A Map (Not the Territory) of Divine Order

A map of the G.O.D. principle of reciprocal co-creation, in which optimum well-being emerges

from the harmonious interrelationship of the masculine and feminine energy principles

Spirit merges with matter to sanctify the universe. Matter transcends to return to spirit. The interchangeability of matter and spirit means the starlit magic of the outermost life of our universe becomes the soul-light magic of the innermost life of our self. The energy of the stars becomes us. We become the energy of the stars. Stardust and spirit unite and we begin: One with the universe. Whole and holy. From one source, endless creative energy, bursting forth, kinetic, elemental. We, the earth, air, water and fire – source of nearly fifteen billion years of cosmic spiraling. -Dennis Kucinich, “Spirit and Stardust” 1
More accurately stated, rather than merging with matter spirit emerges as matter, to sanctify the universe with the transcendent common unity that grounds and sustains the cosmic oneness of all existence. There is not spirit and something else that is elsewhere, there is only – and everywhere present – spirit as the emerging communion of G.O.D. consciousness, i.e., the universally operational Guiding, Ordering, and Designing principle of reciprocal co-creation that local consciousness everywhere individualizes,2 and whose cosmic implications are recognized in particle physicist Eugene Wigner’s observation that every relationship is an interrelationship: 3
We do not know of any phenomenon in which one subject is influenced by another without [the other] exerting a [corresponding] influence thereupon.
As the most immediate consequence of this universality of relationship, the only way to know oneself is in the context of one’s participation with an all-inclusive cosmic communion wherein full knowing of oneself is coextensive with full knowing of the cosmos overall, and vice versa. 

The communion of self, world and universe is cited by astrophysicist Neal deGrasse Tyson: 4
The very molecules that that make up your body, the atoms that construct the molecules, are traceable to the crucibles that were once the centers of high mass stars that exploded their chemically rich guts into the galaxy, enriching pristine gas clouds with the chemistry of life. So we’re all connected with each other biologically, to the Earth chemically, and to the rest of the universe atomically. That’s kind of cool. That makes me smile, and I actually feel quite large at the end of that. It’s not that we’re better than the universe, we are part of the universe. We’re in the universe and the universe is in us.

The G.O.D. principle (hereafter termed “co-creation principle” or “CCP”) is what spiritual philosopher Ernest Holmes called “The Thing Itself” and for which he had over a hundred synonyms. The CCP is the ever-present origin of the patterning energies that give emergence to all cosmic and local forms, events, circumstances and conditions, á la the Bible’s proclamation “Behold, I make all things new.” That the co-creation principle is also present everywhen is acknowledged in another Biblical statement, “I am alpha and omega.” In other words, the patterning consciousness from which reality emerges is ongoingly and dynamically ever-present in the substance and form of all that exists and happens.

The CCP initiates and sustains a state of optimum well-being (i.e., the greatest well-being possible in any given circumstance) that is often signified as “divine order,” and sometimes also is signified as “god’s plan.” Yet as Holmes asserted,

We are evoluted by reason of the divine pattern and not the divine plan – there are no divine plans. That would be finite….5 No real thinker has ever taught a divine purpose or a divine plan. All, however, have taught the idea of divine patterns.6
In its human manifestation the reciprocally patterning co-creation principle becomes conscious of itself in increasing appreciation of how it works. This suggests that the laws which govern the universe are engineering their own self-comprehension,7 a conclusion that scientists and poets alike have forthrightly acknowledged:8
Biologist Julian Huxley: We are evolution’s way of becoming aware and directive of itself.

Physiologist George Wald: Matter has reached the point of beginning to know itself…. [Man is] a               

                                           star's way of knowing about stars.

Poet Kenneth Rexroth in “The Heart of Herakles”: 
Lying under the stars,
In the summer night,
Late, while the autumn
Constellations climb the sky,
As the Cluster of Hercules
Falls down the west
I put the telescope by
and watch Deneb
Move towards the zenith.
My body is asleep. Only
My eyes and brain are awake.
The stars stand around me
Like gold eyes, I can no longer
Tell where I begin and leave off.
The faint breeze in the dark pines,
And the invisible grass,
The tipping earth, the swarming stars
Have an eye that sees itself.

