Appreciation Unlimited: The New Sufficiency 

A Statement of the FFI Valuing Principle
The Forgiveness First Initiative puts no predetermined price upon its offerings,

in accordance with the equanomic rationale that follows.

Never in the history of the world has there been such abundant opportunity as there is now

for the person who is willing to serve before trying to collect.

–Arun Goenka

Can you imagine profitably running a restaurant with neither a price list for the meals it serves nor a cash register, just a simple brown basket into which customers make payment by conscience on their way out? Quite probably you cannot, and until recently neither could I imagine that such an arrangement may be workable. I considered the pricing of goods and services to be as integral to the economy’s lifestyle-sustaining flow of money as is breathing to my body’s life-sustaining flow of air. Yet setting prices, I now realize, is analogous to deliberately limiting the inward and outward flow through my lungs of the air that otherwise circulates freely all about me. I presently realize that it is possible for money to grace my life just as freely and just as sufficiently as does the air that I breathe. 

Philosopher William James noted that it takes only one white crow to discredit the theory that all crows are black, and at present at least one “white crow” is flying in the face of the universal practice of pricing goods and services. One restaurant actually thrives – not merely makes ends meet – on the payment plan that I have just described, namely, The One World Café in Deseret, Utah. 

According to its owner, the restaurant is thriving because “Everybody is fair. It doesn’t matter whether they are making $4,000, or $40,000 or $400,000, that’s the point. They [pay] a fair price.”  The story of the restaurant’s success is told elsewhere [on the web page for this statement a URL will be linked to the word “elsewhere”, i.e., http://deseretnews.com/dn/view/0,1249,575039244,00.html ]. The implications of its success for monetary policy are what concern me here: currency, sufficiency, and the triple-A of true financial security: allowance, affording, and appreciation.

Currency, Sufficiency, Allowance, and Affording

We are the sum of that which we allow ourselves to know.

-Ralph Peters

[The world] gives itself freely to us, if we just allow it.

-David Steindl-Rast, Belonging to the Universe
Money is known as “currency” because only as the current of financial means is flowing sufficiently through my hands do I have access to the products and services that are essential to the oc-currency of my physical, material, social, and psychological wellbeing. The optimum wellbeing of any and all concerned is supported by the freest possible flow of currency sufficient to maintain it. Optimizing the sufficiency of my wellbeing is my overall purpose for having money. The best way to optimize its currency in and through my affairs is to allow its unimpeded flow. Yet by pricing the goods and services I have to offer, I thereby disallow such free flow by confining its currency within an arbitrary limit. 

From an economic perspective, pricing directs the flow of money to those who set the price. Their purpose for pricing goods and services is to maximize their personal financial sufficiency. Yet thus piling up the flow of currency can be accomplished only in disregard of the optimal advantage of all concerned, oneself included, because whenever I set prices without regard for the sufficiency of all who are thus affected, I thereby place a limit on my own sufficiency as well. In a system (called “economic”) where each person’s individual sufficiency is perceived apart from the overall sufficiency of the whole, everyone’s experience of sufficiency is accordingly partial and, being thus marginalized, can never be full-filling. Accordingly, “I can’t get no satisfaction” is my perpetual lament of lack and limitation so long as I chronically perceive that sufficiency is more than I presently have. 

I cannot fully appreciate what I am presently affording so long as I employ my financial means as a standard by which to measure what I am unable to afford. Only as I release the perspective of unaffordability – insufficiency whose degree is measured via my perception of what I don’t and/or cannot have – am I able thereby to raise my own allowance, on behalf of experiencing increased affordability.

One upon a time I lived in the land of Affluence,

where the question, “Can I afford it?” meant, “Do I have the money?”

Since I usually did – or knew I would –

I could afford to stockpile earth’s transformed substances

along the walls and down the halls, and on the floors

and in the closets, basements, attics and garages of successively larger homes.

Then one day I left the land of Affluence,

and no longer had the money with which to further accumulate 

the stuff that I once did.

The word “affording” has a different meaning for me now.

When I see some thing I think I want, I ask myself:

Can I afford the time and energy required

to respect, appreciate and take good care of this new thing?

For if this thing’s not worthy of my respect, appreciation, and good care, 

why buy it?

Or if it is thus worthy,

but I won’t have or take the time and energy

that is required of me to respect it’s worth,

why have it?

My wallet and my waist are slimmer now.

Less of me is given to consumption of the earth as artifact.

The more of me thus made available

enjoys a newfound life in the land of Sufficiency:

abundant time and energy,

enough of people and of things to fulfill my desires to have and give respect,

to appreciate and be appreciated, to care and be cared for,

and sufficient opportunity to enjoy what still remains

of Earth not yet transformed by human hands.

Appreciation

It is not happiness that makes us thankful,

rather it is thankfulness that makes us happy.

–Janet Gaudette
Affording is a choice. My economic state is primarily determined by what I choose to afford, and only secondarily by what I therefore have chosen not to afford. Looking from the perspective of what I do not or cannot have, rather than from the perspective of what I do have, inevitably contracts my experience of wellbeing. How and what I can and do afford is based on appreciation of what I have, because appreciation is prerequisite to affordability. For instance, as the owner of the One World Café has testified, her restaurant is financially successful because its customers appreciate its monetary policy. Without customer appreciation the policy would fail, for the restaurant’s success – the continued affordability of its operation – is utterly dependent on the dynamics of its customers’ appreciation. 

