorable guestion of control
regresses to SELF-control at the systemic level of reality, thencse
distributing mathematically cover subsystems in appropriate forms.

Incidentally, many people think that mathematics is unnecessary
for the verbal analysis of philosophical issues. Well, to verbally
describe anything, you need a language. Now, a language is a well-
defined mathematical entity, and to understand its behavior on
either the syntactic or semantical level, you have to acknowledge
its mathematical structure. This is why I've long maintained in
Noesis that mathematics is the "ultimate language"; all syntactic
and semantical applicatiocns are ultimately matters of things like
mappings and truth-tables, terms whose own relationships are logi-
comathematical in nature. Those who ignore the logical roots of
language may be able to function in the quotidian world, but they
can no longer hack it im the highly abatract world of metaphysics.
For those in the know, the CTMU - the only possible universal self-
descriptive mathematical language - forever dispels that illusion.

I shamefully admit my tendency to "argue from within castle walls"
using "undigested neclegism"”, but this does have its reasons. One
thing I learned long ago is that you can't always wrap your mind
around complex concepts like a big amoeba and digest them from the
outside in; you sometimes have to wriggle inside them and digest
them from the inside cut. In fact, sometimes you have to do both
at once. Pleass believe me when 1 tell you that I put all kinds of .
broad hints and deep tunnels into my contributions to make this
possible for the motivated reader. Now if, despite a professed
interest in metaphysics and reality theory, a given reader isn't
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motivated enough even to notice these access polnts which have
occasionally taken the form of necloglisms designed to suggeatively
and entleingly compress a lot of useful information In a very tiny
space - then I have tc start wondering how smart he really is, and
how long one should whip what looks like a stone dead mule. That
only makes things worse; he whose previous efforts at clarity have
seemed futile probably won't try aa hard next time around, and his
implied "arrogance® may discourage further attention by others.

Nevertheless, so impressed am I by the perspiculty of your remarks
that I'm considering taking your advice and prettying up my ideas.
0f course, because I can’t rationally do this in any Journal which
atoops to rits of atentorian lunacy (Hannon) or front-page fellatio
(Rosner), and particularly not in a Journal whiech stoops to both,
this can only ocecur 1in the pages of an auxiliiary Journal which
would probably end up belng published at my personal expense (then
agaln, this Journal probably wouldn’t be here had I not published
issues 44-49 on a similar basis). Your wife was right; 1t's too
late for Noesis. Besides, after five years of celrculosity, I'm fed
up with 1ts glacial 6-10 month Q&A cycle. All I need to know 1s
this: will you, Bt least, acknowledge such a Journal, vouch for its
exact contents, and 1f necessary, exhibit the ca/fones to stand by
me should any wrilter, philosopher, mathematiclian, or physicilst 1in
or out of Mega make a dishonest play for credit? {I enclose &
preprint already sent to Cole which outlines my proposal 1n more
detail, along with another which provides background for this
letter and may be of additional educational value to you.)

Consider what’s at stake before you anawer. As 1t stands, I win a
Pyrrhic victory and you win nothing. But 1f you agree to secrete a
little adrenaline on ay behalf, there could be a real viectory for
all. Mega will at last begin to lcok authentic, and whether I like
it or not, 1°11 have furnished you and Ron with a captive poster
boy for high-ceiling untimed adult intelligence tests. I.e., what
you have now 1s8: P"Hey, y°*all I was acratching nmny pllea and
masturbating to fall asleep, contemplating the structure of the
universe, when Many Worlds suggested lots of new places to wipe
boocgers. I «call 1t Metaboogers. Chris and Dean ran a
simulation... (you know who I mean). On the other hand; if we
cooperate, what you may well have 18 & brave new world for Mega and
somebody with encugh mental firepower to defend 1t against all
those mealy-mouthed, reverse-discriminating, IQ-hating hypocrites
for whom it 18 nothing but a cancer on the rump of "The New Scelal
Order.® And best of =ll, the reat of mankind may finally have a
chance to live down thousands of years of confusion regarding the
profound logical connections that weld language, lntelligence, and
reallty together.

If you wanted, you could obviously produce some useful 1lnput along
CTMU lines, locking right sharp while making yet ancther meaningful
contribution to the hiastory of thought (before we get off the
aubjeet, a "WGA" 18 a World’'s Greatest Authority). Think it over.
And thanks for complimenting both my creativity and my marked
tendency to be "right about disputed detalls.* It willl enhance our
reputation not only for kindness, but also for honesty and
intelligence.

Chris Langan/P.0. Box 131/Speonk, NY 11972
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IEAEAL ANALQCIES
411 the answers to the 550 werbal anslogies ars given, =0 thie is
aleo . wsseptislly , s reference section. Thome wishinmg to try
solving the questions will find none of the answera im any of the
ather sectiens of the book.

