

AUTHORizing = Communicating
from one's innermost AUTHORrity
In support of co-mentoring The Movement of Change’s self-transformational messengers, including the New Paradigm Authors Group, I email them occasional "AUTHORizing Incites," with the intent of inciting our further mindful exercise of Self-presentational writing – expressing from the authority of your Whole-Self Being, even when you are writing about the thoughts and experiencing of your role-self's being, having and doings. 

Incites sent thus far:
AUTHORizing Incite #1: Our work effects eternity!!!
AUTHORizing Incite #2: The Three C’s of Self-Transformational Presencing

AUTHORizing Incite #3: “Pre-writing” Your Book (forthcoming)
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Format: http://www.gratefulness.org/
Self-Authorizing the Presence of All That Is Yours to Be, Express, and Do. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

This web page and its hotlinks to other resources supports the self-transformational mission of a rapidly growing group of new paradigm authors from the Portland-Salem OR and Vancouver WA area, who are based at the New Thought Center for Spiritual Living in Lake Oswego, OR. Our 2020 vision is to be one million strong by January 1, 2021. 

· How, where and when to check us out [A hotlink to an annotated set of further links our Facebook pages, our blogs, etc.]

· How, where and when to participate from anywhere in the world. [A hotlink to TMOC page.]
For a one-time donation of $15, you will gain lifetime access to every future article, document, book, email series, etc. to be issued by Rev. Noel in support of his Ministry of Emerging Initiatives at New Thought Center for Spiritual Living in Lake Oswego, OR (i.e., for the lifetime of Rev. Noel, who is presently a healthy 75 years of age.)
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

To sit patiently with a yearning that has not yet been fulfilled, and to trust that fulfillment will come, is quite possibly one of the most powerful “magic skills” that human beings are capable of. It has been noted by almost every ancient wisdom tradition. ~Elizabeth Gilbert
Reformation is a DO-over, driven by externally contingent factors that lead to structural improvement. Transformation is a MAKE-over, driven from within via internally emergent factors that lead to procedural re-movement (i.e., the replacement of former patterns of growing with new patterns of growing). ~NFM

From the self-authorizing individualism of egoic role-self doing to the Self-authorizing intervidualism of intrinsic whole-self being.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Self-Authorizing Incite #1: Getting It Just Right
Twain quote

Has anyone noticed the almost-right words that appear above?

Self-Editorizing Incite #1: Murdering Your Darlings
Eckhart quote

E_mail post

Any self worth its wait in beingness is perennially engrossed in self-editorizing – of subtracting whatever obscures the presence of one’s intrinsic beingness. 

FURTHER EXPLORATION # X
We Started Out Fine: The Eclipse of Our Original Nature
We started out fine, then we got defined. Now we’re getting refined.

~Swami Satchidananda~
A person is neither a thing nor a process. A person is an opening. 

~Martin Heidegger~

Each of us at birth is an open channel of all-inclusive and co-operative whole-self being (also termed an embodied “soul”), in and through which our essentially beneficent human nature is expressed. We are not born to become a beneficial presence, we are born as a presence whose generically endowed beneficence to all concerned already inherently emerges from our whole-self beingness, just as heat and light inherently emerge from the sun. Furthermore, just as the sun’s radiance is in no way diminished during the darkness of night, neither is our whole-self beingness diminished during the dark times of our life. It is merely obscured in a shadow that we ourselves are casting.

Our whole-self beingness is immediately at hand upon our arrival in this world, where its authentic, undivided and unconditioned beneficence becomes evident in the instinctive response of every newborn baby whenever someone’s finger is placed in its hand. Invariably, the offered finger is lightly clasped as if to say (in accordance with a Taoist prescription for right relationship):

When you come, I welcome you.

When you stay, I do not hold on to you.

When you leave, I do not pursue you.

These are the rules of engagement that inform our whole-self beingness, rules that honor the common unity of all that lives and of all that is life-supportive. 

No matter whose finger was placed in either of our hands at birth – regardless of the person’s color, race, creed, gender, ethnic origin, size, appearance – we gently clasped it with our own tiny fingers. With this primal finger-hug we unconditionally acknowledged, accepted, allowed and honored every person whose finger came to rest in either of our hands for however long our gentle enfoldment was received, and we just as unconditionally yielded the visiting finger’s passage at the instant it was removed. 

Regardless of whose finger was given – or which (!) of their fingers was given – we unconditionally and trustingly welcomed it and graciously respected its eventual passage by surrendering to its departure. We didn’t grab the presented finger, nor did we obsessively clutch, cling or otherwise persist in possessively holding on to it. We evidenced no crabby response to or grabby control over the offered finger, nor did we attempt to impede its withdrawal. We graciously enfolded it within our own fingers for the full duration of its presence, and we just as gracefully relinquished it. 

The primordial innateness of this gracious finger-hug was evidenced in an incident reported in Gregg Braden’s book, The Isaiah Effect: Braden quotes a father who had been midwife to all four of his children’s births, the youngest of whom was named Josh:1
Everything was going fine, just the way it should. My wife’s water had broken and her labor had progressed to the point where we found ourselves having our fourth home birth. Josh was in the birth canal when suddenly everything stopped. He just stopped coming. I knew that something was wrong. For some reason I thought back to a police operations manual that I had read years earlier. There was a chapter on emergency births, with one section dedicated to possible complications. . . . 
The manual said that every once in awhile during birth, the baby may become lodged against the mother’s tailbone. Sometimes it’s the head, sometimes the shoulder that gets wedged. It’s a relatively simple procedure to reach inside and free the child. This is just what I believed was happening to Josh.
I reached inside my wife, and the most amazing thing happened. I found her tailbone, moved my hand upward a little bit, and sure enough, I felt Josh’s shoulder blade, lodged up against the bone. Just as I was about to shift him myself, I felt a movement. It took a moment for me to realize what was happening. It was Josh’s hand. He was reaching up toward his mother’s tailbone to free himself. As his arm brushed my hand, I was given an experience that I believe few fathers have ever had….
As his arm brushed my hand, Josh stopped moving, just for a couple of seconds. I believe he was trying to understand what he had found. Then I felt him again. This time he was not reaching up to free himself from his mother’s tailbone. This time he was reaching for me! I felt his tiny hand move across my fingers. His touch was uncertain at first, as if he were exploring. In just a matter of seconds there was a strength in his grip. I felt my unborn son reach out and wrap his fingers around mine confidently, as if he knew me! In that moment I knew that Josh would be okay. Together, the three of us worked to bring Josh into this world, and here he is today.
This father’s testimony suggests that our whole-self being’s inclusively co-operative beneficial presence is generically established in the womb. The generic nature of this presence was also evidenced during an in utero surgical procedure to correct a potentially fatal birth defect in a 21 week-old-fetus, when it reached through the incision in the mother’s uterus and clasped the surgeon’s finger. It is reported that the surgeon had to wipe away the tears that welled up in his eyes upon being thus acknowledged. (See the image at the conclusion of this addendum.)
Whenever we place a finger in a newborn infant’s hand, we allow ourselves to experience the utter synchrony with which we are thereby welcomed, and with which we are just as graciously released when the finger is removed. As both Josh’s father and the surgeon can testify, a fully appreciated experience of this graceful gesture is worth a thousand verbal descriptions thereof.
Our primal finger-hug of embracement and release evidences our initial freedom from interpersonal friction. We are instinctively empowered to unconditionally welcome all other persons into our beneficial presence. Interpersonal friction arises only as the initially all-inclusive and co-operative expression of our whole-self beingness becomes polluted, contaminated and otherwise corrupted by the grievances, grudges, resentments, aggression, competition and other friction-generative feelings and behaviors born of our role-self’s prioritization of worldly doing and having over our whole-self’s beneficial being. Our unspoiled beneficial presence as newborns ceases to prevail as our innately emergent whole-self beingness is progressively masked by the eclipsing veneer of self-diminishing I-dentification that is formed by our acquired role-self doings and havings. 

In response to those who dismiss all of the foregoing as romanticizing a automatic finger reflex over which the baby has no control, I am inclined to further rest my case on their dismissive testimony. The automaticity of this response indicates that the beneficial presence it thus represents is our initial default setting, and that its forsakenness is recoverable. It was in testimony to this understanding that I was moved on to write the following:

How I am my self to be was starkly clarified for me by the events of 9/11. As I watched the twin towers of the World Trade Center imploding their downward course to naught but rubble, as had in Biblical times the twin cities of Sodom and Gomorrah, I knew that this was a defining moment for every human being on the planet. Because there is both a potential Hitler and a potential Mother Teresa in every human being, we all received the 9/11 call to make a choice: Which of these potentials do I choose to cultivate and nurture? The Old Testament makes the answer to this question utterly clear: “I have set before you this day life and death. Therefore, choose life.”

And which of these potentials do I choose to cultivate and nurture?

As I was contemplated the horrors of 9/11, my choice of potentials became unmistakably clear:
· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, to be more than a further extension of humankind’s inhumanities to other human kindred. 

· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, to be more than a reactionary impulse that creates me in the image of those whose forceful impulses I outwardly discredit. 

· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, to be more than an instrument of the either/or retaliatory worldview that ongrowingly recycles mutual vengeance and revengeance. 

· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, to be more than an agent of those whose purpose is to shape, direct, instruct or otherwise conform me to their own purposes.

· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, to be more than a mere defender of the things that I possess, of the thoughts that I profess, and of the feelings that I express. 

· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, to be more than an expression of self-defeating teachings, preachments and ideologies, of outworn trends and fashions, of conventional wisdoms handed down, of yesterday’s reasons handed over, and of momentary meanings that last only for a season.

· I am here to be a beneficial presence to all concerned, by being all of who and how I am when I no longer am being less.

l.   Gregg Braden, The Isaiah Effect: Decoding the Lost Science (NY: Three Rivers Press, 2000), pp. 12-13.
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FURTHER EXPLORATION # 3
Minding Your Own Busyness While Appreciating Everyone's Busyness
Three-point management theory.

Value is measurable as genuine good for all concerned only when it is freely received and proportionately reciprocated, free of any tension of lack, of being “taken,” of conformity, or of otherwise “having to” do so. 
Accordingly, whenever I appreciate something I increase its value, both in my own experience and in the experience of others who witness my appreciation. 

Just as a mighty oak is present in potential within every acorn, each of us was potentially present at the universe’s creation, and thus is included in the appraisal that ALL of the Creation is very good. In this regard, a close reading of Genesis reveals that prior to the creation of our original ancestors, God found each previous day’s Creation to be merely good. It was only after the creation of our progenitors that God proclaimed the Creation to be very good. 
God increased the value of everything God created by his appraisal of ALL of it as “very good.” Just as a mighty oak is potentially present in every acorn, each of us was potentially present at the universe’s creation. We embody God’s desire to appreciate the entirety of Creation, because each of us is one of the ways that God has chosen to appreciate the entirety of Creation.
Since ALL of God’s Creation, ourselves included, is always and only very good, and since all of us are called to appreciate God’s creation by increasing its value as only each of us uniquely can, how are we to account for the fact that only a few of us are chosen? What seems to me the most obvious answer to this question is the fact that so few of us choose to be first-rate versions of ourselves, as we settle instead for making home improvements that we think the world needs, rather than come fully alive.
ALL are called, yet few choose to appreciate themselves by adding their full value to their being in the world, thus divinizing the world and reality within it by each of us allowing the free and full expression of our innately unique divinity as a one-of-a-kind image and likeness of God. Since each of us is one of God’s countless ways to appreciate the entirety of Creation, all that is required for us to experience the entire Creation as appreciable is the choice to fully appreciate ourselves, and thus add our full value to Creation. 
So ALL of Creation, ourselves included, is always and only very good. Yet Creation’s all-goodness is fully known only by those who have chosen to appreciate themselves, to increase their own value by allowing the free and full expression of their innately unique divinity as an image and likeness of God. Each of us is one of God’s infinite number of only ways to appreciate the entirety of Creation. All that is required for us to experience the entire Creation as appreciable is the choice to begin by to appreciating – adding value – to ourselves. 
ALL are called to appreciate their unique experience of Creation, yet few are chosen to realize this experience because most of us fall short of choosing the full expression of our unique embodiment of the image and likeness of God. [Thurman quote]
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

As any realtor or real estate appraiser will tell you, the verb “to appreciate” signifies an increase in value, while the verb “to depreciate” signifies a decrease in value. To be appreciated by someone is to experience an increase of one’s value, while being depreciated is to experience a decrease of one’s value. 
Broadly speaking, therefore, there are two approaches to communication: 
· the depreciative approach to communication, which dismissively makes someone(s) and/or something(s) wrong;
· the appreciative approach to communication, which affirmatively values all concerned. 
Most communications lie somewhere between the poles of being total depreciation and totally appreciation. The less depreciative our communication is, the more beneficial it is to those whom it addresses and to those who are being discussed. The less appreciative our communication is, the more dismissive it is of those whom it addresses and of those who are being discussed.
One of my favorite descriptions of appreciative communication is the one by family therapist Virginia Satir, cited above.

Feelings of worth can flourish only in an atmosphere where individual differences are appreciated, mistakes are tolerated, communication is open, and rules are flexible – the kind of atmosphere that is found in a nurturing family. 
~Virginia Satir~
FURTHER EXPLORATION # 4
Whole-Self Presencing the More You Know Than You Can Say
Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~

If you’re still left wondering about how to row through life with your own flow, being who you truly are to be, having what is truly yours to have, doing what is truly yours to do, and saying what is truly yours to say – and thus staying at home in cause – I share in conclusion my personal strategy for doing so. I organize my life so that each thing I do supports everything I do, while everything I do supports each thing I do, and anything I am aware of doing that doesn’t support all else I eliminate because it clearly is not mine to do.
In the movie, Taking Woodstock, Lev Schreiber plays the role of a transgendered person, who when questioned about the role replies, “Knowing who I am makes it easier for everyone else.” Such transparent fidelity to self is one’s salvation from all deception.  
Being loyal to anything at the expense of fidelity to oneself is not only deceitful of everyone else, it attracts to oneself the fruits of others’ deceits as well. Only fidelity to oneself provides sufficient vision to see both faithfulness and unfaithfulness in others as well. Hence Emerson’s admonition of self-reliance:
Nothing is at last sacred but the integrity of our own mind. . . . No law can be sacred to me but that of my nature.
Fidelity to self is what distinguished Mohandas Gandhi from most of the rest of us. When Gandhi’s wife was asked how he was able to deliver his long, well thought-out, three-hour speeches without notes and without repeating himself, she observed, "You and I, we think one thing, say another, and do a third. With Gandhiji, it’s all the same.” 

When I am being as is mine to be and am having what is mine to have, my being and having (i.e., my be-having and thus my behaving, a.k.a. as my “behavior”) – my behaving is correspondingly such that I do what is mine to do. Doing what is mine to do is the outer expression of being as is mine to be and having what is mine to have. Having and doing can be my bridge over troubled waters only when I am being as is mine to be – keeping with perfect sweetness the independence of solitude . . . so living that the flavor of the divine moves through me . . . rowing from the flow within. . . staying in the grace . . . staying at home in cause. 
FROM Inside Inside Story:

The implications of the integral paradigm for scientific doctrine overall, and for the Cartesian-Newtonian paradigm in particular, were quite proclaimed over a decade ago by world-renowned evolutionary biologist E. O. Wilson:43
The world henceforth will be run by synthesizers, people able to put together the right information at the right time, think about it, and make important choices wisely.
The emerging ascendance of convergent logic over linear formulations has also been underlined by psychologist Mihaly Csikszentmihalyi: 15
The idea that will change the game of knowledge is the realization that it is more important to understand events, objects and processes in their relationship with one another than in their singular structure.

Hence the newly emerging “big story” of the central role we have to play within the larger cosmic destiny:16+
The universe is a self-organizing system engaged in the discovery and realization of its possibilities through a continuing process of transcendence toward ever higher levels of order and self-definition. Modern science has confirmed the ancient Hindu belief that all matter exists as a continuing dance of flowing energies. Yet matter is somehow able to maintain the integrity of its boundaries and internal structures in the midst of apparent disorder.

Similarly, the cells of a living organism, which are in a constant state of energy flux, maintain their individual integrity while functioning coherently as parts of larger wholes. This ability implies some form of self-knowledge in both "inert" matter and living organisms at each level of organization. Intelligence and consciousness may take many forms and are in some way pervasive even in matter. What we know as life may not be an accident of creation but rather integral to it, an attractor that shapes the creative unfolding of the cosmos.

To the extent that these premises are true, they suggest we have scarcely begun to imagine, much less experience, the possibilities of our own capacity for intelligent, self-aware living. Nor have we tested our potentials for self-directed cooperation as a foundation of modern social organization. Evolution, although it involves competitive struggles, violence, and death, also involves love, nurturance, rebirth. and regeneration--and is a fundamentally cooperative and intelligent enterprise.

There is substantial evidence that it is entirely natural for healthy humans to live fully and mindfully in service to the unfolding capacities of self, community, and the planet. Yet in our forgetfulness we have come to doubt this aspect of our own being. Nurturing the creative development of our capacities for mindful living should be a primary function of the institutions of civilized societies. It is time that we awaken from our forgetfulness and assume conscious responsibility for reshaping our institutions to this end. 

Furthermore, as the main body of this Worldview Document demonstrates, the omni-reciprocal term, “interbeing”, further suggests that so-called “individualism” may be instead more accurately understood as “inter-vidualism”, as demonstrated in the main body of this Document at p. 33.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
FURTHER EXPLORATION # 5
Our Planetary and Cosmic Roles As Conscious Evolutionaries
We are evolution’s way of becoming aware and directive of itself.

~Julian Huxley~

Whole Earth as first trans-culturally global spiritual icon since the rainbow

Julian Huxley was among the first to recognize, in the mid-20th century, the human potential for conscious evolution – for taking the evolutionary process off of automatic pilot and giving it mindful direction. This recognition came none too soon, because we long since had become full-blown (though often ill-blowing) unconscious evolutionaries, from the time that Sir Francis Bacon sparked the scientific conquest of nature to create what he envisioned as a “New Atlantis”:1
By the agency of [humans], a new aspect of things, a new universe, comes into view.
It is unfortunate, however, that despite Bacon’s acknowledgment that “Nature to be commanded must be obeyed,” he commanded the actual conquest of nature by the power of scientifically directed human will:2  
Bacon’s ultimate objective was to recover the “dominion over creation” lost in the Fall from Eden in order to benefit humanity in material terms. That dominion, however, was achieved by the constraint of nature through technology, a process that exacted heavy costs from nature itself….  One of Bacon’s earliest (though posthumously published) works, “The Masculine Birth of Time” (written in 1602–1603), already contained the subtitle that would characterize his mature program of the 1620s: “The Great Instauration of the Dominion of Man over the Universe.” Out of this early interest in the mechanical and practical arts, Bacon began to develop an experimental method by which nature could be studied and altered by “art and the hand of man” in the vast project of extending “the power and dominion of the human race itself over the universe.”
Some scholars argue that Bacon has been falsely quoted by those who attribute to him the words, “putting nature on the rack” and “torturing nature to reveal her secrets.”3 Yet the consequence of Bacon’s being perceived as having championed nature’s “conquest,” and of modern civilization’s proceeding accordingly, is in part responsible for the present global geological growling and climatic howling of a severely distressed natural environment. . (See Addendum Four, “Humankind as Earth’s Seventh Evolutionary Force,” p. XX.)