Only as I clearly understand the dynamics of appreciation may I likewise understand the restaurant’s success. And no one understands the nature of appreciation better than those who deal in so-called “real” property. As anyone involved with real estate will testify, appreciation represents increase of value, while depreciation represents diminishment of value. This dynamic of expansion and contraction is an operational principal universal to the realm (the reality state) of cosmic order. The rhythmic complementarity of increase and decrease is everywhere as integral to the cosmos overall as is the immediate rhythmic flow of my inward and outward breathing. 

Just as there can be no breathing in without a complementary breathing out (and vice versa), so can there be no appreciation without a complementary depreciation. In present economic practice, this complementarity is translated into the perception that every person’s gain (increased sufficiency) is at the expense of someone else’s loss (decreased sufficiency). In other words, sufficiency is perceived as being in short supply. Sufficiency is perceived as being analogous to a pie that must be more thinly sliced every time another person is born. The applied economics of that perception is the science of enlarging my cut of the pie at the expense of trimming others’ slices. In conformity with this logic, the appreciation of my sufficiency requires a corresponding depreciation of others’ sufficiency. 

It is further in accordance with this logic that economics has been rightly called a “dismal science” – a science based on the perpetuation of perceived scarcity. Economic science perceives ultimate scarcity of all things because it perceives all things from the perspective of scarcity. The scarcity perspective is a mental lens that filters all perception of matters that are economic, and so long as I am looking through the perceptual lens of scarcity, scarcity continues to be my experience. This is why, though I am so often unable to afford what I am looking at, I always manage to afford what I am looking from: the perception (and thus the experience) of scarcity. 

For instance, so long as I perceive my circumstances from a mindset (perceptual lens) that is programmed with “I’ll be happy when I have enough money,” I can never experience having enough money. I cannot experience enoughness so long as scarcity is the lens of my perception. Chronic insufficiency is the unavoidable experience of all those who look through such morose colored glasses. 

During much of my life, scarcity was the bedrock of my own experience, even when I had far more wealth than I required for ample provision of my immediate and long-term obligations and necessities. My perception of diminished means began to wane, along with my corresponding experience of insufficiency, only as I altered my perceptual programming in accordance with a new mantra: “I will have enough money when I am happy.” 

The perception of scarcity – i.e., the perception of what isn’t – is the nemesis of all fruitful pursuit of happiness. Enduring happiness is predicated on perception of what is that is unimpeded by attention being paid to what is not. That to which I “pay” my attention is that which I therefore “buy.” Only as I attend to and appreciate whatever sufficiency I enjoy at the present moment can I attract more sufficiency for me to likewise appreciate. Appreciation is inherently unlimited. 
I now realize that my former chronic perception (and thus experience) of scarcity was grounded in the assumption that lack and limitation are as foundational to the nature of reality as is the law of gravity. My self-perpetuated perception of lack and limitation, and corresponding experience of chronic not-enoughness, was the equivalent of beholding an abyss that cannot ever be filled. In my own experience, therefore, scarcity-based economics is more accurately called the “abysmal science.” 

An Equanomic Paradigm

You do not belong to you. You belong to the universe. The significance of you will remain forever obscure to you, but you may assume you are fulfilling your significance if you apply yourself to converting all your experience to highest advantage to others. –R. Buckminster Fuller
Only recently have I been able to perceive an alternative to the prevailing win-lose economic logic that is founded on the assumption of scarcity, and conceive an all-win logic that is congruent with the universal complementarity of increase and decrease. Just as the prevailing gain-loss economic perspective is derived from a win-lose mindset, so may a gain-gain equanomic perspective be derived from an all-win mindset. 

Within an equanomic frame of reference, the only expense to others for the increase of my sufficiency is a corresponding decrease in their insufficiency. From an equanomic perspective, in other words, trade-offs between mutually limiting sufficiencies is replaced by the trading away of non-sufficiency.

A perceptual makeover is required of me if I am to be no longer beholden to the scarcity paradigm. I must adopt an equanomic paradigm that frees me from the logic of scarcity that underlies the practice of setting prices, i.e., the logic of buying cheap and selling dear, which is analogous to hoarding the air that I breathe by taking in more than I let out. The present logic of arbitrarily pricing goods and services is to the collective body politic as is the logic of hoarding air to my individual body. Just as chronically constricting the flow of my breath depreciates my longevity, chronically constricting the flow of money (so that some folks experience greater sufficiency at the expense of others’ increase of insufficiency) is a policy that depreciates general wellbeing overall.

The logic of buying cheap and selling dear is presently proving itself to be the quickest way, for instance, to rapidly depreciate the American job market via the exportation of production to wherever the price of labor abroad is cheapest.  Thus does pricing tend to perpetuate endemic scarcity rather than overall sufficiency. Yet were the rhythmic increase and decrease of monetary currency to be as unimpeded as the flow of atmospheric currency to my lungs, ample sufficiency for and by all concerned would thereby become a possibility.

