the transition from bureaucracy to co-opcracy.

We are living in the midst of the most far-reaching cosmological paradigm shift in all of recorded human history, in which we are replacing the viewpoint that consciousness evolved out of matter with the viewpoint that matter has evolved out of consciousness.  

the contemporary paradigm shift toward greater appreciation of wholeness,

the emerging paradigm of holistic consciousness.  

In the new epoch, our individualities are synergized in conscious, co-creative social synergy.  Though separative aspects of our individuated consciousness are released, the positive gains of our individuation are conserved as we consciously align with the physical and metaphysical principles of co-operation that govern the natural world and cosmos at large.  

Our further individuation is in accord with Earth’s co-operational priority: maintaining the harmonious interconnectedness of all things Earthly, thereby preserving the balance that exists within us even as we exist in it, namely, the balance of lifekind.

Lifekind, not humankind, is our ultimate Earthly affiliation.  Yet even as lifekind is the leading edge of planetary evolution, humankind is in turn the conscious leading edge of lifekind’s further evolvement.  As we realize that what we once impersonally called “the balance of nature” is actually the far more personal balance of lifekind, we awaken from the objective balance of nature to the subjective nature of our balance within nature

Having assumed such a role willy-nilly, we are now able to continue as lifekind’s evolutionary leading edge only as we live in congruence with Earth’s life supportive systems.  The alternative is to increasingly function as lifekind’s leading liability.

It is time for us to assume our conscious evolutionary role as the custodians of lifekind.

Though our quest for autonomous self-dominion continues, we now likewise evolve our conscious capacity for working together in “multinomous” harmony, standing all together as one on behalf of lifekind as a whole.  While our physical structure is not notably altered as a consequence of this noetic leap, the structure of our Earthly relationships is dramatically transformed as we work together co-creatively in shared consciousness.  The harmonious well being of all life is the consciously intended outcome.

Among the earlier contributors to the noetic leap from competitive individualism to co-operative individuality are several persons whose insights are incorporated into the New Epochal Studies Program: Marshall McLuhan (http://www.mcluhanmedia.com/), Buckminster Fuller (http://www.bfi.org/), Alan Watts (http://www.alanwatts.com/), and Nobel laureates Ilya Prigogine (http://order.ph.utexas.edu/) and David Bohm (http://world.std.com/~lo/bohm/0000.html).  The Program also incorporates the insights of numerous contemporary paradigm shifters, including Barbara Marx Hubbard (http://www.celenet.org/mindofscience/universalhuman.htm), Peter Russell (http://www.peterussell.com/index2.html), Kevin Kelly (http://staff.hotwired.com/kevin/) and Ken Wilbur (http://www.wie.org/j12/wilber.html).  

The insights of these and other persons in relationship to New Thought’s noetic potential are explored in depth and breadth, both historically and metaphysically, in a series of articles beginning at http://www.newthought.net/globalizing.htm.  The enormity of this noetic potential is reflected in the feasibility of acquainting 600 million persons (10% of the world’s population) with the New Thought paradigm by year’s end, 2005 – such being the estimated number of persons who will then be online (see http://www.newthought.net/global.htm).  And the fulfillment of New Thought’s noetic potential is being advanced by the new, online Epoch International University, whose outreach to the global learning community is reported at http://www.newthought.net/EIU.htm until the university has its own website.

In support of its own facilitation of the emerging co-operative paradigm, New Thought Network in 1996 initiated the http://www.celenet.org and http://www.mediamessage.com websites, which herald and inform the metamorphosis of homo sapiens sapiens into homo custodiens.   These and numerous other websites will support forthcoming distant learning courses in New Epochal Studies.
I have since 1965 been developing a process of transpersonal paradigm shifting that I call “perceptual refiltering,” which facilitates transcendence of self-limiting thoughts, feelings and conditions.  I currently apply this process in pastoral counseling and workshop settings.

From Competitive Individuation to Co-Operative Individuality

[PREFATORY NOTE: The term “paradigm” signifies an all-comprehending frame of reference, a mental pattern (“thought atmosphere”) that structures and conditions our perception of what is so and what is not.  As the arbiter of what is “real,” a paradigm is accordingly creative of our reality as well, insofar as it obscures awareness on our part of what fails to conform to our perceptions.]