In any event, the potential for our becoming mindfully responsible conscious evolutionaries is now at hand, largely because the Internet is for all who are thus inclined to form a global community of shared concern, a way of cognitively mapping the emerging global brain (see p. 68). The “message” of the Internet medium’s format – its reality-formative impact on the spacing, timing, pacing and patterning of individual human experiencing and of collective human interaction – is restructuring humankind’s social structure on a global scale, in accordance with the non-local universality of cyberspace.  

The formation of community in cyberspace is not bound to the considerations of locality that structure “Hi there!” space. “Hi there!” space communities of shared interest, concern and intention are shaped by numerous cultural influences that in cyberspace are invisible until they are intentionally self-revealed, such as physical appearance, gender, age, ethnicity, etc., of the community’s individual members.  Because these visible factors that so often deter effective communication in “Hi there!” space are relatively obscure in cyberspace, regional and global communities of common interest, concern and intention may be more readily formed, informed and mobilized. The politics-as-usual that emerged in modern times is undergoing radical transformation as the Machiavellian paradigm of divide and conquer finds itself increasingly hard put to hack its way into the trans-locally cultured integrity of cyberspace. 

Paradoxically, the Internet is at once the most all-encompassing collective institution that human beings have ever developed, yet is at the same time the most democratic institution that humankind has so far devised. It is the only mass broadcast medium that is essentially from everyone to all and from all to everyone. All other mass media formats, whether print, radio, or TV, are from only someone(s) to all, and only in a very limited sense are reciprocally from all to someone(s) in return, such as via letter-writing and occasionall broadcaster-facilitated call-in formats. 

All previous mass media formats, from classroom instruction, pulpit oratory, and public assemblies to newspaper, magazine or book publishing and radio and television programming, has been supportive of thinking the world to pieces, by conditioning us to perceive the world as an external spectacle in relation to which we are highly localized and passive viewers and absorbers of fragmentively packaged information. These formats provide minimal opportunity for an individual’s active participation in the transmission, exchange or (most importantly of all) the creation of information.

By establishing an omni-global network of communication that is reciprocally from everyone to all and from all to everyone, the Internet’s format is now facilitating our thinking the world together again. The message of digital cyberspace is planetary in its scope and impact, and our species is becoming planetarian in its outlook. Of the many planetarian examples that one may cite, three are exemplary:
· the United Nations Millennium Project, a global grass-roots, do-it yourself, community-by-community socio-economic transformation program4 
· 350.org, a global movement to solve the climate crisis5  
· the conscious army movement, an under-the-radar global consciousness transformation project.6
As the Internet and other digital technologies weave our collective consciousness into a globally networked planetary brain (see also “Our Emerging Global Brain” at p. 68), Earth is quite literally becoming self-aware both of the way it works and of the way that it evolves. And we today are the timely means by which Earth may hereafter self-knowingly direct its further evolution – timely, that is, because unless our planet’s evolution mindfully directed on behalf of its general welfare overall, our reckless activity as a seventh environmental force will trigger ever-more disastrous consequences for lifekind’s planetary kindom. 

With the advent of the Internet, we have met the so-called missing link between the apes and civilized man, and lo! it is us. This linkage will become salutary only as we cease being analogous to a planetary cancer and become instead analogous to an optimally planetary brain. If most of us have yet to notice this, it is because Earth’s self-awakening in, through and as us isn’t happening somewhere beyond ourselves where we can see it. It is rather taking place within us where we can be it, and was mindfully doing so in the so-called “First People” cultures that our so-called “advanced cultures” have devastated.  

As with all other paradigm shifts, Earth is at present wide-awakening to itself in the collective consciousness of our species, and is most open to this awakening in the as yet relatively unpolluted awareness of our children. The corresponding prospect of humanity’s being Earth’s greatest evolutionary hope may incline some folks to throw up their hands in dismay and say, “There goes the neighborhood,” while those who are less dismayed are instead inclined to ask the question, “Where goes the neighborhood?”
Quo Vadis?

We have the technologies to restructure the world energy economy and stabilize climate. 

The challenge now is to build the political will to do so. 

Saving civilization is not a spectator sport. 

Each of us has a leading role to play! 

~Lester R. Brown~
As we awaken to our emerging role as planetary custodians, we do well to consult the cues provided in David Korten’s excellent futuristic vision, The Great Turning: From Empire to Earth Community, whose message is fully summarized online, and is hereby shared in part:7 
By what name will future generations know our time? Will they speak in anger and frustration of the time of the Great Unraveling, when profligate consumption exceeded Earth’s capacity to sustain and led to an accelerating wave of collapsing environmental systems, violent competition for what remained of the planet’s resources, and a dramatic dieback of the human population? Or will they look back in joyful celebration on the time of the Great Turning, when their forebears embraced the higher-order potential of their human nature, turned crisis into opportunity, and learned to live in creative partnership with one another and Earth? 

We face a defining choice between two contrasting models for organizing human affairs. Give them the generic names Empire and Earth Community. Absent an understanding of the history and implications of this choice, we may squander valuable time and resources on efforts to preserve or mend cultures and institutions that cannot be fixed and must be replaced.

Empire organizes by domination at all levels, from relations among nations to relations among family members. Empire brings fortune to the few, condemns the majority to misery and servitude, suppresses the creative potential of all, and appropriates much of the wealth of human societies to maintain the institutions of domination. 

Earth Community, by contrast, organizes by partnership, unleashes the human potential for creative co-operation, and shares resources and surpluses for the good of all. Supporting evidence for the possibilities of Earth Community comes from the findings of quantum physics, evolutionary biology, developmental psychology, anthropology, archaeology, and religious mysticism. It was the human way before Empire; we must make a choice to re-learn how to live by its principles.

As the only species that is aware of both the nature and the extent of its global impact, we have an awesome capability and response-ability: the capability of learning how the kindom of lifekind’s omni-co-operative dynamics work, and the response-ability of emulating such co-operation as we live in full compatibility with our planet.

As for those who argue that our planet’s current geographical upheavals and climatic calamities would be happening even in our absence, because what we are experiencing is just a long-established cyclic pattern that is once again manifesting in our time, to which our added planetary impact is negligible, and in the face of which we should continue to make the most of our consumerist status quo in the spirit of I suggest a bit of common sense that even (if not only) a child can readily understand – that one does not heal a dis-eased organism by exacerbating its dis-ease with still more and more of the same. 

1. See http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_Atlantis 
2. Carolyn Merchant, “The Violence of Impediments: Francis Bacon and the Origins of Experimentation” (n.d.), pp.734-735,  online (in a PDF) at http://tinyurl.com/3vnoq5q. X
3. Ibid., p. 732.
4. See http://www.unmillenniumproject.org/ 
5. See http://www.350.org/ 

6. See http://tinyurl.com/3nqasgw 
David Korten, The Great Turning: From Empire to Earth Community (San Francsico: Berrett-Koehler Publishers, Inc, 2006).  The citation is from a Yes magazine article with the same title, available online at http://tinyurl.com/3une72b.  More on the subject of the Great Turning is featured at  http://tinyurl.com/3myoxzm and at www.davidkorten.org/cal.htm
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

FURTHER EXPLORATION # 6
Medium As Message
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Golas: Inside yourself or outside, you never have to change what you see, only the way you see it…. What you deny to others will be denied to you, for the plain reason that you are always legislating for yourself; all your words and actions define the world you want to live in.
Golas: When you first learn to love hell, you will be in heaven

Thaddeus Golas, The Lazy Man’s Guide to Enlightenment (New York: Bantam Books, 1980), Chapter 10, quoted at http://websauce.net/lazyman/lazy10.htm. A free PDF of entire book is available at http://tinyurl.com/28ulm3r.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

the all-prevailing, everywhere-I-go-here-I-am, integral congruity of every omni-self-referencing medium←↕→message interrelationship is to outwardly extend the quality of its emergent source,  

McLuhan's most famous statement seemed germane to these questions, his proclamation that "the medium is the message." The ultimate message of any medium, McLuhan maintained, is not its content, rather it is the change in our behavior and lifestyles that is brought about by the way the medium works and what it does. The "message" of TV, therefore, rather than the content of its programs, is the individual and collective changes it introduced into the way that people spent their time and money, altered their social activities, revised their sleeping patterns, etc.
FURTHER EXPLORATION # ?
Welcome to the Paradigm Shift:

Thinking the World Together Again
Schizophrenia may be a necessary consequence of literacy.

~Marshall McLuhan~

Everything that rises must converge.

~Flannery O’Connor~

The epigraphs by McLuhan and O’Connor respectively represent the atomizing segregative paradigm of modern Western civilization, with which we think the world to pieces, and its successor that is just now emerging, a synthesizing integrative paradigm with which we can think the world together again – with the humpty-dumptied shortcomings of all the king’s horses and men to the contrary notwithstanding. (While the author of the 17th century Humpty Dumpty nursery rhyme1 may have had no inkling about its iconic representation of the segregative paradigm that was emerging at that time, it stands as such nonetheless.)

The foundational frame of reference of the diversely atomizing segregative paradigm is one that conditions us to perceive our self↔world interrelationship through a lens of fragmentively compartmentalized divisiveness. The contrasting foundational reference frame of the inclusively synthesizing integrative paradigm opens us to perceiving our self↔world interrelationship through a lens of highly co-ordinated universal interconnectivity. 

Because the significance of the integrative paradigm’s capacity for thinking the world together is best appreciated in contrast to its predecessor (and vice versa), we begin with an assessment of the segregative paradigm’s capacity for thinking the world to pieces, which slowly but surely is being downsized within the more inclusive outlook of its successor paradigm. 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Thinking the World to Pieces

The restructuring of human work and association was shaped

by the technique of fragmentation that is the essence of machine technology.

~Marshall McLuhan~ (UM,23)

Marshall McLuhan’s association of phonetic literacy with the schizoid (i.e., fragmentive) reality-forming tendencies of the segregative paradigm was elaborated at great length in his 330-page 1962 book, The Gutenberg Galaxy: The Making of Typographic Man.2 McLuhan demonstrated therein how phonetic languages composed of meaningless alphabetical isolates (the letters “a” to “z” having no significance in and of their respective selves) tend to reinforce the diversely compartmentalized modern worldview whose origin is commonly traced to the respective influences of Rene Descartes’ philosophy and Isaac Newton’s science. 

The reality-formative influence of mass phonetic literacy, which has existed only in modern times, is so omni-pervasive that it conditions the worldview of illiterates as well. From the perspective of this segregative paradigm, reality is perceived as a fragmentary (hence schizoid) arrangement of diverse categorical objects in compartmentalized space. The fragmentive reality-formative influence of phonetic linearity tends to prevail regardless of in whichever language its alphabet is formatted, be it English, French, Spanish, German, ancient Latin, or modern Greek, etc. Every phonetic language has a built-in tendency to induce a correspondingly fragmentive mindset, no matter with which of them one’s linear perspectives are spelled out.  
Every medium has a reality-formative impact on individual and collective behavior, as elaborated in McLuhan’s 1964 book, Understanding Media: The Extensions of Man,3 in which he introduced his equation, “the medium is the message.” By the word “medium” McLuhan signified any material or ideological externalization (and thus extension) of a human function or capacity into an artifact or a technological form or process, as earlier recognized by anthropologist Edward T. Hall’s in his 1959 book on nonverbal forms of communication, The Silent Language:4  
Today man has developed extensions for practically everything he used to do with his body. The evolution of weapons begins with the teeth and the fist and ends with the atom bomb. Clothes and houses are extensions of man’s biological temperature-control mechanisms. Furniture takes the place of squatting and sitting on the ground. Power tools, glasses, TV, telephones, and books which carry the voice across both time and space are examples of material extensions. Money is a way of extending and storing labor. Our transportation networks now do what we used to do with our feet and backs. In fact, all man-made material things can be treated as extensions of what man once did with his body or some specialized part of his body.
In McLuhan’s perspective on every form of human technological extension,5
Any technology tends to create a new environment. Script and papyrus created the social environment we think of in connection with the empires of the ancient world. The stirrup and the wheel created unique environments of enormous scope. Technological environments are not merely passive containers of people but are active processes that reshape people and other technologies alike. 
It was these “active processes” that McLuhan signified as the “message” in his medium=message equation:6

…the ‘message’ of any medium or technology is the change of scale or pace or pattern that it introduces into human affairs.

In other words, the “message” of a medium is the socio-cultural impact that corresponds to its format and function, “the structural changes in human outlook” and “the psychic and social consequences”7 that result from its reality-formative influence on the spacing, timing, pacing and patterning of individual human experiencing and of collective human interaction, thus shaping our socio-psychological, political, economic and environmental patterns of self↔world interrelationship. In accord with its function, each medium’s message correspondingly formats (McLuhan sometimes said “massages”) the attention, perceptions, experiencing, behavior and interrelationships of all concerned, and the collective socio-cultural consequences of such formatting are widely evident. For example,  
· the message/massage of the automobile is, among many other things, its hastening of our lifestyles (in contrast to horse-and-buggy lifestyles), and the formats of suburban sprawl and roadside strip malls;

· the message/massage of the household plumbing systems that replace village and neighborhood wells in modernizing cultures is the consequent elimination of the community’s daily gathering at the wells, and the corresponding atomization (a.k.a. as “detribalization”) of its social structure; 

· the message/massage of nuclear weaponry is the reformatting of warfare, first from hot to so-called “cold” warfare, and eventually to the atomized terrorism that has replaced the pre-nuclear format of collective warfare on a global scale;

· the message/massage of the Internet is the establishment and social networking among global online communities of shared concern, and the emergence of global democracy, for reasons reviewed in Addendum Eight, “Our Future as Planetary Conscious Evolutionaries ,” p. 97.

A medium’s message is far more formative of our perceiving and our patterns of being, having and doing – and thus reality-formative – than is the meaning conveyed by its content, whether the content be philosophy, politics, pornography or whatever. This is because the social-structuring function of a medium’s format correspondingly formats the outlook, lifestyle and behavior of those who are in the medium’s thrall, as is evident, for instance, in the contrast of the automobile-driven lifestyles of most U.S. Americans with the horse-and-buggy-driven lifestyles of the nation’s Amish subculture. While the content of both automobile and buggy is the same – the people and stuff that they transport – the Amish know that the worldview which informs their cultural perspective on people and stuff could not prevail if they abandoned their reality-formative horse-drawn-buggy-and-trailer culture for the surrounding automotive culture that elsewhere prevails. 
In other words, a medium’s technological impact is transformatively overhauling of its socio-cultural milieu, while the impact of its content is at most reformative of a mere attentional tune-up. Thus, for example, is the technology of television far more transformative of individual and family lifestyles than are any of the value-messages embodied in its content. The commanding “message” of the television medium, no matter what content one is attending to (news, drama, situation comedies, reality shows, talent contests), is the reality-formative changes of its viewers’ family patterns, recreational life, social activities, sleeping schedules (to watch late night TV), and the way they spend their time and money (in response to the punctuated onslaught of TV commercials), etc. 
Every other medium is likewise far more commanding of it viewers’ experiencing than is any content it may convey. For example, the nonverbal communication known as “body language” is a message of expressed self-I-dentification that tends to override the meaning of the linguistic content of one’s spoken language, as acknowledged a century before McLuhan’s time in Ralph Waldo Emerson’s assertion:8
What you are stands over you the while, and thunders so that I cannot hear what you say to the contrary

The message of every medium’s perceptual makeover and behavioral command, both individually and collectively, speaks more loudly than does its content, which is why the meaning of whatever one may say is less commanding than is the manner of one’s saying it – unless, of course, the two are congruent. And in any event, other folks tend to be just as hard of hearing what we have to say as we are hard of seeing (from their viewpoint) the way that we are saying it and the perspective from which we say it.

Since the mode of linguistic communication is as well far more commanding of our perception than a language’s content, the fragmentive alphabetic structuring of phonetic literacy harbors and conveys a prevailing segregative perspective overall, no matter how holistic may be the perspective of the content that it conveys. This is in stark contrast to pictographic and ideographic languages composed of meaningful images rather than of meaningless letters, and which by their imagic nature are more inclusively holistic to begin with.9 Phonetically conditioned cultures are thus far more inclined to a segregative worldview than are cultures whose language is formatted in graphic images. The contrasting mindsets that respectively correspond to phonetic and imagic languages embody and project profoundly different ways of perceiving, being, having and doing for the socities that they respectively format. 

Accordingly, the mindsets and cultures of populations that are beholden to imagic languages tend to be synergistic, organic and integrative, while phonetically beholden mindsets and cultures are correspondingly linear, mechanistic, and segregative. While imagically formatted cultures are biased toward unitive synthesis, phonetically formatted cultures are biased toward divisive atomization.
One of the most succinct understandings of the medium = message equation is conveyed in Robert Butler’s statement:10

The problem with nuclear weapons is nuclear weapons. 

Butler’s insight became instantly apparent to J. Robert Oppenheimer who, as scientific director of the Manhattan Project that pioneered the initial development of nuclear technology, is remembered by many as the "father of the atomic bomb." As Oppenheimer observed the first detonation of a nuclear weapon in early summer, 1945, he recalled a passage from the Bhagavad Gita:11
Now, I am become Death, the destroyer of worlds. 

Just as a picture is worth a thousand words, so is an experience worth a thousand pictures. Thus the live viewing of a nuclear explosion is far more impactful on one’s consciousness than is reading or being told about it, or than is viewing a series of still photographs thereof, or a film or video thereof. Oppenheimers’s on-site viewing experience significantly altered his comprehension of warfare, as he further observed in 1946:12

It did not take atom weapons to make war terrible…. It did not take atomic weapons to make man want peace, a peace that would last. But the atomic bomb was the turn of the screw. It has made the prospect of future war unendurable. It has led us up those last few steps to the mountain pass; and beyond there is a different country.

Someone else (Albert Einstein?) was likewise peering into that different country’s “message” with the assertion that13

I don't know what kind of weapons will be used in the third world war, assuming there will be a third world war. But I can tell you what the fourth world war will be fought with – stone clubs.
Given the contrasting impacts of words and moving pictures, had radio not been succeeded by television its coverage of events over the past half century could not have had nearly the dramatic impact on our worldview that its visual successor has had. This is because the visual format of television has far more influence over the content of its spoken words than vice versa. Were this not so, television programming would have continued to be as linearly formatted as were the sequential story lines of the old movies that provided much of its initial content.

Furthermore, given that the “message” of television’s multisensory audio-visual format is far more dramatic than the single-sensory format of radio, TV’s advent necessitated a complete makeover of radio’s format. Since radio-mediated drama is not nearly as compelling of our attention as is televised drama, radio had to cease the dramatic programming that was abandoned by millions of people formerly had formerly listened for several hours each week, as they gravitated to TV’s far more dramatic format. When it became impossible for radio to continue selling soap operatically – nor either via quiz shows, talent shows, and situation comedy – given TV’s added visual component of dramatic presentation, radio’s format became primarily musical, preachy, and chatty. TV also reformatted many comedians’ delivery from their former narrative style to their current stand-up style. 
Perhaps most significantly of all, television reformatted our attention span, as evidenced in its effect on the production of movies. Unlike the pre-television format of movies in which long segments of fixed viewpoint from a stationary camera angle and distance were common, television is formatted in short sight-bites, as its physical viewpoint changes every few seconds. Today’s movies are accordingly far more TV-like in this regard than they were fifty years ago. 

In the educational world, teachers who continue to rely on didactic methods of instruction that are most fully represented in lecture methodology  complain about their students’ short attention spans, are failing to comprehend that the long attention spans of earlier generations have not survived TV’s natural selection of our ability to process many points of view in rapid succession.
Immediately upon my own comprehension of the principle of medium-as-message, I recognized that the message of my lecturing as an educator was far more formative of my students’ responsiveness than was the message of my lectures’ content. To be specific, I instantly recognized the futility of instructing students on democratic principles via the conventional classroom format. Given on one hand a medium’s corresponding reality-formative message, and given on the other hand our common tendency to do what others do rather than what they say – another Emersonian example of how the medium of our body’s language is the primary message that one conveys – I realized that the reality-formative influence of the conventional college classroom was the antithesis of democracy, the content of whose principles cannot be effectively taught in the context of a non-democratic medium.

