When you become a sheet of music without notes, your song will sing to you. ~John Squadra
A bird doesn't sing because it has an answer, it sings because it has a song. ~ Maya Angelou

Life is a dream, realize it. Life is a challenge, meet it. Life is a duty, complete it. Life is a promise, fulfill it. Life is a song, sing it. ~Mother Teresa
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All things that proceed from me return to me.
Fullness of life is measured by our courage to do what we were created to do. ~The Wizard of Is
~TWOI~

When will they learn that there is no them?

The Gospel of Not Yet Common Sense

Don’t believe everything you think.

Scramlet
If you know what, you know how.
Thomas Hora
We started out fine. Then we got de-fined. Now we are getting re-fined.

Swami Satchidananda
Most of us don’t have much to change, just a lot to get over.

Bradford Brown

It is impossible for a man to learn what he thinks he already knows.

Epictetus
Seek direction from one who’s already there.

Zulu proverb
I strongly suspect that reality is a collective hunch.

Lily Tomlin
If life were perfect, it wouldn't be.
Yogi Berra

Remember no one can make you feel inferior without your consent.

Eleanor Roosevelt
Attention is the coin of the realm. Whatever you "pay" your attention to, you've bought.

David Gordon

The reward of patience is patience.

St. Augustine
The harder I push against something, the more I attract its essence.
Abraham-Hicks

The highest reward for one's toil is not what one gets for it but what one becomes by it.

John Ruskin
We all like to be recognized not for one piece of fireworks, but for the ledger of our daily work.
Neil Armstrong
If there were two forces in the universe, “force of habit” would be the second strongest.
Robin Goodfellow
One does not become enlightened by imagining figures of the light, but by making the darkness conscious.
Carl Jung
In nature there are neither rewards nor punishments – there are consequences.

Robert Ingersoll
Sooner or later, we all sit down to a banquet of consequences.

Robert Louis Stevenson

Keep changing. When you’re through changing, you’re through.
Bruce Barton
It is of no use walking anywhere to preach unless our walking is our preaching.
St. Francis of Assisi
For fast acting relief, try slowing down.

Lily Tomlin
Don't cry because it's over. Smile because it happened

-Dr. Seuss
A clear understanding of negative emotions dismisses them.
Vernon Howard

I have opinions of my own – strong opinions – but I don’t always agree with them.

President George W. Bush

We want our minds to be clear – not so we can think clearly, but so we can be open in our perceptions.

M.C. Richards
See all natural forms . . . not as forever fixed but as expressing a tendency toward another form.

M.C. Richards
Life is the art of drawing without an eraser.
John Gardner
There’s a fine line between genius and insanity; I have erased the line.

Dilbert’s Rules of Order

Only those who will risk going too far can possibly find out how far one can go.

T.S. Eliot
I can’t understand why people are frightened by new ideas. I’m frightened of old ones.

John Cage
Foolish men and the dead alone never change their opinions.
James Russell Lowell

Even the most ordinary of men is a great artist when it comes to miming his own misfortunes.

Alain

There is no cure for birth and death save to enjoy the interval. 
-George Santayana

How come nothing’s like it was until it’s gone?

Will Mastin

We are afraid to see clearly and of being clearly seen.

from the movie, Sunshine
To be happy is to be able to become aware of oneself without fright
Walter Benjamin
No member of a crew is praised for the rugged individuality of his rowing.
Ralph Waldo Emerson
May what I do flow from me like a river, no forcing and no holding back, the way it is with children.

Ranier Maria Rilke

The greatest weapon against stress is an ability to choose one thought over another.
William James
A vision without action is an hallucination.
Ancient Chinese Proverb
We enter the path of transformation when we begin to practice what we proclaim.

Thich Nhat Hanh
It’s getting harder and harder to find an actual coincidence.

Charles Landis
In speaking with you, I am merely deliberating with myself.
Arnold Schoenberg

Honest criticism is hard to take, particularly from a relative, a friend, an acquaintance, or a stranger.

Franklin P. Jones
People are as good as their unconscious intentions.

The Gospel of Not Yet Common Sense
The First Law of AUTHOR-ization

All statements about or descriptions about reality (the world, the universe, etc.), or of any portion, aspect, or characteristic of reality, are based on an experiencing thereof. In the absence of any experiencing of reality, nothing intelligible can be said about it. Thus the bottom line of all meaningful discourse about reality is that is experientially grounded. Thus the only intelligible knowledge one may have about reality is experiential knowledge by either direct acquaintance or from hearsay gathered from others that makes sense to our experience. 