As a contributor to the current paradigm shift toward greater appreciation of wholeness, New Thought is both a cause and consequence of this transition.  New Thought’s inception was part of its cause, and New Thought’s growth is part of the consequence.   Thus is New Thought poised, as a paradigm bridge, to make its greatest contribution to the evolution of human consciousness.  By globalizing awareness of New Thought perspectives that bridge between the old and new worldly paradigms, we may make New Thought’s own paradigm the one whose time has come (see http://www.newthought.net/global.htm).

Thus far, the evolution of human consciousness has been a process of individuation, of our growing self-awareness, understanding and expression of the “I” that knows itself as “me” and calls itself collectively homo sapiens sapiens.   New Thought arose as a culminating factor in Epoch One of conscious evolution, the more than ten thousand years of personal individuation that now brings us to Epoch Two in the unfoldment of our consciousness.  In the new epoch, we become additionally self-aware, understanding and expressive of the “I” that knows itself inclusively as “we,” which we may call homo custodiens.  

The New Thought paradigm is a potentially powerful factor in our awakening to the paradigm of holistic living.  All that is required is the full globalization of New Thought’s potential (http://www.newthought.net/globalizing.htm).

From Win-Lose to Win-Win

The operational paradigm of homo sapiens sapiens has been win-lose, a highly fragmentive paradigm of conquest and exploitation, the “conquering” and “mastery” of nature for human advantage by subduing all other species and competing with members of our own species to exploit Earth’s resources for personal and localized social, ethnic, political and economic advantage.  Ernest Holmes’ assessment of this paradigm was both metaphysically and ecologically accurate: “We cannot beat Nature at her own game, because we are some part of it.”

The fragmentive win-lose paradigm of thinking the world to pieces has weakened Earth’s planetary metabolism.   It is not mere coincidence that the United Nations received its initial reports of ozone depletion and the AIDs virus in the same month.  The planetary and human immune systems are integrated in ways that we have yet to understand.  Though wholeness has characterized all aspects of the universe from its beginning, the new paradigm of holistic living is thus far awakened in only a relative handful of individuals on the planet.

The paradigm of emerging homo custodiens is win-win, an integrative paradigm of co-operation (working together) for the advantage of life as a whole (see http://www.winwinworld.net/).  The win-win paradigm thinks the world together by preserving and nurturing the balance of lifekind, thereby tending to restore Earth’s weakened metabolism to optimum function.  Quoting Holmes once again: “Life is one perfect Wholeness.  The Universe is a unit.  God is One….  All nature waits on man’s recognition of and co-operation with her laws, and is always ready to obey his will; but man must use Nature's forces in accordance with her laws, and in co-operation with her purposes…if he wishes to attain self-mastery.”

The paradigm shift from competitive, self-serving individualism to co-operative, whole-serving individuality integrates the best of our self-serving realizations with our own and Earth’s whole-serving intentions.  As fragmentive win-lose thinking gives way to the integrative win-win paradigm, we transcend preoccupation with schemes of human, local and immediate well-being at the expense of all other species and less competitive members of our own.  We assume instead our true planetary role of nurturing the inclusive well-being of all species.  Our further individuation is to be in accord with Earth’s co-operational priority: maintaining the harmonious interconnectedness of all things Earthly in the balance of lifekind.  

The win-win paradigm considers our own well-being to be operationally integral with the well-being of lifekind overall, in realization that we are equally members of lifekind as well as of humankind.   Indeed, since the balance of lifekind is in us even as we are in it, lifekind, not humankind, is our ultimate Earthly affiliation.  Lifekind is the leading edge of planetary evolution.  

Humankind is the only species that can both understand and either consciously support lifekind’s evolutionary process, or that, failing to understand, can deliberately unconsciously sabotage it.   [However: lemming factor, Earth saves itself] Our physical impact on Earth’s biosphere and our powers of evolutionary intervention via atomic and genetic manipulations involve us directly with Earth’s evolutionary destiny.   On a planet whose overall function is the diversification, enhancement and preservation of lifekind's balance, any species able to grossly modify that balance exercises a custodial role.  We may therefore continue to be lifekind’s evolutionary leading edge only as we become supportive of Earth’s overall vitality.  Otherwise we will continue to be lifekind’s leading liability.

Hence our emerging conscious evolutionary role as custodians of lifekind.