In other words, I realized that my students’ worldviews were being formed far more by the authoritarian format of my lecture-driven classroom than by the democratic content of my lectures. And since, like everyone else, students learn most effectively from what they experience rather than from what they are told, exposing them to ideas of democracy in the context of an authoritarian learning experience favors their assimilation of their experience of authoritarianism in the absence of experienced democracy. Perhaps nowhere is the built-in self-contradiction of authoritarian pedagogy more evident than in the discrepancy inherent in our allowance of teachers to use “lecture notes” while condemning students’ similar practice as using “cheat sheets.” 

It therefore was no wonder to me that students of that time were yearning to “do their own thing,” having grown up in the authoritarian structure that we call “schooling,” whose experiential message is to don’t one’s own thing.

Supported by both McLuhan’s and Peter Drucker’s insights (see p. 8), I immediately reconfigured my instructional approach to replace one-way transmission of content via lecturing with dialogic exchange in which my students and I learned together from each others’ diverse perspectives on the subject matter presently at hand, and often arriving at a perspective that was somewhat different from what any of us had begun with, myself included. Rather than lecture at and to my students, I folded my own perspectives into our shared dialog at those points where my offering became relevant.

I have ever since consistently endeavored to facilitate democratic learning experiences rather than authoritarian teaching formats. Nonetheless, today’s students continue to be taught democratic principles in authoritarian classrooms, and the authoritarianism thus caught is far more formative of their worldview and behavior than are the democratic principles they are formally being taut. (A deliberate play on words, not a misprint.)

This realization served me especially well when I subsequently “specialized” in the more holistic perspectives of environmental education. (For the ultimate futility of specializing in holism see Addendum Five, “Gestalt Ecology: How We Create Our Space”, p. 79.) As an environmental educator, I recognized that whatever people are able to learn about their natural environment is dependent more on the reality-formative influence of their immediate learning environment than on the natural environment itself, from which their built environment segregates them. 

Learning about is segregative, learning with is integrative. I accordingly based my dialogic approach on the integrative proposition that you (i.e., the student) are yourself the most immediate environment over whose reality-forming impact you have the greatest command. Mindfully examining one’s own immediate self↔world interrelationship, even while one is within the built environment of classroom education, is the starting point for truly relevant environmentally-based education, because changing one’s own relationship to one’s environment is the only effective way to change one’s environment accordingly.

Having realized this environmental perspective, my mission was to environmentalize the educational process by complementing single-discipline instructional environments that are departmentally structured for segregative teaching with trans-disciplinary learning environments that are structured for the integrative enlightenment of all concerned. My implementation of this environmentalizing mission, which is detailed in Addendum Three, “Lamps to be Lighted,” p. 72, also moved me to write a book entitled You Are An Environment: Teaching/Learning Environmental Values, 10,000 copies of which fairly saturated the newly emerging field of environmental educators.14
The concept of medium-as-message was perceived to be so innovative that one of McLuhan’s editors noted in dismay that three quarters of the material in Understanding Media was new, while a successful book cannot be more than ten percent new. Nonetheless, the book was so immediately successful that McLuhan became one of the most sought-after public speakers of his day. 

McLuhan’s genius was his reduction to a five-word equation a principle that has been variously observed since antiquity, and perhaps never otherwise so precisely as in Buddha’s assertion:

You cannot travel the path until you are the path.

Winston Churchill, in being faithful to his political conservatism, likewise acknowledged the power of a medium’s reality-formative message when he insisted in 1945 that the war-torn House of Commons be precisely restored to its pre-war form, lest British parliamentary tradition be compromised: 
We shape our dwellings, and then our dwellings shape us.
The self-I-dentifying impact of a medium as its own reality-formative message was likewise implicit in philosopher Georg W. F. Hegel’s pronouncement, 

Man, insofar as he acts on nature to change it, changes his own nature.

Hegel thereby presaged a foundational principal of integrative worldviewing, which is that every relationship is an interrelationship. (See also p. 66.)

Physicist Max Planck similarly asserted that

Science cannot solve the ultimate mystery of nature. And that is because, in the last analysis, we ourselves are part of the mystery that we are trying to solve.
In other words, as every Gnostic, mystical and other comprehensive paradigm maintains, we are ultimately inseparable from our self-extensions. This includes our perceptual, conceptual, and ideological projections as well, as acknowledged in cosmological terms by astrophysicist Sir Arthur Eddington:

We have found a strange foot-print on the shores of the unknown. We have devised profound theories, one after another, to account for its origin. At last, we have succeeded in reconstructing the creature that made the foot-print. And lo! It is our own.
Cosmologist John Archibald Wheeler similarly observed the evidence of our own reality-formative participation in whatever we observe:

We had this old idea, that there was a universe out there, and here is man, the observer, safely protected from the universe by a six-inch slab of plate glass. Now we learn from the quantum world that even to observe so miniscule an object as an electron we have to shatter that plate glass; we have to reach in there. . . . So the old word observer simply has to be crossed off the books, and we must put in the new word participator. In this way we’ve come to realize that the universe is a participatory universe.
Poet William Blake came close to articulating the medium-as-message principle when he proclaimed, 

We become what we behold.

More precisely said, “we become as we behold,” because it is the how of our beholding that determines the perceived reality of what is beheld. Our perceived reality is the only reality that one can know, and the way we behold reality forms our perception of it far more than do the objects (i.e., the content) of our beholding. 

To state the medium↔message equation more generally, the context from which our beholding is projected ideologically, or with which we project it technologically, is far more reality-formative of our worldview than is the content which thereby becomes contextually enfolded.. The reality-formative influence of our contextual frame of reference prescribes both what is perceived and how it is perceived. This is why, although we don’t always see what we are looking for (content), we do always see what we are looking from (our various contextualizing frames of reference) and what we are looking through (the lenses of our numerous technologically framed “messages”).
Shorter yet (and even one word shorter than McLuhan’s equation): context always trumps content. 

Furthermore, new ways of perceiving content emerge only after one’s perceptual context has changed. This is why new information so often fails to change one’s way of perceiving things, while a change in one’s environment always modifies one’s perception. Perception is changed far more by active experiencing with, than by passive experiences of. It is thus that one of history’s greatest perceptual makeovers occurred only after our planet had been circumnavigated by ocean-bound explorers and traders, which recontextualized our former perception of flat-Earth two-dimensionality into spherical globality. 

The principal of reality-formative interrelationship between content and context is largely lost on the educational establishment, which is predicated on the proposition that behavior can be altered by the introduction of new information. Yet new information tends to become relevant only when it accompanies a change in one’s experiential environment, which was my underlying rational for environmentalizing education via the establishment of democratized learning environments that facilitate assimilation of knowledge, in place of authoritarian information-transmission environments that prepare students to subsequently regurgitate what they have been told. 

It also was Max Planck who acknowledged the persistence of modern science’s long-established segregative worldview when he noted that “science progresses funeral by funeral.” Outmoded worldviews die hard, as evidenced in our continued assumption of long-established provincial outlooks in spite of the emerging context of a planetary socio-cultural reality that is hourly becoming more globalized via the message of digital media formats, a matter that is addressed in the conclusion of this addendum at p. 68. And No less than scientists tend to do, most other placeholders of an established worldview likewise cease to hold it in place only when they themselves have deceased.

In any event, whether by perceptual makeover or by old age turnover the emerging context of forthcoming integrative worldviewing will eventually incorporate and succeed the segregative worldviewing of the present that is provincially beholden to geographical locality, cultural exclusivity, and ideological insularity – unless, of course, our civilization undergoes one or more of the hyper-calamitous world-wide upheavals that today’s numerous purveyors of apocalyptic scenarios would have us buy into. 

As for one’s own behaviorally self-extended expression, as distinct from the content of one’s verbal expression, from the perspective of what one’s self calls “here” it is always difficult to notice in ourselves what others see in us from “there.” This is because, as St. Augustine observed of one’s manner being its own primary message, whatever one may say to the contrary,

The thing we are looking for is the thing we are looking with.

It is with this understanding of one’s embodiment of oneself as one’s own primary message that a former Dalai Lama further inquired of a monk who asked, “Who am I”:

 Who is it that asks?

Nor was the Dalai Lama unique in this regard. When fourteenth-century Zen master Bassui Toshuko, who taught that “seeing one’s own nature is Buddhahood,” was asked how seeing into one’s own nature is accomplished, replied15

Now! Who is asking? 

Similar enlightenment concerning the interwoven message of the medium we call our “self” is embodied in the multi-faceted realization of Trinh T. Minh-Ha, author of Woman, Native, Other:16

I write to show myself showing people who show me my own showing. 
(I invite readers of Min-Ha’s statement to identify its embodiment of the old saw, “whenever you are pointing at another person, three fingers are pointing back at yourself.”) 

The operational conclusion to be drawn from the experiential primacy of one’s bodily medium over the content of one’s verbalized communication was stated by spiritual philosopher Ernest Holmes:17

Talk to yourself, not to the world. There is no one to talk to but yourself because all experience takes place within. Conditions are the reflections of our [assumptions] and nothing else.

As for another inquiry that correlates with the question of one’s self-I-dentification, namely, “what’s going on?” today’s understanding of this question is being dramatically transformed by the globalizing message of digital technology. This new understanding is consequent to the message of digital clocks, whose faces are devoid of anything other than the current hourly minute (i.e.,  the moment of “now”), and of digital networking that is interconnecting our species like nothing else has ever done before. Yet before we examine the reality-formative message of our digitally extended central nervous system, it is appropriate to review the previously established reality-formative messages that our digitally empowered media are presently transcending.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Their cultural medium is the message, as its worldview is communicated far less by intellectual concepts than by the social manifestations of (for the most part) unconscious cultural assimilation.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

The medium is the message, since world-views are communicated not by intellectual concepts so much as by the unconscious but tangible cultural manifestations of those concepts. To sum up the situation briefly, man conceived of the universe as a clock and structured his artifacts and society accordingly, until at present those forces in human nature which suggest that we are the message have begun to demand equal time.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

McLuhan’s most famous insight was – and still is – “the medium is the message.” This was his way of declaring that the overall structure of a medium influences the meaning of its content, and shapes the frame of reference (i.e., mindset) that determines the “right” way to be for those who employ the medium  From a paradigmatic perspective, therefore, the medium is the mindset. As Winston Churchill observed on behalf of rebuilding England’s war-torn House of Parliament exactly as it had previously been, “We shape our dwellings, and then our dwellings shape us.” And as his earlier countryman, William Blake had observed, “We become what we behold.”
The mindset of those beholden to graphic language is synergistic, organic and holistic, while the mindset of the phonetically beholden is linear, mechanical and particlized. These contrasting “messages” form profoundly different “right” ways to be,  have and do for the respective cultures that they mentally massage.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Until modern times, mass phonetic literacy was unknown, and because its consequences are culturally pervasive, they condition the illiterate's mindset as well. To the extent, therefore, that McLuhan’s assessment of phonetic literacy’s schizoid tendencies is accurate, alphabetically dependent cultures (i.e., modern Western civilization) are more inclined to a fragmented view of their world than those whose language is graphically grounded.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

The relationship between our technologies and their representative behavioral ecologies is codified in media analyst Marshall McLuhan’s quip, “the medium is the message.” In McLuhan’s parlance the word “medium” signifies any human technology, from pencils to buildings to rocket ships, and its “message” is the individual and collective behavioral consequences of its use, irrespective of the nature of its content. Thus, for instance, has television – and later, the computer screen – dramatically transformed our individual and family lifestyles regardless of the content of what we observe thereon, be it news, situation comedies, reality shows, advertising or pornography. If McLuhan were writing today, he would note that the automotive medium, the billions of cars and trucks that sustain the very economy that necessarily sustains their own production, is conveying in part the message of global warming and climate change.9+
1. Marshall McLuhan’s definitive book on the mediated techno-ecological framing of our inner reality maps and behavioral reality codes is Understanding Media: The Extensions of Man (McGraw-Hill, 1965). His perspective is briefly encapsulated at www.leaderu.com/orgs/probe/docs/mcluhan.html. The official McLuhan website, www.marshallmcluhan.com, features commentary on and from his work, with links to additionally insightful websites. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

My thesis as an environmental educator was that what people can learn about their natural environment depends more on the nature of their learning environment than on nature’s environment overall.  This thesis was born of my initial intuition of Marshall McLuhan’s aphorism, “the medium is the message,” i.e., that the message of one’s means of communication prevails over the message of one’s content.  The medium with which I then communicated was the college classroom, and the content was political science – American government.

It became instantly apparent to me that the structure – and therefore message – of the classroom is authoritarian, while only the message of my content was democratic. Since students learn what they experience, not what they are told, exposure to ideas of democracy in an authoritarian learning environment results in their assimilating the experience of authoritarianism rather than the experience of democracy.  No wonder, then, that the students of that time were yearning to “do their thing.”  They had grown up in the authoritarian structure that we call “schooling,” whose message was to don’t one’s thing.

So I set out to democratize education, beginning with my own classroom.  I soon became involved in environmental education because of my desire to environmentalize the educational process by converting environments that are structured for teaching to environments that are structured for learning.  

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

As Marshall McLuhan asserted in the mid-1960’s, the cultural ground of every human lifestyle is its underlying technostyle, the extended impact of our manufactured environments via which we transact and interact with our social and physical environments, and thus all of the dimensions that Moss enumerates. McLuhan’s most famous quip, “The medium is the message,” conveyed his discernment that the ultimate meaning of any technology is its bodily, emotional, mental and energetic impacts on any and all environments concerned, itself (via feedback) included. 

Thus our so-called “lifestyles” exist as socially formative translations of our technostyles. To the extent that one can presently discern a new technology’s eventual impact on our way of life, one may accordingly prophesy. A so-called “prophet” in this sense is one who discerns the implications of the present rather than sees the future. As McLuhan put it, “A prophet is not someone who predicts the future. Those who see what is going on today are 50 years ahead of everyone else.” [Given the present acceleration of change, however, perhaps a 10-year lead is now such prophecy’s new standard.]

McLuhan discerned in the electrically-grounded technostyles and lifestyles of his day that as a consequence of our “wiring” the entire Earth with communications technologies we were creating a “global village,” concerning which he noted that “In the electric age we wear all of [hu]mankind as our skin.” Since then, with the advent of the Internet on which each of us has access to all of us and all of us to each, we are amplifying our oneness in the metaphysical domain as well as in our physical and social dimensions. For as the poet, former Grateful Dead lyricist, and cybernaut John Perry Barlow prophesies, “With cyberspace we are, in effect, hard-wiring the collective consciousness.” 

In other words, in the digital age we think with all of humankind as our mind, in manifestation of Ralph Waldo Emerson’s proposition that “There is one mind common to all individual [persons].” Now that we are wiring our collective interbeing into the manyness and allness of our planet’s biosphere, we are going far beyond the futurist commandment of McLuhan’s day, which was to “think globally and act locally.” With planetary-minded Newer Thought we are beginning to perceive cosmically and respond globally as the foundation of our locally grounded being. Only thus may our thinking resonate beyond the parochial collective consciousness of humankind alone, and attune to the consciousness of Earths’ other creaturehood as well – and ultimately to the consciousness of lifekind overall.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

an epiphany in which McLuhan’s aphorism “the medium is the message” became cosmically clear to me as the modus operandi of what Whitehead termed “the seamless coat of the universe”.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

insofar as technologies shape human behavior in the form that follows from their function (i.e., insofar as “the medium is the message”), the long-run tendency of worldwide democratic advocacy in an Internet-mediated global information environment is to accelerate equalizing tendencies.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

If ever “the medium is the message,” so it is with the medium of my own experience. This is why, as Ralph Waldo Emerson observed, “What you are speaks so loud, I can’t hear what you say.”

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

McLuhan's most famous statement seemed germane to these questions, his proclamation that "the medium is the message." The ultimate message of any medium, McLuhan maintained, is not its content, rather it is the change in our behavior and lifestyles that is brought about by the way the medium works and what it does. The "message" of TV, therefore, rather than the content of its programs, is the individual and collective changes it introduced into the way that people spent their time and money, altered their social activities, revised their sleeping patterns, etc.
In contemplation of this relationship between medium and message, I concluded that while thinking with all of humankind as our mind, what we would think about would be our interconnectivity, and what we would think with would be a mass medium that reinforces interconnective behavior. In keeping with this conclusion, I was from the late sixties through the mid-seventies involved in the founding and development of environmental education in our country's school systems. I realized all along, however, that even though environmental education was increasing humankind's awareness of interconnectivity, the medium of schooling had an opposing tendency. The uniform thinking that schooling and other one-way mass media enforce is utterly counterproductive to the interconnectivity of independent minds.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

McLuhan’s insight, “the medium is the message,” enjoys enormous precedent in earlier observations whose content is also germane to the message of this report. I have already cited William Blake’s observation of the medium of observation itself: “We become what we behold.” Ralph Waldo Emerson likewise personalized the medium-as-message insight: “What you are speaks so loud, I cannot hear what you say.” Max Planck’s version of this insight proclaimed, “Science cannot solve the ultimate mystery of nature. And that is because, in the last analysis, we ourselves are part of the mystery that we are trying to solve.” (The further implications of this mystery had already been observed by Hegel, as if in anticipation of the uncertainty principle that was to grow out of Planck’s own science: “Man, insofar as he acts on nature to change it, changes his own nature.”) Likewise prescient of medium-as-message was Winston Churchill’s typically conservative insistence in 1945 that the war-torn House of Commons be restored to its pre-war state, lest British tradition be unduly compromised, his conservative principle being, “We shape our dwellings, and then our dwellings shape us.”
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Paradigms are transparent to the thought processes that they inform.  We become conscious of existing paradigms only in the thought atmosphere of a shift, as an emergent paradigm juxtaposes established ways of thinking with its own.  With one exception, it takes a paradigm shift to empower a paradigm sift, since an existing paradigm becomes most clearly apparent from the perspective of a contrasting paradigm.

The exception lies in persons with the rare ability to observe the collective pattern of human experience and behavior in such a way that they perceive the underlying noetic construct that sustains it.  This was especially difficult before the mid-1960’s, when our understanding of the dynamics of what we now call “paradigms,” “memes” and “mind-mapping” was initiated.  Though a basis for such understanding was then inherent in the holism of both General Semantics and General Systems Theory, these fields of inquiry were largely unknown outside highly educated circles.  Yet it was just prior to the emergence of paradigmatic sensibility when Marshall McLuhan identified a factor that has been common to all collective shifts in consciousness throughout recorded history: the introduction of a new medium of communication or production, such as fire, the wheel, the alphabet, the printing press, the mechanically powered machine, modern plumbing, radio, television and the computer.

McLuhan’s assessment was made famous in his axiomatic equation, “The medium is the message,” which acknowledges that the social impact of a medium as a whole has more profound cultural consequences than any message of its content.  Less obviously and immediately than the medium of nuclear technology, yet just as inexorably and comprehensively, the impact of any new medium alters the relationships of all concerned in ways that comparably alter our perceptions, experience and behavior.  For example, as household running water systems replace village and neighborhood wells in so-called “emerging” countries, the consequent elimination of the community’s daily gathering place completely alters its social structure.  

Today’s advent of personal computing and the Internet is now altering humankind’s social structure on a global scale.  In the non-local universality of cyberspace, the potential for community is no longer bound to considerations of locality in “hi there” space.  Communities of shared interest and intention are becoming regional and global in scope via the Internet, as formerly visible deterrents to effective communication remain relatively obscure – the physical appearance, gender, age, ethnicity, etc. of the community’s individual members.  In the relative absence of such distractions in online communications, common human concerns may now be globally focused, and those who are commonly concerned can be accordingly mobilized.  Politics as we have known them since the Renaissance will undergo radical transformation as the Machiavellian paradigm of divide and conquer finds itself increasingly hard put to hack its way into the integrity of cyberspace.

Though McLuhan’s insight qualified him as a noetic prophet, he denied any connection between such prophecy and an ability to foretell the future.  Rather, he said, “Anyone who knows what’s happening right now is 50 years ahead of everyone else.”  (It has taken less than 40 years of acceleration in the rate of change for that prophetic lead time to be cut by as much as 80 percent or more.)
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

My thesis as an environmental educator was that what people can learn about their natural environment depends more on the nature of their learning environment than on nature’s environment overall. This thesis was born of my initial intuition of Marshall McLuhan’s aphorism, “the medium is the message,” i.e., that the message of one’s means of communication prevails over the message of one’s content. The medium with which I then communicated was the college classroom, and the content was political science – American government.
It became instantly apparent to me that the structure – and therefore message – of the classroom is authoritarian, while only the message of my content was democratic. Since students learn what they experience, not what they are told, exposure to ideas of democracy in an authoritarian learning environment results in their assimilating the experience of authoritarianism rather than the experience of democracy. No wonder, then, that the students of that time were yearning to “do their thing.” They had grown up in the authoritarian structure that we call “schooling,” whose message was to don’t one’s thing.
So I set out to democratize education, beginning with my own classroom. I soon became involved in environmental education because of my desire to environmentalize the educational process by converting environments that are structured for teaching to environments that are structured for learning. 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

insofar as technologies shape human behavior in the form that follows from their function (i.e., insofar as “the medium is the message”), the long-run tendency of worldwide democratic advocacy in an Internet-mediated global information environment is to accelerate equalizing tendencies.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

The Message of Paradigmatic Mediumship

Any technology tends to create a new environment.  Script and papyrus created the social environment we think of in connection with the empires of the ancient world. The stirrup and the wheel created unique environments of enormous scope. Technological environments are not merely passive containers of people but are active processes that reshape people and other technologies alike. –Marshall McLuhan
Paradigms are transparent to the thought processes that they inform.  We become conscious of existing paradigms only in the thought atmosphere of a shift, as an emergent paradigm juxtaposes established ways of thinking with its own.  With one exception, it takes a paradigm shift to empower a paradigm sift, since an existing paradigm becomes most clearly apparent from the perspective of a contrasting paradigm.

The exception lies in persons with the rare ability to observe the collective pattern of human experience and behavior in such a way that they perceive the underlying noetic construct that sustains it.  This was especially difficult before the mid-1960’s, when our understanding of the dynamics of what we now call “paradigms,” “memes” and “mind-mapping” was initiated.  Though a basis for such understanding was then inherent in the holism of both General Semantics and General Systems Theory, these fields of inquiry were largely unknown outside highly educated circles.  Yet it was just prior to the emergence of paradigmatic sensibility when Marshall McLuhan identified a factor that has been common to all collective shifts in consciousness throughout recorded history: the introduction of a new medium of communication or production, such as fire, the wheel, the alphabet, the printing press, the mechanically powered machine, modern plumbing, radio, television and the computer.

McLuhan’s assessment was made famous in his axiomatic equation, “The medium is the message,” which acknowledges that the social impact of a medium as a whole has more profound cultural consequences than any message of its content.  Less obviously and immediately than the medium of nuclear technology, yet just as inexorably and comprehensively, the impact of any new medium alters the relationships of all concerned in ways that comparably alter our perceptions, experience and behavior.  For example, as household running water systems replace village and neighborhood wells in so-called “emerging” countries, the consequent elimination of the community’s daily gathering place completely alters its social structure.  

Today’s advent of personal computing and the Internet is now altering humankind’s social structure on a global scale.  In the non-local universality of cyberspace, the potential for community is no longer bound to considerations of locality in “hi there” space.  Communities of shared interest and intention are becoming regional and global in scope via the Internet, as formerly visible deterrents to effective communication remain relatively obscure – the physical appearance, gender, age, ethnicity, etc. of the community’s individual members.  In the relative absence of such distractions in online communications, common human concerns may now be globally focused, and those who are commonly concerned can be accordingly mobilized.  Politics as we have known them since the Renaissance will undergo radical transformation as the Machiavellian paradigm of divide and conquer finds itself increasingly hard put to hack its way into the integrity of cyberspace.

Though McLuhan’s insight qualified him as a noetic prophet, he denied any connection between such prophecy and an ability to foretell the future.  Rather, he said, “Anyone who knows what’s happening right now is 50 years ahead of everyone else.”  (It has taken less than 40 years of acceleration in the rate of change for that prophetic lead time to be cut by as much as 80 percent or more.)

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

“The medium is the message.”  I was suddenly cognizant of how any medium speaks louder than anything it conveys.*  Television’s induction of a global change in personal and collective lifestyles, for instance, has had far more impact than any of its content.  If we still had only radio, its coverage of the same content would not have had the impact on our culture that television has had.  Furthermore, the nature of television has far more influence on its content than vice versa.  Were this not true, television programming would continue to be as linear in its format as the old movies that were its initial content. 

“The medium is the message” was itself a message that changed my experience of existence.  As a college instructor teaching courses in American democracy (i.e., history and government), I now realized that my students’ thinking was being shaped by the dictatorial nature of my classroom far more than by the democratic content of my lectures.  I was so eager to return to my classroom and dialog with my students rather than dictate to them, that I quickly remitted the symptoms which warranted my hospitalization.  To this day, I learn in concert with those whom I “teach,” in honor of Nicholas Berdayev’s proclamation that “a student is not a vessel to be filled, but a lamp to be lighted.”

What I believe in defines my faith.  The mindset of my belief – the “from” which I believe – is my faith.  For instance, the apostle Paul’s mindset of zealousness continued to be the ground state of his being when he switched from opposing to championing Jesus.  He believed in Jesus from an ongoingly zealous state of mind.  Paul did not cease being zealous.  Greater than Paul’s sudden faith in Jesus was his continuing faith as zeal. Thus while many of Paul’s contemporaries also believed in Jesus, it was Paul’s zeal in so believing that gave Christianity, as an eventual religion, the formative mode of its own being.  None of Jesus’ contemporaries, alas, believed as Jesus did, which would have been a thorough metanoiac conversion.

In Paul’s role as the medium of Christianity’s initial formation as an institution, Paul’s temperment maintained its underlying message even as the content of his message was converted.  And just as zealousness had distorted Paul’s thinking about Jesus prior to conversion, his view of Jesus continued to be subject to distortion. 

The conversions I report above were changes of mind state.  Whereas Paul remained zealous as ever, converting only his focus and style of zeal, in my experiences of metanoiac conversion I ceased being dictatorial and insecure.

Paul’s conversion was a change of context, not of perceptual mode.  Zealots and other “fundamentalists” who experience a change of faith tend to hold on to their new faith as tenaciously as the old.  

Looking back at my own conversion experiences, I see clearly the role that affirmations – changes of content – played therein.  My affirmations of security, in and of themselves, guaranteed no accordant consequence.  It was my affirmative consciousness, characterized by persistent reaffirmation, that worked for me.  Metanoia, like grace and genuine luck, is the meeting of preparation with spontaneous opportunity.  Affirmations are individual acts of preparation.  Reaffirmation is the persistence of preparation.  

Say it until I know it, know it until I feel it, feel it until I am it.  This trinity has been the hallmark of affirmative consciousness for me.

______________

*McLuhan’s insights have been for me among the most profoundly practical metaphysical contributions of 20th century thought.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Perhaps the major force which sustains a spectator attitude toward the environment is the format of our communications system. Be it in classroom instruction, pulpit oratory, public assemblies, radio and TV programming, newspaper and book publishing--what have you--we are conditioned to perceive the world as an external spectacle in relation to which we are mere passive viewers and absorbers of information. Almost nowhere do our formal communications provide for our active participation in the transmission or (even more important) the creation of information.  "The medium is the message"--our communications model provides an external reality structure which reinforces our presently incomplete internalized reality structure.  And what is our internalized reality structure, our world view, but a communications model which shapes the manner in which we relate ourselves to (i.e. communicate with) our world?

The restructuring of our formal communications systems to provide for meaningful feedback would provide an external reality model capable of significantly modifying our internal one. It would enableman to perceive interrelationships precisely because it would involve him in interrelationships. The net effect could be to communicate that ours is a society and a world in which the individual citizen is actively involved in producing an effect on the whole.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

I was in the hospital with a tentative diagnosis of leukemia. Having no desire to consciously entertain the diagnosis, I preoccupied myself with the books I’d brought along. While reading Marshall McLuhan’s Understanding Media, I was thunderstruck by his statement, “The medium is the message.” I was suddenly cognizant of how any medium speaks louder than anything it conveys.* Television’s induction of a global change in personal and collective lifestyles, for instance, has had far more impact than any of its content. If we still had only radio, its coverage of the same content would not have had the impact on our culture that television has had. Furthermore, the nature of television has far more influence on its content than vice versa. Were this not true, television programming would continue to be as linear in its format as the old movies that were its initial content. 
“The medium is the message” was itself a message that changed my experience of existence. As a college instructor teaching courses in American democracy (i.e., history and government), I now realized that my students’ thinking was being shaped by the dictatorial nature of my classroom far more than by the democratic content of my lectures. I was so eager to return to my classroom and dialog with my students rather than dictate to them, that I quickly remitted the symptoms which warranted my hospitalization. To this day, I learn in concert with those whom I “teach,” in honor of Nicholas Berdayev’s proclamation that “a student is not a vessel to be filled, but a lamp to be lighted.”
What I believe in defines my faith. The mindset of my belief – the “from” which I believe – is my faith. For instance, the apostle Paul’s mindset of zealousness continued to be the ground state of his being when he switched from opposing to championing Jesus. He believed in Jesus from an ongoingly zealous state of mind. Paul did not cease being zealous. Greater than Paul’s sudden faith in Jesus was his continuing faith as zeal. Thus while many of Paul’s contemporaries also believed in Jesus, it was Paul’s zeal in so believing that gave Christianity, as an eventual religion, the formative mode of its own being. None of Jesus’ contemporaries, alas, believed as Jesus did, which would have been a thorough metanoiac conversion.
In Paul’s role as the medium of Christianity’s initial formation as an institution, Paul’s temperment maintained its underlying message even as the content of his message was converted. And just as zealousness had distorted Paul’s thinking about Jesus prior to conversion, his view of Jesus continued to be subject to distortion. 
The conversions I report above were changes of mind state. Whereas Paul remained zealous as ever, converting only his focus and style of zeal, in my experiences of metanoiac conversion I ceased being dictatorial and insecure.
Paul’s conversion was a change of context, not of perceptual mode. Zealots and other “fundamentalists” who experience a change of faith tend to hold on to their new faith as tenaciously as the old. 
Looking back at my own conversion experiences, I see clearly the role that affirmations – changes of content – played therein. My affirmations of security, in and of themselves, guaranteed no accordant consequence. It was my affirmative consciousness, characterized by persistent reaffirmation, that worked for me. Metanoia, like grace and genuine luck, is the meeting of preparation with spontaneous opportunity. Affirmations are individual acts of preparation. Reaffirmation is the persistence of preparation. 
Say it until I know it, know it until I feel it, feel it until I am it. This trinity has been the hallmark of affirmative consciousness for me.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

My own awakening to the deep ecology of Spirit was triggered in the 1960's by media prophet Marshall McLuhan's quip, "In the electronic age we wear all mankind as our skin." I recognized that the potentials of electronic communication were far more than skin deep, and that one day we would think with all of humankind as our mind. That is when we would cease our thinking the world to pieces, and instead think the world together.
In light of this recognition, I pondered two questions: while thinking the world together, what would we think about, and what medium would serve as the conveyance of our thoughts? McLuhan's most famous statement seemed germane to these questions, his proclamation that "the medium is the message." The ultimate message of any medium, McLuhan maintained, is not its content, rather it is the change in our behavior and lifestyles that is brought about by the way the medium works and what it does. The "message" of TV, therefore, rather than the content of its programs, is the individual and collective changes it introduced into the way that people spent their time and money, altered their social activities, revised their sleeping patterns, etc.
In contemplation of this relationship between medium and message, I concluded that while thinking with all of humankind as our mind, what we would think about would be our interconnectivity, and what we would think with would be a mass medium that reinforces interconnective behavior. In keeping with this conclusion, I was from the late sixties through the mid-seventies involved in the founding and development of environmental education in our country's school systems. I realized all along, however, that even though environmental education was increasing humankind's awareness of interconnectivity, the medium of schooling had an opposing tendency. The uniform thinking that schooling and other one-way mass media enforce is utterly counterproductive to the interconnectivity of independent minds.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

The conventional mass media of print, radio, television and schooling are structured for unidirectional transmission of specialized information from one to a targeted many. The new mass medium of the Internet is structured for omnidirectional access to desired information by each from a boundless all.
As our behavior is increasingly inquiry-driven rather than answer-driven, the old paradigm of “selling” ourselves is giving way to the new paradigm of accessing ourselves. (Our education systems are also shifting from transmission-based teaching models to access-based learning models.)
AUTHORSHIP of One-Mindedness:
The Internet AUTHORizes self-expression as no other medium has ever done. The World Wide Web is already the world’s most extensive medium of self-publication. As we feel inclined to express ourselves to the world, we do so on our websites. Accordingly, to the extent that our own piece of mind has value for others, like-minded “netizens” are drawn to it via the law of attraction.
COMMUNING in One-Mindedness:
The Internet, once accessed, is the world’s most inherently democratic institution, such that all attempts to control it seem doomed to ultimate failure. Historically, the Internet is the first “one-der” of the world, i.e., the first human invention that is generically inimical to the concept of “other.”
Websites that advocate hate and violence attract ONLY those who are already pre-disposed to hate and violence. Those seeking to rise above hate and violence are attracted toward websites that support love and positive action.
What so many people seek from participation on the Internet is community. Old-paradigm communities in hi-there space are based on geographical location and family ties. New-paradigm communities in cyberspace are based on shared intention. Already, albeit with alternating fits and starts in some cases, from Baghdad to Belfast the “message” of this new medium is transforming communities of diverse contention into communities of shared intention, 
As One-Mindedness takes new and more powerful forms of expression in our world, the New Thought community is empowered as never before to influence these expressions. Continued action on behalf of our cyberspace potentials is all that is required. 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

The Internet as Global Brain and One Mind
The Internet also confirms another intuition from my college days, when media guru, Marshall McLuhan, coined the term “global village” and observed that “In the electric age we wear all mankind as our skin.” Pondering McLuhan’s observation in the context of the potentials of the emergent computer technology of that time, I thought, “Yes, and we think with all of humankind as our mind.”

The increasing tendency to replace the term “mankind” with “humankind” in our discourse, as very few did in the sixties, is one evidence of the subsequent globalization of our metaphysical consciousness. The Internet is another, for it truly is a technological incarnation of the collective consciousness of our species. The Internet extends what some metaphysicians call “One-Mindedness” into an electronic global brain, perfectly exemplifying Ernest Holmes’ statement, "What exists in mind anywhere exists in mind everywhere."

When Emerson observed that “There is one mind common to all men,” he also asserted that One-Mindedness does not imply our having the same thoughts or thinking the same way. Though there be but One Mind with which we all think, Emerson championed the potential for each individual to think self-reliantly and uniquely, rather than the way that others do. 

Nowhere is the tendency of One-Mindedness to express uniquely in each one of us more evident than on the Internet. And nowhere else is there a greater opportunity for humankind to awaken to the nature and power of our metaphysical One-Mindedness.

Marshall McLuhan was also famous for his aphorism, “The Medium is the Message.” By this he meant that the collective behavioral consequences of a new medium are far more representative of its influence than the medium’s content. Television, for instance, transformed individual and family lifestyles, regardless of what people watched on their TV’s. And so it is with the Internet. Whether its content be philosophy, politics or pornography, as a species we interact more one-mindedly on the Internet than on any other medium. 

Paradoxically, the Internet is at once the most collective institution human beings have ever developed, and at the same time the most democratic institution that we have yet devised. Thus the “message” of the Internet is true democracy.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

THE THING ITSELF:

Like the Internet itself, UCWSN is a remarkable demonstration of a fundamental metaphysical principle: “The medium is the message.”  (This principle was first articulated by Marshall McLuhan in his 1965 book, Understanding Media: The Extensions of Man.)

· The word ”medium” indicates any extension (i.e., externalization) of a human function or capacity into an artifact or technological form. 

· The word “message” indicates the patterns of human interaction that are effected by the medium’s use.  (The “message” of the automobile, for instance, is mass travel.)

Religious Scientists are already quite familiar with this medium-message principle, via Ernest Holmes’ understanding of the relationship between the ultimate medium, Universal Intelligence, and its ultimate message, One-Mindedness - a single mind which, though common to every thinker, empowers an enormous diversity of thought and ways of thinking. 

The medium called “Internet,” a technological externalization of our central nervous system, effects new patterns of one-mindedness.  The Internet functions as a digital brain whose “message” is omni-directional mass communication - a planetary group mind for the entire human species.

All prior mass communication has been preponderantly one-directional, and heretofore our only omni-directional mass communication system has been internal: the central nervous system.  The sense of separation inherent in those former circumstances is no longer sustainable.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Interconnectivity: A Medium As Its Message
My own awakening to the deep ecology of Spirit was triggered in the 1960's by media prophet Marshall McLuhan's quip, "In the electronic age we wear all mankind as our skin." I recognized that the potentials of electronic communication were far more than skin deep, and that one day we would think with all of humankind as our mind. That is when we would cease our thinking the world to pieces, and instead think the world together.
In light of this recognition, I pondered two questions: while thinking the world together, what would we think about, and what medium would serve as the conveyance of our thoughts? McLuhan's most famous statement seemed germane to these questions, his proclamation that "the medium is the message." The ultimate message of any medium, McLuhan maintained, is not its content, rather it is the change in our behavior and lifestyles that is brought about by the way the medium works and what it does. The "message" of TV, therefore, rather than the content of its programs, is the individual and collective changes it introduced into the way that people spent their time and money, altered their social activities, revised their sleeping patterns, etc.
In contemplation of this relationship between medium and message, I concluded that while thinking with all of humankind as our mind, what we would think about would be our interconnectivity, and what we would think with would be a mass medium that reinforces interconnective behavior. In keeping with this conclusion, I was from the late sixties through the mid-seventies involved in the founding and development of environmental education in our country's school systems. I realized all along, however, that even though environmental education was increasing humankind's awareness of interconnectivity, the medium of schooling had an opposing tendency. The uniform thinking that schooling and other one-way mass media enforce is utterly counterproductive to the interconnectivity of independent minds.
Creative Mutual Interaction – Robert John Russell, Cosmology From Alpha to Omega: The Creative Mutual Interaction of Theology and Science (Minneapolis,: Fortress Press, 2008). “A dream worth loving, a reality worth building,” p. 1.
In so many words, therefore, reality’s causal dynamism invisibly resides between and among the multiplicities of manifest effect that we call its contingent “parts.”  This omni-interrelational cosmic matrix is not only at the heart of all that matters, it is the heart of all that matters. How its omni-interrelationality is locally embodied within and as our own wholeness of being is fathomed in an intuition of its experiential immediacy reported on p. 15. Re-reading that report just now will tend to further illumine your comprehension and appreciation of our experiential interweaving of universally omni-mutual inter-co-operative whole-beingness.

Earth’s evolutionary hierarchy similarly consists of embedded holons. The term “holon” was coined at almost the same time as was the term “paradigm shift”, to designate an integrated system, such as the human body, that functions in alignment with the sub-systems that comprise it, as well as with the larger ecological systems within which it is in turn embedded. Another example of a holon is the human nervous system, which embeds trillions of smaller whole systems known as cells, and with which the nervous system holonically integrates all of the human body’s other embedded subsystems. And even as the human body is holonically embedded within the ecology of the planet, the planet is likewise a holon embedded within the solar system, and so on. 

SLIDE #12: Holonic collaboration appears at bottom of screen (15 seconds)
In other words, the universe is a singular system of holonic collaboration, a state of universal grace in which the resolution of the discord in lesser holons by greater ones has been characterized by scientist Herbert Morowitz as local pain being forever reconciled to cosmic joy.

Our planet’s cosmic joy of holonic collaboration is presently reconciling the partisan dynamics of our human systems with the co-operative dynamics of Earth’s natural systems. We recently witnessed our planet’s natural collaboration when a seismic shift in the Indian Ocean floor triggered a tsunami that impacted all other natural systems, which according to a televised report was inclusive of a measurable change in the rate of Earth’s spin and orbital speed, and a corresponding alteration of its orbital trajectory. The tsunami’s impact also triggered a brief collaboration of human systems on a planetary scale, a world-wide relief effort that includes the eventual global placement of floating electronic sensing systems that will forewarn of approaching tsunamis in the future. This global establishment of yet another future-altering technological system is further evidence of how our planet – through us and as us – is becoming conscious of the way it works and mindfully self-directive of its further evolution.

When assessing our partisan human systems from the perspective of the holonic collaboration of natural systems, we see how fragmented our partisan systems are in contrast to the collaborative neurological integration of our bodies, ecological integration of our planet, and cosmic integration of the universe. Human systems, be they social, economic, political, or technological, tend to be anti-holonic, and often to the extent that they don’t even co-operate with one another. Worst of all, they are also grossly out of synch with the most vitally co-operative natural system on the planet, the kindom of all that lives.

SLIDE #13: Releasing the partisan paradigm appears at bottom of screen (15 seconds)
Our human systems have thus far been devised from the perspective of the waning partisan paradigm, which conditions us to perceive our planet’s primary purpose as that of providing for our exclusive material benefit, while all other living species are either exploitable or expendable. It is thus that our human systems represent a threat to the kindom of all that lives. Yet because we ourselves are holonically embedded within this living kindom, our anti-holonic partisan consciousness is a threat to ourselves as well. We therefore need not seek for whom our disrespect of Earth’s living kindom tolls, because it also takes its toll on us. This is how we have become our own worst enemies, and is why we must now forgivingly release the partisan paradigm.

SLIDE #14: Embracing the holonic paradigm appears at bottom of screen (15 seconds)
As conscious evolutionaries of the aborning holonic paradigm, our role in Earth’s evolutionary agenda is to be the custodians of lifekind rather than likekind’s nemesis. As the only species that is capable of mindfully knowing and relating to the kindom of all that lives, such mindfulness is essential to our collaborative wielding of evolutionary power as Earth’s fifth geological force. 

Accordingly, at September’s conference on “Piecing Together a Better World”, over 2,000 people will embrace the aborning holonic paradigm by discerning how our diversity of initiatives for well-being, peace, and environmental integrity may be collaboratively aligned. 

The universe of all these parts within parts, or wholes within wholes, reminds us of nesting boxes or of the Chinese or Russian dolls of various sizes that fit inside one another. The philosopher scientist Arthur Koestler suggested we call each whole thing within nature a holon -- a whole made of its own parts, yet itself part of a larger whole. A universe of such holons within holons is, then a holarchy -- in Greek, a source of wholes -- one original whole that formed ever more complicated smaller wholes within itself, some becoming holarchies themselves. We will use this image and the terms holon and holarchy throughout this book to show the embeddedness of natural entities. Our own solar system, with its Sun-star nucleus surrounded by planets, Moons, asteroids, comets, and space dust, is a holon within the larger holon of our galaxy. It was born of the scattered gases and stardust of an older star that became a supernova exploding about five billion years ago, maybe even more than one of them. The Earth is still so radioactive from this explosion that its core is kept hot by continuing nuclear reactions, and many atoms all over its surface -- in rocks and trees and even in our own bodies – Elizabet Sahtouris, “Earthdance: Living Systems in Evolution””
For example, except for so-called “inert elements” such as argon, a gas whose atoms do not bond molecularly with other elements, most atoms participate in larger molecular multiplexes even as they simultaneously host within them smaller sub-atomic multiplexes as well, as for instance the multiplex of protons, neutrons, and electrons, the first two of which are in turn host to three quarks. And even inert atoms integrally participate in larger multiplexes such as, in the case of argon, Earth’s atmosphere. 

From a holonic perspective, therefore, within the frame of reference called “field theory” the totality of reality-at-large is perceived as an overall field of subfields within subfields, while within the reference frame called “systems theory” the totality of reality-at-large is perceived as an overall system of subsystems within subsystems. (See Addendum X, p. xxx for an illustration of the multiplexed field dynamics of the element argon in both space and time.)

From a radiarchical holonic perspective, therefore, reality is not the fixed architectural construct that the perspective of hierarchical linearity suggests, as for example in a compartmentalized multiplex of nested Russian dolls. Rather, reality is ongoingly developmental as it emerges fluidly and organically from the confluent interrelationships of its lesser and greater holonic multiplexes of space, time, energy, motion and matter, whose co-extensive interactivity is yet again analogous to that of overlapping waves in a pond. In both function and form alike, therefore, the five-fold process of reality’s unfoldment as space, time, energy, motion and matter (STEMM) is governed by universal principles of order and organization that establish and maintain the synchronous and co-operational dynamics of these five multiplexed constituencies. 

The acronym for reality’s five constituencies suggests that holons may also be characterized (with tongue in cheek intended) as radially interactive STEMM cells. Furthermore, STEMM is not only the acronym for reality’s fundamental components, it is likewise the acronym for the operational nature of reality as we experience it: subjective, temporary, emergent, mercurial and mutable.

· Subjective – our experience of reality is inextricably bound to our observer-participative bias, and is influenced as well by the observer-participative biases of others.
· Temporary – all that is real in our experience comes to pass, except for the principles that govern its passage.
· Emergent – reality in our experience thereof unfolds from the confluent interactions of its constituent subfields.
· Mercurial – reality as we experience it is a set of liquid conditions that we perceive as being a solid set of facts.12
· Mutable – reality as we experience it is subject to constant change.
From partisan consciousness to co-operator consciousness, from partisan systems to co-operative systems. The cosmos is a holonically integral hierarchy of energy fields within energy fields within energy fields, which contain formations of matter within formations of matter within formations of matter that self-organize themselves as microsystems within minisystems within macrosystems. So well integrated that “When we try to pick out anything by itself, we find it hitched to everything else in the universe” (naturalist John Muir) and “Thou canst not pluck a flower without the trembling of a star” (poet Francis Thompson).Insofar as we take any part of lifekind into our hands, we holonically take our own life into our hands along with it. Holonic systems tend to repair themselves by eliminating the course of their dysfunction. We either make a holonic paradigm shift, or we get a holonic paradigm shaft. As a globally anti-holonic species we are subject to a planetary colonic. In the holonic ballpark of of planetary life support, it is nature that bats last, not ourselves. We need not seek, therefore, for whom our anti-holonic disrespect of our planetary homestead tolls, it takes its toll on us.
From partisan consciousness to co-operator consciousness, from partisan systems to co-operative systems. The cosmos is a holonically integral hierarchy of energy fields within energy fields within energy fields, which contain formations of matter within formations of matter within formations of matter that self-organize themselves as microsystems within minisystems within macrosystems. So well integrated that “When we try to pick out anything by itself, we find it hitched to everything else in the universe” (naturalist John Muir) and “Thou canst not pluck a flower without the trembling of a star” (poet Francis Thompson).Insofar as we take any part of lifekind into our hands, we holonically take our own life into our hands along with it. Holonic systems tend to repair themselves by eliminating the course of their dysfunction. We either make a holonic paradigm shift, or we get a holonic paradigm shaft. As a globally anti-holonic species we are subject to a planetary colonic. In the holonic ballpark of of planetary life support, it is nature that bats last, not ourselves. We need not seek, therefore, for whom our anti-holonic disrespect of our planetary homestead tolls, it takes its toll on us.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

In so many words, therefore, reality’s causal dynamism invisibly resides between and among the multiplicities of manifest effect that we call its contingent “parts.”  This omni-interrelational cosmic matrix is not only at the heart of all that matters, it is the heart of all that matters. How its omni-interrelationality is locally embodied within and as our own wholeness of being is fathomed in an intuition of its experiential immediacy reported on p. 15. Re-reading that report just now will tend to further illumine your comprehension and appreciation of our experiential interweaving of universally omni-mutual inter-co-operative whole-beingness.

The universe of all these parts within parts, or wholes within wholes, reminds us of nesting boxes or of the Chinese or Russian dolls of various sizes that fit inside one another. The philosopher scientist Arthur Koestler suggested we call each whole thing within nature a holon -- a whole made of its own parts, yet itself part of a larger whole. A universe of such holons within holons is, then a holarchy -- in Greek, a source of wholes -- one original whole that formed ever more complicated smaller wholes within itself, some becoming holarchies themselves. We will use this image and the terms holon and holarchy throughout this book to show the embeddedness of natural entities. Our own solar system, with its Sun-star nucleus surrounded by planets, Moons, asteroids,comets, and space dust, is a holon within the larger holon of our galaxy. It was born of the scattered gases and stardust of an older star that became a supernova exploding about five billion years ago, maybe even more than one of them. The Earth is still so radioactive from this explosion that its core is kept hot by continuing nuclear reactions, and many atoms all over its surface -- in rocks and trees and even in our own bodies – Elizabet Sahtouris, “Earthdance: Living Systems in Evolution””
For example, except for so-called “inert elements” such as argon, a gas whose atoms do not bond molecularly with other elements, most atoms participate in larger molecular multiplexes even as they simultaneously host within them smaller sub-atomic multiplexes as well, as for instance the multiplex of protons, neutrons, and electrons, the first two of which are in turn host to three quarks. And even inert atoms integrally participate in larger multiplexes such as, in the case of argon, Earth’s atmosphere. 

From a holonic perspective, therefore, within the frame of reference called “field theory” the totality of reality-at-large is perceived as an overall field of subfields within subfields, while within the reference frame called “systems theory” the totality of reality-at-large is perceived as an overall system of subsystems within subsystems. (See Addendum X, p. xxx for an illustration of the multiplexed field dynamics of the element argon in both space and time.)

From a radiarchical holonic perspective, therefore, reality is not the fixed architectural construct that the perspective of hierarchical linearity suggests, as for example in a compartmentalized multiplex of nested Russian dolls. Rather, reality is ongoingly developmental as it emerges fluidly and organically from the confluent interrelationships of its lesser and greater holonic multiplexes of space, time, energy, motion and matter, whose co-extensive interactivity is yet again analogous to that of overlapping waves in a pond. In both function and form alike, therefore, the five-fold process of reality’s unfoldment as space, time, energy, motion and matter (STEMM) is governed by universal principles of order and organization that establish and maintain the synchronous and co-operational dynamics of these five multiplexed constituencies. 

My introduction to unified field theory came at the age of five, when I recognized that the overlapping and mutually accommodating waves radiating in outward circularity from the movements of numerous waterbugs on the surface of a creek was somehow representative of the common unity of all things. The experience was somewhat like that described in the poem, below, entitled “The Child, Seeing.”
The scientific premise of all unified field theory was stated by Albert Einstein:
Matter which we perceive is merely nothing but a great concentration of energy in very small regions. We may therefore regard matter as being constituted by the regions of space in which the field is extremely intense. . . . There is no place in this new kind of physics both for the field and matter for the field is the only reality. –Albert Einstein
Einstein’s assertion that “the field is the only reality” has been corroborated as follows by astrophysicist Freeman Dyson: 
The picture of the world that we have reached is the following. Some ten or twenty qualitatively different quantum fields exist. Each fills the whole of space and has its own particular properties. There is nothing else except these fields; the whole of the material universe is built of them. Between various pairs of fields there are various kinds of interaction. Each field manifests itself as an elementary particle. The particles of a given type are always completely identical and indistinguishable. The number of particles of a given type is not fixed, for particles are constantly being created or annihilated or transmuted into one another. The properties of the interactions determine the rules of creation and transmutation of particles.
Even to a hardened theoretical physicist it remains perpetually astounding that our solid world of trees and stones can be built of quantum fields and nothing else. The quantum fields seem far too fluid and insubstantial to be the basic stuff of the universe. Yet we have learned gradually to accept the fact that the laws of quantum dynamics impose their own peculiar rigidity upon the fields they govern, a rigidity which is alien to our intuitive conceptions but which nonetheless effectively holds the earth in place.
In its quantum aspect overall, reality is a single and unified universal field that is comprised of numerous entangled subfields within subfields within subfields. This entanglement of subfields is analogous to the entangled qualities of the warm, green, salty water. Imagine a glass filled with warm, green, salty water, and notice that all of the water is warm, all of it is green, and all of it is salty. Nor is merely only some of it H2O, because all of it is hydrogen and all of it is oxygen as well. 
And so it is with the universe’s ten or twenty universal quantum fields. All of the universe is photonic (i.e. permeated with lack), all of the universe is gravitational, all of it is electromagnetic, all of it is kinetically in motion, and all of it is held together by the blended dynamics of its universal subfields of photons, electrons, protons, neutrons and other “particles” whose vibrational resonances interpenetrate one another and interect like the melding waves set in motion by the waterbugs who introduced me to this understanding of the cosmos. It may be said, therefore, that the universe – and thus universal reality-at-large as well – is in its own peculiar way like a glass of warm, green, salty water – except that its universal qualities are far more than merely three-fold!
As with everything else that “matters” in this field-like manner, both our ongoing experiencing and our individual experiences take their form within a fundamentally unified order of existence that we philosophically designate as “reality.” It is within this universal order of mutually entangled “what’s-so’s” and “so-what’s” that each of us forms his or her own immediate and individually customized experiential subfield of reality. Our experiential subfields become individually custom-tailored to each of our perspectives, and our custom-tailored experiencings of reality form each person’s experiencing uniquely, as the only reality a person can ever know. Thus is each person’s experiencing and knowing of reality different from that of all other persons. 
The “good vibrations” set in motion by waterbugs and all other things from quarks to quasars “effectively holds the earth in place” as follows:
The Child, Seeing
It was Eden that morning; the child was on earth, 
she did not know it was Eden until there on the barnhill
the curtain slipped back, the light poured forth,
and for a moment that had no seconds or minutes
she could see unfolded before her the celestial pattern
tier on tier rising, like a vast towering tree 
branching angelic, the movement up-curving,
her place assured, and around in the air
weightless as gauze, a wondrous stuff, the light that was sound,
the musical tinkle of light in a million flakes.
And she stood open to the mystery like a plant in the field,
Good burned like a beacon; whatever seemed evil
was working for good, good arched over all.
And the curtain was drawn... but the child kept on seeing.
And the child saw the stone, and knew it was good,
saw the forms swimming within in amazing sequence,
knew the sky with its planets and stars was inside it –
the planes of crystal, the hidden prisms:
fire and sun, the blue and the green,
the atom of granite, the garnet eye.
And the child saw the plant, and knew it was good,
saw the sun running up the stalk,
saw the flower-shapes rolled up like flags in the bud, 
the stem's cool green tunnels, luminous tubings
walled in lucite, fitted in amber and emerald.
And the child saw the tree, and knew it was good,
the green universe with cities of leaves on its branches,
the roots in the sky and the roots in the earth,
the trunk a marvelous column of armies,
of secret comings and goings,
of fragrant interior rivers, 
a green print of life that only the child could read.
And the trapdoor opened, the key in the lock turned,
the grinding and creak of the bark, the cortex door:
and she looked inside at invisible greenness, 
green exploding with stars, edging with auras 
the tremendous hallways, the exquisite networks; 
saw the commerce along the quicksilver channels,
the pulleys of bright ropes that checked and that balanced.
And the child saw the fruit, and knew it was good,
saw the seed in the center, the diminutive kingdom;
perfect cradle of newness – and tightly drawn over,
coverlet of apple skin, or peach fleece or apricot quilt,
plum peel of violet or pear sheeted in jade –
and always inside it
that small world of seed before waters divided,
each pip in its polished case like an Indian child in its basket,
like a small rabbit in a sod hollow,
like the seeing eye in the socket –
the cipher shape that contains within it all numbers,
the unlimited limits, the circled expansion.
And the child saw the world, and knew it was good.
Twenty years later, in a spate of full daylight,
the vision returned, an exact duplication.
It remained but a moment. The child kept on seeing.
-Harvena Richter
Each thing in the universe is in resonant interrelationship with all other things in the universe. 
[Interbeing, etc.]
Life exists to experience itself.
The purpose of life is a life of purpose whose purpose is life itself. 
Every Little Cell – Oh, How Lucky I Am
The word “exist” signifies living that stands out rather than hides out. The more we allow the uniqueness of our being to flourish by standing out, the greater is our experience of being alive. The more we disallow the uniqueness of our being to flourish by hiding out, the more diminished is our experience of being alive. 
Standing out is maximized by showing off. Standing out is minimized by not showing up. Standing out is optimized by hiding in plain sight. Tao is the way of optimization (nothing is out of alignment) rather than the way of maximization (excess) or minimization (lack). Where there is neither excess nor lack, there is an optimum experience of being alive. 
The word “experience” signifies trying out rather than holding out. To “try out” is to be complete, whereas mere “trying” is incomplete. To try something out is to make the most of it. To merely “try” something is to make the least of it. The more we try out life’s opportunities for the uniqueness of our being to stand out, the greater is our experience of having being. The more we hold out from life’s opportunities for the uniqueness of our being to stand out, the lesser is our experience of having being. Having what it takes is of value only in proportion to giving what it takes.
Therefore, when we say that “life exists to have experience” we are saying that life stands out in order to try out. 
The reason we tend to hold out is to avoid making errors. Yet making errors is vitally essential to having experience, as physician Lewis Thomas explained:
Our kind of brain is built so that it can make great numbers of errors, all the time, for this is really the way we go about the process of thinking. We get things wrong by nature, and when we get enough things wrong we make use of that information to get things right. The process is trial and error, as we say. It is in this sense that our brains differ so greatly from machines, and it is probably the recognition of this special gift of error that makes us feel so strongly that we are different from all the other animals on earth. It is hard for us to imagine anything taking place in the brain of an insect that bears any resemblance to the events in our own heads. We take it for granted that insects are little whirring machines, programmed by their genes to do this or that little insectlike thing, but we recoil from the notion that the bug is a conscious, thinking creature. We do this partly because we feel superior, and partly because we know that we could never do so reproducibly what beetles do. It could be that simple animals possess the same kind of awareness as ours, but that they are conscious of fewer items, and therefore the probability of error is greatly reduced.
If the name “Bilbo Baggins” rings a bell with you, you may also recall that he lived to have adventures. Life exists to have adventures, to make mistakes, and to recover from the mistakes we make. This was fully understood by rocket scientist Wernher von Braun, who once observed that in the process of developing rockets, “We can lick gravity, but sometimes the paperwork is overwhelming.” 
In 1943, Wernher von Braun was working on a rocket that the Germans hoped would destroy London and end the war. Producing this new rocket required new metals, new fuels, new guidance systems, new everything. Von Braun's superiors were impatient to move the project to completion. They were angered by the many changes he had sent to the factories responsible for manufacturing the rocket. "You are supposed to be the ultimate brain in this operation...do you know offhand how many last-minute changes you've made in your rocket plans...since you started two years ago?" They waved a piece of paper before von Braun. "Make a guess, Professor. How many changes have you sent to the factories?" And there the ridiculous figure was: 65,121. It was accurate. Von Braun acknowledged his 65,121 mistakes. He then estimated he would make 5,000 more before the rocket was ready. "It takes sixty-five thousand errors before you are qualified to make a rocket," he said. "Russia has made maybe thirty thousand of them by now. America hasn't made any." 
In the second half of World War II, Germany, alone, pounded her enemies with ballistic missiles; no other country had them. And when the war was over, Wernher von Braun became the "ultimate brain" in America's space program. Only a few years –and many mistakes – later, America put a man on the moon.
adapted from James A. Michener's book, Space:
As someone has observed, "He who has never made a mistake will make no discovery." And somewhere, I once read, there is an epitaph that reads "Here lies _______: no hits, no runs, no errors." The consequence of living so cautiously that I make no errors will inevitably be a life that also has no hits or runs. Errors are essential to every worthwhile success. Thus the primary difference between people who are deemed failures and people who appear successful is that successful people fail more often. Yet rather than dwelling in their last failure, they move right along through their next one. Successful people are like filmmakers in this regard: they make however many re-takes are required until there is no miss-take.
The purpose of making mistakes is to free us from our errors.
There is no sin but a mistake . . .
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Author-Realization Procedure # 1: 
In the Beginning…
The beginning is the most important part of the work.
~Plato~

If at first you don’t suck cede,

 ply, ply again.
~Play dough~

The first sentence and initial paragraph of every authorized message are for featuring your mindful announcement and/or contextualization of what your transformational message uniquely represents, rather than merely telling its readers what your messaging is about. Because you are presuming to sentence your readers to a lengthy exposition of your message, you owe them the brightest sentencing possible. Such authoritative commencement is your best assurance to your readers that as your readers digest your opening paragraph’s mindfully chosen wording, phrasing and sequencing, they thereby gain a clear understanding of your message’s what is, because you are empowering them to  comprehend the sum of it, albeit only some of it.
For example, the preceding first sentence and paragraph announces that this message’s what is supports its readers in mindfully discerning and uniquely expressing the what’s is-ing you’ve embodied therein. (Please also notice how this second paragraph reinforces the what is of the first one.)
For additional openers, we may consider two classic examples provided by M. Scott Peck and Charles Dickens. In his 1978 book, The Road Less Travelled, Peck said it all in an initial sentence and conjoined paragraph which declaratively states the case that thoroughly infuses his message’s what is:
Life is difficult.

This is a great truth, one of the greatest truths. It is a great truth because once we truly see this truth, we transcend it. Once we truly know that life is difficult - once we truly understand and accept it - then life is no longer difficult. Because once it is accepted, the fact that life is difficult no longer matters.

Dickens also immediately summed it all up front concerning The Tale of Two Cities (London and Paris during the French Revolution) with a declarative initial statement of his message’s case:
It was the best of times, it was the worst of times, it was the age of wisdom, it was the age of foolishness, it was the epoch of belief, it was the epoch of incredulity, it was the season of Light, it was the season of Darkness, it was the spring of hope, it was the winter of despair, we had everything before us, we had nothing before us, we were all going direct to Heaven, we were all going direct the other way. . . .
It is not mere happenstance that each of these uniquely author-realized messages was a bestseller in its time, that both are still in print, and that each of them has been read by thousands of new readers every year since its initial publication. While there are countless circumstances that a seldom-heard ho-humming writer may introduce with the statement, “It was a dark and stormy night,” each of these two opening flashes immediately strikes its readers as a thundering stand-alone.
Going Peck’s and Dickens’ initiatives yet one better (and with an oblique shout-out to the latter), journalist June Casagrande thunderingly encapsulates the crafty what-isardry of artful author-realization and editor- realization in the titles of her most well-known messages thus far: 
Grammar Snobs Are Great Big Meanies: A Guide to Language for Fun and Spite 
It Was the Best of Sentences, It Was the Worst of Sentences: A Writer's Guide to Crafting Killer Sentences
In her online environment, http://www.grammarunderground.com, Casagrande keeps pace with what her book-length messages set in motion. This is a remarkably valuable website for budding messengers, as well as for seasoned messengers who are fully blossoming. (See also her Facebook page: http://www.facebook.com/GrammarUnderground.)
Writing an informative message is a cultivated skill whose development is supported by hundreds of knowledgeable volumes that address the technical aspects of the writer’s craft. Author-realizing a transformative message that makes a far greater difference in your readers than it incidentally makes to them, is a cultivated talent whose prowess emerges only from your innermost self-knowing. There is no greater practice of presenting insightful messages that issue from the self-experienced wisdom of your inner conversation than the cultivated talent of effectively and efficiently stating your message’s case from the very outset. There is no greater practical exercise of effective and efficient insightful transformational messaging that embodies the self-experienced wisdom of your inner conversation than the cultivated talent of consistently stating your message’s case from the very outset. 

Take, for example, the opening paragraph of colleague/messenger Krystal Ashling’s initial shared draft of her forthcoming whole-self transformational mini-book, Run Away with Me:

If you have ever felt that you couldn’t run, if you’d like to try running but are afraid that it is too hard for you, this book is an encouragement. It is written by a grandmother who felt the same way and became a runner with many wonderful memories who looks forward to making many more. This is a book for all those people who may have thought at times that they might enjoy running but didn’t know where or how to start. It is not a book for someone who only wants to learn how to run fast. It may be a book for you if you are running but would like to be able to run longer. It is about running with spirit. Believing you can run. Running with thankfulness of spirit. Running with awareness of the beauty around you. Running for enjoyment and fun.
What this opening paragraph conveys – though without saying it in so many words, and thereby saying it best – is that Krystal confidently knows the what is of her message, and that she furthermore knows how to message it as well. She forthrightly states her case without attempting to make a case. The distinction between making and stating one’s case is the difference between pointing to the content of what you have to say and pointing from the context that informs what you are saying. Pointing to proceeds from a self-limiting point of view. Pointing from illumines numerous self-liberating points to view. While pointing both to and from are essential to messaging, pointing from your message’s context is procedurally most effective and efficient. 
Krystal’s opening paragraph additionally specifies for whom her messaging is intended, and its second sentence begins to establish her credentials, which are soon further and appropriately elaborated in her second paragraph:

I have finished 19 marathons and many, many half marathons (somewhere in the area of 4-6 a year). I do some 10ks and 5ks but half marathons are the bulk of what I do in a given year.
It is always appropriate to clearly establish your credentials at the outset when your message is one that emerges from your own personal practice and expertise. If you instead are presenting a narrative account from the perspective of your life experience, your well-executed ongrowing storyline establishes its own full-time credential throughout the duration of your message.
When it comes to stating your case most effectively, messaging that creeps toward an eventual statement of your main point is far less likely to attract extensive readership than does beginning at once with your main point and faithfully staying on course from the very outset. Leading on your readers to a postponed statement of your message’s main point is at best only marginally effective and efficient (“At last,” your readers will probably sigh to themselves as they are finally empowered to relax into your message’s design – assuming, of course, that they have even chosen to hang in there for so long.) Whether your message’s gradual come-on to its eventually stated case is executed informationally, by persuasion and argument, and/or by any other means, such dalliance with your readers’ patience is not nearly as compelling as is setting them immediately on point and thereafter staying on point without notably straying therefrom.
A classic example of initially stating and persistently staying on a message’s case (with but one minor digression) is Ernest Holmes’ The Science of Mind, a 667-page textbook whose ultimate point is steadily stated from his message’s opening sentence onward:
We all look forward to the day when science and religion shall walk hand and hand through the visible to the invisible.  

Holmes’ unwavering statement of this case is broken only by a brief one-paragraph departure from his message’s otherwise declarative statement of his case, when he instead argues a case for disbelief in reincarnation (p. 387). This brief argumentative lapse contrasts starkly to his otherwise consistent practice of steadily stating his whole-self transformational message’s case in the thousands of paragraphs that precede and follow this momentary stylistic mini-detour. 
This lapse on Holmes’ part is all the more remarkable, given that his own precise case for successive incarnation is previously twice stated in so many words – “there is a body within a body to infinity” (pp. 104 and 375) – a proclamation that aligns with Jesus’ assertion that “in my father’s house are many mansions.” (John 14:2) Having so clearly articulated his own unique case for our incarnational ongoing-ness, there was no pressing need for Holmes to make a case against the conventional view.
Because this lone exception proves the rule of Holmes’ otherwise consistent tendency to “be for something and against nothing,” it raises the question of why he digressed into forthright opposition to the common belief that our incarnational replay returns us to mansion Earth. His uncharacteristic lapse into argumentation tends to suggest that Holmes possibly had an axe to grind. And though we cannot be certain about the occasion of his oppositional digression, it’s been reported via the Science of Mind grapevine that when he was asked why he so adamantly disbelieved in reincarnation, Holmes confessed, “I don’t want to go through diapers again.”
In any event, and with all of the foregoing guidance duly noted and considered, if you feel certain that the case your message is presenting  nonetheless calls for informational and/or argumentative persuasion, at least begin your work right up front with a tight and forthright statement of your message’s case, including a brief citation of any reservation you may have about doing so, and only thereafter proceed with making its case. And if you tend to feel that stating your message’s case at the very outset may immediately alienate readers who will have to be argued into agreeing with your message, please consider Holmes’ admonition, “A man convinced against his will is of the same opinion still,” and a further observation in Daniel Quinn’s message, Beyond Civilization:
People will listen when they’re ready to listen, and not before. Probably, once upon a time, you weren’t ready to listen. Let people come to it in their own time…. Don’t waste time with people who want to argue. They’ll keep you immobilized forever. Look for people who are already open to something new.
An added good reason for tightly and forthrightly trans-parenting your message from its opening statement onward is that your readers are far more likely to care what you think when they see that you care what they think, as evidenced in your immediate provision of an up-front clear exposition of your message’s case. 
In short: it’s when you care enough to send your best author-realized and editor-realized message, beginning with an opening sentence and paragraph that telegraphs the what is of what’s to come, that your readers are most likely to care enough in turn to invest their attention in your message.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Editorializing Procedure # 1:
Viewing Your Drafted Message with Goldilocks’ Glasses
If at first you don’t suck cede,

 ply, ply again.
~Play dough~

The difference between the almost right word and the just right word is the difference between the lightning bug and lightning. . . .  A powerful agent is the right word. Whenever we come upon one of those intensely right words in a book or newspaper the resulting effect is physical as well as spiritual, and electrically prompt.
~Mark Twain~
Mediocrity sucks. Originality suck cedes. Mark Twain’s mindful awareness of this distinction made a great difference in the quality of his written works.

Attentive readers will notice that each of the foregoing two epigraphs is featured herein for the second time. I have redundantly double-featured them because their wisdom bares, repeating (as also do my convoluted sentences). I have doubled them up thusly in keeping with the authorizing principle that insight not bared when grandly repeated otherwise tends to be blandly re-bleated. The pairing of these epigraphs is also in keeping with the twin objectives of effective editorialization, which are to be maximally redundant while being only minimally repetitive. The paired epigraphs are replayed also because they are just right for telegraphing the what is of the message that they co-headline. 
I intuitively sensed at the age of five that my vocation was to be a writer, and I have ever since been mindfully alert to statements that are pregnant with what I feel inclined to say more about.  I have since observed that mindfully featured epigraphy tactically enhances the opening strategy of saying it all from the outset. Accordingly, in life-long preparation of my own authorizing and editorializing practice, I have amassed an ever-ongrowing compendium of thousands of potential epigraphs, some of which date back 2500 years, and the first of which I gleaned from the 1942 movie, Bambi, when I heard Thumper the Rabbit’s statement of contrition after bad-mouthing Flower the Skunk:
If you can’t say something nice, don’t say nothing at all. 
Although the entirety of this compendium is presently entitled The Gospel of Not Yet Common Sense, it was recently called to my attention that “not yet” is a lousy affirmation. I am therefore likely to re-entitle it The Gospel of Perennial Common Sense.
Even though using almost-right words, whether epigraphically or otherwise,  may suffice for those who are merely making an ordinary case, Goldilocks (“just right”) words are essential to stating a transformational case. Take, for example, the epigraph attributed to “Play dough,” in which the term “succeed” could pass as a just-right word if my intended message was “not to fail.” However, because my message is instead “not to suck,” the coined term “suck cede” (i.e., cease sucking) is a just-right champion of my intention. Also just right is the word “ply,” which signifies “wielding vigorously” and “working steadily,” vastly upgrades the “try”-ing alternative that lamely signifies “making an effort to succeed.”
As for my attribution of suck ceding to “Play dough,” this wordplay perfectly embodies poet Gary Snider’s illumination of the fertile plasticity of cultivated mindfulness:

All this new stuff goes on top

turn it over, turn it over

wait and water down

from the dark bottom

turn it inside out

let it spread through

sift down even.

Watch it sprout.

A mind like compost.

It always pays – which in French (pays) signifies “country of origin,” even as one’s just-right wording signifies the territorial origin of its authorizer’s inner conversation – as it likewise best serves you to just-rightly employ the just-right words that most pointedly convey the essential meaning of your whole-self transformational message, rather than settle for almost-right words that signify little more than what is generally understood.
Just-right verbiage contributes more than anything else 
to your message’s being uniquely meaning full.
Using your just-right words is also the most effective and efficient way to accommodate another circumstance that confronts every whole-self transformational messenger, which is that even though what your message says has already been said by some others, it nevertheless awaits being said your way for the benefit of readers who won’t grasp what’s also being said by others until they read your way of saying it. 

The task of an effectively efficient messenger is often to be creatively redundant of what has already been said by some others. For even though there is probably nothing that hasn’t already been said in one form or another, no one else has said it nor ever can say it your way. Only when your whole-self transformational message’s meaning is revealed as only you yourself can reveal it, will many of its readers be thus empowered to glimpse their own life’s transformational meaning for the first time. Not until what has been perennially messaged by others in their way is uniquely messaged by you in your way, will many actually get the perennial message for the first time.  
In short: truth cannot possibly be over-stated when it is being uniquely re-presented. 
Nothing new under the sun?

I am proof this is not so.

No matter what has been done before, 

nor what has been thought before,

I am the one doing and thinking 

in the right here and now of my own being.

Never before has the universe experienced itself

in just the way that I do.

There is always something new under the sun

whenever someone new is doing it.

In and as my life and via my own hands

the universe takes and makes new shapes 

that have never been experienced before.
The fidelity of your just-right words is so vital to conveying the uniqueness of your own(ed) message’s experiential perspective that you sometimes may have to resort (as I often do) to the neologistics of making up of your own uniquely just-right words for the sake of thereby suck ceding.
In my own practice, the consistent employment of just-right language for whatever I intend to convey informs every message that I write. And most especially as I editorialize what I have already initially authorized, my practice of looking mindfully through the lens of just-right-full Goldilocks glasses is the guiding principle that informs my re-re-reviewing of my work. Even my outgoing email messages are contemplatively reviewed and mindfully thought through several times before they are dispatched, in self-assurance that they accurately and precisely represent all that their messaging is intended to mean. In some instances when all that is called for is a quick perfunctory response to another’s email, I notice in retrospect of my haste that for lack of my mindful re-re-reviewing of their brevity, I overlooked a typo or failed to remedy some other imprecision of self-expression.
Faithful practice of the Goldilocks standard of editorialization pays encouraging rewards, like that which I recently experienced when a recipient of one of my mindfully crafted emails remarked that my use therein of the word “ameliorate” was “so perfect.” (Though I can no longer remember the almost-right word that I thereby ameliorated, only that whatever was the former word thus insteaded, I do recall that it had continued to lightning bug me until I finally upgraded the space that it occupied.)
Especially as you are editorializing the first few pages of your message, 
· ask each of your principal words if it’s the just-right word, both in insightful precision and expository rhythmic cadence;
· ask each sentence if it’s the just-right sentence, whose juxtapositioning and sequencing of phrases leaves no further room for improvement;

· ask each paragraph if it’s the just-right paragraph, whose carefully phrased sentences are also ideally juxtaposed and sequenced.

As you consistently cultivate such faithful attention to the early-on wording, phrasing, juxtaposition and sequencing of your message’s sentences, paragraphs and pages, this alertly mindfully practice will tend to further infuse your authorization overall.**
You will recognize the emerging perfection of your own mindful editorialization practice when
· you’ve had your way with words long enough that words are now having their way with you;
· you’ve practiced finding your true voice long enough that your true voice is now finding you;
· you’re no longer listening to what you’re saying or writing, because you’ve instead tuned into saying and writing what you’re listening to.

The practice of just-right self-expression will come to you ever more naturally as you remain mindfully on the lookout for those words, phrases, sentences and paragraphs that most particularly convey the messaging for which they are the best of all possible props, and whose prop positions sturdily stand under the whole-self transformational message that you would likewise have many others understand.        
**Had the opening sentence of “In the Beginning . . .” (on p. 2) been, “Pay faithful attention to the early-on wording, phrasing, juxtaposition and sequencing of your message’s sentences, paragraphs and pages,” that sentence would qualify as an up-front statement of my case’s what is. Yet it also would most likely have provoked the unwanted response, “Yeah, yeah, I’ve heard this all before.” Every messenger is similarly challenged to evoke the contrasting response that has hopefully been yours as you’ve read these pages: “I’ve never seen or heard it being said this way before.”
And when it comes to pointing from your message rather than pointing to it, the previous paragraph (as well as this one) hopefully qualifies as an exception of breakage that proves the rule.                                  

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 2: 

What’s Your Meta For?

A man’s reach should exceed his grasp,

else what’s a heaven for?
~Robert Browning~

A message’s reach should exceed it grasp,

else what’s a meta for?
~Marshall McLuhan~

The perfect complement to instant messaging is insistent messaging, and nothing is more insistent than a yeasty metaphor that perfuses your message throughout. For example, the metaphors that perfuse this manual’s message is the artful science of “messaging” itself, via your practice of illumined “authorization” and “editorialization” thereof, in affective  assurance that its thundering will be heard.
The artful science of messaging embodies the essence of science, which is pattern recognition, and the essence of artistry, which is the discernment, cultivation and unique expression of your innate patterning ability.

employs the science of establishment of an overall pattern of meaning. The art of messaging is discerning how best to illumine your message’s overall pattern. 
Xxxxx
Use words in ways that recall their original meaning. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Editorialzing Procedure # 2: 

Going for the Just-Right Meta
Xxxxxx
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 3: 

Prepositions Phrases and Propositional Phases
Xxxxx
~Robert Browning~

The perfect complement to instant messaging is insistent messaging, and nothing is more insistent than a yeasty metaphor that perfuses your message throughout. For example, the metaphors that perfuse this manual’s message is the artful science of “messaging” itself, via your practice of illumined “authorization” and “editorialization” thereof, in affective  assurance that its thundering will be heard.

The artful science of messaging embodies the essence of science, which is pattern recognition, and the essence of artistry, which is the discernment, cultivation and unique expression of your innate patterning ability.

employs the science of establishment of an overall pattern of meaning. The art of messaging is discerning how best to illumine your message’s overall pattern. 

Xxxxx

Use words in ways that recall their original meaning. 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Editorialzing Procedure # 3: 

Preps and Props
Xxxxxx

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 4: 

Ex-streaming Your Own Consciousness 

Write from experience, and only from experience.

~James Joyce
My exposure to James Joyce’s writing from his experience kindled my way of writing from my own.

James Joyce mastered the art of expressing (literally “pressing out”) what was on his mind by miming his stream of consciousness. And while I’ve never come to a fully wakeful understanding of just what he so free-associationally streamed, the attention I’ve “paid” to his ex-streaming style has “bought” me the practice of miming the flow of my own consciousness stream.
The best way to suck cede as a messenger is to cease miming the consciousness of mainstream trance formations, so as to be conscious of your own mind’s streaming.

Use words in ways that recall their original meaning. 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Editorialzing Procedure # 4: 

The Art of the Ex-stream Makeover

After initially ex-streaming my consciousness in the original draft of what I am presently authorizing, the practice of editorializing it calls for an ex-stream makeover. Word-by-word, sentence-by-sentence, and paragraph-by paragraph, I question whether my authorization has reached the just-right balance between my powers of free association and my readers’ preparedness to appreciate and join their association.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 5: 

The More Than Meets Your Sensibilities

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx

Editorialzing Procedure # 5: 

Speaking from Your Word

Fishing baskets are for catching fish. But when the fish are caught, you forget the baskets.
Snares are for catching hares, but when the hares are trapped, you forget the snares.

Words are for conveying ideas, but when the ideas are understood, you forget the words.
How I’d like to talk with someone who’s forgotten all the words.
~Chuang Tzu~
Genius ain't anything more than elegant common sense. ~Josh Billings
German has a word – funktionslust – for the pleasure and satisfaction one derives from doing what one is good at. More formally, funktionslust describes a theory that doing a behavior can enhance its motivation. ~Pleasurable Kingdom, p.17
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 6: 

Being for Something and Against Nothing

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx

Editorialzing Procedure # 6: 

Xxxxx

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 7: 

Talk to Yourself, Not to the World

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx

Editorialzing Procedure # 7: 

Speaking from Your Word

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 8: 

Driving Your Message Home from Point to Point

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx

Editorialzing Procedure # 8: 

Xxxx

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Authorizing Procedure # 9: 

Honoring Your Wide-end Receivers

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx

Editorialzing Procedure # 9: 

[Addenda]

Xxxxx
~Xxxxx~
Xxxxx
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

"We are the people whose stories of fearlessness, wakefulness and acceptance we are waiting to tell one another."
Becoming your innermost tendency – growing toward your truth.
Experiencing – signifies – 

Whole-self presencing, in spoken, written and symbolic language, of your inner conversation’s perspective on your lived-at-first-hand whole-self presencing of life.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

2/16/2012:

I've just had a realization - Mt Angel Abbey Library's ambiance calls forth and brings out the best in me when it comes to my written whole-self presencing.

Therefore, even after Heidy and I have moved to Lake Oswego and she is working closer to home, I will still come down here at least one day a week to work on my Manual of Style for Whole-Self Presencing Messengers (MSSPM).

As for the MSSPM itself, I have become crystal clear in this ambiance that my long-anticipated, life-culminating, meta-cosmological synthesis of everything I've learned that yearns to be self-presenced in, through, and as my being can be articulated in the Manual. It's simply a matter of briefly introducing all of the pertinent meta-cosmological principles in the main text, and then developing each principle in one of a series of Addenda that conclude the text.  

Thus writing the MSSPM has now graduated from being a current project during which I somewhat impatiently await the opportunity to write my magnum opus, to instead being my patiently emerging  magnum opus itself. And like (instead of? ... or as the perfect formatting of?) The Gospel of Not Yet Common Sense, it can be a perennially ongrowing project that is always whole, perfect and complete as far as it goes, yet never finished.
All the more reason, therefore, to be writing the MSSPM with its millionth reader as my beginning with the end in mind.

Staid at last – staid at last – staid in the grace at last!

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

To Barbara Zay Hawbecker Moore, 2/16/2012

I am currently co-mentoring 33 authors who are learning to positively self-presence their life-transformational experiences, some of whom are likewise mindfully re-membering their childhood recollections, and I am writing a Manual of Style for Self-Transformational Messengers that addresses how this is best done. See http://www.noelfrederickmcinnis.com/content/new-paradigm-authors-group
I would enjoy receiving Zay Days, and will add you to my e-list for new paradigm authors if you would like.
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Science tells us that only the so-called “property” of physicality, i.e., the universe’s material estate, is “real” because only physicality counts (i.e.,  can be counted in inches, pounds, dollars, decibels, watts, hertz, etc.   And as it has turned out, the most prized proof of something’s realness is its translatability into dollars. 
By uplifting YourSelf, you uplift All others. ~Wendy Tuttle

At the age of five I began collecting statements that resonated with my intuition of what’s so, which is to say that I experienced them as statements of truth. The first of these statements . . .

At first I called my growing collection of statements “Lovely Things.” As the collection burgeoned I renamed it my “Goody Book,” and when, from time to time, I would add a statement of my own, I attributed to “The Wizard of Is.” On one occasion of adding my own statement, I whimsically attributed it to “The Gospel of Not Yet Common Sense,” and sometime thereafter gave that name to the compilation as a whole. 
From my college days onward I made liberal use of my assembled statements in my writings and public speaking, i.e., in my lectures as a college and university instructor and in my sermons (which I prefer to call “encouragements”) as a minister.

For the past several years I have experimented with a variety of different formats for the eventual formal publication of my compilation. I sorted them – with some editorial assistance – into a variety of one-word or two-word categories that were to be introduced and interspersed with my own reflective commentary. 
When I recently began writing a Manual of Style for a group of prospective authors that I was co-mentoring, I realized that its envisioned format – an emerging series of guiding principles for the author-realization of one’s whole-self presencing of his or her experiential wisdom – empowers me to make the best and fullest use of my longtime-growing “quotationary.” 

And so it is that the Manual of Style is integrating my life-long compilation of perceived truth statements with some 10,000 pages of my writings over the past six decades and with several hundred thousand emails that I have categorized and saved during the past 15 years. 

Dear Brian,

Your statement struck a chord that has ever since deeply resonated in me. I recall it frequently, and often share it with others. I am now using it to ground the concept of whole-self presencing, which is the foundational concept of a manual of style for transformational whole-self presencing that I am now writing.

To be philosophical without writing or sounding like a philosopher.

Is less a matter of saying what only you can say than of saying it as only you can say it.
THE HEART of ALL THAT MATTERS
LET US WALK GENTLY AMONG EACH OTHERS’ MINDS, 

CULTIVATING DELICATE RHYTHMS
To listen a soul into disclosure and discovery

is the greatest service one human being can offer another.

~Quaker axiom~
Know that things are not so comprehensible or expressible as we would have them be. But come with me to the depth of my mind, to the place of my being and we shall walk together through the labyrinth. Do not look only at this feeble structure, but feel what lies between. Herein lies my being.
I have felt, have you, like some small creature just set free from the bonds of an encircling cocoon to stretch out its newly found wings, to dry them in the warm and penetrating sun and then to lift them with the lightness of vapor and become the very air that surrounds you – free. But suddenly there are the nets of style, tradition, crying judgment and rules that confine and swallow all emotion. You struggle against the invisible that engulfs you only to realize that you have become a collector’s item for those who collect the dead. At first there is fear, then hate as you become the very things that pursue you. This hate would grow and nourish itself on your fear if it weren’t for the blanket of pain that slowly numbs your senses until you drop from exhaustion. And then through some melting process you and your enemies become one. It is your own self that you are fighting, your own ego that must lose if you are to win.
The eternal tragedy of living becomes the eternal joy. Is this the psychology of being – when birth and death unite?
I become simpler in my contemplation because the complexities of good and evil, black and white no longer exist. Not because there are answers, but because there are not.
It seems that we endure because we suffer and that we suffer because we endure. We endure as a cosmic organism, one day to become liquid in a glass, the flame in a candle or the very soil we walk upon; to have the feeling of ‘treeness’ and to feel the roots stretch with growing in the damp earth.
Fear is still present. More than anything I fear the straight world. Because straight implies rigid and rigid implies static death. Yes, sometimes I hate them, too. 
This is my hang-up. What’s yours?
Pain? It becomes a beautiful growing thing, because growing is lonely and solitude is cherished.
Last night, I saw you, all of us dancing the dance of life, being innumerably many things at once. Each smile was an infinite touch and infinity became the eternal and ever-present now. Reasons, we put in a jar as we talked about nothing and sang about everything we loved about each other and I love you.

~State of being for Sky Garner (1966)~
THE HEART of ALL THAT MATTERS

LET US WALK GENTLY AMONG EACH OTHERS’ MINDS, 

CULTIVATING DELICATE RHYTHMS
To listen a soul into disclosure and discovery

is the greatest service one human being can offer another.

~Quaker axiom~
Know that things are not so comprehensible

or expressible as we would have them be.

But come with me to the depth of my mind,

to the place of my being

and we shall walk together through the labyrinth.

Do not look only at this feeble structure,

but feel what lies between.

Herein lies my being.
I have felt – have you? - like some small creature just set free

from the bonds of an encircling cocoon

to stretch out its newly found wings,

to dry them in the warm and penetrating sun

and then to lift them with the lightness of vapor

and become the very air that surrounds you – free.

But suddenly there are the nets of style, tradition,

crying judgment and rules

that confine and swallow all emotion.

You struggle against the invisible that engulfs you

only to realize that you have become a collector’s item

for those who collect the dead.

At first there is fear,

then hate as you become the very things that pursue you.

This hate would grow and nourish itself on your fear

if it weren’t for the blanket of pain

that slowly numbs your senses until you drop from exhaustion.

And then through some melting process

you and your enemies become one.

It is your own self that you are fighting,

your own ego that must lose if you are to win.
The eternal tragedy of living becomes the eternal joy.

Is this the psychology of being – when birth and death unite?
I become simpler in my contemplation
because the complexities of good and evil,
black and white no longer exist.
Not because there are answers,

but because there are not.
It seems that we endure because we suffer

and that we suffer because we endure.
We endure as a cosmic organism,

one day to become liquid in a glass,
the flame in a candle
or the very soil we walk upon;
to have the feeling of ‘treeness’
and to feel the roots stretch with growing in the damp earth.
Fear is still present.
More than anything I fear the straight world.
Because straight implies rigid and rigid implies static death.
Yes, sometimes I hate them, too.

This is my hang-up. What’s yours?
Pain?
It becomes a beautiful growing thing,
because growing is lonely and solitude is cherished.
Last night, I saw you,
all of us dancing the dance of life,
being innumerably many things at once.
Each smile was an infinite touch
and infinity became the eternal and ever-present now.
Reasons, we put in a jar as we talked about nothing
and sang about everything we loved about each other
and I love you.

~State of being for Sky Garner (1966)~
WELCOME TO 
YOUR THUNDERING, HEARD*
A GETTING-WITH-GOLDILOCKS 

MANUAL OF SELF-TRANSFORMATIONAL STYLE 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
TAKING JUST-RIGHT SOUL PROPRIETORSHIP 
OF WHAT YOU MEAN TO SAY
Noel Frederick McInnis
*“Your Thundering, Heard” is the name of a new-paradigm authors group that presences itself at (tinyurl)

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Harken to the Voices of Providence
What am I here to be? A reflection of love.

What am I here to do? To experience joy.

My purpose is to let my light shine.
My passion is expressing the truth that is mine.

I am a messenger called to share and be free.

I am the messages that are flowing through me…
I am heard, I am seen, I am One with everything.


 ~Terra Bundance~


~~~~
Concerning the single mind that is common to all individuals:

According to the Kabbalah, at some point in the beginning of things, the Holy was broken up into countless sparks, which were scattered throughout the universe. There is a god spark in everyone and in everything, a sort of diaspora of goodness. God’s immediate presence is encountered daily in the most simple, humble, and ordinary ways. The Kabbalah teaches that the Holy may speak to you from its many hidden places at any time. The world may whisper in your ear, or the spark of God in you may whisper in your heart. 

~Rachel Naomi Remen~


~~~~
Concerning the marriage of mind to all that matters:

We need a witness to our lives. There are billions of people on the planet… I mean, what does any one life really mean? But in a marriage, you’re promising to care about everything – the good things, the bad things, the terrible things, the mundane things – all of it, all the time, every day. You’re saying, ‘Your life will not go unnoticed because I will notice it. Your life will not go un-witnessed because I will be your witness.’

~Susan Sarandon’s character in the movie, Shall We Dance~

~~~~
Concerning the cosmic balancing act of all that matters:

Did you know that in your gorgeous little planet's entire history, there's never been a drought that didn't end? A storm that didn't clear? Lightning that didn't retreat? An earthquake that didn't still? A flood that didn't recede? Or a plague that wasn't, eventually, overwhelmed by the healthy? 

~The Universe~

~~~~
NOTE: What immediately follows is a 17-page constellation of this Manual’s meta-cosmological perspectives.
The Essence of Transformational Self-Presencing 
I don’t know what God is, or if there is a God. I only know that there are moments when I feel spiritual. I can be in a church or a mosque or a temple or a grocery store or the woods.  And I get that sense of being spiritual. Of something alive in me. It’s not necessarily a sense that something outside me is present. It’s the sense that I am present. Completely present. Alive. 
~Waiting~
The Transformational Self-Presencing of Essence
The trouble with the language commonly used to discuss spirituality is that it’s structured along subject/object lines: there is always a surrendering to X, turning it over to X, an acceptance of X, a trusting of X, a gratitude for X. 
Why not just surrender, turn over, accept, trust and be grateful? 
~Waiting~
~~~~

All knowledge is of appearances,

all knowing is of essence and presence,

and all Self-presencing is an expression of knowing,

that is sometimes represented by our knowledge of appearances.
~Yours Truly_

The passages attributed to Waiting are from Marya Honbacher’s book of spiritual practice for nonbelievers in deity and divinity: Waiting: A Nonbeliever’s Higher Power (Center City, MN: Hazelden, 2011), pp. xvii and 37.
Be Here Now (21st-Century Edition)
Think cosmically, relate globally,
proceed regionally, and act locally,

while ever shining your brilliance

as a Self-presencing messenger

of universal common unity

in Meta-cosmological and Gaia-politain consciousness.
 ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

There is no such place as “away”:
[image: image2.jpg]



IMAGE: http://www.gaiapsychologyfoundation.org 

DEDICATION
All of life is a meeting.

~Martin Buber~

~~~~
[image: image3.jpg]



We are all the same person 

trying to shake hands with ourself.

~Hugh Romney~
(aka “Wavy Gravy”)
~~~~

My first experiencing of what I now call “whole-beingness” occurred in a state of enthrallment at age five, as I ob served several waterbugs flitting across the otherwise undisturbed surface of a slowly flowing creek. Expressed in language that I would learn only many years later, what I felt while observing the omni-mutual inter-co-operativity of the waterbugs’ overlapping ‘wave functions’ was, “This is the way that everything is meant to work. How wonderful it would be if we all ‘made waves’ the way that waterbugs do.”

Accordingly, this Manual is consecrated to the outward rippling of our inward whole-beingness, as we ourselves become mindfully Self-presencing of the underlying mutuality of cosmic at-one-ment that so openly graces the salutations of water’s shaking hands with itself.
~Noel McInnis~

~~~~

Millions of people right now are experiencing a yearning and desire to awaken to their unique gifts and offer them in service to the world — while living a life of joy and fulfillment. It's a surging of the human spirit, a virtual global awakening, at a scale that no one has ever seen before. Simply put, people are longing to finally feel fully alive and to fulfill their unique purpose in life.

~Jean Houston: “3 Keys to Activating Your Life Purpose”
http://tinyurl.com/d7cxbfw
~~~~

The human drama is nearing its denouement. The great unveiling is approaching, a time when the power structures of the world begin to crumble and people of the heart sing out a new truth. Many voices are joining the chorus, many feet are walking the path, many minds are dreaming possibilities for a magnificent future. For beneath the crises that are looming at every level of civilization, the global heart is awakening, beating out the rhythm of a new and glorious dance, calling us to a better way of living.

~Anodea Judith: Waking The Global Heart

www.wakingtheglobalheart.com
~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart.

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~

INVOLUTION

The beginning is the most important part of the work.

~Plato~

~~~~

The Creator gathered all of Creation and said, 

“I want to hide something from the humans until they are ready for it, 

the realization that they create their own reality.”

The eagle said, 

“Give it to me, I will take it to the moon.”

The Creator said, 

“No. One day they will go there and find it.”

The salmon said, 

“I will bury it on the bottom of the ocean.”

The Creator said, 

“No. They will go there too.”

The buffalo said, 

“I will bury it on the Great Plains.”

The Creator said, 

They will cut into the skin of the earth and find it even there.”

Grandmother Mole, 

who lives in the breast of Mother Earth, 

and who has no physical eyes but sees with spiritual eyes, said, 

“Put it inside of them.”

And the Creator said, 

“It is done.”

~A Hopi creation story~

~~~~

When you seek Him, look for Him in your looking.

Closer to you than yourself to yourself.

~Rumi~

~~~~

Every person is an incarnation of God, but no two are exactly alike, and if no two persons are alike, then God does something different in each one of us…. In order to fulfill our own Divine destiny, all we have to do is be ourselves….  Each of us is what we are because that is what God is in [and as] us.  
~Ernest Holmes~
~~~~

[W]e are placed here as a seed of the Divine within time, space, and matter 
to unfold fully all our divine powers and capacities within them. 
We do this not to escape the ‘illusion’ of creation

but to divinize not only ourselves but also reality within it.”
~Andrew Harvey~
~~~~

If you ain’t what you is, you is what you ain’t.
~The Ebonic Gospel~

~~~~
After a lifetime of straying from my depths,

I’m beginning to feel at last that I’m now straying into them.

~Yours truly~

~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart.

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~

EVOLUTION
The totality of each living body

interacts with the totality of its surrounding wholeness.
~And so it is~

~~~~

Be, as water is,
without friction.

Flow around the edges

of those within your path.

Surround within your ever-moving depths

those who come to rest there—

enfold them, while never for a moment holding on.

Accept whatever distance

others are moved within your flow.

Be with them gently

as far as they allow your strength to take them,

and fill with your own being

the remaining space when they are left behind.

When dropping down life's rapids,

froth and bubble into fragments if you must,

knowing that the one of you now many

will just as many times be one again.

And when you've gone as far as you can go,

quietly await your next beginning.

~Noel Frederick McInnis, “FLOW”~
~~~~

Everything in the universe exists

for the harmonious good of every other part.

The universe is forever uniting what is harmonious

and diminishing what is not….

It is the unessential only that is vanishing,

that the abiding may be made more clearly manifest.
~Ernest Holmes~

~~~~

The point of being alive is to evolve from the one-pointedness 

of whole-beingness that has been uniquely yours from the beginning

~And so it is~

~~~~

There are said to be creative pauses,
pauses that are as good as death, empty and dead as death itself.
And in these awful pauses, the evolutionary change takes place.
~D. H. Lawrence~

~~~~

The foundation of spiritual life is clarity of intention. Do I want to become a liberated vessel for the evolutionary impulse in this world? We each have to decide: what is most important to me? Once the intention is clear, the mind becomes focused. When the mind is focused there is one-pointedness. When there is one-pointedness, the evolutionary impulse will guide us. Through remaining true to our own highest intention, again and again and again, we will discover soul strength, spiritual strength – the inspired courage to take responsibility for ourselves, for our culture, and, ultimately, for the destiny of the evolutionary process itself. 

~Andrew Cohen~

~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart.

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~

RECIPROCITY (++)
We do not know of any phenomenon in which one subject is influenced by another
without [the other] exerting a [corresponding] influence thereupon.

~Eugene Wigner~
~~~~
Every living body is a fully coordinated  single unit of perception,

whose totality responds, whether consciously or unconsciously, 

to the totality of its environment.

~And so it is~
~~~~
The game of life is a game of boomerangs.
Our thoughts, deeds and words return to us sooner or later,
with astounding accuracy.
~Florence Scovel Shinn~
~~~~
Sometimes you can't see yourself clearly

until you see yourself through the eyes of others.

~Ellen DeGeneres~

~~~~
I write to show myself showing people who show me my own showing.

~Trinh T. Minh-Ha~
~~~~
[W]e are invaded, as it were, from morning to night, 

both by our inner being as well as by the threatening exterior world . . . 

The field of our ceaseless effort to reconcile both sides 

is none other than our ordinary life.

~Karlfried Graf Dűrckheim~

~~~~
The purpose of life is a ;life of purpose,

whose purpose is life itself. 
~The Wizard of Is~
~~~~
Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart.

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~

INVITATION 
It doesn't interest me what you do for a living.
I want to know what you ache for,
and if you dare to dream of meeting your heart's longing.

It doesn't interest me how old you are.
I want to know if you will risk looking like a fool for love,
for your dreams, for the adventure of being alive.
It doesn't interest me what planets are squaring your moon.
I want to know if you have touched the center of your own sorrow.
If you have been opened by life's betrayals or
have become shriveled and closed from fear of further pain!
I want to know if you can sit with pain, mine or your own,
without moving to hide it or fade it or fix it.
I want to know if you can be with joy, mine or your own;
if you can dance with wildness and let the ecstasy fill you
to the tips of your fingers and toes without cautioning us to be careful.
It doesn't interest me if the story you are telling me is true,
I want to know if you can disappoint another to be true to yourself, be realistic, 

or to remember the limitations of being human,
if you can bear the accusation of betrayal and not betray your own soul.
I want to know if you can be faithful and therefore trustworthy.
I want to know if you can see beauty, even when it is not pretty every day,
and if you can live with failure, yours or mine,
and still stand on the edge of a lake and shout to the silver of the full moon, "Yes!".

It doesn't interest me to know where you live or how much money you have.
I want to know if you can get up after a night of grief and despair,
weary and bruised to the bone, and do what needs to be done for the children.
It doesn't interest me who you are, how you came to be here.
I want to know if you will stand in the center of the fire with me 

and not shrink back.
It doesn't interest me where or what or with whom you have studied.
I want to know what sustains you from the inside when all else falls away.
I want to know if you have to be alone with yourself,
can you truly like the company you keep in the empty moments?
~Oriah Mountain Dreamer, Indian Elder~

~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~
INITIATION
From the Elders of the Hopi Nation
Oraibi, Arizona
June 8, 2000
You’ve been told that this is the Eleventh Hour.
Know instead that this is the Hour
and that there are things to be considered. . . .
Where are you living?
What are you doing?
What are your relationships?
Are you in right relation?
Where is your water?
Know your garden.

It is time to speak your truth.
Create your community.
Be good to each other.
And do not look outside yourself for your leader.
This could be a good time!
Know that there is a river flowing now very fast.
It is so great and swift that there are those
who will be afraid, 
who will try to hold on to the shore.
They will feel they are being torn apart
and will suffer greatly.
Know that the river has its destination.
The elders say we must let go of the shore,
push off into the middle of the river,
and keep our eyes open and our heads above the water.
And I say, see who is there with you
and celebrate.
At this time in history,
we are to take nothing personally,
least of all ourselves,
for the moment we do,
our spiritual growth and journey come to a halt.
The time of the lone wolf is over.
Gather yourselves!
Banish the word 'struggle' from your attitude
and your vocabulary.
All that we do now must be done
in a sacred manner and in celebration.
For we are the ones we have been waiting for!

~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~
INVOCATION
In all of his bestsellers, the Divine has told the truth – 
custom-tailored to the comprehension of the times.

~Contemporary Sufi wisdom~

~~~~

Trust in what you love, continue to do it, and it will take you where you need to go. 

And don’t worry too much about security. 

You eventually will have a deep security when you begin to do what you want. 

~Natalie Goldberg~

~~~~

There are some who want to get rid of their past, who if they could, would begin all over again . . .

but you must learn that the only way to get rid of your past is to get a future out of it.

~Phillip Brooks~

~~~~

The truth we most want to learn and the answers we most want to find 

are hidden behind the fear we most want to avoid. 

~Jeff Golliner~
~~~~

One discovers that destiny can be directed, that one does not need to remain in bondage to the first wax imprint made on childhood sensibilities. One need not be branded by the first pattern. Once the deforming mirror is smashed, there is a possibility of wholeness; there is a possibility of joy. ~Anaïs Nin~
~~~~

There is a place that is as far from here as breathing out is from breathing in…. It is to begin with, all inside us. But because we are all miniature versions of the universe, it is also found far beyond. And because we are all biologically and spiritually part of the first man, the place preceded us.  And because we all carry within us the genotype and vision of the last man, the place is foretold in us. 

~Lawrence Kushner~

~~~~

As I gaze into the head that us gazing at me, into the thoughtful face of the man who is thinking these thoughts, which include the thought that the face is thoughtful and that it is the face of the man who is thinking the thoughts, vertigo begins. And while philosophy is, quite properly, a dance around the edges of a whirlpool, it is probably a good idea, once you feel the current taking hold, to take precautions against drowning.  ~Raymond Tallis~
~~~~

From the Big Bang to the human brain, it has taken the universe some fifteen billion years of cosmic, physical, chemical, and biological evolution to reach a stage where, on our own little speck of dust, it is beginning to look into itself and ponder its origin, nature, and significance. ~Christian de Duve~
~~~~

There’s always something...
I wanted a perfect ending.

Now I've learned, the hard way, that some poems don't rhyme,

and some stories don't have a clear beginning, middle, and end.

Life is about not knowing, about having to change,

taking the moment and making the best of it,

without knowing what's going to happen next.

Delicious Ambiguity.

~Gilda Radner~

~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart.

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~

I-DENTITY
Everywhere I go, here I am.
~And so it is~

~~~~

Substance is occasionally secreted 

in the interstices of process.

~Alfred North Whitehead~

~~~~

Do not say that I'll depart tomorrow 
because even today I still arrive.
Look deeply: I arrive in every second 
to be a bud on a spring branch, 
to be a tiny bird, with wings still fragile, 
learning to sing in my new nest, 
to be a caterpillar in the heart of a flower, 
to be a jewel hiding itself in a stone.
I still arrive, in order to laugh and to cry, 
in order to fear and to hope. 
The rhythm of my heart is the birth and 
death of all that are alive.
I am the mayfly metamorphosing on the surface of the river,
and I am the bird which, when spring comes, 

arrives in time to eat the mayfly.
I am the frog swimming happily in the clear pond, 
and I am also the grass-snake who, approaching in silence, 

feeds itself on the frog.
I am the child in Uganda, all skin and bones, 
my legs as thin as bamboo sticks, 
and I am the arms merchant, selling deadly weapons to Uganda.
I am the twelve-year-old girl, refugee on a small boat,
who throws herself into the ocean after being raped by a sea pirate,
and I am the pirate, my heart not yet capable of seeing and loving.
I am a member of the politburo, with plenty of power in my hands,
and I am the man who has to pay his "debt of blood" to my people,
dying slowly in a forced labor camp.
My joy is like spring, so warm it makes flowers bloom in all walks of life.
My pain if like a river of tears, so full it fills the four oceans.
Please call me by my true names, 
so I can hear all my cries and laughs at once, 
so I can see that my joy and pain are one.
Please call me by my true names, 
so I can wake up, 
and so the door of my heart can be left open, 
the door of compassion.
~“Call Me by My True Names”

Thich Nhat Hanh~
~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart.

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~

IMPERATIVES
The glory of God is man fully alive, and the life of man is the vision of God.

~St. Irenaeus~

~~~~

The primary cosmic function of the universe is whole-beingness,

whose own primary function in turn is to maintain and sustain

its primary function of being whole.
~And so it is~

~~~~

He [or she] not busy being born is busy dying.
~Bob Dylan~

~~~~

There is a vitality, a life-force, an energy, a quickening that is translated through you ... and because there is only one of you in all time, this expression is unique. And if you block it, it will never exist through any other medium, and will be lost. It is not your business to determine how good it is, nor how valuable, nor how it compares with other expressions. It is your business to keep it yours clearly and directly, to keep the channel open. You do not even have to believe in yourself or your work. You have to keep open and aware directly to the urges that activate you. KEEP THE CHANNEL OPEN!

~Martha Graham~

~~~~

The heart of man is a hunger for the reality

which lies about him and beyond him…
a hunger not to have reality but to be reality.
~Gerald Vann~
~~~~
The human heart may go the length of God.

Dark and cold we may be.
This is no winter now.
The frozen misery of centuries cracks,
breaks, begins to move.
The thunder is the thunder of the floes,
the thaw, the flood, the upstart spring.

Thank God our time is now, 
when wrong comes up to meet us everywhere,
never to leave us 'til we take
the greatest stride of soul folk ever took.
Affairs are now soul-size.
The enterprise is exploration into God.

But what are you waiting for?
It takes so many thousand years to wake.
But will you wake, for pity's sake?
~Christopher Fry, 

from his 1951 play, A Sleep of Prisoners~
~~~~

Don't ask yourself what the world needs, 

ask yourself what makes you come alive. and then go do that. 

Because what the world most needs are people who have come alive.

~Howard Thurman~
~~~~

You cannot travel the path until you are the path.

~Buddha~

        ~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~
ILLUMINATION (+)
There's a dark side to each and every human soul. We wish we were Obi-Wan Kenobi, and for the most part we are, but there's a little Darth Vader in all of us. Thing is, this ain't no either-or proposition. We're talking about dialectics, the good and the bad merging into us. You can run but you can't hide. My experience? Face the darkness. Stare it down. Own it. As brother Nietzsche said, being human is a complicated gig. So give that ol' dark night of the soul a hug. Howl the eternal yes!" ~Disk Jockey “Chris” in Northern Exposure~
~~~~
Somewhere this side of the rainbow

you can meet the Wizard of Is,

whose special magic leaves today's life undistracted

by the should be's, could be's, and if only's

that cloud over your perceptions.

So-called “good old days," childish ways, and other once-were's,

however real or imagined they may be,

are as absent from the Wizard's view

as are apprehensions about tomorrow.

Oblivious to such as these, the Wizard of Is resides

in the near and how of present instants only,

the time and place where life is most abundant.

If you desire to know the secret of overflowing with the moment,

you must consult the Wizard of Is.

Fortunately, this Wizard inhabits your own domain,

and ever-patiently awaits your contemplation

of the innermost I-dentity of the one who bears your name.

~The universal I that is We~

~~~~
The deepest principle of human nature is the craving to be appreciated.
~William James~
~~~~
Destiny is not a matter of chance, but a matter of choice.

It is not a thing to be waited for, it is a thing to be achieved.

~William Jennings Bryan~

~~~~
???????

~~~~
To observe without evaluating is the highest form of intelligence. 

~Jiddu Krishnamurti~

~~~~
A change of heart can change the world!

~Lori and Leonard Toye~
~~~~
If you’re not living on the edge, you’re taking up too much room.
~Jane Howard~
~~~~
Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes.

~Carl Jung~
INTENTION (++)
Intention organizes its own fulfillment
~And so it is~

~~~~

Most people are about as happy as they make up their minds to be. 

~Abraham Lincoln~

~~~~
INCEPTION (+)
Time is not a road, it is not a river;
it is a room where one notices different things.

And this is the most important time of all.
~W.H. Auden~

~~~~
The thing we are looking for is the thing we are looking with and at.
~St Augustine~

~~~~
The privilege of a lifetime is being who you are.

~Joseph Campbell~

~~~~

There is only one journey: going inside yourself.

~Ranier Maria Rilke~
~~~~

The reason we are here is to embody the transcendent.

~Dalai Lama~

~~~~
Welcome home to your inner island of calm.

~Susan Buckley~

~~~~

God's job is to create earth in heaven. Our job is to create heaven on earth.

~Arthur Chang~

~~~~

If you haven’t, then you aren’t.

You cannot be, in any given moment,

any more than you already have lived up to.

~Raella Weinstein~

~~~~

Even the most hard-nose physicist is beginning to admit

that the flap of a butterfly’s wing can change the weather thousands of miles away.

Everything we do matters.



~Gloria Steinem~
~~~~
Ultimate reality is encountered neither in our minds nor in the physical cosmos,
but at the point where these meet.
~Alan Smithson~
~~~~
Talk to yourself, not to the world.
There is no one to talk to but yourself
because all experience takes place within.
Conditions are the reflections of our [assumptions] and nothing else….
We can know only that which we experience.
~Ernest Holmes
~~~~

If we could see the miracle of a single flower clearly, our whole life would change. 

~Buddha~
~~~~

May you live the life God had in mind when God first thought of you.

~Lloyd John Ogilvie~

~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes. 

~Carl Jung~

INQUIRY (+)
If God were to hold out to me all of truth in his right hand

and the search for truth in his left hand,

I would reach for the left hand
~Gottfried Theodore Lessing~

~~~~

The ability to ask questions separates homo sapiens from the rest of the animal kingdom, and this ability is the foundation of his achievements. During a child’s first years, ‘why’ is the most important word in its vocabulary, and, if all goes well, will remain central there. In the process of learning, if the right question is put, knowledge can be gained. Every scientific discovery has been the result of a question being asked. Philosophies are formed by questioning what had previously been taken for granted and this type of questioning should also direct the study of history.   

~Joan O’Grady~

~~~~

Be patient toward all that is unsolved in your heart 

and try to love the questions themselves like locked rooms 

and like books that are written in a very foreign tongue. . . . 

The point is to live everything. 

Live the questions now. 

~Ranier Maria Rilke~
~~~~
Inquire within.

~Here I am~

~~~~

Just as a man would dive in order to get something that had fallen into the water,

so one should dive into oneself, with a keen one-pointed mind,

controlling speech and breath, and find the place whence the 'I' originates.

~Sandra Ma Percy~

~~~~

A former Dalai Lama had the perfect answer to the question, "Who am I?"

He replied with another question, "Who is it that asks?"

Only if the questioner fully realized that the Dalai Lama's own question

had truly answered his own, would enlightenment occur.

~And so it is~

~~~~

People are always blaming their circumstances for what they are.

I don’t believe in circumstances.

The people who get on in this world are the people who get up

and look for the circumstances they want, and, if they can’t find them, make them.
~George Bernard Shaw~
~~~~

To acquire knowledge, one must study; but to acquire wisdom, one must observe.

~Marilyn vos Savant~
 ~~~~

Ours is the only species that questions its own existence, wondering “why?”

It’s time to wonder why we’ve wandered into today’s state of planetary disarray.

~And so it is~

~~~~

?????
~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes. 

~Carl Jung~
ORIENTATION (+)
Scientists – now familiar with field theory, ecological dynamics, and the transactional nature of perception – can no longer see man as the independent observer of an alien and rigidly mechanical world of separate objects. The clearly mystical sensation of self-and-universe, or organism-and-environment, as a unified field or process seems to fit the facts. The sensation of man as an island ego in a hostile, stupid or indifferent universe seems more of a dangerous hallucination.

~Alan Watts~

~~~~

The idea that will change the game of knowledge is the realization that it is more important to understand events, objects and processes in their relationship with one another than in their singular structure.

~Mihalyi Csikszentmihalyi~
~~~~

The central concepts in every one of our modern disciplines, sciences and arts are patterns and configurations [such as “metabolism”, “homeostasis”, “ecology”, “personality”, “syndromes”, “gestalts” and other conceptual formulations of an integral nature]. These configurations can never we reached by starting with the parts – just as the ear will never hear a melody by hearing individual sounds. Indeed, the parts in any pattern or configuration exist only, and can only be identified, in contemplation of the whole and from the understanding of the whole. Just as we hear the same sound in a tune rather than C-sharp or A-flat, depending on the key we play it in, so the parts in any configuration – whether the “drives” in a personality, the complex of chemical, electrical and mechanical actions within a metabolism, the specific rites in a culture, or the particular colors and shapes in a nonobjective painting – can only be understood, explained or even identified from their place in the whole, that is, in the configuration. 
~Peter Drucker~
~~~~

It is clear to me that metaphors serve an important role,
pregnant with meaning for those of us working at the frontiers [of science].
We need not only to examine our current metaphors,
but also to refresh ourselves with new ones –

and let go of the stale metaphors that no longer serve us.
~Beverly Rubick~
~~~~

What we need is a philosophical bedrock 

that will provide a common understanding of the way reality works. 

This can then constitute a challenge for us to live as if reality is indeed like this.
~Alan Smithson~

~~~~

It is easier to split an atom than a preconception. 

~Albert Einstein~

~~~~

Even the most hard-nose physicist is beginning to admit

that the flap of a butterfly’s wing can change the weather thousands of miles away.

Everything we do matters.



~Gloria Steinem~
~~~~

Your vision will become clear only when you can look into your own heart. 

Who looks outside, dreams; who looks inside, awakes. 

~Carl Jung~
The HEART of ALL that MATTERS

LET US WALK GENTLY AMONG EACH OTHERS’ MINDS, 

CULTIVATING DELICATE RHYTHMS
To listen a soul into disclosure and discovery

is the greatest service one human being can offer another.

~Quaker axiom~
Know that things are not so comprehensible

or expressible as we would have them be.

But come with me to the depth of my mind,

to the place of my being

and we shall walk together through the labyrinth.

Do not look only at this feeble structure,

but feel what lies between.

Herein lies my being.                                                      I have felt – have you? - like some small creature just set free
from the bonds of an encircling cocoon

to stretch out its newly found wings,

to dry them in the warm and penetrating sun

and then to lift them with the lightness of vapor

and become the very air that surrounds you – free.

But suddenly there are the nets of style, tradition,

crying judgment and rules

that confine and swallow all emotion.

You struggle against the invisible that engulfs you

only to realize that you have become a collector’s item

for those who collect the dead.                                                                                                          At first there is fear,

then hate as you become the very things that pursue you.

This hate would grow and nourish itself on your fear

if it weren’t for the blanket of pain

that slowly numbs your senses until you drop from exhaustion.

And then through some melting process

you and your enemies become one.

It is your own self that you are fighting,

your own ego that must lose if you are to win.
The eternal tragedy of living becomes the eternal joy.

Is this the psychology of being – when birth and death unite?                           I become simpler in my contemplation
because the complexities of good and evil,

black and white no longer exist.

Not because there are answers,

but because there are not.
It seems that we endure because we suffer

and that we suffer because we endure.

We endure as a cosmic organism,

one day to become liquid in a glass,

the flame in a candle

or the very soil we walk upon;

to have the feeling of ‘treeness’

and to feel the roots stretch with growing in the damp earth.                                                          Fear is still present.
More than anything I fear the straight world.

Because straight implies rigid and rigid implies static death.

Yes, sometimes I hate them, too.

This is my hang-up. What’s yours?
Pain?

It becomes a beautiful growing thing,

because growing is lonely and solitude is cherished.                                                                       Last night, I saw you,
all of us dancing the dance of life,

being innumerably many things at once.

Each smile was an infinite touch

and infinity became the eternal and ever-present now.

Reasons, we put in a jar as we talked about nothing

and sang about everything we loved about each other

and I love you.

~”State of being for Sky Garner” (1966)~