Hence James Joyce’s prescription, “Always write from experience. Write only from experience.”

Yet experience is not, in and of itself, the be all and end all of what’s so about reality, for as psychologist Charles T. Tart has acknowledged, “Man is a theorizing and conceptualizing animal and does not accept experience in and of itself: he always develops beliefs and theories about his experience. [Charles Tart, Altered States of Consciousness, p. 5.] ~NFM

The fact that the author thinks slowly is not serious,
but the fact that he publishes faster than he thinks is inexcusable.

~Wolfgang Pauli~
Most conversations are simply monologues delivered in the presence of a witness. ~Margaret Millar, author (184)

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

All of my thinking is informed by the reality principle, the principle that reality formation is an inside job.
On the subject of free will, my favorite statement is that of Jawalharlal Nehru: 

"Life is like a game of cards. The hand you are dealt is determinism; the way you play it is free will."
This perspective is in perfect alignment with the reality principal: 

Reality formation is an inside job.

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

In other words, although WHAT we experience is not always of our own immediate choosing, HOW anything is experienced by us is always of our own immediate choosing - which includes our power to break a habit of formerly experiencing things negatively.  

Each of us has ultimate authority concerning the HOW of our experiencing. This is, to me, the essential science of minding our own business.

God-consciousness is self-referential in both its being and its functions. It is self-originating (being its own source rather than being sourced from something other than itself); self-causal (being subject to no causation other than its own); self-containing (being the container of all that is and therefore not contained by something other than itself); self-operative (being subject to no operations other than its own); self-consistent in all aspects of its expression (having no contradiction within itself); and self-reliant in every aspect of its expression: self-knowing, self-experiencing, self-organizing, self-motivating, self-activating, self-controlling, self-manifesting, self-evolving, and self-becoming.
noel says:

We write our own scripts.

jennie says:

I'm studying  Buddhism ths term so being in control of emotions comes to mind

noel says:

(And then forget them, and keep running them when they no longer serve.)

RevSusanne says:

Self with a small "s", acknowledging the greater Self we co-create, writing as we go...

noel says:

How does being IN control differ from having control.

noel says:

?

noel says:

?

Sherry says:

In control sounds like it is our own work, having control sounds like being controlling.

jennie says:

Having control implies me more than being IN control

noel says:

Surrender again . . .

jennie says:

Sherry, we have opposite approaches, huh?

From Meta-Cosmological I-Opener:

In the meantime, the principle challenge to fullness of self-disclosure arises from the incarnational circumstance of our innermost totality’s residence in the silent dimension that philosopher Michael Polanyi has characterized as “the more we know than we can say.”X As for the “more” to which Polanyi refers, whose author-ity vastly exceeds our incarnational endowment, perhaps no one has signified it better than 17th-century philosopher Blaise Pascal:X
[W]hat is man in nature? A nothing in respect to the infinite, everything in respect to the nothing, a halfway between nothing and all. Infinitely far from comprehending the extremes, both the end and the beginning or principle of things are invincibly hidden in an impenetrable secret; he is equally incapable of seeing the nothing whence he has been drawn, and the infinite in which he is engulfed.

What else can he do, then, but perceive some semblance of the middle of things, eternally hopeless of knowing either their principles or their end? All things have come out of nothingness and are carried onwards to infinity. Who can follow these astonishing processes? The author of these wonders understands them. No one else can.

To the extent that the ultimately unfathomable “more than one can say” can at least be known of by anyone who is willing to contemplatively intuit his or her own innermost totality, each of us has the potential to say at least some of it, and to say it more clearly than can anyone else. And as we are endeavoring to do this, we can take to heart the reply of quantum physicist Henry Stapp to his mentor, Werner Heisenberg, when Heisenberg chided Stapp for being too confident of meaningfully describing in words the complexly interwoven and densely mathematical domain of quantum-mechanics. Stapp’s rejoinder was the assertion, “We’ll never know how close we can come until we make the attempt, will we?” Accordingly, Henry Stapp is now among the quantum physicists who have come the closest thus far.X
How close anyone may come to fathoming the more we know than we can say is suggested by independent post-colonial film-maker Trinh T. Minh-Ha, who has clearly glimpsed her own complexly interwoven, hall-of-mirrors self-among-others, as also previously cited on this manual’s title page):X
I write to show myself showing people who show me my own showing. 
From FMS – P.M.’s:

PRACTICING DISHARMAMENT: Authorizing the Subtraction of My Distraction
So long as I harbor unforgiveness, my happiness docks elsewhere.