Where New Thought Comes In: A Noetic Leap

Given the priority of consciousness in the evolutionary transition at hand, New Thought’s contribution to our custodial role is potentially a pivotal one.  [Genetically to noetically driven evolution – from genes to memes.]   Homo sapiens sapiens is the creature of a genetic evolutionary leap, an increase of cranial and physiological capacities which facilitated the hand-y and linguistic manipulative abilities that empower competitive individualism.  The new shift to homo custodiens is a noetic leap – a conscious leap in conceptual capacity that empowers co-operative individualism.  Though our quest for autonomous self-dominion continues, we now likewise evolve our conscious capacity for working together harmoniously for the good of lifekind as a whole.

Our noetic leap is already reflected in a shift from goal-oriented to intention-driven consciousness, and in such concepts as “balance of lifekind, “co-operation,” “co-creation,” “conscious evolution” and “common ground.”  (Once again, it is no mere coincidence that so many of our newer thought forms take linguistic expression in words beginning with the prefixes “co-”, “con-” and “com-”, all of which designate interconnectedness.)
New Thought’s noetic potential is reflected in the feasibility, discussed in a previous column, of acquainting 600 million persons (10% of the world’s population) with the New Thought paradigm by year’s end, 2005 – which is the estimated number of persons who will then be online (see http://www.newthought.net/global.htm).  This potential is explored in historical and metaphysical breadth and depth in a series of articles beginning at http://www.newthought.net/globalizing.htm.

New Thought’s noetic potential is also advanced by the new online, globally accredited Epoch International University, whose start-up activity is reported at http://www.newthought.net/EIU.htm until the university has its own website.

Among the earlier contributors to the paradigm shift from competitive individualism to co-operative individuality are several individuals, some of whose prophetic insights are discussed in the series of articles cited above: Marshall McLuhan (http://www.mcluhanmedia.com/), Buckminster Fuller (http://www.bfi.org/), Alan Watts (http://www.alanwatts.com/), and Nobel Laureates David Bohm (http://world.std.com/~lo/bohm/0000.html) and Ilya Prigogine (http://order.ph.utexas.edu/).  Contemporary paradigm shifters include Peter Russell (http://www.peterussell.com/index2.html), Barbara Marx Hubbard (http://www.celenet.org/mindofscience/universalhuman.htm), Kevin Kelly (http://staff.hotwired.com/kevin/) and Ken Wilbur (http://www.wie.org/j12/wilber.html).  

Another major contributor to the emerging co-operative paradigm is the project, initiated at a New Thought church (http://www.spirituallivingcenter.org/forgivenessday/), to establish the first global holiday, International Forgiveness Day, to be observed in each of the world’s 280+ countries and territories on Sunday, August 6 (http://www.forgivenessday.org/august2000).  Resources for the observance are at http://www.forgivenessday.org/august2000/resourceinventory.htm.

The win-win paradigm has a website at http://www.winwinworld.net/.  

Concerning the mindset of oneness, when I say that each of us is one *of* God, I am endeavoring to indicate that there is only one manyness of universal expression, not two or more manynesses thereof.

There is only one manyness, and that manyness is my manyness right now.  That single manyness is a nested hierarchy, a hierarchy of manyness-within-manyness-within-manyness: particles within atoms that are within molecules that are within organisms etc. etc. etc., all of which are within one consciousness overall.

Each one *of* this manyness embodies the sub-hierarchies of which it is composed, and is embedded in the super-hierarchies that give context to it's existence.

I, too, am one expression *of* the single hierarchy of manyness.

This perspective is in keeping with the Law of Correspondence, which is likewise hierarchical: as above, so below; as within, so without.  The Law of Correspondence acknowledges that the universe is "self-similar" to itself at every level of its hierarchical organization.  The "self-similarity" that pervades the universal hierarchy of manyness has been validated by fractal geometry, which is a mathematical version of the Law of Correspondence as it were.

As an example of self-similarity, my being one *of* God is analogous to the relationship of my cells to my body.  Each cell of my body contains in its DNA all of the information essential to the cloning of my body.  Thus each cell is one *of* my body.

Assuming that Ernest Holmes was correct in his assumption that the entirety of the One Mind is accessible to my own mind, this means that I am one *of* Divine Mind.

In correspondence with the omnipresent accessibility of One-Mindedness, so it self-similarly is with the material universe that Ernest Holmes deemed to be "the manifest body of God".  The emerging science of so-called "zero-point energy" presumes that the energy of the entire universe is omnipresently accessible at every point within the universe, which makes each point within the universe one *of* the universe.

The existence of zero-point energy has been demonstrated mathematically, just as the existence of nuclear energy was initially deduced in Einstein's formula, "E=mc2".  Hopefully, we won't demonstrate zero-point energy explosively because to do so would reproduce the "Big Bang" that set the universe in motion.