Swpply the word , words or number , that best fitm the aralogy. The
ausber of lstters lor digita } in the required ansver is given in

brackets.
A o+ B 1 C 1 D
It aowid be L is to ¥ as C is to D
as 18 2 1 Nipary 1 10 1 &)
GF & im to C ax B ds to P
as ia 2 s+ 10 :: Disary : 7{6}

The wuswer , of sourse , is DERARY

IEsT )

L.
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B.3.P. cards 1 lener :: Llak-blots 1 *(9)
Man 1 Womsn c1 Ineubus 3 T(8)

Spoken 1 Written 1¢ Slander 1 ?(5)

Town &t @ t t: Oppid
Epipbany Jafane 11
First : Jecond 1: Hiskaah 3 7{6}

Teghaetius 1 Prancium »¢ Nesorism t ?(9)
Proclamation ¢ Inskrwgtios 1t Xerygme : 7{7T)
2,5 1 16,33 11 Etnyl 1+ ?(5)

Witk : Yikthout 1 Aligment 1 ?(T)

Romeo t Juliet 1 Moatague t ?(7)

Civic t Libraries 3 Wonsstic ¢ 18]

1410 11 &1 (3}

1 16
1 18 tt Bavats 1 T{8)

20 + 1 r1 Shekel ¢ 7(%)

2 1 1§ £t Syetyle r 1(10}

19 ¢ % 2y Anker 3 {6}

12 1 16 51 Salesmmsar 1 7{9)
1 1 60 1t Misa & 7(6)
100 ¢ 1 t: Cormt 3 71
15 2 13 s Unien 1 ?
¥and o+ Eat 11 Cadue
25 t+ 28 r: Christmaw
Lr ¥ a1 Pipe ¢t 2(6)
30 1 1 11 Thaler t ¥(8)

I'm 1 aa 11 Prodelisie HE)

Universal solvant est t1 Mereury 1 7(5)
Nors 1 Cormucopia 1: Goat 1 7(9)

Elsotrioal capacitance 1 Farsd 1t Elastasoe 3 *"(s)
AADDA 1 Limerick :v AABE ¢ ¥{8)
Fuslis t fashmsk 1: Greek : Ti(B)
Left 1 Aie tr Right t T(3}

11 40 1¢ Phon ¢ T(4)

Jusktice t Self-induigence s: dristi
Doy Scoute 1 Jambores 1¢ AwBkfsel
0 ¢ Gimel 13 P 1 P}

%t 6 11 Apatite ¢ T(10)

40 ¢ 20 11 Drachm t *(7)

10 ¥ 1: ke 1 ¥(%)

butge i Small 11 Protepsthic + (9]

Ultimate ) Femultimate 11 Perispememss ¢t 2(1%)
2 1 & 11 Stanmous t (7))

11 Comameser : *(9)

ek Chureh 1 1(7)

r 1(10)
ecigines 1 T{10)

a1 Neatar ¢ Rimde
Kiracle 1 Natwral :1 Th
Bishop 1 Rpiscepal $1 Iuffre,

ny ¢ t{8)
Bignop ¢ 7{1%)

PAGE 14




INT 2 '
dateching 1 Yoyeur »: Bodily saells 1 2(9)

Jonson : Uavenant 1 Urydem 1 ?(8)

Slackswithe 1 Dunwtum 3¢ Bricklaysrs

Bromx 1 Rasp 1) Cheer : ?(3)

Love t Yar 1t Bemten 1 ?{8}

Saglish 1 S v¢ Jobn Bull : ?(5,§)

Man : ¥omsn :: Anuloms : 7{9)

[otroduction 1 Pralogue 1t Conclusion 1 ?{B)

The- Torchbesrers : Noyes 1t Gather Yo Nogebudg 1 2{7)

Deductive 1 Taductive st Aprioristic r 7(19)}

PFeer Gynt 1 Grieg 1+ The Forgotten Rite : 7{7)}

quiek 1 Slow :: Priske : ?(5)

Rowan Cstholie : Besary 1: Nohammsdsa 1 7(9)

Lying on sath t Perdury 13 I?rlucnelnc 2 Jury 1 ?19)

e T

Hext 1 Proximo 1: Lamt ¢ 7{6
2 11 11 Shekel : *(9)
Senged | Phenomenon i1 saned : 7(8)

1 Gondola :t Malta ¢ 7(7)

Rerwes t Bacchus 11 Caduceas 1 7(7)

Narriege ¢ Digamy i Coming of Chrisk : 7(8)
Group t Individusl :: Pbylogemenis 3 T(11)
Good t Evil rt Ormusd & (T}

Ancient Bgrptisn 1 Risroglyph 1! Jamskrit
Fast t Puture (1 Syasidesis 3 T(10}
Ectomorphic r Cerebrotonmic 11 Mawowerphic
FPo'c'sle : Syncope 1: Th'army : ?(10} .
2 1 Syaiyle s: hbout 24 1 (7)Y

Walk t Prot :: Canter 1 7{§) |
1 Carth 1) Copernicus 1 ?(7) '

1 T(1e) !
e {11) !

30. Iadividusi : Egotism t: Group : ?(§) ;
51, Humane : Dloaed i Oreak Gods 1 2{%)

32. Platter 1 Orail 11 Raom : 7(7}

35. Withowt ; Yith :: Enelimis : (12}

34, Comoerd 1 Discerd i: Raruony ¢ ?{9)

%%, By oheaicals 1 Corrssion 1: By loows solld materiasle 1 T19)

56. Liguid to ges t 3olid to gas t: Bvaporatien : ?7(11)

3. itlten 1 Coleridge :; Shangri~ls : *{6)

38, Sehaol 1 Churah s1 Tegel : ?{4)

Gallenkry &1 Yictorl
iteat 31: Uye
1: Imland-city 1 7(9})

1 Maba-pudas 11 Torteime 31 7(6)

Elephant
Secoad son : Third sor r: Crescomt 1 T{§)
Inductance : Nenry :t Magnetomwotive foroe t 7(7)

4%, 1 + 4 11 Bushel 31 7({%)