-The new common sense
I realize that the ultimate author of the meaning of my experience is me, since its meaning is subject to my author-ity. Therefore, no matter how I have formerly allowed other people and contingent circumstances to shape my life, as the ongoing author of my experience I can edit a new edition thereof.

I accordingly realize that the power with which I choose what to get upset about is the same power with which I may authorize the subtraction of such distraction. 

I now employ this power to stop looking at the absence of the way I wish things were, so that I may instead appreciate and accommodate the presence of what is.

I used to do a whole lot of frettin'

about the way my life didn't work for me,

I didn't know how to be happy

'cause I paid so much attention

to the way that I rathered things would be.

Instead of seeing blessings, I kept an inventory

of everything I lacked to make me free,

and as long as I kept looking at what wasn't there

my happiness was nowhere I could see.

I was into pleasing those who wished me to be otherwise

instead of those who like me as I am,

and I got so busy fixing what others thought was broken

that what worked already wasn't worth a damn. 

I couldn't find the good in me while seeing what was missing,

and so my life became a sham,

and as long as I kept looking at what wasn't there

my happiness was nowhere I could see.

So I let go of my fretting about what isn't so,

and my rathering that life came differently,

I'm no longer pleasing others by trying to fit their pictures

or by fixing what already works for me.

I no longer give my energy to things that used to bother me,

it's so easy just to let them be,

'cause as soon as I stop looking at what isn't there

my happiness is all that I can see.

From FMG FINAL:

These pages are written entirely in the first person, since the only forgiveness upon which I am an authority is the forgiveness that I myself have authored.   Such self-dominion is the only true author-ity: the mindful authorship of my own experience, and the willingness to let others’ experience of me be my only endeavor at persuasion.

I have found no other way to assure the congruence of who I am with the words I speak – at least the possibility that when you look at me, what you see is what you get because they are the same.

From FGM FINAL:

Ultimate Author-ity Is Mine

It appears that [our minds] do not record data but rather the patterns that connect data.  If this is the nature of memory, it must impose sharp limits – and probably distortions – on what we can think....  On an individual level [this] implies that each of us operates out of a unique set of patterns of thought derived from our own, individual matrix of relationships and associations.  These patterns which we assimilate over our lives must largely determine [how] we understand our own selves and beingness – and hence what we can become. –Marshall Pease

Past choices have set me up for my present experience of life, by programming what I pay attention to, when and how I attend, and the assessments of “what’s so” and “so what” that I assign to things attended, honking horns included.  My former choices literally set me up for today’s experience, which is why their accumulated patterning as my perceptual frame of reference is called a “mindset.”  My mindset is like the professor who lectures annually from the same tattered notes, priding himself on his years of experience while he has actually had only one year of experience repeated many times.  Until I make new choices, I habitually respond to present circumstances from a mindset beholden to past choices that blind me to alternatives.  

As the one who has authored my current mindset, I am the one (and only one) with the author-ity to revise it.  My authority of choiceful power is quite literally the inner “ruler” that calibrates the measurement of all that takes residence in my awareness.  The pattern of my former choices – the perceptual frame of reference that maintains my mindset – tends to function like an automatic pilot, converting the impressions of my outer and inner worlds into habitual, robotically triggered reactions that conform my present experience to whatever my past relationships and associations have set me up to perceive.  

All perception that I am subject to external rule is deceptive.  Nothing can rule me without my consent for it to do so.  I cannot have an experience in which I have not agreed to participate.  Nor can anyone “frame” me contrary to the frame of my own mindset.  Often my agreement has been unconscious, like the one that programmed me with resorts to force.  It is when my participatory agreement is unconscious that the illusion of external rule is most deceptive.

Rather than being external to me, what rules me is nothing more than myself in the act of choosing.  The cause of my perception is within me, not without.  Things perceived are not the ruler of my experience, even when I think they are and blame them accordingly.  Nor are my perceptions themselves my inner ruler, nor even my perceiving acts.  It is the one herein perceiving – the chooser – who is the ultimate ruler of my being.  I am the ultimate programmer of my mindset’s frame of reference.

