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In reading through the discussion on Abortion, et al, there's something important to realize...there's no easy answer.  But it seems to me that the question hasn't been too well postulated.  The struggle between the individual and the polite (the state) holds a lot of grey area.  When a child is born into poverty or to parents ill-prepared to rear the child, there's the tendency to criminal behavior.  This is not an inevitability, but a tendency that certainly manifests in some grown children.  Then there's the drag on the resources of the polite that creates a greater alienation and struggling angst.  This can lead to abuses of the rights of innocent individuals in the polite.  And so they deserve a say, as a society in the actions of individuals.  Yet this can easily impede upon the rights of the individual who may not be able to thrive under the tyranny of the majority.  (I've trimmed a bit to make this leap...for the sake of some brevity).

And Michelle brings into this, a certain issue of gender bias, regarding birth control methods.  But even in public sex education, a seeming need of the state...we have the struggle of which individuals may not be ready for such education in a school program that really focuses on the masses and not on the individual at all...though Canada seems to have some recognition of the individuals in their social worker program.

And in this age of the rise of the 'Common Man' we are giving rights to a class that historically has never had rights before.  So even the polite meant something quite different to Plato.  And though these masses are given these rights, they generally refuse to meet the responsibilities that come with such rights...they don't vote nor do they generally participate in the social life of the communities in which they live.

Perhaps one fundamental flaw in the American Constitution is simply that if a majority of the citizenry refuse to vote and participate in public life, then their rights should be taken away from them.  It seems only fair that both sides should be held to the 'Social Contract'.  It sure would solve a lot of the problems on these ridiculously contentious issues.  And maybe, to support this, we should meet Jefferson's dream of a genuine education for all, by making education a part of the Constitution and specifically defining in terms of including the liberal arts, necessary for supporting the constitution, and dramatically reducing class size in order to fulfill the constitutional directive.
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93 PJ,

 --- Paul Joseph Rovelli <rovelli@optonline.net>

wrote: > Hi All,

> 93

> In reading through the discussion on Abortion, et al, there's something important to realize...there's no easy answer.  But

> it seems to me that the question hasn't been too well postulated.  The struggle between the individual and the polite (the state) holds a lot of grey area.  When a child is born into poverty or to parents

> ill-prepared to rear the child, there's the tendency to criminal behavior.  This is not an inevitability, but a tendency that certainly manifests in some grown children.  

Criminal behavior develops out of environment? Yes in some cases, not in others.  I have seen plenty of criminality in afluent areas from children born to very level headed and caring parents.  What I have

noticed in such instances are cases of mental illness, where the individual has lost touch with the common reality.  So, guns dont kill people, people kill people, if there were no guns there would be fewer

incidences of violent outbreak.

Essentially, our bodies are the vehicle and we have the capacity, therefore we will pro-create. Sterilisation legislation anyone?

Then

> there's the drag on the resources of the polite that creates a greater alienation and struggling angst.  This can lead to

> abuses of the rights of innocent individuals in the polite.  And so they deserve a say, as a society in the actions of individuals.  Yet this can easily impede upon the rights of the individual who may not be able to thrive under the tyranny of the majority.  (I've trimmed a bit to make this leap...for the sake of some brevity).

> And Michelle brings into this, a certain issue of gender bias, regarding birth control methods.  But even in public sex education, a seeming need of the state...

So why did the state begin with Sex Ed? It was due to many issues; a) Controling the spread of sexually transmitted diseases. b) unwanted pregnancies that had adoption agencies bursting at the seams. c) poverty issues. d) Moralistic issues (come on, you had to have

seen the old movies on hygene from the 50s) 

we have the struggle of which

> individuals may not be ready for such education in a school program that really focuses on the masses and not on the individual at all...though Canada seems to have some recognition of the individuals in their social worker program. And in this age of the rise of the 'Common Man' we are giving rights to a class that historically has never had rights before.

Yes, but isnt that a matter of the US Constitution? And please describe for me how you would relate this to (Every man and every woman is a star(

>  So even the polite meant something quite different to Plato.  And

> though these masses are given these rights, they generally refuse to meet the responsibilities that come with such rights...they don't vote nor do they generally participate in the social life of the communities in which they live.

I think what you mean is, they dont contribute to their community.  Yes, generally speaking you are right, there are leaches who drag down the system.  They are the cancerous cells of society.  Will they

always remain this way?

> Perhaps one fundamental flaw in the American Constitution is simply that if a majority of the citizenry refuse to vote and participate in public life, then their rights should be taken away from them. 

Why not just shoot them? (taking the discussion to an new level *wink*)

> It seems only fair that both sides should be held to the 'Social Contract'.  It sure would solve a lot of the problems on these ridiculously contentious issues.  

When a child is born, he has no knowledge of the socio-political factors of his environment.  He doesn’t willingly enter into this contract.

We were watching a program the other day and one of the guests was deemed the cheapest man in the US.  He doesnt work for a living, and has some *interesting* ways of conserving resources... such as re-using paper towels.  The audience was repulsed and disgusted.  My question is: If it works for him, then so what?  It is not my personal choice or way of living, and frankly, I could not see myself living in such conditions.  But, this is not my life, and if he is happy with his

choice, then who am I to argue?

And maybe, to

> support this, we should meet Jefferson's dream of a genuine education for all, by making education a part of the Constitution and specifically defining in terms of including the liberal arts,

> necessary for supporting the constitution, and dramatically reducing class size in order to fulfill

> the constitutional directive.

Thank you PJ for more interesting food for thought.

Love,

Michelle

Hi Michelle,

93

Michelle:

Criminal behavior develops out of environment? Yes in some cases, not in others.  I have seen plenty of criminality in afluent areas from children born to very level headed and caring parents.  What I have

noticed in such instances are cases of mental illness, where the individual has lost touch with the common reality.  So, guns dont kill people, people kill people, if there were no guns there would be fewer

incidences of violent outbreak.

pj:  You make a good point with your example regarding rich people and mental illness.  But if you ever decide to spend time in an impoverished area, like the one I live in, you'll see an amazing difference in the crime rate.  Unwanted children, born to parents not ready to take care of them, often result in a life in places such as this.  And the frequency of criminal behavior, mental disease and just plain necessity is much, much greater.

As per violent outbreak and the convenience of guns, violent outbreaks are emotional outbursts, guns are an incidental factor.  I don't know the numbers (and may be off) but, I believe something like 70-90% of murders are committed by somebody known by the victim...usually a lover.  This type of crime is going to happen, with or without the convenience of a gun.

Michelle:

Essentially, our bodies are the vehicle and we have the capacity, therefore we will pro-create. Sterilisation legislation anyone?

pj:  Now, I could think of some people I would really hope won't reproduce...lol.

Michelle:

So why did the state begin with Sex Ed? It was due to many issues; a) Controling the spread of sexually transmitted diseases. b) unwanted pregnancies that had adoption agencies bursting at the seams. c) poverty issues. d) Moralistic issues (come on, you had to have

seen the old movies on hygene from the 50s) 

pj:  Yes, and with some families never coming to terms with their sexuality and communicating guidance and instruction to their children, there's a certain need for it.  But just as in standard and basic education, there's a great need for more individualized attention that the present approach and funding in educational circles (in industrialized societies in general) can't seem to allow for.

Michelle:

Yes, but isnt that a matter of the US Constitution? And please describe for me how you would relate this to (Every man and every woman is a star(

pj:  That's an easy one...yes, in elevating the common man to a status where rights may be ascribed and even an education may be provided (Jefferson's dream) we get:  "We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men [and women] are created equal." (he goes on with lines like: each are endowed with certain inalienable rights, by their creator) or "Every man and every woman is a star."

Michelle:

I think what you mean is, they dont contribute to their community.  Yes, generally speaking you are right, there are leaches who drag down the system.  They are the cancerous cells of society.  Will they

always remain this way?

pj:  Personally, I believe in the ability of the individual to overcome his or her conditioning and circumstances.  And that's wholly an American trait as well...part of the American Dream.  And there will always be poor people...we could never eradicate this totally.  President Johnson's 'Great Society' is a futile dream.

Michelle:

Why not just shoot them? (taking the discussion to an new level *wink*)

pj:  Lol...I'll make sure never to vote you in as king of the world.

Michelle:

When a child is born, he has no knowledge of the socio-political factors of his environment.  He doesn’t willingly enter into this contract.

pj:  This is true, but follow such an argument out to its conclusion.  A child is given an education and attention to health issues, benefitting from thousands of years of human knowledge (and not having to reinvent the wheel).  He or she doesn't ask for this certain benefit either.

Michelle:

We were watching a program the other day and one of the guests was deemed the cheapest man in the US.  He doesnt work for a living, and has some *interesting* ways of conserving resources... such as re-using paper towels.  The audience was repulsed and disgusted.  My question is: If it works for him, then so what?  It is not my personal choice or way of living, and frankly, I could not see myself living in such conditions. But, this is not my life, and if he is happy with his

choice, then who am I to argue?

pj:  One may choose to live one's life as they choose to within certain parameters.  Plato would argue that we have a certain obligation to the polite, to the state.  And I would concur.  This man, in not working, is not contributing to the general welfare and alienating himself, perhaps even leaching off society.  The example of reusing paper towels demonstrates his depravity and amplifies a morbid inner condition.  The show that featured him was a freak-show/circus...only intending to shock the audience...enforcing the "rubber necking" conditioning of the audience.  As Jim Morrison would've said:  "Weird scenes inside the gold mine."
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93 & Thanks PJ,

I am happy to see you took my arguments tongue in cheek as some were meant to be.

 --- Paul Joseph Rovelli <rovelli@optonline.net>

wrote: > Hi Michelle,

> 93

> 

> 

> pj:  You make a good point with your example regarding rich people and mental illness.  But if you ever decide to spend time in an impoverished area, like the one I live in, you'll see an amazing

> difference in the crime rate.  

hmmmm... sounds like I should come down from my ivory tower.  In actualility, I have lived in some rather impoverished areas having been, at one time, a single mother on welfare.  And I will agree that there is higher incidence of crime in these neighborhoods, but

most of the people themselves were not bad people. 

Drugs were rampant and theft was rampant, and having been grabbed in a dark stairwell during a power outage I concur that violence was also rampant.  However, I knew most of the people even the big bad mafioso

types, and I can say that in the 3 years I lived there, the majority were just trying to figure out how to survive until the next welfare check.  Yes, there were families who had babies in order to collect more welfare, yes, there were families who defrauded the government by collecting several welfare checks under assumed names.  No, this is not right or just.  

 6. Be not hasty to condemn others; how knowest thou  that in their

 place, thou couldst have resisted the temptation?  And even were it so, why  shouldest thou despise one who is weaker than thyself?

Unwanted children, born to parents not ready

> to take care of them, often result in a life in places such as this.  And the frequency of criminal behavior, mental disease and just plain

> necessity is much, much greater.

> As per violent outbreak and the convenience of guns, violent outbreaks are emotional outbursts, guns are an incidental factor. 

> I don't know the numbers (and may be off) but, I believe something

> like 70-90% of murders are committed by somebody known by the victim...usually a lover.  This type of crime is going to happen, with or without the convenience of a gun.

Crimes of passion can occur with any other implement other than a gun, I agree.  Could be a knife, could be a dish towel, could be a fist or anything lying around within proximity.  But what you are discussing is

conjugal violence for the most part, not random acts for the purpose of theft.

If you would like an essay on conjugal violence, I would be happy to oblige... but then we wouldnt just be talking about physical abuse, we would get into psychological warfare and verbal abuse, which is a

topic beyond the scope at present.

> 

> Michelle:

> Essentially, our bodies are the vehicle and we have the capacity, therefore we will pro-create. Sterilisation legislation anyone?

> 

> pj:  Now, I could think of some people I would really hope won't

> reproduce...lol.

*grins* so can I, but I will refer back to the quotation above.

> pj:  Yes, and with some families never coming to terms with their sexuality and communicating guidance and instruction to their

> children, there's a certain need for it.  But just as in standard and

> basic education, there's a great need for more individualized attention that the present approach and funding in educational circles (in industrialized societies in general) can't seem to allow for.

I personally find it appauling that some parents have a disdain for these discussions.  I mean, dont you want to make sure you have an open honest relationship with your child?  I do.  My eldest will be 18 in 2

months, and yes, like most 17-18 year olds she has her romantic ideas.  What has made this relationship a good one is open, honest, non-judgemental discussion about every aspect of her life.  There are parameters set for her own good, but very few.  It is time consuming to take a rational discussion through her decision process.  But in the end she makes the decision as she sees fit knowing the consequences of

her actions.

It is time consuming, but this is the role of the parent.  To be there, whenever possible, to guide the child to be the best individual they can be.  You have to take your personal emotional baggage and take it

out of the equation.  And yes, it requires tough love at times, meaning that no matter how much you would like to be overly helpful, they have to learn to cope with the burden of their responsibilities so they may

grow into responsible adults.  

It is truly sad to see an 8 year old left alone at home until 2-3 in the morning because the single mother is out picking up at the bars.  And it is truly sad to hear a mother (who should know better) telling

me how she leaves her 2 year old awake in the house while she takes a 30 minute walk to the store every day.  These people have a swimming pool... like common?

Good judgement is a tool that is learned, it doesn’t matter what path of life you come from.  And yes, it is easy to see Bad Judgement because the headlines are full of them.

Ms Clinton said a few years back, It takes a village to raise a child.  It does, however, what I see lately is a preponderance of parents pushing off responsibility to the school system and government. 

Even in the affluent area where I live. The child failed a subject?  Its the teachers fault.  The child failed the whole year? blame it on the system and don’t consider failing them, push them through to the next level. (I had to fight tooth and nail to keep my eldest in grade 3 because she had a learning disability and couldnt read or understand the material, but this made me a bad parent as I was not considering the emotional consequences of her being a year older than the rest of the class)... I won.  And she is no worse for wear, in fact she pulls off 80% grades now.  Her self esteem has not been hindered, she is a very confident individual.

That child whom I was ill prepared to receive is thriving.  She has goals (albeit not mine *grins*), she has friends and she has something I never did: Guts.

This child whom at 16 was sexually active, went directly to our local CLSC (free clinic) for the day after pill when it was discovered that the condom broke... without telling me at first.  And that might

have been the wisest choice seeing as how I was raging because it was her sisters birthday and we had planned a diner at my parents house and I had no idea where she was until 7 PM.  But the point is, she did the

right thing, and I am so impressed with her guts and determination... And yeah, it kinda had to be done on that day.  That takes courage, let me tell you.  You dont want to know what I look like when I am angry.

LOL

> 

> pj:  That's an easy one...yes, in elevating the common man to a status where rights may be ascribed and even an education may be

> provided (Jefferson's dream) we get:  "We hold these truths to be

> self-evident, that all men [and women] are created equal." (he goes on with lines like: each are endowed with certain inalienable rights, by their creator) or "Every man and every woman is a star."

Touchi!

> Michelle:

> I think what you mean is, they dont contribute to their community.  Yes, generally speaking you are right, there are leaches who drag down the system. They are the cancerous cells of society.  Will they

> always remain this way?

> 

> pj:  Personally, I believe in the ability of the individual to overcome his or her conditioning and circumstances.  And that's

> wholly an American trait as well...part of the American Dream.  And there will always be poor people...we could never eradicate this totally.  President Johnson's 'Great Society' is a futile dream.

We are all subject to the majority-morality, those with money can, very often, get away with what the poor cannot.

> Michelle:

> Why not just shoot them? (taking the discussion to an new level *wink*)

> 

> pj:  Lol...I'll make sure never to vote you in as king of the world.

ROFL... Marie-Antoinettes shoes are ones that I could ill afford... nor would I want.  Got enough of my own head-aches without cutting off others.

> Michelle:

> When a child is born, he has no knowledge of the socio-political factors of his environment.  He doesn’t willingly enter into this contract.

> 

> pj:  This is true, but follow such an argument out to its conclusion.  A child is given an education and attention to health issues, benefitting from thousands of years of human knowledge (and not

> having to reinvent the wheel).  He or she doesn't ask for this certain benefit either.

Yes, why it is best to be part of the great social-morality.  I remember when my grand-mother took me to church for the first time, I must have been about 3 or 4 yrs old.  My angel told me this was

something I had to follow for the time being.  Hiearchy is in place to keep social order.  It is constructed to avoid anarchy... sheppards guide the flock.  And when one breaks the mould, very often they

will go in the exact opposite direction for a time until they attain a certain balance somewhere between the opposites depending on their personal morality issues.

Remember that there is no such a thing as a negative occurance.  All things happen and you either grow or perish from it. Perish from a psychological aspect for the most part.

 4. Rejoice therefore, O Initiate, for the greater  thy trial the greater  thy Triumph. When men shall revile thee, and speak against thee falsely,  hath not the Master said, "Blessed art thou!"?

Isnt this just a wonderful passage?

> pj:  One may choose to live one's life as they choose to within certain parameters.  Plato would argue that we have a certain obligation to the polite, to the state.  And I would concur.  This

> man, in not working, is not contributing to the general welfare and alienating himself, perhaps even leaching off society.  The example of reusing paper towels demonstrates his depravity and amplifies a morbid inner condition.  

> The show that featured him was a freak-show/circus...only intending to shock the audience...enforcing the "rubber necking" conditioning of the audience.  As Jim Morrison would've said:  "Weird scenes inside

> the gold mine."

LOL, too much tripe on TV.  I personally dont usually tune in, but it is interesting at times to see what the rest of the world is up to.  Anyway, the point was, if it works for him... then let him be.

Al my Love,

Michelle

Hi Michelle,

93

Michelle:

hmmmm... sounds like I should come down from my ivory tower.  In actualility, I have lived in some rather impoverished areas having been, at one time, a single mother on welfare.  And I will agree that there is higher incidence of crime in these neighborhoods, but

most of the people themselves were not bad people.  Drugs were rampant and theft was rampant, and having been grabbed in a dark stairwell during a power outage I concur that violence was also rampant.  However, I knew most of the people even the big bad Mafioso types, and I can say that in the 3 years I lived there, the majority were just trying to figure out how to survive until the next welfare check.  Yes, there were families who had babies in order to collect more welfare, yes, there were families who defrauded the government by collecting several welfare checks under assumed names.  No, this is not right or just.  

pj:  Yes, I understand that necessity can force crime...someone destitute and desperate will do what they have to in order to survive.  And as per your Liber Librae quote, there is no judgment that we can hold over this.  This creates the perfect argument, pro-abortion rights, as per Paul and Cammy's original conversation.

And we must add another dimension to this part of the discussion as per the spiritual teaching of the A.'.A.'.  If the Adept is one who is fully conscious...fully awake...how asleep is this common man?  Without trying to make an argument for Plato's 'Philosopher King', these sleeping machines, being given the rights of full sentience...a full sentience they haven't got, being asleep...we must allow them the error of their ways without consequence to them, lest we have a developmental consequence that inteferes with our own orbits.  And so in order to reduce the destitution and desperation that leads to crime, abortion should not be a crime.

This is 'real' morality in practice...morality being little more than the meeting of necessity.

Michelle:

Crimes of passion can occur with any other implement other than a gun, I agree.  Could be a knife, could be a dish towel, could be a fist or anything lying around within proximity.  But what you are discussing is

conjugal violence for the most part, not random acts for the purpose of theft.

pj:  A very small percentage of murder is for the purpose of theft.  Theft is another crime that can do great damage of course...it is really a psychic rape all by itself (not to mention the financial damage that it does)...all leading to a greater alienation, desperation and destitution.

Michelle:

If you would like an essay on conjugal violence, I would be happy to oblige... but then we wouldnt just be talking about physical abuse, we would get into psychological warfare and verbal abuse, which is a

topic beyond the scope at present.

pj:  Really, it's less far-fetched than it may at first seem.  All forms of destitution lead to a break down in gentility, creating conditions that are ripe for abuse.  Whether this is spousal abuse or the terrorism caused by individuals in country's raped by more powerful and wealthy nations.  The NYTimes article I forwarded this morning...From Pitchforks to Proposition 13...addresses the delicate balance that must be found between the poor and wealthy classes.

Michelle:

I personally find it appauling that some parents have a disdain for these discussions.  I mean, dont you want to make sure you have an open honest relationship with your child?  I do.  My eldest will be 18 in 2

months, and yes, like most 17-18 year olds she has her romantic ideas.  What has made this relationship a good one is open, honest, non-judgemental discussion about every aspect of her life.  There are parameters set for her own good, but very few.  It is time consuming to take a rational discussion through her decision process.  But in the end she makes the decision as she sees fit knowing the consequences of

her actions.

pj:  Born into a Christist culture where sexuality is taboo, though you may be appalled, this remains a strong current that can threaten (as you've eloquently pointed out) the ability of the polite to fix (overwhelming clinics, et al).  My mother bled on herself at school because my grandmother wouldn't tell her what was to happen to her at puberty.  And to make a long story short...this created problems for my mother that she in turn, passed to her five children.

Michelle:

Ms Clinton said a few years back, It takes a village to raise a child.  It does, however, what I see lately is a preponderance of parents pushing off responsibility to the school system and government. 

pj:  Yes, this is a terrible abandonment of responsibility in an era where we're also abandoning rights...all for the sake of security.  Read Eric Fromm's 'Escape from Freedom' for an excellent psychological essay on how people actually dread the freedom that they're so happy to give lip service to.

Michelle:

That child whom I was ill prepared to receive is thriving.  She has goals (albeit not mine *grins*), she has friends and she has something I never did: Guts.

pj:  There are exceptions to every rule and of course, note that the circumstances of your birth were better than many.
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In a message dated 10/05/2003 10:35:20 AM, rovelli@optonline.net writes:

Michelle:
hmmmm... sounds like I should come down from my ivory
tower.  In actu



HARVESTING that much Ivory would be illegal if not Morally wrong think ofall the animals that would need to die for the Ivory?
Thus you probably should use one of those very good replicas (substitutes)
They are just as good or better in many cases than real Ivory
regards johnmoon3717@aol.com