Chlorins  Dichlora- 131 Fitreges : (%)

Integral t Degimal 1: Characterietis : 7(8)

Flowera/seeds 1 ogem 1 7(9)

A0, Angle 1 %olid angle :: Rodian (9 - i
Chanee © Charity ©t Aleatory t *(12)
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1. Nan/horws & Centsur 31 Han/ass : 7(10)

2. Self<dependent : Parent-dependent 13 Prascocial
3. Goat/stag : Tragelaph 1: Lion/dragen t 7(8)

4, Sawenhof : Jespsrses 1: Cyperanto : ?{6}

5, Fox t Reynard 1t Coak 1 7{11)}

6. 2% ¢ 3% 11 Penthemimer : ?(12)

T. Long,strong + Gob t1 Long.dslicate : *(3)

¢, The Bay-¥ain 1 € able 1t The Beloved : ?{8)
o, Pilgria's Progre t The Tragie Mose 1t Bunyenm ¢ (%)
Down + Op 11 Invected 1 7(9}

flewcastle : Liverpool i Geordie : ?{6)

C1iff : Richard 11 Harry 1 (4}

Crlinder : Beok :: Tapewlum 3 ?(8)

Ultimate t Orytone 1t Antepenuitimets 1 ?7{13}

gients  Brobdingnag 1t Jorcersrs,wagiciane ¢ ?(12)
Fomsls : Jpindly ¢t Hale 1 *(%)

17. Yo foraing cells plu va | Reroistic 11 Ove omly ¢ ?{9)
Jam 1 Stevart 1: 3te *

Kivohen 1 Culinery 31 Kitchen vegetablas : ¥{7)

6 1 1% 1t Bold 1 7(8)

179y

Technetium 3 Masuriws 13 Misbiem 3 7(3)
Circomference 1 Epiayeleld ¢+ Radims 1 *{11)
Toreid + Asclam 1t Teaperate : 7(11)
Vild herses s Corral t: Wild slephsatn 1 7{$5)
Yater | Tinegar 1; Nypdromel : ?(8)
State @ Cnliferala 31 Chain : ?(4}
20, % ¢ KL1% 33 Greees 3 7{10)

Cambri 1 Ogferd 31 Little 1)
Savdi Arabis 1 Narsam 1y Iran 1 ?{§)
T+ % b1 Gompel 2 1(7)
gvm ¢ Hafala 11 Stookhelm : ?{§)
e 1 Valocity 11 Veloclty & 2(12)
Blaphsnt 1 Hemkey ri Ganess 1 *(T)
9011 1 Lmva 11 Selifluxiom 1 ?(6}
Detts : Daltodd 1 Opsilom 1 7{%)
Civil ¢t Papal tr Treaswrsr ¢ t{10)
Kedigsl 1
s+ C
L 1 Malls
Not 1 Celd 13 Caldariua » T(11)
Svest 1 Sour :t Salt & Y(§)
Awstralia ¢t India 11 Dinge 1 ?{3}
Sigily 1 Japam +: Mafis 1 P{6}
King drthur t Exoalibur 1t Sic Lancelot 1 T(9)
Finlandia t Sibeltws 1: Paris Asd Nelea 3 7{3)
Teilor : Uyer ti Sartoriel ¢ {10}
Yt Bird &1 Pygal @ (8}
Tus ster | Suruow $t Aam
$irde : Deer (1 Scarscrow |

49. App

1 (8}

50.
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]
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Avyuits 1 Le

ed 1 ¥9) 6. llagnitude : Kegnitude and dirsctioa :: Sealar 3 7(6)
11 Cra ]

ag 1 7(0) 9. Azurite © Copper 1: Sphalarite 1 7(4
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(3.6} 11, Darker s Lighter 11 Vabra : *(8)
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13, Orink ¢ Food 11 Hecker t 1(8)
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Falcomer 1: Go
wrs 1: Dew Sire

13, The Card Players 1 Ceseans 11 View Of Delfy ¢ T{7) 14, Wood ¢ Chiwel ct: Brisk s T(T}
14, Koney 1 Pures t1 Diswende t *(3 15. 6 7 &4 1 Deve 1 ?{4)
15. Weod 1 Shavings 51 Diamemd : *{4) | 16, Haps 1 Atlaw :: Masaen 1 2{§)

11 Brasil @ {6}
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Lecse Tobe 1 Limcne r1 Jeall staesent . figurine : 7(7}

Ladra 13 Foresight 3 *(6) -
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sething 11 Heanriue 1 2{9) , 20. Dashers/Dandy-legged ikfi t: Stumblers /Biosdy-browed : 2(S)
of silence 1 ?Ué} % 2. Text 1 Avests t: Cowmentary ¢ 7(4)

t Orrery 11 Magnetis '°"3’:"‘" t ?7(8) 22. Book 1 Addentum 11 9ill 3 ?(7)
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24, Bishep 1 Crosier 11 Awgur : T(€) 25, Female t Nals r: Faloen : 7{E
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26, Beomsrang t XKylias 11 Het 1 ?{6)} 27, Ozford  Sasat 1: Caskride
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28, Bad 1 deginnmi Apscope : T(10) 29. Roman Catholics : Tra
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1

M
M. 1: Tasisesen 1 1(8)

arvorough 3: o card Lo in tresps 1 ?({7)