In classes and public lectures, I sometimes illustrate this principle of rulership by asking folks to watch my hand as I wave it back and forth above my head.  When this is done I ask, “What made you watch my hand?”  Some say that my waving was the cause of their watching.  Others say that my asking was the cause.  Still others acknowledge the actual cause: their choice to comply with my request.  

The ultimate evidence of choiceful power in this exercise is the occasional person who does not act on my request, whose attention is not “distracted” by my waving.  On one such occasion someone argued, “Perhaps he wasn’t paying attention, and made no choice at all.”  In response, I could only rest my case: “Not paying attention is also a choice.  No one else is in charge of my not being present.  Inattention, like distraction, is an act (or innaction) of my own choosing.”

The good news about my power of choice is that when my life leaves something to be desired, I can choose to alter the mindset that makes my experience undesirable.

A little boy was overheard talking to himself as he strutted through the backyard, wearing his baseball cap and toting a ball and bat: “I’m the greatest hitter in the world,” he announced.  Then he tossed the ball into the air, swung at it, and missed.  “Strike One!” he yelled. 

Undaunted, he picked up the ball and said again, “I’m the greatest hitter in the world!”  He tossed the ball into the air. When it came down he swung again and missed. “Strike Two!” he cried.

The boy then paused a moment to examine his bat and ball carefully. He spit on his hands and rubbed them together. He straightened his cap and said once more, “I’m the greatest hitter in the world!”  Again he tossed the ball up in the air and swung at it.  He missed. “Strike Three!”  

“Wow!” he exclaimed. “I’m the greatest pitcher in the world!”

Forgiving myself for what I don’t do well frees me to experience something greater.

From DHMS Agent Edition:
I am the author of my self-dominion, meaning that I am its sole author-ity and author-izer. Blamefulness authorizes others to hold a lien on my self-dominion, empowering them to lean on my unforgiveness by pushing all the buttons that summon it forth. Forgiveness cancels both the lien and others’ leaning on me. To the extent that I self-condemningly abdicate to others my dominion over myself, only forgiveness can reclaim the dominion I have thus blamefully granted to them and/or to my circumstances. Forgiveness returns self-dominion to its primary author and authority.

SOMETHING (K)NEW UNDER THE SUN
I do not see the world the way it is.  I see the world the way I am.
-Every one of us, whether we know it or not
The real voyage of discovery 

consists not in seeking new landscapes

but in having new eyes.

-Marcel Proust
In mastering the pronouncement of re-constellated comprehension, my new eyes of reconfigured perception must see through and beyond the old guise of standardized conceptions. All the King’s English and all that it’s meant is unable to put me together again unless it undergoes a corresponding reconfiguration of its own, so that it may bear testimony to my psyche’s phenomenal effort of forgivingly reintegrating its fragmented infrastructure. 

Reconfiguration of one’s perceptivity requires the reconfiguration of one’s terminology:

“When I use a word,” Humpty Dumpty said, in rather a scornful tone, “it means just what I choose it to mean – neither more nor less.” 

“The question is,” said Alice, “whether you can make words mean so many different things.”

“The question is,” said Humpty Dumpty, “which is to be master – that’s all.”

-Lewis Carroll, Through the Looking Glass
Standardized conceptions are ill fit to convey the extraordinary holistic outlook that emerges from my reconfigured perceptions, until they are themselves accordingly reconfigured (a task that is redeemed in part – at least in my mind – by the realization that “extraordinary” means “more ordinary than usual.” I suspect that such extra-ly ordinary sensibility may be the real common sense that so many seem to be lacking).  

As with all processes of reconfiguration, regardless of what is being thus altered, without making some disconnections no new connections can be established. I cannot transcend the limits of normative language without at least some minimal deconfiguration thereof that corresponds to my reconfigured outlook. Hence the seeming madness in my method.

My procedure of perceptual reconfiguration (a.k.a. “perceptual makeover”) consists of allowing the inner process that forms my perceptions to have its non-linear way with me, after which a phenomenal job of editing is required to get the non-linearity write. Writing what I have un-wronged takes the forms (even when I am being objective) of rhymingful, punsterful, mnemonic, metaphoric, alliterative and other syntactical splits of writ and twists of lit, in my endeavor to prompt correlative shifts of wit concerning what it fully means to forgive oneself.

To the extent that I honor the requirement for grammatical reconfiguration, persons who opened this book in quest of a quick and easy read have by now (if they are still with me in the gristing of my gist) discovered an opportunity to be forgiving of its makeup. My own inquest – to know and authentically be as I wholly am – has required me to refit ordinary terminology and phraseology into the essentially requisite thought-provoking reconfigurations that point to the findings of my inquest. As I proceed with my refits, I run the risk of also provoking fits of impatience in my readers. As I once did with a honking horn, they experience themselves being tweaked with their own pique at what’s forthcoming. (Again, the remedy is to get oneself out of the way, rather than go away, and surrender to a light-hearted contemplation of my light-hearted semantic seam antics.

I risk inviting such self-off-putting distraction of my readers by my prose only because I know of no better way to awaken fresh perceptions in others than with language that complements my own refreshed perceptions. Yet I proceed with such refreshment in clear conscience, since active perceptivity has always been the means by which language makes up the forms and formations with which it points to the infinite whateverness of our experience.

As my active perceptivity bridges the realm of all-together-meant with the so-called “real” world, it is pre-consciously intuitive and creative of new mixtures. In contrast, my habitual perceptions are passively reactive, and are therefore merely re-creative of the fixture as before. I regularly frequent my active perceptivity’s together-putting domain, with the thus over-realming objective of more effectively negotiating the various and potentially overwhelming worlds of my experience, i.e., the often unsympathetic world around me, and my sometimes overly sympathetic and disorder-prone parasympathetic worlds within. My intention is fulfilled by language that is tuned to the frequency of my endeavor.

Since I allow my words to have their way with me, in conveyance of my perceptual makeover to the sentience [defined as “the power of perception via the senses”] of others, I accordingly ask my readers to make their own allowances, being patient both with my linguistic liberties, and with my non-linear constellation of seemingly discontinuous yet seamingly simultaneous holistic intuitions that show up at best ill-conformed to my constraining thereof within sequential blocks of text.

By what authority does one dare give new shapes to one’s language? Until some greater authorization is granted, I shall continue to make do with the following author-ity:

Nothing new under the sun?

I am proof this is not so.

No matter what’s been done before,

or thought before,

I am the one 

who is doing and thinking 

right here and now.

Never before has the universe happened 

just the way I do.

There is always something new under the sun

whenever someone new is doing it.

In my life and through my hands

the universe continues to take shapes it has never had before.

And so it is with the shaping of my words.

I am the author(izer) of my self-dominion. Blamefulness authorizes others to hold a lien on my self-dominion, which empowers them to lean on my unforgiveness. Forgiveness cancels both the lien and others’ leaning on me. So long as my unforgiveness abdicates to others my dominion over myself, only my recourse to forgiveness may reclaim the dominion that I have granted to other persons, or to my circumstances, via my blameful unforgiveness. Forgiveness returns self-dominion to its true author-ity.
 I am the author of my self-dominion, meaning that I am its sole author-ity and author-izer. Blamefulness authorizes others to hold a lien on my self-dominion, empowering them to lean on my unforgiveness by pushing all the buttons that summon it forth. Forgiveness cancels both the lien and others’ leaning on me. To the extent that I self-condemningly abdicate to others my dominion over myself, only forgiveness can reclaim the dominion I have thus blamefully granted to them and/or to my circumstances. Forgiveness returns self-dominion to its primary author and authority.

FROM BYOP Workshop:

What does it mean to you to be political?

· When do you feel that you are being political?

· What makes the difference between being political and not being political?

[Politics: exercise of authority and government.]  When I express myself with author-ity.

Execute, legislate, adjudicate/vote, referendum

H.B.: politics is spirituality in action – when I am Spirit in action

J.R.: expressing what works 

R.C.: come from heart and caring

J.C.: to be a negotiator consistent with who I am

From Beyond Officialdom:
The Viability of Co-Managerial Systems 

From ancient nature beliefs to recent discoveries of modern day physicists, the reality of life’s luminous interconnectedness through influencing energies has verified the fact that all of life is related, that the separate beingness of every living cell in the world is inexplicably interwoven into a singular pattern of wholeness, now recognized as the Great Web of Life.  We are each a unique vibration on that Web – sensitive and highly responsive to the finest vibratory movements of all other life forms existing upon its shimmering strands. [W]e and nature are each as a strand of life’s fragile DNA web that literally sings with the vibrating song of life. -Mary Summer Rain, The Singing Web
Co-managerial networks are the world’s most truly “democratic institutions,” because they communicate openly as the field, rather than compartmentally and linearly to and from the field.  Since all network participants are locally autonomous, their mutual interdependence is unhampered by administrative politics.  Co-managerial networks are omni-radially coordinated rather than divisively stratified.  As a consequence, they communicate omni-directionally from each of their multiple centers rather than linearly from and to a central authority.  Author-ity pervades the field and functions as the field, empowering each participant to author his or her own local destiny.  Authority is self-managing throughout the field, rather than managing of others a lá stratified administrative systems.  Co-managerial systems manage processes and results, while officialdoms process the people who produce results.

Co-managerial authority is epitomized by the Internet, which networks information placed upon it in the omni-radial manner exemplified by cosmic energy.  In the cosmic order, energy flows radially throughout the universe from each source to all other sources.  Websites are comparably ordered on the World Wide Web.  Consequently, all non-restricted websites are as present to every computer on the World Wide Web as are all frequencies of the non-compartmentalized electromagnetic spectrum present throughout the universe.  In both cases it is I, according to my unique nature, perspective, timing and skills, who locally make my co-managerial selections from and contributions to the totality thus available.

Religious Scientists may recognize how co-managerial systems emulate the Hermetic definition of God: that whose center is everywhere and whose circumference is nowhere.  Co-managerial systems also emulate the democratic relationship between omnipresent Mind-at-large and “local” mind.  Whatever is known in Mind-at-large is potentially knowable by me, and becomes actually known to me as I access it, while whatever knowing I release likewise becomes integral to Mind-at-large.  

Thus is Science of Mind, like quantum physics, a unitive science of decentralized and invisible co-managerial process that apostle Paul so knowingly acknowledged when he wrote: “[T}he worlds were framed by the word of God, so that things which are seen were not made of things that do appear.”  Insofar as officialdoms appear to function as a causal agency, rather than be in functional alignment with causality’s invisible ways, they are committed to a lost cause.

Both information and energy, when they are free of stratified or otherwise divisive compartmentalization, exemplify balanced whole/part reciprocity of authority as well as communication, and they do so with the precision of algorithmic laws.  Although the mathematical and subsequent technological basis for non-divisive, co-managerial communication systems was discovered a mere five decades ago, the 30-year old Internet already has become a global demonstration of how cybernetic systems inexorably democratize all communication processes.

The systemic self-empowerment, self-organization and self-maintenance of a co-managerial network, in which each part inclusively relates to all other parts, is exemplary of the self-dominion that pervades all open-ended spirituality, including that exemplified in Ernest Holmes’ philosophy.  Science of Mind is a philosophy of universal self-dominion – dominion of the self, by the self, for the self, as the self.  Self-dominion is uniformly co-managerial, precisely as Holmes proclaimed: “Talk to yourself, not to the world.  There is no one to talk to but yourself for all experience is within.”  

There is only one dominion, self-dominion, and that dominion is omnipresent to each of us in and as our individual experience.  Self-dominion is uniformly omni-local, not divisively stratified or otherwise compartmentalized.  Within the unitive presence of self-dominion, everywhere I go, here I am, transcendent of all perceptions of “there.”  This is because, unlike any –ism, -ity, –dom, or other –ion, self-dominion is universally co-extensive, and both non-preferentially and non-coercively available to all alike.  None of the universe’s components has more or less self-dominion than any others, merely different degrees of its conscious exercise.  Omnipresent self-dominion is absolutely, eternally, infinitely and irrevocably both “none of the above” in exclusive particular and “all of the above” in inclusive function – hence its openness at the top to Mind-at-large.

Unfortunately, the promotion of Ernest Holmes’ teachings has not been open from the top.  Denominational Religious Science is a closed system, in which the dissemination of our philosophy is institutionally impaired by the administrative checks and balances of officialdom.  The greatest impediment to the movement of the Religious Science “movement” is the investment of time and resources required to maintain its current administrative systems.  Hence the preclusion from wider awareness of the very philosophy whose availability to the world such administration is presumed to facilitate.

The end of such preclusion is now in hand.