To many folks, the term “sufficiency” is associated with the survival state of merely “making do” and “getting by.” Their experience of limited sufficiency is held in place by the arbitrary practice of pricing. Yet sufficiency in and of itself, when unimpeded, is inherently a thrive-all concept. Only when sufficiency is perceived from an economic perspective do I experience it as limited to and by the extent of my circumstances. When perceived equanomically, i.e., without arbitrarily fixed constraints, sufficiency is a liberating circumstance. Just as the dynamics of ecology are best understood by those who perceive its mutually equanomic implications of whole-part mutuality, so likewise may the dynamics of economy be best understood from a mutually equanomic perspective. 

Scarcity-based economics is founded on the dynamics of entropy, competition, and the law of diminishing returns Such economics is everywhere primarily concerned with how the pie of human wellbeing may be consumed to the local advantage of those who successfully manipulate the economy to others’ disadvantage. 

Sufficiency-based equanomics, on the other hand, is founded on the dynamics of synergy, co-operation, and the law of increasing returns. Equanomics concerns itself primarily with how the pie of overall wellbeing may be enlarged to the local advantages of all who are concerned. 

Neither the economic or equanomic paradigm does or even can ignore the other paradigm’s primary concern as its own secondary consideration, even though their respective primary concerns are in stark contrast. As in all shifts of paradigm, what is called for is the appropriate blending of the older paradigm with the new one. 

Most people consider the law of diminishing returns to be a proven fact, while perceiving the law of increasing returns to be an unproven theory at best, and at worst a mere delusion that sometimes even gnashes at otherwise brilliant minds. Once again, the details of their contrast are more fully addressed elsewhere. What concerns me here is the fundamental essence of their contrast, which I hereafter render more apparent by referring to them as the laws of depreciating and appreciating utility. I do this because both economics and equanomics are fundamentally concerned with the dynamics of usefulness.

Perceptual Makeover

In times of profound change, the teachable inherit the earth, 
while those full of knowledge find themselves beautifully equipped 
to deal with a world that no longer exists.
-Eric Hoffer
Some are pleased to give orders and some are pleased to take orders.  There are a few, however, who wish neither to give orders, nor to take them, but to live in the between of the world, where the pleasure is in knowing the orders. 

-Earl Shorris, The Oppressed Middle
The shifting of my paradigm requires a makeover of my perception. Every perception is based on a mindset, i.e., on a mind that has been set in accordance with the prix fix of its perceptual menu – hence, for example, the stark contrast between the prefixes “eco-“ and “equa-“. The paradigm shift from scarcity-based economics to sufficiency-based equanomics requires me to re prix fix my mindset in such a way that instead of perceiving only the entropy of what is becoming less, I likewise behold the synergy of what is becoming more.

Entropy (dissipation) is the law of decreasing utility, as acknowledged in Buddha’s observation that “All composite things must decompose, disappear.” Every local form has a season, which ends in its format’s dissipation via “running down” and being “used up.” In accordance with the entropic economic paradigm, “this, too, shall pass” is the ongoing dynamic of diminishing local utility (there being nothing “lost” in the universal scheme of energy and matter’s mutual interchangeability overall). In the meantime, competition is deemed to be the most effective way to extend the ever-waning utility of a given competitor’s season of existence. The flow of life-supportive currency, whether monetary, atmospheric, ecological, or otherwise, is constricted by the politics of competitive consumption, in which the fundamental particle of economic utility is a consuming human being that sooner or later converts all intake into waste (and often, intermediately, to waist). Waste represents the entropic decline of utility into uselessness, which in consumerist economics is the science of gaining profit from the chronic, entropic dissipation of utility. Competition promotes the survival of the fittest to consume, as acknowledged in the trumped up aphorism, “He who dies with the most toys wins.”

In stark contrast to the dynamics of local entropy, synergy is the overall accretion of increasing utility, as acknowledged in the proverb that “life is a cup to be filled, not drained.” Life achieves fulfillment as the dissipation of its forms is transmuted into renewed utility, i.e., when “lost” (because momentarily “useless”) energy and substance is resurrected in some useful new form, whereby its substance is resumed from being consumed. In accordance with the synergetic paradigm, the practice of “doing more with less” is the ongoing dynamic of ever-increasing utility – such as, for example, increasing by a thousand-fold the utility provided by millions of tons of transoceanic cables via the relatively miniscule tonnage of several communications satellites. 

In place of entropic competition, synergetic co-operation (i.e., actively working together, not merely “getting along”) is the most effective way to actively sustain the co-operators’ seasons of existence. Life-supportive currency – again whether monetary, atmospheric, ecological, or otherwise – is maintained by the politics of co-operative resumption – the communal practice of emulating the planet’s systemic and comprehensive dynamics of recirculation.

The fundamental particle of equanomic utility is a productive human being who converts into newly useful forms whatever it moves on. “Waste” is assimilated into the production of new forms via the synergetic resumption of utility in what has become momentarily unusable. Resumerist equanomics is the science of gaining the greatest utility possible for all concerned. Co-operation thereby promotes the thrive-all of the fittest to resume, as acknowledged in Bob Dylan’s aphorism, “He not busy being born is busy dying.” 

In other words, he who toys the least with dying wins.

The Estate Most Real to Me

The deepest principle in human nature is the craving to be appreciated.

-William James
Of most immediate concern to me is the sufficiency of the “real” estate that I value above all others: the intrinsically real estate of my own being, which I valuate by appreciating its worth. Self-appreciation is least craved by those who increase their intrinsic value, and in so doing reflect the expansive dynamism of the universe overall. Self-appreciation is most craved by those who contract their worth to standards of extrinsic valuation, and whose intrinsic value is thereby thwarted in its yearning to expand. In my quest for sufficiency, self-appreciation is the only increase of value that truly suffices. 

Nothing is more self-contractive than the pricing of my goods and services. I am my own greatest evidence of the arbitration of limitation that is inherent in the pricing principle. For instance, the going market rate for the unassembled raw ingredients (mostly carbon) that constitute my body is less than the monthly premium for the so-called “insurance” of the currency called “life.” In terms of “goods and services,” my body’s “goods” are worth next to nothing without the “services” of its life. Yet despite my endeavor to extend the season of its service to others via “life insurance,” the only thing thus insured is the eventuality of my body’s cessation of services. What I most insure is my assurance of my own death. 

Thus it is that all insurance, whether of life or otherwise, is gauged to dissipation. And so it is with every setting of a price. By assuming the scarcity of all things, the pricing principle insures the scarcity of all things, and by insuring the scarcity of all things, it further assures the scarcity of all things. Nor can it be otherwise, because pricing is the endeavor to extract value from dissipation. Pricing is a way that I toy with dying, rather than toy with being more fully born.  

I can experience no full appreciation (increase of value) of my life so long as I am living by a principle that places limits on the intrinsic value of its expression. Pricing my goods and services arbitrarily limits my appreciation of their expression, and well as their appreciation by others. Yet the dynamics of appreciation need not encounter such arbitrary limits on value increase. There is an alternative to pricing my expression’s worth in accordance with the entropic law of depreciating utility, in which appreciation is measured by what I can succeed in taking from others. The alternative is the full appreciation of value that emerges from my honoring of the synergetic law of increasing utility, whose appreciation is based upon what others freely give.

While the law of decreasing utility is generally accepted as a proven fact, the law of increasing utility is generally perceived as at best a theory that has yet to be proven, and at worst as a mere delusion that gnashes even at otherwise brilliant minds. For a discussion of the relative merits of these laws one may consult the references at www.forgivenessfirst.com/vpbibliography.htm. What concerns me here is the sufficiency of the law of increasing utility to the virtues of giving and forgiveness.

The Principle of Contribution

The only thing you have to offer another human being, ever, is your own state of being.

–Ram Dass

I slept and dreamt that life was joy,
I awoke and saw that life was service,
I acted and behold, service was joy!

-Rabindranath Tagore

Jesus observed that “It is better to give than receive.” This betterment redounds both to the world and myself, because my ultimate power to make a difference in the world resides in the actual difference that is made by me. The actual difference I make in the world is the only difference by which I can make an appreciable difference. And the difference by which I make an appreciable difference in the world is the difference made by what I actually contribute to the world. 

So long as I appreciate myself in terms of what I can get from the world, rather than in terms of what I can contribute to the world, I merely enforce the entropic law of decreasing utility by abetting its dynamic of increasing uselessness. In the meantime, the appreciation that I continue to most yearn for is the increase in value that results from my genuine contribution to the world of the what and the how of who I most truly am. All other “goods and services” that I may otherwise offer are of little if any value to my self-appreciation.

It is from this understanding that the Forgiveness First Initiative’s valuing principal is derived, the principal of “appreciation unlimited,” whose underlying dynamic is the reciprocal nature of all genuine contribution: for every genuine contribution of one’s self-worth, there is a reciprocal genuine contribution of others’ self-worth. This principal allows for the greatest of all sufficiencies: the mutual appreciation of reciprocated self-worth that people receive from their genuine contributions of service to one another. 

Where no service is rendered, no contribution is made. And to the extent that there is no genuine contribution of oneself in one’s exchanges with others, neither is genuine service thereby rendered. And thus is limited the appreciation of and by all concerned.

This principle of appreciation unlimited is especially pertinent to the contribution of healing, teaching and other human services. Nowhere does the contrast between the everybody-wins dynamic of appreciation and the win-lose dynamic of pricing become more incongruous than for someone whose service is the professed “improvement” of others’ wellbeing. By pricing the worth of my contribution, I make it special to a targeted few rather than inclusive of an appreciative many. And by thus making my contribution an advantage to some, I depreciate those who are seen by me as being less advantaged. I create special relationships with some by depreciating my relationships with others.

Jesus proclaimed in the Parable of the Talents that much is to be expected of those who have been given much with which to serve (Luke 12:48).  Yet the pricing of my contribution assumes that much is to be expected from others by those who are thus gifted. When I arbitrarily fixate others’ ability or inability to reciprocate my contribution, I correspondingly limit their appreciation of my contribution.

From the perspective of forgiveness, the pricing principle is also counter-productive. Forgiveness is my release of a limitation on my appreciation of another, which I made scarce by my former unforgiveness.  In contrast to such release of limitation, the pricing principal is unforgiving of those who cannot meet its standard. 

