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The NYTimes article that I just forwarded on monkeys and fairness has of course, interesting implications for an Initiate examining his or her tendencies; particularly in light of the work of the Pantacle.  It also recalls for me an interesting speech I caught on CSPAN, given by a radio talk show host before a group of conservative women.  She presented the idea that this country's morality has become decadent as truth has moved from having "absolute" qualities, holding in all situations.  Now, according to her (and with some credence as she cited legal decisions), truth has become "situational".

Of course, she then devolved into a Jesus tirade and I hit the remote.

She also defined a conservate according to Webster's Dictionary as one who adheres to solid principles that are time tested and proven.  Of course, she ignores all epistemological data that might affect the course of her idealogical examination. But she does bring up an interesting start to something that could perhaps, have important sociological implications.

I'm reminded of the opening of the Declaration of Independence:  "We hold these truths to be self-evident..."  And I am reminded about an old discussion that we had on the incorrect nature of absolutism (vs. relativism...and not necessarily "situational" as this women put it in her rhetorical slant).  Are there time-tested and proven truths?  Or is the constancy of the Universe wrapped up in change (change=stability)?

At first, certain truths seem plausibly constant:  Don't stick your hand in fire or you'll get a third degree burn.  But then some don't.  Some people fall off cliffs, get up and walk away.  The modern physicists speak of how our minds are what keep us from walking between walls...this even seems implied in the work of the Supramental Yoga taught by Mother, where she puts forth the idea that with success at the Yoga, even physical accidents become impossible.  And she uses the example of one of her students, moving through a court yard (their compound) riddled by the equivalent of gunfire (being attacked by residents of the larger community that the compound was set up in) and moving through that courtyard, unscathed.

Of course, this is typical propaganda coming from Hindu related sources.  The Hare Krishna's in Brooklyn will tell you that if you chant Hare Krishna, you won't get mugged on the subway.  Still the mind plays a role in this.  And what Mother and the physicists have to say bears close inspection for the student of Magick.  Cf. Liber Vox Viva Voce vel Video.
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At 09:47 21.09.2003 -0400, Paul Joseph Rovelli wrote:

>Hi All,

>93

>The NYTimes article that I just forwarded on monkeys and fairness has of course, interesting implications for an Initiate examining his or her tendencies; particularlyh in light of the work of the Pantacle.  It also recalls for me an interesting speech I caught on CSPAN, given by a radio talk show host before a group of conservative women.  She presented the idea that this country's morality has become decadent as truth has moved from having "absolute" qualities, holding in all situations.  Now, according to her (and with some credence as she cited legal decisions), truth has become "situational".
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Decadent ? And because of this ?

The decadence, tyranny and hipocrisy of the former societies were upheld by the absolutism of the truths propagandated by christianity. That people gradually have understood that there is 360 degrees of viewpoints to a situation, I regard as the beginning of freedom. That somebody feels sorry for the lack of absoluteness of their demon God doesnt even tempt me to pity.

>Of course, she then devolved into a Jesus tirade and I hit the remote.

>She also defined a conservate according to Webster's Dictionary as one who adheres to solid principles that are time tested and proven.  Of course, she ignores all epistemological data that might affect the course of her idealogical examination. But she does bring up an interesting start to something that could perhaps, have important sociological implications.

>I'm reminded of the opening of the Declaration of Independence:  "We hold these truths to be self-evident..."  And I am reminded about an old discussion that we had on the incorrect nature of absolutism (vs.

>relativism...and not necessarily "situational" as this women put it in her rhetorical slant).  Are there time-tested and proven truths?  Or is the constancy of the Universe wrapped up in change (change=stability)?

>At first, certain truths seem plausibly constant:  Don't stick your hand in fire or you'll get a third degree burn.  But then some don't.  Some people fall off cliffs, get up and walk away.  The modern physicists speak of how our minds are what keep us from walking between walls...this even seems implied in the work of the Supramental Yoga taught by Mother, where she puts forth the idea that with success at the Yoga, even physical accidents become impossible.  And she uses the example of one of her students, moving through a court yard (their compound) riddled by the equivalent of gunfire (being attacked by residents of the larger community that the compound was set up

>in) and moving through that courtyard, unscathed.

Well, since nobody comes home from work and tells that " I didnt see anyone at work today, I just saw a lot of atoms put together in strange ways, we have to live with the fact that the sciences filed under Newton are still the ones ruling and, the paradigm of Einstein just is collecting curious truths that baffles all which lives in a Newtonic paradigm.

>Of course, this is typical propaganda coming from Hindu related sources. The Hare Krishna's in Brooklyn will tell you that if you chant Hare Krishna, you won't get mugged on the subway.  Still the mind plays a role in this. And what Mother and the physicists have to say bears close inspection for the student of Magick.  Cf. Liber Vox Viva Voce vel Video.

Yes, I see its happens to be about controlling expectation and personal 

frame of reality. Its a part of religion that can be simplified to ugliness in the forms of "Dont worry, be happy "- We all know positivism works - when we get it working : )
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Hi Runar,
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As you wrote:

"Decadent ? And because of this ?

The decadence, tyranny and hipocrisy of the former societies were upheld by the absolutism of the truths propagandated by christianity. That people gradually have understood that there is 360 degrees of viewpoints to a situation, I regard as the beginning of freedom. That somebody feels sorry for the lack of absoluteness of their demon God doesnt even tempt me to pity."

pj:  And of course, you're absolutely correct...lol.  This brings us to the essence of the American struggle...the American experiment.  Here, both worlds, that of the European Christianized past...or even worse, the Puritanized past...remember, the Europeans basically expelled the Calvinists...against...the not secularized...but also not superstitious future.  The Age of Reason gripped Europe and held strong sway over our Founding Fathers.  But the Puritans hit and managed a strong control over these "new" lands also. The added irony to all of this is that Europe has more readily moved away from this superstition and America, even the Americas, still holds on.

Runar:

Well, since nobody comes home from work and tells that " I didnt see anyone at work today, I just saw a lot of atoms put together in strange ways, we have to live with the fact that the sciences filed under Newton are still the ones ruling and, the paradigm of Einstein just is collecting curious truths that baffles all which lives in a Newtonic paradigm.

pj:  Yes, and the Newtonian perspective is still valid in a variety of situations.  Perhaps this is where America is correct in its struggle.  In support of this is the fact that there are people who are "conservative" in nature.  From a Thelemic viewpoint, we can refer to them as "slaves."  Nevertheless, the master is still tied to his slaves.  And perhaps there is metaphor for servitude in this.
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In a message dated 09/21/2003 05:30:25 PM, rovelli@optonline.net writes:

The Age of Reason gripped Europe and held strong sway over our
Founding Fathers



Hm and here I thought it was the age of Raisins
although in an Odd way raison de existence Is likely true as well
Why are we here what makes it work
what is the true scientific reason
Oddly the Path was helped by critical Scholarship in the form of a Sick ruler name King James
that first insisted on a Translation of Text (The Bible) Based upon only the He brew and
the Greek (Or Latin as Translated By Jerome) which is passed on By Erasamus,
It is this change in scholarship where Opinions and Marginal notes are no longer considered
True scripture but rather the Actual Words only That began the March toward accepted
Critical Scholarship
Prior to that it was frowned on Highly in favor of the latest Craze or Political Bias
I find it Ironic that this is true come 1620 or so coming out in 1629,
  From That derives the English Facination with scientific Truth Alone (As opposed to Making it up as we go along) History and Languages for instance Research did not really begin in Ernest until after that
point
regard johnmoon3717@aol.com
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What would've been found in those margial notes?  And why does King James choose to ignor these notes?
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Pseudo Scripture Like for instance the Lion rages  in his Cage and God is silent  and turns His countenance to his people (or words to that effect)( To describe The fact that
the KING of Spain) was Like a raging Lion (Sin) And suppressing his People in the Netherlands
who were in Revolt for their separation from Spain
It was the Spanish Netherlands at One time.
  So someone would Find a nice pseudo scriptural analogy and write it in
  The Puritans (Of which numerous ones came from Holland and the Netherlands_) And had relatives
across the water in Britain, used these Bibles.
   From a Purely selfish belief that Kings were ordained by God
    James Could not stand to read stuff that Was politically biased against even a Terrible sovereign
(even if he hated Philip of Spain) He was a King It was his Job to Hate another King
    It was The subjects job to be Subjects
    So he objected to these Bibles and their (Almost scripture) He wanted one That was without taint
THen let the chips fall as they may
    He was convinced that This was a Good idea as well because the puritans were a rising force
such Stuff was at least potentially treasonous to the Kingdom,9 PURITANS AS  YOULL RECALL FLED ENGLAND)  They insisted on using their own revised versions of the Bible
    After all were not all Kings alike? Hehe
     James could read Greek and Hebrew (unusual for his day) Most monarchs didn't read their own Language
     so it drove him up a way to read new Passages that never existed/
Regardsjohnmoon3717@aol.com
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Ok, so you're saying that King James left these marginal notes out because they were political notes, which were added as Europe developed itself through the Dark Ages.  And then, that the Puritans held to their politicized re-write.  The latter statement is the most stunning...considering that these Calvinists seem to favor the King James version today...unless I'm mistaken.  I used to work with one of these people and he used to prepare his sermon's at work every Saturday. While he had cross-references, it was KJV.  So I guess they've changed a bit...but not much...lol.
(or is that boo hoo hoo!).
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