Self-similarly, accessing the totality of the One Mind would blow the circuits my own local mind.

************************************

The linearly logical mind cannot fathom the possibility of one manyness, because linear logic is incapable of comprehending (which means "taking in") anything beyond individual manyness (for example, the multiplicity of individual trees) and corporate manyness (for example, trees' formation of individual forests).  It requires a far more inclusive non-linear comprehension to fathom the whole-Earth-ing process that each tree and forest is one of, a process that is reciprocally affected by the death of each tree and (more dramatically) of each forest.

The alternative to our presently prevailing linear mindset is the emerging mindset (via the contemporary paradigm shift) that is informed by quantum cosmology, general systems theory, chaos science, fractal geometry, scalar energy and zero-point energy sciences, and other so-called "sciences of complexity."  Since the emerging mindset is more comprehending of the entire gestalt of ordered relationships in the cosmos, from macrocosmic to microcosmic, I call it a "gestalt ecological" mindset.

Our linearly logical mindset is adversarial and competitive.  The emerging gestalt ecological mindset is non-adversarially co-operative, and is congruent with Ernest Holmes' spiritual philosophy of One-Mindedness.

Our want of a gestalt ecological mindset is illustrated by the following story:

The scientific community, emboldened by humankind's increasing command of nuclear energy and genetic engineering, technologies that were formerly employed only by God, decided that we had no further use for a deity.  A representative was chosen to inform God that He could take the rest of eternity off.

God, however, was not convinced. "Do you really think that you can create life from scratch exactly the way I did?"

"No problem," said the scientist, as he stooped to pick up a handful of dirt.

"No, no," said God. "That's not the way I did it."

"What do you mean?" asked the scientist.

"Go get your own dirt."

This story is a modern analog of the Biblical admonishment in which Job's second-guessing of God is countered with God's question, "Where wast thou when I laid the foundations of the earth?" (Job 38:4)  Non-believers are comparably admonished by Carl Sagan's gestalt ecological prescription for baking a cake from scratch: "You begin by creating a universe."

********************************

The whole Earth's (and whole universe's) many-ing of its oneness represents a supra-linear state of order, and it takes a supra-linearly ordered mind to comprehend and represent it.

Our name for the supra-linear planetary process of manying the one Earth is "ecology."  The ecological manying of our planet's oneness is so unfathomable to our prevailing linear mindset that we continue to trash the planet, reducing its manyness to messiness while dismissing ecology as commercially impractical.

Nothing less than a paradigm shift from linear (left-brain) to supra-linear (whole brain) comprehension is required if this trend is to change.  This is a conclusion I have drawn from my tracking (since the mid-1960's) of the contemporary paradigm shift from linear to supra-linear comprehension.  Fortunately (as has been proven time and again by the advertising industry's consistent experience with impacting the various populations that it addresses), only 7% of Earth's human population has to make the paradigm shift to supra-linear comprehension in order that the rest of us "get it" - or in marketing terms, for our consciousness to be "branded" with it.

For many years (1979-96) I was blessed with the opportunity to share my ongrowing understanding of the paradigm shift from linear to supra-linear consciousness while teaching courses in the "Mind of Science and Science of Mind" at many campuses of what is now called Ernest Holmes College.  In these classes I showed how Ernest Holmes' philosophy anticipated contemporary scientific perspectives.  Since 1996, my tracking of this paradigm shift has continued in the absence of any such an opportunity to report on my understanding thereof.

I am now taking the opportunity provided by the GIATI list to briefly share in what follows a super-condensed report of my current "gestalt ecological" understanding of the paradigm shift to super-linear comprehension.  Insofar as this report requires me to frame a supra-linear perspective within a linear linguistic medium, what I write may seem to some either as random and disconnected, or else overly circular in its logic, while to others it may seem still to be overly linear.  Yet just as circularity both in space and (as "cycles") in time is the most predominantly manifest form in the cosmos, so it is with the supra-linear logic that comprehends it.

********************************

Ernest Holmes taught that thoughts precede things (i.e., consciousness precedes its contents), and likewise that conscious intelligence preceded the material universe rather than emerged from material evolution.  And so, accordingly, does Earth's ecology precede its manifestations.

What we call "ecology" is representative of Earth's comprehensive planetary self-consciousness of its own manying processes, which provides and maintains a stable context for lifekind's evolutionary emergence and ongoing existence, without which no likekind could emerge.