In accordance with Gresham's Law, the everybody-wins coin of reciprocated genuine contribution is driven out of the marketplace by the win-lose coin of setting and paying a price. Hence the chronic depreciation and marginalization of human services that takes place in our contemporary market-placed mentality. For example, as healing and teaching services are currently priced, most healers and teachers are marginally paid. Their alternative is to become doctors and experts instead, thereby to command a greater price. This escalation of price is further reciprocated with escalating malpractice suits – a logical extension of the pricing principle's systemic malpractice assurance that for every win there must and shall be a corresponding loss. 

In contrast to market-placed healers and teachers on whose contribution an arbitrary price is placed, the true exemplar of healing and/or teaching is the person who fully and freely gives, knowing that s/he will just as fully, freely and equitably be given unto. For all such persons, the Golden Rule is less a moral principle than it is a practical description of the way our mindsets work: as we do unto (appreciate or depreciate) others, so do we experience them doing unto (i.e., appreciating or depreciating) us.

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

Such is the overall logic of the Forgiveness First Initiative’s valuing principle of appreciation unlimited. Rather than reinforce entropic win-lose perspectives of extrinsic scarcity as the basis for human exchange, we choose instead to reinforce equanomic all-win perspectives of intrinsic sufficiency based on mutually reciprocated self-appreciation.

 which replaces the arbitrary pricing of contributed service based on assumptions of scarcity and insufficiency with the genuine gain that comes from the mutual exchange of self-appreciation that  service. 

It is the mutual increase in value of what we appreciate, not a price that is arbitrarily set, that determines the true valuation of human service, commonly termed its "price.” Prices are set by what is given 

Hence the FFI’s definition of healed (wholly expressed) servers:  A healed server professes no form of specialness, and sets no limit on others’ appreciation of his/her service via the fixation of an arbitrary price on it.  Hence also the FFI’s offerings of opportunity for the contribution of value by all concerned, whether financially or via reciprocal service, in appreciation of those who facilitate the Initiative’s programs and activities. Thus do all concerned become empowered to express freely their appreciation, unbounded by arbitrary limitations.

Economic value is based on the extrinsic worth of goods and services from the perspective of their providers. Equanomic value is based on the intrinsic worth of goods and services from the perspective of their recipients.

The truest value of anything is its intrinsic value to the one who receives it rather than its extrinsic value to the one who gives it.

Render more services than that for which you are paid and you will soon be paid for more than you render. The law of " Increasing Returns " takes care of this. 

In the cosmos overall, arbitrariness is to be found only in its non-local governing principles and design, not in its local outcomes.

From http://www.ang-resources.com (Arun Goenka)

· Never in the history of world, has there been such abundant opportunity as there is now for the person who is willing to serve before trying to collect.
· Render more services than that for which you are paid and you will soon be paid for more than you render. The law of " Increasing Returns " takes care of this. 
When McDonalds (or any other globally franchised business) takes a comparable leap of faith, the age of equanomics will be upon us.

[This is as far as I have gotten thus far. The underlying principle toward which I am moving here is that all insufficiency is caused by some form of blame, and that only with the release of blame (forgiveness) is the experience of sufficiency possible. And as “sufficiency” is to be defined in our rewritten statement of the Valuing Principle, it doesn’t mean having enough to “get by.” Rather than being a mere survival mode, sufficiency is a thrive-all mode.

The bibliographical link referenced leads to the following web pages:

  ]

In serendipitous synchronicity to Roger Perry’s communication about our present statement of the valuing principle, I first received the article from the Deseret News that I forwarded to you a few days ago (also online at (http://deseretnews.com/dn/view/0,1249,575039244,00.html ), and then came across a review by Maria Nemeth of Lynn Twist’s new book, The Soul of Money: Transforming Your Relationship with Money and Life. [Maria is herself the author of The Energy of Money: A Spiritual Guide to Financial and Personal Fulfillment.] Nemeth’s review is available at  . All of this further moved me to do an Internet search concerning “The Law of Increasing Returns.”

These resources have sparked a complete reworking of our Valuing Principle statement, which now begins per the attachment. It may take several weeks to pull together in a comparably readable synthesis the gestalt that is taking form in these opening paragraphs.

http://deseretnews.com/dn/view/0,1249,575039244,00.html
www.newtimes.org 

The FFI Valuing Principle: Appreciation Unlimited
The Reciprocation of Whole-Sum Being

I slept and dreamt that life was joy,
I awoke and saw that life was service,
I acted and behold, service was joy!

-Rabindranath Tagore
Your playing small doesn’t serve the world.

-Marianne Williamson
There is only one joy that exceeds a person’s expression of the full integrity of his/her being as one offers it without condition in life-affirming service to his/her world. The greater joy is realized when the innate worthiness of everyone’s whole-sum being is reciprocally appreciated by all concerned. 

The joy of truly “having it all” and “doing it all” is contingent on the integrity of first and foremost being it all. The greater joy is contingent on the comparable integrity of reciprocated whole-sum being.

Though the FFI valuing principle of unlimited appreciation endorses the realization of reciprocated whole-sum being, it is not intended as a prescription for how all persons are to value the worthiness of their whole-sum being’s service to the world. Rather than state a rule, our valuing principle is a model for our own programs and activities, in which no one charges others for his/her service and no one is charged an arbitrary fee for his/her participation. 

Other persons are hereby invited to freely participate in actualizing this valuing principle on behalf of their own whole-sum being’s service to the world.

Preamble

The deepest principle in human nature is the craving to be appreciated.

-William James

Charging others for the gifts of one’s being as they are shared in service to them is the conventional way of assuring the ongoing economic support of one’s service.  Appreciation is another way, whose advantage – unlike charging – is that it does not impose on everyone else one’s limiting self-assessment of his/her own value. 

Appreciation, rather than arbitrary pricing, is the valuing principle of The Forgiveness First Initiative.  

Forgiveness is self-appreciating of the worthiness of all concerned. Unforgiveness is self-depreciating of the same. Appreciation represents increase of value, as any realtor, appraiser, or other assessor of so-called “real” property will testify, while depreciation represents diminishment of value. This is the principle that underlies my desire to be appreciated, in order that the assessment of the whole-sum value (i.e., innate worthiness) of my being is thereby increased.

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. Hence the prerequisite that I forgivingly release all perception that requires tension to sustain it. For this is precisely what forgiveness is: not the release of perceptions, per se, but the release of all tension and related grievance that distorts my perception. It is my release of grievance that cleanses my perception.

Services that are priced and purchased do not sustain genuine good as reciprocal appreciation does. Though the arbitrary pricing of my services may increase my goal-and-role sum value, such assessments do not appreciate my whole-sum value because the gift of my innate worthiness, both to myself and others, is priceless in worldly terms.

Goal-and-role-sum me-ing is the false equation of my innate worthiness with the sum of whatever I have plus whatever I do, both of which are subject to the win-lose law of diminishing returns: what is good for my goals and roles tends not to be reciprocally good for the goals and roles of other persons, because what I have and do is often at the expense of others’ having and doing. Therefore, while goals and roles are valuable as worldly assets of my being, they do nothing to appreciate my only “real” estate of innate worthiness – as when, for instance I am loved for what I have and what I do. And when I seek to be loved for what I have and what I do, I thereby depreciate my own assessment of the estate of innate worthiness with which my being is endowed.

While goal-and-role-sum me-ing is the compendium of my methods, whole-sum being is the source of that of which is my very existence as its method. Whole-sum being is the expressed integrity of the alignment of my perspective, intention, feeling, thought, and purpose in whole-sum attunement to the particular individualization of character that comprises the beneficial presence of who I most genuinely am. Whole-sum being is subject to the all-win law of increasing returns: what is good for anyone’s whole-sum being is good for everyone’s whole-sum being. Whole-sum integrity is not a worldly asset of my being, rather it is I who am the asset of my whole-sum integrity. 

The integrity of whole-sum being is honored via my onward reciprocation of good received, i.e., by my valuing of what I receive with a fully proportionate measure of giving in accordance with the all-win law of increasing returns. Thereby – and only thereby – is my innate worthiness truly appreciated in accordance the principle that such worthiness is always and only self-appreciated.

A recent historical model of the integrity of whole-sum being was the consistency of character demonstrated by Mohandas Gandhi. When his wife was asked how he was able to deliver his long, well thought-out speeches without notes, she replied, "You and I, we think one thing, say another, and do a third. With Gandhiji, it's all the same." Gandhi spoke from his consistent knowing of his own mind, not merely from vaguely knowing about what was on his mind, and his standard for testifying to such knowing was equally consistent: to be the difference he sought to make, since the only way to walk the path of whole-sum being is to be its path. This is the way of all true appreciation.

 [NOTE TO VAL: All that follows (except the first “Postscript”) is a makeover of our initial statement of the FFI Valuing Principle in light of the foregoing new material.]

The socio-economic implications of valuation based on freely received and proportionately reciprocated good contrast starkly with those of the commercial valuing principle. Charging others for one’s expression of his/her freely given and received innate worthiness reflects the server’s pre-determined, self-limited valuation of the worthiness of his/her giftedness.  

The contrast between these two valuing principles derives from their divergent motives:

· The quest to appreciate value addresses the giving motive ("How may I serve?") from an "everybody-wins" perspective that sets no pre-determined self-limitation on the worthiness of what is given and received.

· The quest to commercialize value addresses the getting motive ("How much can I get for serving?") from a  "win-lose" perspective in which the server’s self-limiting assessment of his/her service’s worthiness prevails. 

In accordance with each of these principles, as my mind is set, so are my expectations met – or disappointed – accordingly. When I value human service in accordance with the charging principle of the commercial mindset, my innate worthiness is thereby arbitrarily depreciated. My innate self-worth is scaled according to my worldly net worth. When I value human service from the appreciative mindset here portrayed, my sense of innate worthiness is correspondingly appreciated, thereby increasing the value of the only “real” estate that people have or ever shall have: the innate worth of their own being.

Implications for Healers and Teachers

Since everyone is unique, nobody is special. –Cherry Parker
The market-placed mindset often disguises its getting motive as a function of the marketplace itself, in the marketeer’s answer to the question, "How much of my trafficking can the market bear?" Yet no matter how the getting motive is justified, its underlying win-lose premise is that every enlargement of value of my slice of the economic pie is gotten at the expense of a comparable taking away of value from others' slices. It is thus that I contribute to building in the certainty of an eventual bullish consequence of the “whatever it will bear” charging principle that frames the market-placed mindset.

Because the commercial mindset of "procuring cheap and selling dear" maximizes how much I can take from others in exchange for my service, rather than how the innate valuation of all concerned may be further increased via mutual appreciation, the charging principle invokes depreciation. Depreciation is the inevitable outcome of deriving the maximum amount of income (charge) from the least amount of investment (the cost of one’s service to others what one is charging for). Since maximizing my own personal economy via the corresponding marginalization of others' personal economies is the marketplace's norm, its "normality" inexorably favors the devaluation – i.e., the non-worth – of all concerned.

The driving force of value-depreciation is the charging principle itself, whose true price is paid as an arbitrary self-limitation placed on the valuation of my innate worthiness. The intent of charging others for my services is to maximize a particular advantage rather than the general advantage, i.e., my particular advantage. Yet all such win-lose strategies are informed by the assumption that every advantage creates a corresponding disadvantage. This assures that the "max"-ing of my particular advantage is taxing of the general advantage. This assessment amounts to an operational social insecurity tax that ultimately disadvantages the whole. Fear of loss is the norm that operationally assures the insecurity of the win-lose principle, in which winning is the occasional and exceptional accomplishment of the relative few who successfully avoid the loss they fear. Charging avoids true valuation by essentially aborting it.

In contrast to pricing whatever I feel I am able to get from others for the offering of my service, FFI's Valuing Principle allows for the greater gain inherent in the mutual appreciation of the reciprocal value that people receive from their exchanges with one another. This principle of reciprocity is especially pertinent to healing, teaching and other human services, since nowhere does the contrast between the everybody-wins dynamic of appreciation and the win-lose dynamic of charging become more incongruous than for someone whose service is the professed “improvement” of others’ advantage. I not only deem myself to be of special value to beings whom I thereby depreciate as being less advantaged, I correspondingly place a self-limitation on the value of my own worth to those whom I depreciate. In charging others for my "special" advantage to them, as assessed by my self-limiting estimate of its worthiness, I who presume myself to be thus advantaged offer my “specialty” as a commodity of arbitrarily limited value, rather than as a service that is subject to the mutual appreciation of all who are mutually advantaged.

Jesus proclaimed in the Parable of the Talents that much is to be expected of those who have been given much with which to serve (Luke 12:48).  Yet the commercialization of our embodied talents assumes that much is to be expected from others by those who have been given much with which to serve. When I thus fixate others’ ability or inability to receive my service, increased valuation via the appreciation of my service is correspondingly marginalized.

From the perspective of forgiveness, the charging principle is counter-productive, for while forgiveness is a reciprocal exchange of giving and receiving based on the innate worthiness of all concerned, charging is instead a exchange of getting and paying based on an arbitrary commoditized assessment of worth. Mutual giving and receiving of value are complementary aspects of a healing (wholeness-honoring) exchange that can only occur in a context of equanomic exchange. In stark contrast, getting and paying reflect the vagaries of the marketplace wherein people transact as non-equals.

In accordance with Gresham's Law, the everybody-wins coin of reciprocal giving and receiving is driven out of the marketplace by the win-lose coin of getting and paying - hence the chronic depreciation and marginalization of human services in the marketplaced mentality. For example, when healing and teaching services are commoditized, healers and teachers are marginally paid. Their commercial alternative is to become doctors and experts instead. Such escalation of "charge" is then met with escalating malpractice suits – a logical extension of the charging principle's systemic malpractice assurance that for every win there must and shall be a corresponding loss. 

In contrast to market-placed healers and teachers, the true exemplar of healing and/or teaching is the person who fully and freely gives, knowing that s/he will just as fully, freely and equitably be given unto. For all such persons, the Golden Rule is less a moral principle than it is a practical description of the way our mindsets work: as we do unto (appreciate or depreciate) others, so do we experience them doing unto (i.e., appreciating or depreciating) us.

It is the mutual increase in value of what we appreciate, not a price that we arbitraily charge, that determines the true valuation of human service, commonly termed its "price.” Hence the FFI’s definition of healed (wholly expressed) servers:  A healed server professes no form of specialness, and sets no limit on others’ appreciation of his/her service via the fixation of an arbitrary charge on it.  Hence also the FFI’s offerings of opportunity for the contribution of value by all concerned, whether financially or via reciprocal service, in appreciation of those who facilitate the Initiative’s programs and activities. Thus do all concerned become empowered to express freely their appreciation, unbounded by arbitrary limitations.

Postscripts

When you come to the edge of all that you know, 

you must believe in one of two things:

there will be earth upon which to stand,

or you will be given wings. 

-Author unknown
Applying the valuing principle:

An example of appreciative valuation is the equanomic policy cited at http://www.warriormonk.org/how.html:

In the spirit of sacred work we use an alternative way of financing this training. Participants pay their own room and board. We set no specific tuition. We ask you for a contribution based on...

1. the value received

2. ability to pay

3. our cost of providing the training

4. commitment to furthering the work.

In response to this equanomic policy, one beneficiary commented: "I honor your willingness to release your financing to the integrity of those you serve.” 

Denying the valuing principle:

Thus far, the most consistent criticism of those who have taken exception to the foregoing statement has been that “the world doesn’t work that way.” Their assessment fully agrees with the first two-thirds of our own assessment: indeed, “the world doesn’t work.” And it fails to do so because “that way” is not being honored.

The most current iteration of the foregoing statement, with ongoing commentary,

is at www.forgivenessfirst.com/ffivaluing.htm

Forgiveness First Initiative, 180 Marcel Street, Kamloops, B.C., Canada V2B 4C3 250/554-4268

Am in the process of carefully re-reading Neale Walsch's Conversations with God, Book 3, which many of his readers (myself included) feel is the best of the CWG series.

Chapter 13, for example, contains the following gem, which I thought I would share with you:

NDW:  All things that proceed from you, return to you.

GOD:  Sevenfold.  So there is no need to worry about what you are going to "get back."  There is only a need to worry about what you are going to "give out."  Life is about creating the highest quality giving, not the highest quality getting.

           You keep forgetting.  But life is not "for getting."  Life is "for giving," and in order to do that, you need to be forgiving to others - especially those who did not give you what you thought you were going to get!

            The switch will entail a complete shift of your cultural story.  Today, what you call "success" in your culture is measured largely by how much you "get," by how much honor and money and power and possessions you amass.  In the New Culture "success" will be measured by how much you cause others to amass.  (pp. 217-18)

Seems to me that Neale's God knows something about abundance abounding!

If you haven't already got a copy of CWG 3 in your collection of books, this one would be a great addition - I promise you!

In self-forgiveness and truth,

Val 
How We Do It....

http://www.warriormonk.org/how.html 

Bill Kauth

The Logistical Information
Money: In the spirit of sacred work we use an alternative way of financing this training. Participants pay their own room and board. We set no specific tuition. We ask you for a contribution based on...
1. the value received
2. ability to pay
3. our cost of providing the training
4. commitment to furthering the work.

"I honor your willingness to release your
financing to the integrity of those you serve." 
Steve Davis (Los Angeles). 


Gender: We welcome both men and women as the high safety of the container goes beyond gender, which makes for rich learning Couples have found new channels of intimacy in shared reality language and spiritual practices. 


Prerequisites: We designed this work for people who are emotionally literate and we expect clear, healthy, warrior energy (powerfully engaged in the world) coming into this advanced work. Prior self awareness work such as New Warrior, Woman Within, recovery and/or spiritual practices necessary. Please call if you feel uncertain. 


The Invitation: This work stands open to any man or woman of any age. We especially welcome those "in transition" and/or who identify themselves as "elders in training."

"I have yet to find the man, however exalted his station, who did not do better work and put forth greater effort under a spirit of approval than under a spirit of criticism." -- Charles M. Schwab.
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If we could shrink the earth's population to a village of precisely 100 people, with all the existing human ratios remaining the same, it would look something like the following:

There would be:

57 Asians

21 Europeans

8 Africans

14 from the Western Hemisphere, both north and south.

52 would be female

48 would be male

70 would be non-white

30 would be white

70 would be non-Christian

30 would be Christian

89 would be heterosexual

11 would be homosexual

6 people would possess 59 per cent of the entire world's wealth; and all 6

would be from the United States.

80 would live in substandard housing

70 would be unable to read

50 would suffer from malnutrition

1 would be near birth; I would be near death.

1 (yes, only 1) would have a college education

1 would own a computer

When our world is considered from such a compressed perspective, the need for

acceptance, understanding and education becomes glaringly apparent.

The following is something further to take into account, or to ponder upon:

If you woke up this morning with more health than illness ... you are more

blessed than the million who will not survive this week.

If you have never experienced the danger of battle, the loneliness of imprisonment, the agony of torture, or the pangs of starvation, you are ahead of 500 million people in the world.

If you can attend a church meeting without fear of harassment, arrest, torture, or death ... you are more blessed than three billion people in the world.

If you have food in the refrigerator, clothes on your back, a roof overhead

and a place to sleep ... you are richer that 75 per cent of this world.

If you have money in the bank, in your wallet, and spare change in a dish

someplace ... you are among the top 8 per cent of the world's wealthy.

If your parents are still alive and still married ... you are very rare, even in the United States and Canada. 

If you can read this message, you just received a double blessing in that someone was thinking of you, and, furthermore, you more blessed than over two billion people in the world that cannot read at all.

On Being the Path that One Walks

The FFI Advocacy Principle
For updates of this statement, with ongoing commentary: www.forgivenessfirst.com/advocacy.htm

This statement is not intended as a wholesale prescription for how others are to value the offering of their giftedness in service to the world.  Rather, it describes the basis for participation in the programs and activities of the Forgiveness First Initiative, in which no one charges for his/her service and no one is charged for his/her participation.
You must be the difference you wish to see in the world.

-Mohandas Gandhi

Perhaps the reason so few people are sold on forgiveness is that, while forgiveness is widely advertised, it is scantily marketed. Recommending forgiveness is mere advertisement of its virtues. Embodying and practicing forgiveness – being a forgiving person – is its only effective marketing strategy.