2%. Exterier 1
J JL. Uy conjonctions 1 3y punatustion 1: Hypedaxis : ¥(9

31, P.N. | De ' 32, U.hs 1 U.3.h. 13 Coupgette @ ?(@)

32, Laisles 1 te 31 Aky 31 7€) 3%. Lord Ribblemdale 1 Jargent is The Uescent Prem The Croes : H{€)
5%. 3t. Basil 1« Dawilian t: 8%, Jerome : T(11) 34, Weaping Jaint 1 3t. Swithia 1t Wesping Philos 2(10}

Y4, Bvil 1 Geod :: Myde : 7{6) 35. Arss And The Nam ¢ Jhav 1: The Cask Of Ament3 P 7(Y)

5%, Hale : Pemals 11 Compdre 1 7} 36, Greek Nythology ) Leds t: Irish L ad ¢ )

36. Car 1 Moksel 1t Doat t 7(%) 37, drip-drop 1 Seduplicas /Risoonet Yrvaeh ¢ ?{11}

37. Chat-Ranj 1 Chees 1r Bagratavay : t(@) 38, 327212 1 Pab ett 1 0/80 1+ TH{T)

38. Merth t South 1: Cathsy 1 7(3) 39. Yith 1 Without 1t Bukaryon s M ¢)
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e ¢t Onide 17 LB S Tiawd ¢ 7(4]

4@, Uramas + Rerschel :: Plute : 7(8) 40, H.
1 Cukism 11 Tsara/drp/Ernet : *(7)

¢ t Al Capons t1 Scourge Of Qad st 7(6) 42, M
Stne 1 (&) 45. Esther Yatsre 1 Oeorge :: Reclining Pigure 1 {5}

te &t Adjse
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15. 10 : Legien 1 1 & 7(§) 46, 4 Ogtaoder 1997 1« 10 July 1962 11 Sputmik + ¥(7)
16, Infariority Complex 1 Adler 1t Cellestive Unronseiousness 1 T{4) 47. Hesigtanos : Onm 1: Cosdwctamae t {7}
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48, Boak ¢ Chapier r Karan 1 ¥(5)

47, Jenlth 1 Joviality :1 Datkoko & 7(9%)

A8, Hand : Orchestrs 11 Karate : 7{7}

49. Supersss 1 Kryptons 1: Spock & ?{6)
S0, 20 1 131 11 Hebuchadnessar :t 7(8)
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Bible : Noah 1: Greek Hythology : 7(9)
Goed win : Check :t Unwatisfactory drav : 7(S}
28

Couing togather : Adducent r:r Saparating : 8)
Sonsequent : Conditional 11 Apadosis : 7{B)
Certh : 3outh ¢ Borealis 1 7(2})

Veatarn Chureh : Abbet 1: Gresk Church : ?(13}
Teaaker 1 Guru 1t Yandering dacetic : 7(5)

Upper 1 Lower 1 Kajusoule @ 7(9)
Bgypr 1 Frramid :1: Bawrlon : H @)
Worthanger Abbey : Augptem t: Lorow Deosns : ?(8)
eotiand : Loeh 1: Irelsad : *[5)

" The Decte Syaphony | Lipst 1: Schioksalelied : ?(6)

Pirst ¢t Secend ti Se him : (W)

Omtatde 1+ Iamids 1: Oviparaus : 7(1)}

Twenty : One :: Blaak : *(4)

Fremce 1 Paris t3 B] Doreds : ?(3)

England » 3cuth Ses Bubbls 1 Francs 1 P{LL,f)

FPiddle finger 1 Wedlcue it Vedding-ring Cinger : 7{8)

6K 1 100 1 Cunter 1 *(8)

12 ¢+ 0 ¢y Saleanasar @ ?(10}

Pelleas ind N ade 1 Debumay t1 Feter Crimes 1 7(7T)
Falling 1 Rising i3 Bear 1 T{4

Feter FTan t Fraapton t1 Nima :t 7(7)

Touching ! Tangent 1 Thran 1 T(8)

Southern : NMorthern i3 GCondwanaland 1 7(8)

Fitrasepan ¢ Kogadon :31 Chlordissepoxide 1 7(7)
RBgaordSng %arometsr | Barograph :: Tide-gauge : 7(9)
Durandel 3 Rolend 11 Prusherta 3 7(7)

1a setal : On matal 13 Chnnnllvi 1 1{9)

Peter & Parcupine 11 ¥Willism 1t 2(7)

Tirst 1 Second 11 Arsstrong 1 1{§)}

1781 1 Orenus r1 E930 ¢ (%)

24 1 t2 Ilisd 1 7(8)

FPilgrimage : Hadj 1¢ Filgrim'e gary : *(%)

Ssller 1 Buyer 11 Backwardatiom t *(8)

Commumity 1 Cenobite t1 Solitary 1 (%)

King Of Light : The Lard Of Treasurss 13 Nelchior 1 7(9)
Flaccus + Norsge it Mero 1 716}

¥illiam Frederick t Cody t« Phineas Tayler 1 7{%)
17861836 1 Crockett 11 1796-183% ¢ ?(%)

Bisls + Nenrik 1: Davwid ¢ 7(4)

Av t Bden 1: Banco
Renes And Juliet t ¥ Side JStory 11 Pyguslienm 1 ?(2,4,4)
¥hels 1 Igloo 1t Igleo tumnel : ?(§}

Tina ¢ Turner :1 Ansa Nae ¢ ?(7

Iatecnal heat : Flutonist i1 Yuter 2 ?(9)
Chronicles : Rartiaw 1t 451 1 ?(10)

=2 s =% tt Ragle ¢ ?7{9}

Expert 1 Judoks ¢ Sait ¢ ?(E)

fesd,laft arm : Phylmckery t1 Doorpest 1 T(7)
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Stairguse 1 Escslator tr Pavemeat 1 ?7(10)

vis & Tidellaet t: me ¢ ?(8)

Vater : Aquecus i: Land and water 1 ?(11)

French t Naginot 11 Oerman & ?{9)

Black : Plue s: Eishenganga : *{9)

England 1 Googly v+ Australia 1 ?(5)

TPerson ! Pamily Tree :¢: Jeaus Chriet : ?{5.4)

Nigh s Taute Couture :r Latest : (7,3}

Zt 1 1: Ueutertnm : T(T}

douwsn : Menm :: Wi ograr + {9}

Erglisl 5 Pleaz you! :: German @ 1{10}

Cap ¢ Ring 1: Alberich 1 ?{%)

Piotin : Xiboflavin a: H & 7(4}

Feurth san ¢ FLfth soa 11 Nertlet o T(7T)

Horse-riding 1 Kquitatien r1 Swimmimg : ?(8)

Chaetity : Calahal :: Treschery : 7(6

Hydrated codium sulphate:ClunbariiSodiun potaeniua tartrate:7(s)
St.Peul's Cathedral ¢ ¥rem 11 Cenokaph in Yhitehsll : T(7)
FEoightes t Chivalry 1: Samsursd : T[T}

Linceln 1 Carfisld :: Mo 1 ’(T)

".,7. 1 Estate azent :
Worth : Cismontans 1: 3
824 t 105 1: Nopohead 1 ?7{4)

Fitrie : Aqua Portis +3 Mitric/hydrochlorie
1+ & 1: kere 1 7(4)

Souni : Favigation 13 And 1 7{7)

Cigaro : Numifor 1t Wow and arrows : ?(6}
tngland : Bebin ool 1 Walew 5 2{5,4.,%)
fhope + Nutton 1t Drearies ¢ 7(3)

3 1 2 15 Serrel r 7(7)

Latter-Day Jaiats : Hormons :: Jogilety Of Frieads
The Church At Yernon : Horet 1: he B %)
GCernral Custer : Litile Big florn
Evangeline : Longfellow »1: The Trespa
Tair io facw | HMepdey t3: Loving and givi
Submarine ¢ U :: Motor torpedo-boat 1 7{1
Englinh : Waldensiene/¥aldenses 1: Preneh : ?(7)

¥illing 3 Unwilling tt Yolitlon ¢ 7{8)

Pather : 3on 11 Shak  ?(9}

Techaetinm : Astatine 7: Mamuriwe 1 7(9)

PH 1 Acidity/mlikalinity 1 p¢ 3 T(A)

Coppar/geld 1 Shakwdo 1: Copper/ailver ¢ 7(9)

B 1 10 i: Oatopus t ?(5)

Livrary : Munesums 11 Bodleiam : ?{9)

Child after parent : Patroayey t1 Parent after ahild : 7{9)
The Artist’s lother : Whigtler tt Mewwen & 7(3}

Carkth : Wavigatioa 31 Jpace 1 ?7{11)

Bald Cagle 1 U.S.A, 1: Eagle/anae/cactus ¢ ?(6)

Yitheut : Obgemoion 1: #ithin : 7(10}

Close parallel wires 1 Laid 11 Pine wire gause sieve : ?{4)

: 7(4,9)

+ 17)

ISt 9

. '11'!‘ Aasrica

Kiss ¢ Osculatlan r1 Plog : T{10)

Side : Kiddle 1: Leteral 1 7(6)

Jesun 1 Buddhs 11 Eativity 1 7(6)

Good : Bad 11 Utopia : ?7{9)

Icinh ia Ireland & Gasltacht ¢ Qaslic in Seotlamd 3 7{(1F)
doad & @ 1t Jequeis 1 ?2{3)

Ant ¢ Teraite 1t Crouss t 7(9)

RBua : ¥elk t: Curserial : 2(10)

pi 1 Sorenssn 31t pC 1t ?7(8)

Ectomorphia 1 Cersbkrotonio 11 Endomarphic : *{12)
fighteouscese 1 Dheres i1 Varighteousness ¢ 7(7}

¥hite 3 Tolk #1 &lbusmin : *(8)

Stake 1 Collegtive 13 Sovknas : *{7)

World 1 Veltpelitik 11 Prastiosl 1 ?{11}

Yithout « With :1 Pi t {4}

Nead 1 ¥Wig 11 Genitals srem t 7(6}

Veiter t Oargos 11 Vide iter & 7(9)

Sploy sansags t lssrawers 11 Barbecus 1 ’{10)
About 120 : Abaut 39 t: Hadrian 1 1(3)
Chins ¢t 9 1: Liberty 1 ?2(2)

Cybele t Lieas :t Daschme 3 ?(8)

Jenwees 1 Ssensibility :: Elinor : 7(8)

finws 30 : Plue 30 11 Trado- 1 ?(3)

® 11 s Boll ¢ T}

Leader s Juson 1 Pillot 3 T(6}

pown s Up i Tires 1 (T}

Piret/middle/last 1 Acrostlc 11 Last @ *(9)

Sinplicity snd gensrosity Plakeickians:Unotuensly rypoeritioslr?(12)

301l s Edaphis +: Desire 1 7iLl1)

Puck/atick/akatan ' [ce-heckey 1: Ball/brush/ase ekates : T{9)
Land Of : Wy Pathers :: Hew Wiad 1 ?(2,6)

I*m 1 Frodelision :t Thatgeay ¢ T7(9)

Japas 1 Diet 11 Maagelia 1{‘

Juhn the firnt ¢ John,the fourth 31 The Oreat : *{3.9)
t Michelson 1: Pires Yo 1 He)
1811-39 1 Bunssn ¢ 1TH
Pirgt : S¢cond 1: Axts
Song ¢ Beroeuss 1: Baskek,wioker ¢ t{#}

1 £ 2 11 Gallam 1 (%)

Britain : AT® 13 0.8.4. 1 7(3)

1901=9 1 1953-4% 11 Theedors 1 f(8)

Charles Lamk : EXia t1 Sidesie Jabriels 1 2(7)

92ad & 101st 1 411 Americam : T{9,%

Copper/ruby 1 Oliver Croawell 1: Geldem 1 ?{%,5}

Gibraltar : Mount Hache t3 Calpe ¢ 7($

Inferiarity Coapl t Adler 1 Peye Fnysice 1 (7))

doodell or goblim 1 Hobin Oeocdfellew 1: Gal,bickens wife 3 1(%5,9}
Peuey t dgey r: Besn ¢ ?7(%)

Cabbage 1 Patohary 13 Tarra ¢ 7(7T}

. Singis stone © Monelith 11 Voodew atatue with stone extremities ¢
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1. Breakfast | Jontacaler 1 Neney & *(8}
. Lich t Faor v Wemlth : T(5)
3,12 ¢ 11 a1 Ep + )
Ik 1 & aosl k 1) Prowenade 1 ?7(B)
5. 1 R$H 11 Ale 1 ¢ 1%}
$. Red,Yellow 11 Gresn,Drown 11 Blue,Pink t 2(%5)
T. Luo.the first 1 Leaco,the third :: The Oreat 1 7(5,8)
B. Athens of the NorthiEdinburgh 1 Athens of Jouth Amarics 1 7(§)
9., Japan : Diet 11 Etniepia :t ?{§)
10, Polisher 1+ Apple 11 Spittle 1 7(4)
11. D 1 € 331 Oilation ?!9)
32. Comb : Kaagha 17 Shart mword 1 7(§)
13. Inferiority Complax 1 Adler i1 Behaviouriss : #(§)
4. About 171 1 Abouwt B1 t1 Susz : 7{6)
1%. Claf,the first 1| Olaf,the second t: Tryggvaseoa t 7(10)
16, 29 : 1899 : 87 : ?(4)
A7T. Away + Towarde :: Effarent : 7{8)
18. Eighty years young : Antiphrawis t: Nore haste, less speed 1 7(10)
19. Absl 1 Cain 1t Marat : 7(§)
20. Blee 1 Adure t: Black s ?(5)
21, ®ereury ! ARoth :: Silver 1 ?7{4)
22. Crowsrounds of the PacificcHonolulusiCrosaromds of the Worid : P&}
23. 7T Aijle : Rowe i: 100 Towers : ?{%)
24, Atmosphars 1 Barograph ri Blood 1 7(9}
25%. Yin rd t Tinegur :: String ¢ *{9)
26, Rouge Croix : Dluwmantls 1 Rouge Oragon ¢ T(10)
27, Ovnoe 1 Pound 11 Wigdom : *{1}
28. Pound : Ounce :r Care 1 ?(4)
22, 76 + 3.3 :: Halley 1 7{5)
J0, Hcetlend : England 13 Multiplepolading : 7(12)
31. ¥edneoday r Ash i: Thursday : ?(5)
32, Gonerous t llewn 11 Nagnanmiwity : T(1il}
33. 14 ) Stations of the Croes :: 19 : 7{6,8}
3. Yows : Yew 1: Cricket-batn t *{6)
B 1T ty Fine ¢ 2(2)
ngland 3 DiAner-jacket 1y 0.3.4, 1 ?{6)
atn 1 Abeolute 1: Enalign : t{B)
38. Wews : Wautilws it MacWnirr : 7(3,4)
39. Artful : Dodger 11 John : 7(7)
49, Rear r Baloe 11 Blwak panther 1 7(®)
4]1. Peptiuts t Arachidic 11 Coshaw awts 1 P9}
42: 30lf + Epgocentric 1: Fame ¢ TP(11)
4%. Seal-skin boat 3 Xayek :: Seal‘s reathing hole in ice © ?(5)
44. Lesner : Alpagana t: Oreater 1 T{8)
&« t The Pr 1 D iom 1 (4}
46. Sittiag : Lightaing t1 3itakrieg : 7(10)
47, Z-Honded/ 1-Podied 1 Derodidyeus :r 2-Bodied/ l-Readad 1 ?(7T)
48, Bighop t Ulocess 131 Archbishop + ?{8)
A%, Carm : llotorzade :: Horses @ 7{9
0. Toes : Lipitigrade 11 Selem : ?(11})

EST 11
l.Red : Brown t1 Ehodophyceas @ ?(12)
2, Parnllel 1+ Parpendicolar it Stretcher : 7{6)
1 BT BETE T NEITE
Zmperor | Jones 1t Mairy : 7(3}
e-biue ¢ Litews 11 Tellow-te-brown 1 2(8}
6. Chile t Saltpatre rr Cubic 1 T(5)

7. Nerth : South i1 Castoris 1 ?(&}

8. The Svan City 1 Perth 11 The City Of The Churches ¢ Y(@&}
9. Hupbands ¢ Bicorae ir Wives : ?(11)
10. Yes + Ho 11 Burythermows : (13}
Ll. Wals r Female 1: lzan T
12. Hoek mon battls : Ha t) Meax fignt : ?{(9)
13. Bow | Arrov 12 Ore 1Y)
Dasmen 4 M7}

1 ?i8)
atim 11 Word 1 (@)

17. 4July=11Deq #r,16%) t Barsbones tt SApril-TJune.1614 1 *{§)
18. %ale 1 Fanale 1: Oedipus : ¥{7)

19. Positive : Wegative 1: Ancvde t T(7)

20. PMature : Will ¢: Honopnyeite @ 7(11)

21. Pooaje 1 Male 1: Pimbe 1 7{S}

22, Pigeons' 1 Grase 11 Juno's 1 ?(5)
23. Alexander The Gremt : Bucephalua 11 Ogier The Dane : 7(10}
24. Humane © Blood 1 Spiders 1 ?(7)
2%. Muesinn : Taps r: Japa v ?(5)
26. Chiness : 3ng an 11 Japanens : ?(7T)
27. Binnlde  Bayardo r: Grlando 1 T(11]

7208, Ounce 1+ Pownd : Prastice t ?(7)

29. Unien © League t1 Yallabies 1 *{§}
30. Land wod sap : Amphibioes 3t Land,ses and air 3 %11}

31. Deginniag ¢ End st Big Bang 1 ?(3,6)

32, Carpenters 3 St. Joweph 311 Cowmeflans 1 7(2,9)

33. Charlews Dickens ¢ %03 11 Nablo¥ K. Browns 1 7(4)

36, Spear : Gidya 31: Ayers Roeck @ ¥(5)

5. Oup of mimchisf 1 Ralph 31t Amnuel dinner,picnic : T(¥%}

36. Qunoe 1 FPact 1: Ton 1t 7{6)
3.1 1 20 51 Diner ¢ S}
30. General 1 Dictionury 11 Poets 1 *(6}
39. Peanute : Arachidic r:r Chestnuts 1 7{7)
40. Infant boy figure : Putto t1 Fencing paes, hit 1 ?{5)

l. FLit on cheering angel:Plorence Fightiagale:tlioner emt & Tiles?(7,§)
43. Superaan : Krypton 1t Dr, Who : 7(9)
4. Hen : Ryder :r Wowen 1 7(7)
45, Pye 1 Southey :: Wordmworth : *{m)
45. Ses : Tide s Lake & T(E)
47. Hemo 1 Mautilup ¢ Alliwtoun v *(9)
49, lHorss 1 Bucepha 1 Bodygnard ; ¥{12)
49. Pour of clubs 3 11's bedponts 11 Nine of dinmonds t 7(5,2,8}
S0, roam : Tabard 231 Jehn t 2{E} -
42. lalets 1 Crypts it Langerhans 1 *{10)}

15. Short 1 lop
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1, MRS 1 Metre 11 SF8 : *+{4) - IET L3
2.3 102 5y a2 tA) 1. Andrev 1 COld Mickory 11 Thomas Jonsthan ¢ *(3)
5. Letter 1 Serif 11 Sigeaturs 1 7(6) 2. Mew Of Tha Worth : Astec 1: Lerd,Royel Person 1 ?(4)
4. F ~Fharisees : Medinkis 11 Strosg-Shenldered : 7(&; 3. White-robed : Sveta am t1 Waked t T(10)
5. 1 Pound 1t Dimeretion 1 7(8) 4, Liquid + Gaw 7: Solid 1 *{6})
6. t Agraphia 1t Chew : ?(8) . €, The Lionhsart t: Richard,the first :: Lion Of The Werth : *(m,B)
T. Buswias ¢ Tees 1¢ Dutch 1 2(5) 6. The Prodigsl Son + Britten t: Brigg Yuir : 1(6)
8, England 1 3t. Oworge :: Yent Indies : 2{2,m} ! 7. Odygueus : Penalope tr Nercules 1+ ?(8)
2, Rinaldo : Sayardo :: Oubriel ¢ ?(&) f. Jefferson,¥ranklin,Adams «tc. : Independence 3t Charles 2nd, 17{10)
10, lore 1 Utopis st Harcimgton 1 ?(6} Jamep 2nd
11. 1 2 4 :1 Spindle 1 ?(4) §. L[rish,Scota,Paelic,Nant : Goidelic t: Welwh,Loraish,Breten ¢ ")
12. Red : Plus-gresn ¢t Bhodophyceae : *{12} 10, Fnclosed 1 dnp 11 Not enclosed 3 T(10}
:;. : ; S“az Penultisate ¢ 2(18) 11. Ceneral r Spinal :: Regional @ :5:}
« Pair Haid Of PearthiCatherine GloveritF 12, in relief 1 Camwee :t Incised ¢ ?
15, 26 1+ 29 1: Rust : 7(9) * sir Hatd Of tajewi®(4,3.21) 13%. Lulleby : Berceums t: Contolisr’'s song 1 T(9)
16. Shorthand : Jtenogrepher :t: Obitusry 1 ?(12) 14. 2 ¢+ F 11 Baetrimn ¢ (7T}
17. First/last letters 1 Actostic 1: Poem,initisl letters :7(il) 15, 3 ¢ .5 13 Parry 1 4]
fora wentence teproduce first verse 16. B.B.C. 1 L.B.k. 11 Cesfax 1 T{6)
18, b ¢ Flanek tt hWSf2ps ¢ T(S) 17. Lump : Bel 11 Beap t (5}
39. June : Payeosk i: Plough : ?(5) 19, Fiytrap 1 logmen a1: Girdle 1 7{6)
2C. Turbo-jet sngine 1 Whittle 1: Gyremce : e ' 19. Actor, Indesd? : Eddis Cantor r: Ka Lone Abode o 206,51}
21, Nolmes 1 Sherlock :: Fraskeastein : ?(6) 20. Han 1+ Tampire :: Voman t 7(5)
2. Unit of radioactivity 1 Corie 1: T of racimg-cars + *{§} 21. Cat 1 Kitten :: Perrst t ?7{3)
23, Cars of young : Epissletic :: Young snlmals to slicit 3 ¥(12) 22. Ury plester 1 Secco t1 Fresh dawp plasser : 7{6)
by parents epimeletin haviouy 73, Thiek t Soft 311 Pachy- 1+ 7(6)
24, Varms-bloodet : Idjothermic i: Cold-hlosded | 7{14) ! 24, Duad ; Mute 1: UDeaf d du 1 1(9)
25. St. Paul'n Cathedral t ¥ren r: Danqueting Nall ip Whitehall 3 ¥(3) 2%, Screping boues 1 Xyster :1 Ressving atones frow bladder t 7{6)
26. Collects stampo:Pnilatelist::C)in sutsides of building fer beti¥{12 26. Unaveilavle energy : Tetal internal energy 11 Botropy (=)
27, Stone building in : Keaba :1: Jacred ¥Yell near Kaaks 7f3 3} 27. Telescop asuring angles t Thendolite 11 Eleatronic device, 12)
drest Howque v timing radioc waves
Bikls 1 Jephthah 131 Greek Mytbology i 1(9) 28. Fatal flav.hero,downfall 1 Newsrkis 1: Suddsn chuage of 1 +{10)
Top snd bottom r Biking 1: Bottom only : *(@) . fertune ,nenally dud
Tightrope walker i Punambulist t: Striptease artiet s T(9) : 29. Poltomyslitis : 3slk s+t Smallpax : *(§)
Injected,voskened/rilled 1 Salk 1 Oral, ened/live 1 (%) 30, Up : Down t: Delts 1 ?(3)
1945 : HNESLO 11 1046 : 76} S1. Person 1 Peychologist t1 Animal 1 7{1%)
Touth fastening band round head:1Pisdumenos:i1The Fpsar-bencer: {10} %2, Black : ¥hite :: Sublate ¢ ?{5)
Cambri 17T7TY 1 Hulsean ¢t Oxford, 1780 : 7{7T) 33, Up 1 Bown 11 Dalta 1 ?%)
dventine,Caslian ¢ Capitoline,Bequilines iPalatine, quirinals?{T) 34. Library ¢f Congr 11 Anhmelesn Kuasum,Oxfoerd : T{§)
Liquid : fiydrometer it Qayp 3 ¥{10) 35. 104 & 10% oviom : *{12)
tp t Down 11 doelivity 1 ?(9) 3. €rick 1 Wetson 31 Ramfa 7 Cajal ¢ T{5)
Frog 1« Tadpole 11 Salamandar 37. Bible 1 Gain tt Graek Mythology 1 ?(5)

38. Han 1 Endemic 1t Animale : T{B

Flos 1% & Rinwe 15 ¢
39. Anything thet can, ¢ Nurphy,Sod +1 Bad money drives out good *{7}

29 July : 8t, Nertua

6 15 ta Parr 1+ {6} will go wrong

Roles 1 Hatoh 11 Lewewt wcors 1 T{5) 4u, Aucticmer 1 Qaval 11 Boctoer,festing Teflezes ¢ 1(6)

The Bataazn's 1 Nolding tt The Bowlsr's 1 ?(6) 41, Thiek 1 Thin a1t Paghy- 1 ¥
44, Bgotvkic 1 Nobeen s: Altruistio 1 ?(4) 42, Blackthors i Winter t1 Peewits 1 %)
4%. Great White Shark : Forean st Walrug 1 ¥{7T) 43. Bars : Mars 1 Puck : T{4}

Introdection 1 Protas 3 Climaz : 7(10} 44. Sparrov 1 Passsrine ++ Flying-phelupmsr : 7{9)
L) 1,1,2,3,5,0,13,.,, 1 Fivenacet 3: 1,%,4,7,11,18,... s *(5} 45, Ants t Ryr ophagaws 1t Co carrien & T{12)
AN, ROR : RSH 1: dleshsl ¢ t{5) 46. Sulecide by starvation 1 Ape ® 11 Dimboligal trestmant = {13}
49, Ninces 1t Eyen :: Porkism 1 T(&} 4T, Archbishops,disheps t Lords 3pirituel sr Lay Pesrs 1 15,8
50, Frofesnionsls 1 Amatenrs it Ayder : *{§)} 48. 3 s.m. t fa.m, :: Gelliciniew 3 *(9)

4%, sxcission of paper | Perforaties 1! Slitting of paper 1 ?(10)

54, tdysgeus : Penalops :: EY Cid ¢ *{6)
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