Content without context is non-order.  Ecology is one of the numerous processes that keep the manyness of Earth's contents in divine order by facilitating its transition from chaotic, non-local (i.e., omnipresent) supra-linear cosmic order into locally manifesting multi-linear order.

What contemporary science terms as "chaos" is actually the pre-manifest, non-local, ordinating contextual process from which emerges the content of the so-called "Newtonian" order of the manifest universe. The scientific view of "chaos" as the ordinating process from which all manifest order emergently evolves is supportive of Ernest Holmes' meta-cosmology, that the universe as a self-deducing manifestation of divinely induced principal.

Ecology is the overall bio-chemical-magneto-geological ordinating process for the emergence of lifekind on Earth.  The ecology of lifekind's "speciation" is just one of several ordinating processes that we are now systematically disrupting on a planetary scale, thereby drastically reducing the multiplicity and diversity of species that graces the one planet all of us come out of.

We cannot, of course, ever destroy oneness itself, yet we are doing a most efficient job of limiting the manyness of its expression via our devolutionary extinction of species.  Anti-diversity consciousness (a.k.a. "adversarial consciousness") is devolutionarily destructive of lifekind overall, not just of humankind.  For instance, it is currently estimated that up to half of the species that inhabited the Earth in the year 1900 have since become extinct at the expense of humankind's adversarial, conquest-of-nature based lifestyle. 

Our devolutionary, anti-diversity practices are aborning a mass extinction comparable to that in which the dinosaurs became extinct - which was overnight in evolutionary terms.  We are swiftly destroying our own ecological foundation (a.k.a. "food chain") from within, just as the dinosaurs' ecological foundation was suddenly destroyed from without, via a meteoric or asteroidal collision with the Earth in the area of the Caribbean Sea.

In the meantime, the extinction that most immediately concerns almost all human beings is the extinction of money from their wallet.  We have yet to learn that prosperity consciousness and ecological consciousness are inseparable. The words "eco-nomics" and "eco-logy" have a common root, which denotes harmonious order in the household.  Our Earth is no less a household than are our respective homes thereon.

Ecologically speaking, I know that rather than coming into this planet I come out of it: flowers blossom, trees branch, Earth peoples.

 (Isn't it marvelous what dirt turns into?)

I therefore also know that I am ecologically one *of* the planet, which in turn is spiritually one *of* God.

This is all very practical knowledge - knowledge to be practiced - with reference to our survival as an ecological expression of spirit.  Thus far, however, such practice awaits the further emergence of the co-operative paradigm shift that Ernest Holmes anticipated with his statement: "It would be wonderful indeed if a group of people should arrive on Earth who were for something and against nothing."

Without such a paradigm shift, we will continue to thwart Earth's ability to blossom, branch and people itself.  Linear cognition (thinking that the way to be for something is to be against its opposite) is fundamentally adversarial.  Non-linear cognition (thinking informed by the perception of common ground and interest) is fundamentally co-operative.

Every ecological system has a "straw that broke the planet's back" point at which disruption collapses the system, a point that is not scientifically predictable. I have known this since the mid-1960's, I was at first fearful of the possible extinction of the human species.  I now accept that our extinction, as did that of the dinosaurs - and if it occurs - will serve the emergence of an even more enlightened species.  Such has been the outcome of all five previous mass extinctions in the course of Earth's evolution.  Breakdown is nature's final resort in its endeavor to breakthrough.

In any event, though we may be the pinnacle of evolutionary emergence thus far, I refuse to think that we're the ultimate beings that evolution is capable of.

In the 1960's and 1970's I was among the founders of the North American environmental education movement, because I assumed that environmental consciousness ("gestalt ecology") was essential to the resolution of our devolutionary self-extincting tendencies.  I am now among the founders of the global forgiveness education movement, having realized that non-adversarial consciousness (i.e., the end of anti-diversity consciousness) is prerequisite to our personal, social and ecological self-preservation as individuals, as cultures, and as a species.

There can be no paradigm shift from adversarial to co-operative consciousness without the forgiveness of our anti-diversity mindset.  Whatever the probable outcome of our ecological brinksmanship, I am committed to serving the cause of breakthrough without breakdown. 

********************************

So much for mindsets.  Now for heartsets.