St. Augustine recognized the experiential implications of “the eye that sees itself” with his observation that whatever we are looking at and looking for is also the very thing that we are looking with, namely, the consciousness within which all things that are experienced are one with all things that are experiencing. The implications of this recursively self-similar ecology of spirit9 were elaborated by philosopher Henryk Skolimowski:10
Everything there is, is filtered by the mind, chiseled by the mind, sculptured by the mind. When the universe wanted the human to co-create with it, it invented the mind. And why would the universe do such a thing? Because we are part of the universe evolving itself. To contemplate itself, to see itself, the universe had to develop the eye and the mind.; and then the human eye and the human mind.  We are the eyes through which the universe contemplates itself. the mind through which the universe thinks about its future and destiny. This is not a form of rampant anthropocentrism, but just the contrary: submitting the human to the overwhelming flow of cosmic evolution. We are not anthropocentrizing the cosmos. We are cosmologizing the human. Indeed, the cosmological and the anthropocentric are two aspects of each other. How could it be otherwise? 

Concerning our human placement within the ever-emerging cosmic ordering of the omni-patterning co-creation principle, 17th century French philosopher Blaise Pascal mystically observed that each of us is11
A nothing compared to the infinite, a whole compared to the nothing, a middle point between all and nothing, infinitely remote from an understanding of the extremes; the end of things and their principles are unattainably hidden from him in an impenetrable secrecy…. Equally incapable of seeing the nothing from which he emerges and the infinity in which he is engulfed.

We may similarly observe in 21st century terminology that each human being is a self-awakening one-of-a-kind multi-dimensional intersection of all the energies that animate and are animated by the co-creation principle, and that each of us is thereby a unique intermediary of the cosmic whole. Although this reciprocal principle self-organizes the cosmic whole in the same overall way, it organizes itself locally somewhat differently in each of us, so that no two human fingerprints of the co-creation principle are alike:

Nothing new under the sun?

Each of us is proof this is not so.

No matter what has been done before, 

and no matter what has been thought before,

it is equally true of all concerned

that you are the one doing and thinking 

in the near and how of your own here and now.

Never before has the universe happened 

in just the way that you do.

There is always something new under the sun

whenever someone new is doing it.

In your life and through your hands

the universe continues to shape itself

in forms that it has never before taken.

A well-known map (not the territory) of the co-creation principle is commonly drawn as a cross , which is one of the world’s most ancient symbols the preceded the emergence of Christianity by many millennia. The cross, like the equally ancient symbol of the circle – and sometimes in conjunction therewith – is a representation of the co-creation principle’s divine order, which in conventional religious intuitions of a personified God is almost always portrayed as a masculine deity that designs and maintains the universe as follows: 12
Divine order is simply the way God orders or arranges things. It is God's ordained arrangement according to His Divine logic and comprehension. It His methodical or prescribed arrangement of all things so that they function properly according to His Divine will. It is His determination of how things ought to be, which is the only way anything can work correctly. His Divine Order never changes because it is perfect and based on His perfection and unchangeableness. 

This religious intuition is equally valid as a spiritual intuition when we revise such definitions of divine order by substituting “co-creation principle” for “God” and “its” for “His.” 

The cruciform map of the co-creation principle’s divine order may be interpreted thus:

 the masculine principle of dominion (form)  co-reciprocates the feminine principle of service (substance)

   the process of bringing form to substance  co-reciprocates  the process of bringing substance to form

  the power of intellect & control (serpent)  co-reciprocates the wisdom of limits & co-operation (Sophia)

 the power of intellect  and control+ the wisdom of limits and co-operation = Logos~Word~CCP
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This map of divine order represents the optimum interrelationship of dominion-as-form with substance-as-service. The “gold” standard for divinely ordered interrelationship is the self-generating service of life unto itself. Nowhere else is the integrally self-sustaining common unity of the co-creation principle more perfectly embodied than in the kinship of all life, for the purpose of life is a life of purpose whose purpose is life itself. How this purpose becomes fulfilled is exemplified when the word “service” is substituted for “purpose” throughout the preceding sentence.

The sanctifying common unity that binds dominion-as-form with substance-as-service is sometimes further represented via a circle centered upon the cross’s intersection to additionally symbolize the harmonious interrelationship of material and spiritual energies. Yet with or without the embellishment of a circle, the cruciform map of intersecting spirit and matter signifies that no emergence or sustenance of optimally workable form is feasible without the support of harmoniously proportionate service (a.k.a. “maintenance”), nor can any optimally workable service be supported in the absence of harmoniously proportionate form. Dominion-as-form and substance-as-service co-exist in a state of dynamic tension, and it is from this transforming tension that emerges all worldly manifestations of the guiding, ordering, and designing principle of reciprocal co-creation. 

Worldly power and spiritual power become thoroughly integral with one another only in cruciform tension, whereby worldly power is made sacred (a.k.a. “sacrificed”) via the energy of spirit. Spiritual service to material form is born out of the dynamic common unity of intersecting substance-as-service and dominion-as-form. It is only by one’s submission to the reciprocating co-creation principle that one can manifest what is commonly termed “god’s will” (a.k.a. “not my will, but thine be done”). 

In other words, becoming an enlightened being is accomplished by aligning oneself with the divine order and common unity of the co-creation principle, an alignment most simply prescribed in Ernest Holmes’ proclamation that “We command nature by first obeying her.” Holmes elaborated upon this commandment in numerous other statements: 13
Evolution has brought man to a point of self expression and it can do no more for him until he consciously co-operates with it…. All nature waits on man's recognition of and co-operation with her laws, and is always ready to obey his will; but man must use Nature's forces in accordance with her laws, and in co-operation with her purposes—which is goodness, truth, and beauty—if he wishes to attain self-mastery….[A]ll scientific advance is based on the supposition that any law of nature will respond to us when we comply with it…. In such degree as our thinking is in accord with the original Nature, the same orderly procession of harmonious ideas will operate in our affairs that is already operating in that larger world which we experience but neither create nor control. This leaves us individual freedom within the law of universal harmony, individual will within a universal co-ordinating will.
The dynamic tension of intersecting dominion-as-form and substance-as-service, as symbolized by the cross, is the transformative energy that is signified as one’s ever-present “divine calling”: 

I have a true companion
whose company I can never be without.
This companion,
not always sure just how to relate to me,
wavers back and forth between acceptance and rejection.
Sometimes my companion is a friend,
sometimes an enemy.
Sometimes my companion treats me lovingly,
sometimes hurtfully.
And sometimes my companion treats me with indifference.
So why do I consider this companion to be true?
And why do I treasure such fickle company?
Because there is one way
that my companion never ceases to be faithful:
everywhere I go,
here I am.
Each person is called to submit to the divine ordering of his or her own individualized destiny. Inherent in this submission is a paradox: there is no greater freedom than that which is born of such submission, for there can be no actual freedom without some form of limitation to which appropriate service is surrendered (literally “rendered unto”).

Such is the wisdom of limits, as exemplified in an essay on “Freedom and Fences” by poet James Dillet Freeman: 14
FREEDOM! The word rings like a bell, doesn't it? It lifts the heart and stirs the passions. But just what is freedom? How free is free? How free can I be? How free can anyone be?

I have a dog, a saluki, a large, beautiful, extremely active dog. I live in a house with a large yard, almost a couple of acres. My dog has free access to the yard at all times through her own swinging door, and in house and yard she lives a very free life, for the most part doing only what she wants to do, as my wife and I make few demands on her, probably fewer than she makes on us. She flies from one end of the yard to the other, chasing anything that happens to be going by on the street, or any squirrel, cat, rabbit, or bird that ventures into the yard and she takes it into her head to chase.

My yard is fenced, but much of it is not a high fence, mainly ornamental. The fence is more a mental limit than a physical obstacle. Any time she wished she could be over it like the wind and off across the city. Not the fence, but only her own acceptance of the fence keeps her in the yard.

My dog and her fence have made me think about what freedom really is in very different terms than I had ever thought about it before. I have come to realize that the fence does not keep her in bondage, it keeps her free!

For suppose she did jump the fence and go wandering off? Would she be free? Freer than she now is? Out in the streets is a world of laws against unleashed dogs, angry neighbors, unfriendly dogs, dogcatchers, and speeding cars. How free would she be skittering frightened and bewildered through the unfamiliar maze of the city's streets? Have you ever seen a lost dog?

In the world that lies beyond the fence, there is no way she could remain free for long; at best, she would be taken into the house of some kind person; at worst, she would be locked up in the dog pound or even run over. The fence does not limit her freedom as much as it guarantees it. It does not keep her freedom from her. On the contrary, it marks how far she can go and not lose her freedom – relative freedom, it is true, but which of us has any other kind?

What limits my dog's freedom is not that fence, but the fact that she is a saluki who has to live in Lee's Summit, Missouri, U.S.A. on the continent of North America and the planet Earth, in 1979. Similar limitations determine the freedom of us all.

Freedom is and always must be a relative matter. If I am wise, I do not insist on flying just because I would like to have wings. I walk when I have to. I may be free to step out of a window, but the moment I do, I lose my freedom. I am made captive and plummeted to earth by forces over which I have no control. I have asserted my freedom beyond my power to maintain it. I have gone beyond my fence.

I built my dog's fence. In the case of human beings, they themselves may have to build their fences. Not all, of course. Many of our fences have been built by wise and loving people who lived before us, examined the world as I have for my dog and realized where fences were needed if they were to preserve, and not lose, their liberty. If we are wise, we accept the fences raised for us by laws, by tradition, by religious belief, by the moral code, by good manners and consideration.

In short: One is free to the extent that one is self-empowered to be – and actually is – authentic.

It was also Freeman who wrote the poem, “I Am Here,” a copy of which was placed on the moon along with the American flag:15
Do you need Me?
I am here.
You cannot see Me, yet I am the light you see by.
You cannot hear Me, yet I speak through your voice.
You cannot feel Me, yet I am the power at work in your hands.
I am at work, though you do not understand My ways.
I am at work, though you do not recognize My works.
I am not strange visions. I am not mysteries.
Only in absolute stillness, beyond self, can you know me as I am,
and then but as a feeling and a faith.
Yet I am here.. Yet I hear. Yet I answer.
When you need me, I am here.
Even if you deny me, I am here.
Even when you feel most alone, I am here.
Even in your fears, I am here.
Even in your pain, I am here.
I am here when you pray and when you do not pray.
I am in you, and you are in Me.
Only in your mind can you feel separate from me,
for only in your mind are the mists of “yours” and “mine”. 
Yet only with your mind can you know Me and experience Me.
Empty your heart of empty fears.
When you get yourself out of the way, I am here.
You can of yourself do nothing, but I can do all.
And I am in all.
Though you may not see the good, good is here, for I am here.
I am here because I have to be, because I am.
Only in Me does the world have meaning;
only out of Me does the world take form;
only because of Me does the world go forward.
I am the law on which the movement of the stars
and the growth of living cells are founded.
I am the love that is the law’s fulfilling.
I am assurance.
I am peace.
I am oneness.
I am the law that you can live by.
I am the love that you can cling to.
I am your assurance.
I am your peace.
I am one with you.
I am.
Though you fail to find me, I do not fail you.
Though your faith in me is unsure, My faith in you never wavers,
because I know you, because I love you.
Beloved, I am here.
True companionship, indeed!
Living in love is all about optimum relationship to boundaries, the wisdom of limits that is built into every level of the universe with the recursive self-similarity of so-called “fractal” patterning. The limits of these built-in boundaries are automatically enforced in the physical realm, as in the blood/brain barrier that prevents the passage of toxic substances to the brain. In the metaphysical realm, however, the wisdom of boundary limits is activated by mindfully conscious discernment and reinforcement like, for instance, that of parents who counsel their children on sexual matters by addressing their safety and security rather than so-called “being good” as the basis of their morality. 
The underlying moral purpose of boundaries is to provide security via transactions that nurture us, and to minimize any transactions that undermine our security. As playwright and novelist Thornton Wilder accordingly proclaimed, “I thank God that my parents loved me enough to mark out the boundaries of the permissible.” We can be likewise thankful for the transcendent guiding, ordering and designing principle of reciprocal co-creation, by which we live in a universe that likewise marks out the boundaries of the permissible. 

Thus it is that the value and wisdom of limits is best known only to those who have the serenity to appreciate the guardian boundaries that they had best not cross, plus the courage to transcend the transformative boundaries that they must cross if their destiny is to be fulfilled, and the wisdom to know the difference.

Noel Frederick McInnis, 2009