The following insights may be helpful in evoking a further FEELING for the common ground of co-operation that being one of God is all about:

A drop *from* the ocean is one *of* the ocean, and remains so until it returns.  I am also one of the ocean, because my blood is chemically almost identical to ocean water.

I deeply FELT  this watery relationship a few years preceding the "Flow" experience that I shared on this list a week ago.  Like the "Flow" experience, this earlier one also occurred as I was contemplating a creek.  I shared it with this list at George Harrison's passing.  I now share it once again with reference to feeling myself being one of God.  Redundancy is always appropriate for that which bares, repeating.

Ernest Holmes taught that the universe is a self-deducing evolutionary manifestation that emerges as the consequence of an involutionary divine principal.  The universe *e*volves in accord with the way that its creative divine principle is originally *in*volved.

In other words, the universe "makes itself up," as it were, according to principled precedent rather than according to a prior plan.

In short: cosmology precedes cosmetology.

This implies that the universe evolves by learning from its experience - by trial and error - rather than follows a pre-determined course.  The universe is guided by a pre-ordained pattern and design, rather than by a pre-determined plan.  As Holmes put it: "We are evoluted by reason of the divine pattern and not the divine plan - there are no divine plans. That would be finite."

And as Holmes said elsewhere:

1) "No real thinker has ever taught a divine purpose or a divine plan.  All, however, have taught the idea of divine patterns."

2) "God doesn't plan things.  God is all that is.  An infinite purpose is a mathematical, logical, philosophical, and a spiritual contradiction."

Purpose is as finite as plans are finite.  Infinite possibility cannot emerge from pre-determined (and therefore finite) purposes and plans.

************************************

If God has nothing left to learn, then God, too, is finite.  That which cannot be more than it already is, is finite.

If God is no more than all there is, there can be nothing further for God to be.  If "all" is defined in such a way as to preclude there being more than "all," then "all" is a finite concept; and if God is "all" then God is likewise finite.  Hence C. Alan Anderson's proclamation: "God is all there is - and then some."

The prevailing belief in a finite God is what Holmes had in mind when he remarked, "I am thankful that the God they told me about is not the God that is."

That which has been told is finite, that which is being told is finite, and that which will be told is finite.  Whatever can be told is finite.  Thus is God beyond all of our telling.

Yet we continue to tell on God:

One way of illustrating the philosophical abstraction of a self-deducing and therefore learning universe is provided by John Archibald Wheeler, who is perhaps the world's most accomplished quantum astrophysicists.  Wheeler has likened the cosmic evolutionary process (the emergence of manyness from the one design principal) to a game of twenty questions that he once played with a group of other scientists:

"One [of us], chosen as victim, was sent out of the room. The rest of us agreed on some implausible word like "brontosaurus." Then the victim was let back into the room. To win, he had to discover the word with no more than twenty yes/no questions. Otherwise, he lost.

"After we had played several rounds, my turn came and I was sent out.  The door was closed, and was kept closed for the longest time.  I couldn't understand at all why they were taking so long.  Moreover, when at length they let me in, every one had a grin on his face, sure sign of a joke or a trick.  However, I went ahead innocently asking my questions.  "Is it animal?"  "No."  "Is it vegetable?"  "No."  "Is it mineral?" "Yes."  "Is it green?" "No."  "Is it white?"  "Yes."

"As I went on with my queries I found the answerer was taking longer and longer to respond.  He would think and think and think.  Why?  That was beyond my understanding when all I wanted was a simple yes or no answer.  But finally, I knew, I had to chance it, propose a definite word.  "Is it 'cloud'?" I asked.  My friend thought a minute.  "Yes," he said, finally.  Then everyone burst out laughing.

"My colleagues explained to me that when I was sent out of the room, they agreed not to agree on a word.  There was no word in the room when I came in!  What is more, they had agreed that each respondent was permitted to answer my question as he pleased-with one small proviso: if I challenged him, he had to have in mind a word compatible with his own and all the previous answers!  The game, in other words, was just as difficult for my colleagues as for me."

The scientists were at a great disadvantage playing this version of twenty questions for the first time, considering that the universe as a whole has had at least 15 billion years of practice at thus making itself up.

My own understanding of the universe as the self-deducing manifestation of a divine principal that makes stuff up as it goes was initiated before my discovery in 1977 of Ernest Holmes' Science of Mind.  This "gestalt ecological" perspective began its awakening in me a decade earlier as I read a contemporary rendition of the story of Jonah, which evoked my first FEELING that I am one *of* God.

The concluding portion of that story follows:

