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“….a man should leave the world a better
place

than when he came into it.

 


For no other reason was he born,

for no other reason does he die.”

 


Sai Baba

 


 


 



PREFACE

 


“I have here made only a nosegay of culled
flowers, and have brought nothing of my own but the string that
ties them.”

 


 


As the above words of seigneur de Montaigne
imply, there is nothing here that you don’t already know. But if
you are anything like I am, indeed—like most of my friends, then
you seldom find time, or take the trouble, to reach within deep
enough to become aware of your knowledge. I hope this book will
help you to know yourself better.

What follows is not intended as a scientific
dissertation. Nor is it an attempt to impose my views, nor
influence your thinking in any way. What I am offering is a
compendium of my observations which may motivate you to begin
observing the world through your own eyes a little more diligently.
You might call it my vision of the world I live in. To protect
myself from an egocentric viewpoint, I took great pains to share
with you also the visions of many men throughout history, many men
and women who are making history today, and some lesser visionaries
whose views I find particularly attractive. Your vision, the
program that controls your views and therefore your life, will
forever remain your own. I wish to stress, however, that you must
have a vision or else remain no more than an effect of your
subconscious.

 


I am not concerned with the visible
universe.

Once the universe becomes detectable to our
senses, it is too late to change it. The book will show that we
have our being within a continuous process of creating the reality
we live in.

I am fascinated by the process itself. There
are excellent popular books on the subject of how to procure
results. Here, we shall concentrate on the cause. Although we shall
not ignore the results, neither physics nor astrophysics need
concern us here other than to broaden our perspective. What we
shall discus principally is the “Visual Universe”. The universe
which we do or can visualize and, in the process of doing so, we
shall give it reality. The tangible universe thus becomes the
result of our quest, not the quest itself. What we are after is the
process. The Creative Process. The methods which empower us to be
as gods.

From the hoary days of history in which we,
humans, became aware of ourselves, of our distinctiveness, we have
been engaged in doing just that. Every single one of us has been
creating his or her subjective realities. We made our beds and we
must sleep in them. We created our heavens and our hells. We did it
all unwittingly. We had no idea that it had been up to us what
world we chose to live in. We became adept at blaming the stars,
the governments, schools and educational systems, and finally our
parents. It may be that all these elements had some peripheral
influence on the universes we live in. But the degree to which we
permit external conditions, or the environment, to influence us has
always been up to us. Up to our free will. Up to our ability to
lead a Conscious Life.

It is time to stop being a result. It is time
to stop bobbing up and down like a cork cast by some whimsical
deity on the vast oceans of life. We are the architects of our
destiny. We are gods.

It is time to learn to be the Cause.

In the course of this book, I shall prove
that neither you nor I, nor the universe around us really exists.
At least, not as we perceive it with our senses. We shall have to
learn to probe it with our mind, to visualize it with our inner
vision. I shall also show how an individual vision can and did
change the course of history.

Perhaps now, it is our turn.

 


An apology is due to my readers who decide to
join me on my meandering through various subjective universes.
There will be a lot of repetition when dealing with certain aspects
of the creative process. The reason is that for thousands of years
we have been conditioned to think in a particular way, which I
consider false. I shall show that I am not alone in my opinion.
Unfortunately, there are very few who will agree with me. Those who
do, however, shall in time become masters of their domain.

To prove my point, I shall draw upon myths,
history, politics and science, as well as philosophies and the more
esoteric interpretations of some ancient and modern religions. I
shall attempt to show that the truth had always been available to
us under different guises. I shall also show why it is only now
that we are in position to dive headlong into the ocean of infinite
possibilities—an ocean which heretofore had been accessible only to
the few.

 


***

 


Finally, I must stress that this is not yet
another self-help book to add to the countless others adorning the
bookshelves of your local book-merchant. Rather, it is a book that
will enable you to write your own set of rules that will, in turn,
govern your own personal universe. It is a book that, I hope, will
help you to stand on your own feet with such confidence that
nothing will ever upset your balance again.

And you will do so whatever others do.

 


***

 


Only those who have faith in themselves

shall have faith in God

 


Sai Baba

 


 


 



INTRODUCTION

 


My dharma, my purpose, became evident early
in my life. However, just as most of us, I remained blind to it.
Yet even as all roads lead to Rome, all events in our lives lead to
the fulfillment of our dharma. Dharma is our raison d’être.
If we die accidentally before realizing it, we merely continue
where we left off in our future incarnation.

My purpose is to help people fulfill their
own dharma.

In order to fulfill our personal purpose we
must first discover what it is and then have the means to carry it
out. No one can help us with the first part. To discover one’s true
calling is often a long process of growing up, of keeping one’s
eyes and ears wide open, and most of all, in keeping an open mind.
Each time we shackle our imagination with any restrictions, each
time we impose limitations on our innate potential, we delay the
discovery of our true purpose.

And discover our purpose we must. As the
great Indian mystic Sai Baba once said: “When a cat or a dog dies
he leaves the world the same as before he lived in it, but a man
should leave the world a better place than when he came into it.
For no other reason was he born, for no other reason does he
die.”(1)

If we fail to discover our specific purpose
in life, we shall continue to reincarnate ourselves in an endless
cycle of Awa Gawan, treading water on the eternal mill, hardly
advancing, hardly being alive. Two thousand years ago Jesus called
such people dead. “Let the dead bury their dead”, he admonished
when a man wanted to serve tradition rather than fulfill his true
calling.(2) Perhaps, as you read this book, you will gradually come
to realize that contrary to the mores, customs and traditions of
this world, contrary to the tens-of-thousands of laws, rules and
regulations designed to limit our freedom—we can be free. We can be
free here, on earth; we do not have to die to go to heaven, we can
become masters of our kingdoms, our universes—right now.

There are many ancient truths that
reverberate throughout the ages guiding mankind towards
fulfillment. There are also truisms that gather the quintessence of
those truths as they pertain to an individual. The ancient king
David had enunciated one such axiom in one of his psalms.(3) This
great visionary left us a legacy, which proclaimed that we must
shrug off all limitations. Few of his contemporaries
understood David’s words. Today, some 3000 years later, we can no
longer plead ignorance. We are no longer ignorant plebes unable to
read or write. The ancient knowledge is available to all that yearn
for it.

To all who take the trouble to look.

Those who do, soon discover that a great part
of that which enables us to claim our heritage is lying dormant in
the realm of our imagination. Imagination fosters a vision that
constitutes the first step.

 


How many of us realize that practically every
effort, every creative act we perform is preceded by an act of
visualization? We ‘imagine’ what it would be like if such-and-such
a thing, condition, or dream were to come true. We dream, we hope,
we envision, fancy, idealize. All these mental acrobatics form an
integral part of the great realm of ‘virtual’ universes. Universes
which, nevertheless, are real to our subjective consciousness, but
not yet manifested in the physical realm. They are part of the
endless ocean of infinite possibilities. They are part of a realm
whence nothing is impossible, nothing too difficult, where the joy
of being, of success, takes precedence over all other
considerations. This realm is our true kingdom. It is also the
kingdom of God, or perhaps, the kingdom of the gods. It is the
kingdom of heaven.

A great deal has been written on how to enter
this kingdom. We have inherited a magnificent treasury of
information on this subject, a veritable road map to its most
intricate byways. The incredible storehouse of knowledge offered in
the scientific document called the Bible has been perverted by many
into a means of controlling people. We have been told that we can
only ‘go’ to heaven after we die. What insidious palter! The Bible
teaches us how to live, not how to die. Heaven is a state of
consciousness that does not tolerate limitations. It is the realm
of all people that identify with such awareness. Until we learn to
study the ancient scriptures with this attitude we shall fall prey
to many who will exploit those very same inspired writings to
subject us to their will, to their need for power, to their desire
to wield the carrot and the stick of heaven and hell over our
gullible heads.

There are other ancient documents outlining
different methods of arriving at the desirable state of awareness.
Regrettably the various scriptures of whatever religion are so
shrouded in the mists of yore, so protected by stalwart ramparts of
symbolism, that few manage to uncover their teaching. Once, such
safeguards had been necessary to protect the many from the abuse by
the few. Yet for over two millennia those safeguards only partially
succeeded in protecting us from the manipulations of fierce
religious oligarchies.

Now, as we enter the Age of Aquarius, the
heretofore secret knowledge is laid open to us all. Not because we
are so much smarter or manifest a higher moral or ethical level,
but because finally the critical mass of people capable of
achieving the understanding has been attained. Finally we can all
reach out for the watering can and begin tending our own gardens.
With the introduction of electricity to the homes of masses, we
have entered the new age. This magnificent period shall take us,
over the next 2000 years, into unprecedented heights of
individualism. We shall no longer impersonate sheep led by our
not-so-noble leaders, no longer rely on the security offered by our
primitive herd instinct manifested in the allegiance to groups such
as nations, political systems or even various religions. We shall
rise above all such traditional needs, spread our wings and soar
into celestial heights of the kingdom itself.

We shall give credence and substance to the
ancient King David’s words: “Ye are gods”.

 


***

 


I often wondered why various events led me to
become an architect; to specialize in design above all other
professional disciplines, when my primary interest has always been
the “inner realm.” This primary interest took many forms, but more
than anything I have always been preoccupied with uncovering the
scope of human potential. It is now apparent that the art of
designing was the necessary training ground for the work that I
started on completion of my forty-year internship as an
architect.

In my professional capacity I had no choice
but to visualize every project in its entirety, before putting a
single line on paper. No architect can begin the fascinating
process of design without envisaging the needs of his client,
visualizing the specific characteristics of the site: slopes,
aspect, prospect, context water level, bearing capacity of subsoil,
the time, space, construction, and costs parameters. To this
already complex vision an architect must add the analyses of
general climatic conditions: annual snow/rainfall, the temperature
ranges and variations, exposure to prevailing winds/sun. Then,
before we begin to visualize the internal and external spaces, we
must picture the parameters of the program. Since few people are
trained in the art of visualization, it behooves an architect to
guide his client through the maze of function/uses, spaces,
horizontal and vertical circulation, access and egress, masses of
controlling bylaws, conditions arising from all the previous items.
When finally a preliminary plan, a horizontal projection of the
vertical components can be put on paper, an architect must
visualize the requirements of the eventual structural integrity, of
mechanical and electrical requirements and constraints, before the
specialists are called to the conference table.(4) I have often
been told by my staff of many ‘specialists’, that is architects,
engineers and draftsmen combining into a team to work on buildings
of my design, that I have allowed for all the succeeding functions
before they were even converted into detail plans. In other words,
I became competent in the art of visualization. It took me another
ten years to realize that what is true of the architectural
profession is true of all aspects of life.

Of course, the process of visualization is
not limited to architects. Before my own ideas could germinate, my
prospective client must have gone, at least partially, though the
creative process himself. He or she must have had an idea, “slept
on it”, let it grow into a coherent outline, develop this vision
into a plan of action, part of which was selecting an architect.
And so it is with all visions. They are precursors of all thoughts,
actions, and manifestations in the physical reality.

 


Nothing in this world happens by chance.

 


But I was lucky. We all are. A review of my
past led me to believe that all events in my life had been arranged
by some as yet unknown powers to guide me inexorably towards the
fulfillment of my destiny. A broader examination of my environment
confirmed that what had been true of myself is also true of other
people, perhaps all of us, and even families, nations and races.
Einstein’s expression: “God does not play dice with the universe,”
comes to mind. Only whereas Einstein was referring to the workings
of the universe, I noticed that the same maxim applied to the human
condition.

In my early life fate played in yet another
way into the unfolding arms of my dharma. I was a “war child”. The
Germans invaded Poland when I was merely six years old. For the
next five years I was forced to visualize countless toys which
today’s child picks up in Toy-o-Rama or other emporium bent on
destroying a child’s innate imagination. In my childhood we all
learned imagining that stale bread is tasty, that inner walls
covered with hoarfrost made the room acceptably warm, that the
Gestapo barging into our meager quarters in the middle of the night
did not come merely to shoot us, that eight people living and
sleeping in one room gave us plenty of space, that carrying water
from the nearest public hand-pump a kilometer away would not freeze
solid on the way home, that tomorrow would, ultimately, be a better
day.

And it was.

The art of visualization helped us all to
survive, remain reasonably healthy in mind and body, without
today’s inevitable daily doses of vitamin supplements, without
meat, butter, and fruit, without most of the victuals. We have all
learned that it is indeed true that it is not what we put into our
mouth that sustains us, but that which comes out of it.(5) Words of
hope, of good cheer, of love, compassion, understanding and
tolerance helped to visualize a better world. Those words of hope
came “out of our mouths.” Our dreams had been so intense that
finally, after five years, they came true. As all dreams do.

If you know how to dream.

 


***

 


Surely, it is better to visualize one’s
needs, one’s actions, before they occur and be ready for their
consequences. The boy-scouts motto “be prepared” is the motto
underlying the process of visualization. Though it may sound like
an oxymoron, eventually we become fully prepared for the unknown.
But more than this. Often without conscious participation, a
process of visualization at some level of our consciousness
precedes most if not all of our actions. We may have daydreamed, we
may have fantasized with half-closed eyes reclining in our favorite
armchair, or we might have dreamt in the fullness of the night. One
way or another, every action, every deed is the result of previous
thoughts and thoughts are the structural elements of the process of
visualization. We can learn to build houses, complex structures, we
can also learn to build our bodies, our health, and our mental
acuity. We can build favorable conditions for our lives, our
marriages, our artistic endeavors, our wealth. We can build
anything we want—if we have enough faith that we can. The
techniques will be outlined below.

The rest will be up to every one of us.

There is a catch.

 


NO ONE CAN DO IT FOR US.

 


We cannot hire an expert to make us healthy.
We cannot hire a master to make us a concert violinist or a
champion golfer. They can offer help, assistance. But the work, the
visualization, must be done by us. We must learn how to play our
parts ourselves. It is our universe we are building. We
alone can be sovereign in our own kingdom. We cannot delegate the
rod of power. It is always tailor-made for the individual. To walk
in someone else’s footsteps is to play second fiddle, to be second
best. Such a position is unbecoming to gods.

But having said that, we mustn’t take
objective life too seriously. In the physical universe, all we do
is play our part, as well as we possibly can, enjoying it to the
utmost—but never forgetting that our true kingdom is not of this
world.

 


FOOTNOTES

 


(1). BABA by Arnold Schulman, [Simon &
Shuster, Canada]. Born Sathia, a Brahmin, in Puttaparthi, on
November 23, 1926.

(2). Matthew 8:22

(3). Psalm 82:6

(4). I am forced to admit, with considerable
regret, that I had colleagues within my profession who did not
follow the route I've outlined above. Many design steps are often
bypassed for the sake of expediency, at the expense of quality and
professional ethics.

(5). compare Matthew 15:11

 


 


 


All the world is a stage and the men
players.

The life is a tale told by an idiot

Full of sound and fury, saying nothing.

 


Shakespeare

 


 


 


HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

 


 



Chapter 1

Visions



All visions are subjective.

Subjective religious visions are called
Revelations. Subjective non-religious visions (unless held by
famous people) are often referred to as Hallucinations.
Hallucinations can be subdivided into artistic, political, social,
idealistic, and a whole array of inspired non-religious fantasies,
delusions or insights. Revelations fall essentially into two
categories, the pragmatic (aimed at organizing people) and the
prophetic (aimed at scaring people). Both deal with influencing
others directly. There has never been a prophecy of a carrot that
was not accompanied by a stick. The prophetic visions are usually
symbolic in nature, i.e. misunderstood by all that attempt to give
them a fundamentalist interpretation. There is a very basic
characteristic of all visions. They can never really be shared.
People who claim allegiance to a vision of another human being
become followers, never those who implement the original
vision.

They follow what they think the vision
was, never what it was de facto.

The same is true of all visions.

No more can the vision of a mystic be fully
shared with another person than an artist’s vision with his
audience. The artist and the mystic attempt to convey their
singular, subjective insights, which we then receive and examine at
our own subjective level. Each one of us receives or experiences
differently the very same Beethoven’s symphony, the same
Mendelssohn’s violin concerto or Pablo Picasso’s Guernica. In spite
of copious examples, we each have a different interpretation of
Jesus’ Kingdom of Heaven. No two people agree precisely on Buddha’s
vision of the middle path, fewer still will fall in step on Lao
Tzu’s Tao. Not even ‘interpretations’ are alike. We can only wonder
at what the artist or mystic really had in mind. The
original visions remain subjective and inimitable. Other peoples’
visions can be aspired to, even exceeded, but never
equaled.

I recall an elderly lady asking Picasso who
was attending his first exhibition in London, England, what a
particular painting of his represented. The inscrutable master took
it off the wall, turned it sideways, upside-down, pondered it for a
while and replaced it on the wall. “To you, Madame, this painting
can represent anything you want,” he said, “to me, it represents
£10,000.”

To repeat, all visions are by definition
subjective.

The prophet and the crank both respond to
energies beyond their intellectual or mental understanding. To
protect his sanity, the prophet escapes into the realm of the
‘divine’. He (or she) blames or praises God for his (or her)
visitation. Today, unless the non-religious visionary can channel
his vision into an artistic or pragmatic application, they are
compelled, and often do, escape to the psychiatrist. Few do justice
to their experience. All deal with the unknown. The degree of their
sanity is directly proportional to their ability to recognize the
process of visualization.

 


There is a byproduct of the visionary
process, which must be recognized but never confused with the
vision itself. When an astrophysicist translates his or her vision
into a theorem, backs it up with adequate equations for the vision
to be ‘testable’, it is then called a prediction. Yet what we test
is not the vision, but an interpretation of a vision; rather like a
painting is a two-dimensional representation of artist’s holistic
or gestält vision, or a religion an interpretation of an
avatar’s vision.(1) Predictions ensue from visions, but they are
initiated at the consciousness level.

Visions have their origin in the Ocean of
Infinite Possibilities.

In the absolute unknown.

To understand Picasso’s painting we must
enter his studio, insinuate ourselves into his thoughts, with luck
into his heart, soul, examine his stream of consciousness and then
perhaps, just perhaps... we might share in his vision. The same is
true about the products of all artists, composers, visionaries.
Asking an artist what does his or her painting, or sculpture, or a
musical composition represent is equivalent to an open admission of
total inability to understand the answer. Unless the visionary is a
writer or a gifted orator, that which he or she conveys is not
meant to be conveyed with words. It must be felt, appreciated or
even understood at a higher level.

The greatest offenders in this field are the,
so-called, experts or critics. They are like Pharisees who do not
enter the Kingdom yet bar others from doing so themselves. They
build walls between the visionary and the recipient. They insinuate
their own version of the interpretation in lieu of the original
experience. Whether a vision is religious or not, it must be
experienced, never interpreted—unless the interpretation is made by
the experiencer himself for himself. Then, and only then, the
interpretation remains subjective and thus true at the personal
level. At best, a subjective interpretation may be offered, never
imposed. It may be offered as an illustration attesting to the
richness of the original vision, never as a substitute of the
vision itself.

The same is true of all ‘hallucinations’ and
of all ‘revelations’.

There are no exceptions.

 


Ultimately, those who attempt to share their
subjective Revelations become exploited by those who wish to
benefit from other people’s insights. This has never yet proven
successful. The dismal failure of major religions to implement the
precepts underlying the visions on which the various religions
purport to have been based attest incontrovertibly to this thesis.
Those who suffer from Hallucinations (capital H implies great
visions) are luckier, as they become known as scientists, artists,
poets, leaders or philosophers. The non-religious visionaries do
not require followers for their implementation (though there are
obvious financial benefits if there are such). There are also those
who as a result of their visions lose contact with objective
reality. There are dangers in crossing the road—there are dangers
inherent in visions.

More often than not, a vision is inspired by
desire.

A prophet, a scientist or an artist does not
imagine receiving a revelation. They condition their unconscious
mind to respond to whatever inputs are available and feed such
information to their conscious awareness. The process is often
automatic, the condition—sensitivity and willingness to face the
unknown. The desire to achieve, when strong enough and directed
towards altruistic ends, will result in a surprising response from
the Source of all inspiration. The word altruistic is very
important. The late mystic and writer Paul Twitchell once said that
altruism is not a virtue but an act of self-preservation. Roger
Buckminster Fuller, the gentle giant, observed that only when he
committed his efforts towards the good of the greatest number, the
results exceeded the norm. At the age thirty-two, he noted:

 


“In 1927 I also committed all my productivity
potentials toward dealing only with our whole planet Earth.... This
decision was not taken on a recklessly altruistic do-gooder basis,
but in response to the fact that my Chronofile clearly demonstrated
that in my first thirty-two years of life I had been positively
effective in producing life-advantage wealth—which realistically
protected, nurtured, and accommodated X numbers of human lives for
Y numbers of forward days—only when I was doing so entirely for
others and not for myself.” (2)

 


Mr. Fuller further adds that the larger the
number for whom he worked, the more positively effective he became.
This is the evidence of a man whose vision encompassed the whole
“Spaceship Earth.” We can safely assume that the prerequisite to a
successful vision is the benefit of the largest possible number of
people, or the greatest common good. This dictum is no longer a
religious rhetoric, but a sound scientific observation.

 


The question remains: What is the source of
visions? While the process of visualization can become a controlled
technique, the actual energy which manifests visions is still lost
in religious jargon. We hear of God whispering in one’s ear, of
angels conveying messages, and such other esoteric projections as
of ghosts or spirits tapping on ouija boards. The problem
seems to lie in our inability to combine human resources. The
mystics refuse to submit to rigorous scientific examination, while
the scientists—usually skeptics—refuse to recognize the evidence of
their eyes, just because it does not fit in with their pragmatic
experiments. The same Doubting Thomases cannot reproduce a bolt of
lightening, but they do not deny its existence. Yet a vision of an
unknown origin vastly outperforms the effects of a lightening. In
the chapter on Politics and Society we shall see how visions
of individual men leave indelible imprints on humanity for
centuries to come. Both categories of visions are the result of
emotional stimulation. The first is the consequence of the mystic’s
preoccupation with the ‘divine’ properties or characteristics of
their ‘messages’. A mystic is so committed to his vision that he’ll
often choose to lose his life rather than deny his vision. Early
Christianity offers ample evidence of this thesis. On the other
hand, contrary to popular belief, a scientist would often choose to
remain in the dark ages then submit to any new ‘revelation’ which
would undermine his or her established status quo. There are
exceptions, but the manner in which Socrates, Galileo, Bruno, and
more recently Einstein had been treated in Greece, Italy, Germany
and France respectively, may well justify other scientists’ and
even philosophers’ reticence to tread on unproven grounds.

Nevertheless, there are quanta of energy
which, while as yet non-measurable, leave an ample trace of their
influences, rather like the invisible, non-measurable quarks do on
the screen of a cyclotron.(3) While the energies stimulated by the
process of visualization cannot be measured, they leave a very
visible, observable and measurable trace on the health, wealth and
general well-being of the participants in the pragmatic
experiment.

The fact that a particular energy is regarded
as ‘non-physical’ means that our scientists have not yet learned to
identify it with their instrumentation. Our ignorance, however,
does not preclude its existence, or its effect on the physical
reality. We can neither detect with our senses nor measure the
intensity of the energy of love. Yet all who experienced love, are
as sure of its existence as they are of their physical environment.
There are those who relegate love to their hormonal influxes or to
the dictates of our instinct of self preservation, but such would
never explain love based on indisputable altruism. And even our
most recent history is rich with examples of such impersonal
“energy”. The late Mother Theresa comes to mind. Conversely, the
human eye cannot detect photons outside a very small spectrum.(4)
Yet none would dispute the existence of radio, radar, TV, or
ultraviolet rays which can burn blindness into the human iris.
Since human mind invented the instruments necessary to record that
which is invisible, it is safe to assume that, in time, it will
increase its scope to experience, scientifically, that which
to-date is not as yet understandable. To draw on the Revelation
part of visions, I am reminded of a phrase: For nothing is
secret, that shall not be made manifest: neither anything hid, that
shall not be known and come abroad.(5) I cannot think of any
scientist who would not gladly subscribe to the above statement. It
sounds more like Einstein talking rather than a man recognized by
most as a “religious visionary”, though, as already mentioned, it
was the very same Einstein who affirmed (perhaps wistfully) that
God does not play dice with the universe.

In the meantime, under the overwhelming
evidence of countless witnesses, we must accept that such energies
exist. The visualization of events at a distance, or those taking
place in the past or the future, are easier to recognize once we
accept the assurances of our physicists that time doesn’t really
exist. Although both Aristotle and Newton believed in absolute
time, later scientists put dents in the previous theories. First
Einstein showed time’s relativity to movement (velocity) and space,
and later, the best known theoretical physicist living today,
Stephen Hawking, elaborated on its fluctuations and other
disturbing properties.(6) Einstein’s own visions are reviewed in
the chapter on Scientific Perspective.

I would suggest, however, that at the present
level of our ability and knowledge, the key to understanding this
phenomenon is the acceptance that Soul, or the individualized
awareness manifesting through the medium of a human mind and body,
has its being outside the constrains of time and space. The
next step would be to identify with this awareness. To say: “I am
aware of myself therefore I am.” Self-awareness implies the
awareness of Self.

The Self will be discussed at length in the
chapter on Re-defining Self.

If the premise is correct than it follows
that we, today, are everything that we ever have been, or ever
shall be. At the very least, we are endowed with an inner awareness
of all our experiences. I am reminded of Socrates suggesting a
similar premise to Meno:

 


“The soul, then, as being immortal... and
having seen all things that exist... has knowledge of them all; and
it is no wonder that she should be able to call to remembrance all
that she ever knew about virtue, and about everything; for as all
nature is akin, and the soul has learned all things, there is no
difficulty in her eliciting or as men say learning, out of a single
recollection all the rest, if a man is strenuous and does not
faint; for all enquiry and all learning is but recollection...”
(7)

 


What changes is not the reality of the world
but our awareness of it. As we grow and mature, we become more and
more aware of our true nature, which while residing within the
physical envelope of the body, it is not the body as such. In this
context, visions would be momentary insights into the totality of
knowledge latent in our own timeless selves.

 


Nevertheless, for the present, most of us
shall probably associate the origin of visions with various myths.
Yet it is from visions of individual men that we inherited insights
which influenced the course of history. Paul of Tarsus promulgated
the Christ’s vision of Good News (ignored by close to one billion
Christians). Muhammad gave us a wonderful vision of submission of
our Self to the Highest Being (Allah, the Merciful, the
Compassionate), only to lose heart and reinforce it with a stick
and carrot philosophy which is responsible to this day for
mass-murder and other bloodthirsty perversions. Perhaps the Moslem
had been (and still are) inspired by the Christian deviations which
came into being during the days of the Crusades or the
unHoly Inquisition. While the Christians and the Moslem
declare periodic mutually beneficial truces, the Moslem continue to
extend their struggle against the Hindus who, in turn, enjoy
slaughtering the Christians, all in the name of the All Merciful
and Compassionate Allah. Not to be left behind, the Christians,
presumably in the name of the Prince of Love, excelled in
butchering the Moslem in ex-Yugoslavia’s Kosovo.

In another and very different example of the
distortion of the original visions, it is to the Hindu vision that
we owe the most numerous Pantheon, much broader in scope and
complexity than the Greek or the Roman aggregations, yet,
amazingly, also springing from a monotheistic origin! It is India
that gave us the concept of Brahma, “who engineered the entire
universe, down to the insignificant ant” yet, in the words of Swami
Prabhupada: “Brahma is not the ultimate creator... the supreme
intelligence behind all creations is the Absolute Godhead, Sri
Krishna.”(8)

 


It is indeed of some considerable disdain
that, in all cases I came across, the misinterpretation of the
original vision brought about more harm than good to humanity.
Since the masses had always been taught that they must be told what
is best, the leaders of the various religions must bear the burnt
of responsibility for the crimes committed in the name of the
various visions. To protect ourselves, we must enter, once again,
into the no-man’s land where Truth or God is, in the words
of Jalal ud-Din Rumi, beyond the realm or ideas of doing right and
doing wrong. The degree of love advocated by Christ is in direct
opposition to the degree of hatred generated by the Crusades,
Inquisition, fundamentalism, egoism and particularly indifference.
The Krishna vision is in direct opposition to the burning of
temples, slaughter of members of opposing sects, or debasing
exploitation including the maiming of children so that they might
be more successful at procuring alms.

The euphoric love sang of Muhammad, as heard
by the Sufis, does not resonate with the willful maiming of beggars
who have their hands, arms and feet cut off for theft—all in the
name of the Koran. The word Islam means submission, not imposition.
Submission to Allah, the source of all good not submission to
vengeance devoid of love, compassion or mercy. Since Koran claims
that Allah is all merciful, how come his henchmen are
all vengeful? ‘God’ is suspended somewhere in the middle,
where the opposites meet. One can but wonder if the world would not
be a better place if neither prophet nor savior nor any avatar
attempted to share their vision with us, lest we would have no
vision to pervert.

 


We have been warned: “...neither cast ye your
pearls before swine.”(9)

Apparently there is a very good reason for
this warning. I recall a story told me by another seeker for truth.
A man had been sitting at the feet of his Master. He had been told
to love his enemies. The man became very sad, but accepted humbly
the admonition. Suddenly his face lit up. He got up and went
outside. Returning some minutes later, he seemed filled with joy.
“Why are you so happy?” asked the Master. The man smiled. “I had no
enemies, Master,” said the man. “When you told me to love them, I
was sad. But now I am joyful.” “How come?” asked the Master. “I
went out and hit the first man I met in the face. He now hates me.
I now have an enemy I can love.”

 


Although I feel that any of the major
religions, if understood properly, would raise mankind to a higher
level, the sad part is that even the most noble of visions at their
very source are confined or diluted by the limitations of the human
language. In 1962 Mahatma Gandhi, best known as the father of
modern India, wrote:

 


“While I believe that the principal books
[scriptures] are inspired, they suffer from a process of double
distillation. Firstly, they come through a human prophet; and then
through the commentaries of interpreters. ...as [God’s] message is
received through the imperfect human medium, it is always liable to
suffer distortion in proportion as the medium is pure or
otherwise.”(10)

 


To the proud Christians who deign to rise
above the “imperfect human medium” by deifying Christ, let me quote
the words of their Lord: “Why callest thou me good? there is none
good but one, that is, God...”(11) Was their Master wrong?

Alas, distilled of not, we cannot put a genie
back into the bottle. A vision once brought into the world, remains
part of the human heritage. No matter how misunderstood, how
misapplied, mishandled or misused—it is ours to deal with. It may
be promulgated publicly, to all nations, but its fulfillment will
always be an individual task. Never that of a group or
organization. The organizations were not created “unto the
image and likeness” of God. You and I are. And we must balance
prudence with courage. Heaven is not for the cowardly or the weak.
It also not for fools.

 


***

 


And then we have the ‘lesser’ visionaries;
and the lesser are all too often the blind bent on leading the
blind. Today I’ve read in my local paper that a Rev. Jerry Falwell,
a chancellor (sic!) of a university, claims that antichrist is
alive and well, walking the earth this moment. The pompous preacher
also pushes his presumption that since Christ was Jewish, therefore
the antichrist must be Jewish.(12) By this inscrutable logic one
can only wonder what nationality were Adam and Eve. Eden(13) is
reputed to have been at the environs of Tigris. That would make the
First Couple Iraqi or Syrian. But surely, as such a nationality
would be highly offensive to the Jews and Falwell, we might be
wiser to assume that Adam and Eve were simply displaced
Fundamentalist Baptists from the Bible belt of Southern United
States.

Each to his vision—chacun a son
goût.

And then there are those who expect the world
to end any minute and/or after the good guys get whisked up into
heaven (rapture)(14), while the remaining population, after a
perfunctory decimation, will spend the next 1000 years in the
goody-goody land, with the reincarnated Jesus on the throne of
Jerusalem. In this vision the world will last a millennium
longer.(15) Voilà, another vision. Hasn’t Jesus done enough
for those people? He offered us his vision; he gave us his life.
What else do they want? I am told that the local psychiatric
institution can supply us with volumes of other visions, equally as
imaginative and equally devoid of any contact with reality.

 


Yet visions have always preoccupied the human
mind.

The ancient Egyptians, the Greeks and Romans,
the Hebrew of the Old Testament, and the later prophets ranging
from Nostradamus (1503-66) to Edgar Cayce (1877-1945), all
visualized their gods as powerful beings outside and beyond their
influence. They created their gods so real that many of them
committed whole lives to their service. Throughout history man
suffered from a great need to serve some higher Being, if not
‘spiritual’ then at least of heroic stature. The global myths of
all religions are filled with man’s search for heroes to worship;
filled with men of Herculean proportions. Little has changed to
this day. The bourgeoisie of various nations take vicarious pride
in their composers, artists, historical notables, dignitaries,
eminencies, heavyweights, leaders, luminaries, ‘somebodies’... as
if they, themselves, actually contributed to the achievements of
such allegedly superior people. My own ‘hero’, the late Joseph
Campbell identifies this need for hero worship with a subliminal
desire to identify with the hero’s individuality.(16) It seems much
easier than striving to become a hero oneself—much easier than to
aspire to one’s own vision.

Leaders of various faiths amply exploit this
apparently inherent inner need. The adherents of most major
religions, including the Hindu, the Christians, and the Moslem, are
as manipulated today as they have been for centuries. All in the
name of some ‘externalized’ heavenly, inaccessible deity, who
apparently commissioned the few to rule over the many. The need to
externalize one’s potential is all the more enigmatic when
examining the various scriptures. The Bible offers many examples of
attempts by the more advanced minds, the prophets, to explain to
their followers that God-within and God-without are One. Even the
biblical names such as Eliah or Elijah seem to imply that the
El and the Jah are one and the same. In biblical
context, El is established as the hero within—the Divine
Presence within us, and Jah, an abbreviation of
Jehovah or YHWH—the ancient tertragrammaton
representing the universal male and female principles, are one and
the same.(17) Jesus has reiterated this same thesis in his
statement “I and my father are one.” The prophets, including Jesus,
refuse to identify any power outside their own being as being
superior in quality to that which governs their own
consciousness. They submit to the scope, or the magnitude
differential, but not to the attributes per se. In other
words, they recognize that macrocosm is greater than microcosm, but
in size only, not in quality.

A similar principle is voiced by the Hindu
teacher Swami Prabhupada, who basing his knowledge on the authority
of the Srimad-Bagavatam (the Hindu scripture) explains: “...the
transcendentalists affirm that the soul and the Supersoul are two
different identities, qualitatively one but quantitatively
different.”(18) This view might well have been also espoused by
Teilhard de Chardin in his vision of the Noosphere.(19) Such
visions, however, have been enunciated long before the vast
majority of people were ready to receive them. The pearls had been
cast before swine. It is apparent that only visions which lend
themselves towards the exploitation of people, of keeping the
masses in ignorance and thus easier to control, met with success.
The opium of the masses had to be carefully handled, lest the
proletariat would suspect that the original vision in no way
resembled the sociopolitical version fed to them. Only recently the
‘masses’ appear to raise their ugly heads. Perhaps they are
beginning to suspect that they have been lied to for centuries.
Perhaps we are just getting ready—today.

Perhaps we are reaching a critical mass.

 


There are those amongst us who might consider
it blasphemous to regard ourselves as “gods in waiting”, rather
than as incorrigible sinners. This book is not for them. It is not
that they are wrong in their view. It simply means that they
(still) live in a relative world, best explained in
Srimad-Bagavatam quoted below:

“In the relative world the knower is
different from the known, but in the Absolute Truth both the knower
and the known are one and the same thing. In the relative world the
knower is the living spirit or superior energy, whereas the known
is inert matter or inferior energy.”(20)

To accept this version of reality, this
vision, all we must do is to change our point of view. Those who
externalize their God shall come, in time, to internalize Him as
did Christ, in whose steps his believers claim to be following. The
same teacher affirmed that while he and his father are one, he and
we are one. By a process of simple mathematics, we appear all to be
One. A sentiment to which all the great Myths subscribe fully.

Another mystic offers a different but
reinforcing vision from India whom Dr. Chopra quotes in one of his
lectures:

“You are where your attention takes you.
In fact, you are your attention. If your attention is fragmented,
you are fragmented. When your attention is in the past, you are in
the past. When your attention is in the present moment, you are in
the presence of God. And God is present in you.”

If we substitute the word vision for
attention, we shall cross oceans of time to arrive at the present
moment of great realization. In order to become One, we must not
dwell in the past, we must have our attention in the present.

There are assuredly others, who may think it
blasphemous to betray their version of the exclusivity of the
Christian creed. For them I quote John’s vision in his Apocryphal
Acts: “A lamp am I to you that perceive me, a mirror am I to you
that know me”.

 


In all these propositions we deal with
visions of reality. To some they are mired with good and evil, a
dichotomous existence, devoid of freedom, resigned to one’s fate
written for them in the stars. Yet “It is not in our stars but in
ourselves that we are underlings.”(21) Their hearts and minds are
encumbered and bound with traditions, with interpretations of other
mentors, of other scriptures, of other people’s visions. To them I
quote a Sufi poet, Jalal-ud-Din Rumi: “Beyond the ideas of doing
right and doing wrong there is a field. I’ll meet you there.” There
we find a God who embodies that which the opposites have in common.
There and only there we find singularity of Life.

To those who share this vision, life is an
open-ended opportunity in which we can visualize a reality in which
everyone of us can and will create his and her own universe.

 


One other aspect of visions seems to escape
some scholars or commentators on the subject of reality. People who
have visions, be they religious or lay prophets, invariably
translate the expected fate of their own (i.e. subjective) universe
to be that of other people’s, or the objective reality. It is a
common error not necessarily of the seers as such but certainly of
a vast majority of interpreters. One of the best known examples are
the prophesies of Jesus Christ, who is reported to have had a
number of visions pertaining to his own future. This is perfectly
understandable. A man with universal vision is capable of
experiencing the totality of his existence or being. By this I mean
that since our spiritual awareness has it’s being outside the
matrix of time and space, we can, theoretically, experience our
distant past as well as our distant future at any time of our
journey. What we cannot normally do is to assign a chronological
factor to such experiences. We can predict what will happen, we
cannot say when. No one can. The factor of unpredictability
controls our reality. The variables are simply too great. The
science of quantum mechanics shed some light on this problem (see
chapter on Scientific Perspective). The theoretical
physicist Stephen Hawking, mentioned before, writes:

“The fourth dimension, time, is also
finite in extend, but it is like a line with two ends or
boundaries, a beginning and an end. ...when one combines general
relativity with the uncertainty principle of quantum mechanics, it
is possible for both space and time to be finite without any edges
or boundaries.”(22)

To me, this sounds very unfortunate. It
sounds like a vicious circle. Like walking in a circle. At best a
sphere. Round and round in ever repeating patterns, depressing like
Nietzsche’s Nihilism. I greatly admire Stephen Hawking, but I don’t
like his vision. Perhaps this is what happens when one tries to
contain the universe in a few simple equations. The scientists
claim to have evolved past the mechanical view of the universe. I
wonder... But there is another problem. The theoretical physicists
seem to equate the Big Bang with the Big Cause. No wonder they walk
in circles.

Rather like serpents swallowing their own
tail.

 


I can predict, here and now, that most
people, perhaps all, will eventually stop walking in circles. That
eventually we shall all achieve a greater awareness of our Higher
Self, of our true nature. That we shall be in this universe but not
of this universe. That we shall gradually come to an understanding
that the source of our being lies within our own awareness. What I
cannot say, is when will this happen. Nor can anyone
else.

Returning to Jesus. When he predicted the end
of the world, he was asked when would this (event) take place. He
replied: “But of that day and hour knoweth no man, no, not the
angels of heaven, but my Father only.”(23) This admission is
preceded by a long and detailed account of what takes place in
human consciousness before the spirit is liberated from its earthly
embodiment. The whole prophetic monologue is, of course, steeped in
symbolic language. In my DICTIONARY OF BIBLICAL SYMBOLISM,(24) I
attempted to empower everyone interested in the inner meaning of
the Bible to draw his or her own conclusions. (Not my, but their
own).

The same is true of the Biblical prophets who
gained awareness of the progression and evolution of their own
psyche, their own nephesh or animal soul, which today we can
best refer to as the subconscious. The religious fraternities quote
the various seers to substantiate their claim and to prop up their
speculations regarding the past and/or future events which had or
are going to occur in the objective reality. Since in the course of
human events all things will happen, sooner or later, their
speculations regarding the past cannot fail. The same is true of
the future. The question is when. We are on much safer
ground if we interpret all the prophecies, of all the
prophets, as pertaining to their own, particular, individualized
psyche. The fact that the various biblical prophets did experience
similarities in their visions only proves that, sooner of later, we
shall all experience the events described or prophesied in our own
realities, in our own subjective universes which we have created
over countless millions of years. If we do accept this thesis, then
at least we shall go down (or up!) informed, and therefore
prepared.

 


I feel I must stress the futility of
attempting to tie in the time factor to one’s visions.

In addition to Jesus’ example quoted above,
throughout history various people predicted successive “ends of the
world.” Have you notice that we are still here? Even partial
destruction of our mother earth did not come about. I am sure it
will—though—some day... Some day the sun will burn out its nuclear
fuel, it will shrink, collapse, and then expand to become a red
giant, many times it’s present diameter. The earth, with or without
us, shall be cooked to cinder. Some day all prophecies shall come
true.

Only, please, don’t hold your breath.

Edgar Cayce who succeeded, with his
extraordinary powers, in helping thousands of his
contemporaries with their mental and physical troubles,
failed completely as regards the chronology of his ‘cataclysmic’
predictions. While his projection of trends affecting
humanity had been fairly accurate, his prophecies regarding global
geological upheavals failed to materialize.(25) The same can be
said of Jeffrey Goodman Ph.D., who in his book We Are The
Earthquake Generation researches an impressive list of prophets
ranging from Nostradamus, through the abovementioned Cayce to an
array of contemporary seers, to give us a pessimistic but
completely false image of our future, ahm... present, or perhaps
even the past.

According to Goodman’s checklist of major
events predicted by various psychics, by the year 2000 we shall
have experienced major subsidences on East and West coasts of the
U.S.A., major section of Western United States shall have fallen
into the ocean as coastline moves from its present position to
Nebraska and Kansas; large portions of Wisconsin, Michigan and
Illinois will have dipped into the expanded Great Lakes, and
similar inundations will have taken place in Florida, Louisiana,
Texas, China, USSR (which no longer exist but the psychics failed
to predict its demise) as will part of the British Isles, Norway,
Sweden, Denmark, Finland, as will most of Japan and Hawaii, etc.,
etc., etc.... While, as of writing the first draft of this book, we
still have nine months (out of the 1990-2000 period) for the
prophesies to be fulfilled, I am not holding my breath.
Perhaps I am discouraged by previous predictions in the same book
according to which we have already witnessed (inter alia)
Palm Springs sink under water; San Diego, Los Angeles and San
Francisco destroyed; California coastline pushed back to
Bakersfield, Fresno and Sacramento; land rising in the Bering
Strait creating a land bridge between Siberia and Alaska, etc.,
etc., all this by 1980-85. And furthermore, by the year 1990 New
York City was to have been completely broken up, land was to have
risen between Gibraltar and Morocco closing off the Mediterranean
sea from the Atlantic, the earth’s axis of rotation was to have
tipped a few degrees and all this to the horrendously clamorous
accompaniment of unprecedented earthquakes all over the world.

Ooops....

With such dismal record, even with best
intentions, the seers could never make a believer out of me.

 


A projection (as against a prophetic
prediction) is an intelligent and knowledgeable person’s estimate
of future development, based on the data available today. Alvin
Toffler’s Future Shock offers very perceptive analyses of
possible social development, Basil Booth’s & Frank Fitch’s
Earthshock examine probabilities of future disasters by
reviewing the best available scientific data from the past, or John
Naisbitt’s & Patricia Aburdene’s Megatrends and
Magatrends 2000, which extend and implement the work started
by Toffler. The books are among the best examples of such
projections. They cover as wide a range of our (immediate) future
as can be. But none of them have anything to do with prophecy.
Their projections have an excellent chance of coming true.

It has been said that prophesying is the
second oldest profession in the world. We all know what is the
first.

 


***
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It is not in our stars but in ourselves

that we are underlings.

 


Shakespeare

 


 


 



Chapter 2

 Myth and
Reality

 


“What is the secret of the timeless vision?
From what profundity of the mind does it derive? Why is mythology
everywhere the same, beneath its varieties of costume? And what
does it teach?” asks Campbell. (1)

Joseph Campbell (1904-1987) dedicated his
life to unraveling these timeless questions. He wasn’t the first.
As far back as man’s memory can reach, mythology enriched man’s
mind, his life, his customs. It nourished man’s soul which, while
never sated, had kept hunger at bay. Campbell postulates that a
single archetypal hero inspired all world mythologies. He
discovered the same vision permeating all nations, all peoples of
the world—throughout the ages. He concludes that all share the same
dream the same desire: to become One. He reaches the same
conclusion as do all the heroes, that eventually “the essence of
oneself and the essence of the world: these two are one.”

This mystery rests at the source of every
myth. We start our journey, naked, ignorant, cast out from our true
home by a loving though stringent Father. We spend many lives
building false realities, false hopes of achievements. We run after
illusions, after ephemeral gratifications, titles and wealth. And
then?

“Vanity of vanities, saith the Preacher,
vanity of vanities; all is vanity.”(2)

And then we stand timidly at Narcissus’s
shoulder and gaze with him into the pool. Perhaps it dawns on us
also that what we search for has always been within our reach. Was
John gazing into the same mysterious deep when he realized that: “a
lamp am I to you that perceive me, a mirror am I to you that know
Me”?(3) Had Narcissus reached the very same conclusion?

Solomon with his thousand wives searched for
his soul outside his own being. He tried to sate his hunger in the
splendor of his temple only to find that his own vineyard has he
not kept.(4) How strange that his song’s words are so close to the
symbol of the Age of Aquarius. We all look outside for what is only
discernible within. The grass is always greener... We search for
gods in temples, churches, hiding behind marble statues, within
beguiling paintings. We substitute symbols for reality. And then
again, perhaps curiously, perhaps timidly, we gaze into the
pool.

But the waters are roiled. We never keep
still long enough for them to settle. To become a true mirror of
our soul. We turn away.

The search goes on.

 


“The myths have been invented by wise men to
strengthen the laws and teach moral truths,” says Horace in Ars
Poetica.(5) Perhaps among the Romans. But other myths have been
twisted, the truth behind the allegories metamorphosed into
half-truth, bent to serve other ends. Bent to control people.
“Myths are living organisms that change constantly...” counters Ms.
O’Flaherty after an intimate communion with countless Hindu gods,
demigods and demons.(6)

Myths personify the qualities to which we all
aspire.

They lay at the source of religions, at the
gateway to the inner kingdoms beyond the reach of most mortals. The
Olympian gods did not create the Greeks; the Greeks created the
Olympian gods. The gods, the half-gods, the muses and the satyrs
are little more than who we might be or become, or hope to become,
or even look down upon. But we all seem to need images, heroes, who
embody that which we dare not embody. Zeus, Hera, Ares, Aphrodite,
Artemis... are they not even today attributes to which many aspire?
Do we not long for power, control, wisdom, beauty, even love, which
we hope to find in the Eleusinian fields?

What is Religion to some is Myth to another.
In both cases the origin of beliefs has fallen in desuetude. “Dead
are all the gods” affirmed Nietzsche.(7) I feel like paraphrasing a
proclamation the English reserve for their kings: “The gods are
dead, God save the gods!”

 


“Truth is One, the sages call it by many
names” say the Vedas.

There are many excellent books on myths. Most
are concerned with the roots which they provide for religions.
After all, religion is what is meant to keep us on an even keel.
But perhaps in our travels we might cast our glance backwards once
in a while. To examine, no matter how briefly, not where we are
going, but whence we came. “Before Abraham was, I am,” said
Jesus.(8) But what was before Abraham?

That which is does not change. What
constitutes a change is the act of becoming. That which changes,
does so in cycles. Brahma’s breath creates and dissolves the world
as expressed thousands of years later in the Big Bang and Big
Crunch theory. Even as Brahma sleeps between his respirations, a
man too goes through a cycles of sleep, perhaps dreams, and returns
to build his own, subjective world once again. “So God created
man in his own image...”(9) Does therein lie our image and
likeness? In our ability, or fate, to build our worlds only to
destroy them, and then, on and on, to recreate them again and
again...? Is this what defines our immortality? Is this what Hamlet
rebelled against when he mused: “To die, to sleep; No more; ...
For in that sleep of death what dreams may come...”(10) Are our
successive reincarnations memories of dreams past? Sai Baba calls
the (death) dream samadhi; he calls life (physical
embodiment) a memory of a dream. Joseph Campbell illustrates a
similar cosmogonic cycles derived from the Mandukya Upanishad
wherein the dream period is the phase of emanations and
dissolutions separating the deep sleep and the waking eons.(11)

Only the Christian Myths, and possibly the
Hebrew, are said to limit life to a single accident of birth, but
even this interpretation appears to be undergoing a change. More
and more Christians tolerate and even espouse the concept of
reincarnation. Heretofore, the exclusion of the concept of rebirth
was contrary to all knowledge of all sages of all times. One can
only wonder who was responsible for imposing such restrictions on
our “longevity”, not to say immortality. According to the religions
built on the Christian myths, once we gain entry into heaven, we
are destined to remain there in a perfect stasis forever. Until
hell freezes over. They call it for “ever-and-ever”, as if just one
‘ever’ wasn’t long enough.

What a dull prospect.

 


All religions vie for the monopoly on Truth.
Those which predate Judeo-Christian myths, (even some resuscitated
later such as Theosophy or Eckankar) prefer to claim the honor of
being the ‘mother’ of all religions, that all that followed evolved
from ‘their’ original roots. Such claim enables its adherents not
to detract from other religions, only to regard them with a degree
of condescension as an elder brother would when discussing
philosophy with his preteen sibling.

The most ancient myths, which survived to the
present day, differ from latter visions, in as much as they tend to
describe our primordial past as much as our projected future. Our
‘modern’ religions, including Judaism, Christianity and Islam, pale
in comparison the Puranas, the Vedas and the records of Jainism.
Furthermore, the “modern” religions appear to have been directed at
select groups of people. The ancient ones, address humanity as a
whole.

 


The Hindu mythologies are among those that
had been much more concerned with cosmology and cosmogony than
later religions. For the Hindu avatars, for some reason, the
contemplation of millions upon millions of years that would define
the duration of our earth/world’s life seemed to have been of great
importance. The myths are based on Sanskrit texts, an Indo-European
language closely related to Greek and Latin. The main sources of
myths, ranging from approximately 1200 B.C to 200 B.C., include Rg
Veda, Atharva Veda, Brahmanas, Mahabharata (the great epic of
India), and the Ramahama. Later sources, the Puranas,(12) are
preoccupied in great detail with cosmology and cosmogony, or the
creation and the origin of the world. Here we are not concerned
with religion which ensued from the various myths, but with the
vision of the world held by our eastern forefathers. There is
considerable harmony in the basic vision. The Hindu Puranas, the
Secret Doctrine of Buddhism as postulated in Theosophy and the
mythology of the Jains all confirm the cyclic nature of our
universe. Today’s theoretical astrophysicists are just beginning to
agree.

But wherein the myths share, in principle,
some aspects of cosmogony, they differ considerably in its
evolution. They all reach back to prehistory. They all postulate
eons of existence, predating our present earth and its formation.
After that, the visions go their separate ways. To illustrate the
point, let us review just a few of them. An in-depth analysis
(beyond the scope of this book) would lead us to realize that much
of the ancient myth has survived to this day or has been
resurrected in the modern day science.

 


Among the most ancient myths are those upheld
in Jainism.

The Jains hold that everything, including
matter, is eternal, while the Spirit is the seat of consciousness.
Their vision describes the world of spiritual perfection, slowly
descending into material depravity, only to rise like phoenix from
its decadent ashes and climb, once again, to the glories of
spiritual perfection. Unfortunately, we do not remain at the top of
the twelve-prong cycle very long, but begin a descent, once more to
the nether regions—but this too is temporary. We rise again; we
grow in awareness of health and beauty, in stature and reach once
again the apex, as the cyclic mythology demands. At least, not to
put undue pressure on the reader, the cycles are counted in “ten
millions of ten millions of one hundred millions of one hundred
millions” of periods of countless years. We have ample time to
visualize this mythical offering. Although at the apex of the cycle
people had been four-miles tall and one hundred and twenty-eight
ribs strong, and enjoyed a life span of “two periods of countless
years”, the rest of the cycles are not all fun and games,
particularly during the lower swing of the circle. Should one wish
to free oneself from this endless cycle, one can aspire to Nirvana,
which can be achieved following a period of twelve years of
self-denial. Alternatively, if one dies at the very top of the
cycle, one is so perfect that one enters directly into the realm of
the gods. The relatively good news is that we are in the descending
series which began in 522 B.C., and will last for another
twenty-one thousand years. The bad news is that after this period
we have another bout with the descending ages before we can begin
our upward climb.

If we attempt to adjust the Mosaic vision of
ancient Hebrews of us having been created unto the image of God,
some interesting speculations ensue. It would suggest that we have
been born pure, we descend to a materialistic nadir, and then rise
again to a higher ethical ground. I can see little evidence of such
a cycle among most of my friends.

 


The Hindu vision is truly cosmogonic.

Its ancient brush paints a more disturbing
picture. While the Jains offer a cycle in which there is also an
upward trend toward self-betterment, the Hindus deny us this
relief. They start, as do the Jains, at the very top, in a glorious
Golden Age, Satya Yuga (more accurately—the Age of Truth). This age
of bliss and beauty is by far the longest of the four ages of the
Maha Yuga, and lasts 1,728,000 years. I would suggest it is
equivalent to the period humanity had spent in Eden. It is followed
by the Silver Age during which we are still blessed with
considerable virtue and beauty for the next 1,296,000 years. Then
things begin to deteriorate more rapidly. We lose a lot of our
spiritual values and seem to straddle the ethical fence. This
Bronze Age lasts for 864,000 years. Mercifully, the last age in
which humanity sinks to the lowest level and is steeped in
materiality and egotism is shortened to 432,000 years only. It is
appropriately called the Iron Age (Kali Yuga)(13), the least noble
of the four metals.

But here we part company with the previous
vision.

While the Jains start on the upward direction
to recover their lost virtues (perhaps as in the Christian
purgatory), at the end of Kali Yuga the Hindu world is completely
annihilated. It is destroyed by fire and water. This non-world
persists in a dormant mode for a long, long time, until finally the
Gods decide to give us another chance. Then, and only then we begin
anew. The one consolation is that we begin, once more, at the
top.

The interesting aspect of the Hindu vision is
that it stipulates not evolution but devolution of the human race.
It implies that by separating ourselves from the Universal, by
taking on an individual identity, soul, we cannot but head the
wrong way. Given time, we are bound to fall pray to egoism. So why
bother? Why make the effort at all? Here, once again, we can take
advantage of enlightenment that will absolve us, as individuals,
from the necessity of incarnating ourselves in a human form. This
is the good news. The bad news is that we have already entered the
present Iron Age, the Kali Yuga, some time ago. And worse still, we
have a long, long way to go before the cosmic dissolution.

 


And now for the most complex vision in which
I limit myself to the anthropogenetic vision, to which cosmogony is
virtually incidental.

The Theosophists, led by the late Helena
Pertrovna Blavatsky who took it upon herself to decipher ancient
writings hidden in the upper reaches of Tibet, add a slight twist
on the above. In her greatest work, The Secret Doctrine,
Blavatsky refers to the “very old book” which predates all other
known sources, and on which, she claims, future scriptures of
various religions have been based. Any attempt to abbreviate
Blavatsky’s writings would be regarded by any serious theosophist
as doomed to failure. Nevertheless, I doubt that many readers are
willing to examine, in detail, some 1,400 pages of her Isis
Unveiled, and to follow with The Secret Doctrine which
in its very abbreviated form adds another two-hundred and
fifty.(14) To extrapolate a comparison to the visions of the Jains
and Hindus is equally as difficult. Yet the cosmogony of Theosophy
is such as to demand at least a cursory scrutiny.

The myths embrace the Atlanteans, the
Lemurians, and reach further back as though with a blink of an eye.
Time is nothing to Theosophy, as indeed it seems like nothing to
all who have read it. In the midst of all this, HPB (as
Ms.Blavatsky was known to her colleagues) stresses the reality of
the present. No mean achievement.

The Theosophic cosmogony also revolves in
cycles. Yet they do not strike me as truly repetitive. From the
mists of prehistory, reaching back countless millions of years, the
humanity evolves in a series of Root-Races. They are seven in
number and now we have reached the middle of the fifth Root-Race,
which became established su generis approximately a million
years ago. Each Root-Race is in turn divided into seven Sub-Races,
which, in turn, are composed of seven Family-Races. This last
subdivision has a life-span of some 30,000 earth-years, and is made
up of innumerable tribes and nations lasting some 4,000 to 5,000
years each.

This very start gives us a perspective on the
transiency of political systems. Their ephemeral existence, as in
the larger scheme of things, relegates them to transient cauldrons
of iniquity, wherein our time might be better spent on matters of
other than parochial importance. We might see ourselves as a race
of people, rather than pawns in the hands of power-hungry
autocrats. It could be the first step towards our liberation.

But to continue.

Each Root-Race goes through repetitive cycles
of golden, silver, bronze and iron ages. The subgroups echo this
rotation, rather as in the Hindu mythology, but it allows for a
greater awareness of present conditions. In Theosophy, after the
age of Kali steeped in materiality, we know that a new Satya Yuga
is just around the corner. The corner might spell a few thousand
years of waiting, but presents a more rewarding prospect than
global dissolution. And if we are prepared to settle for latter
rewards, then, with a dose of optimism, we can devise a
sub-sub-cycle which will place us in a mini-age of silver or gold
often enough to combat an ongoing bout with manic depression.

A broader view is more pessimistic. We have
only just completed the first 5,000 years of the Iron Age cycle of
Kali Yuga, which began with the death of Krishna. In terms of
mega-cycles, we have a long wait for the new Golden age. I am
grateful that my own thoughts have evolved along the lines that we
all create our subjective realities, no matter how illusory, and my
own reality seldom strays far from the golden area.

A word about our past.

In Theosophy, we had not been created by God
in an Eden, but rather we result from a cooperation between Nature
and the Higher Beings. Nature took us as far as she could along the
upward path, and then gods granted us the mind which facilitated
continued struggle. As for the distant future, we have two more
Root-Races to go, before we join our Hindu friends and cease to be.
Rather like in a Big Crunch which our astrophysicists are
determined to impose on us. As for the timing, don’t hold your
breath, the present Iron Age, the Kali Yuga still has some 427,000
years to go. That’s the bad news or the good news, depending
whether you enjoy your life in Kali Yuga. The other good or bad
news is that each Family-Race more or less disappears every 30,000
years only, a mere blink of the cosmic eye. Strangely enough the
tectonic plate movements, the periodic shifting of the earth’s
magnetic poles and the unexpected bombardment from our asteroid
belt could easily accelerate this schedule. So—maybe we should take
a deep breath, after all.

Those who find the Theosophic vision too
complex or too mythical to influence their reality, think again.
Some Christians and most North American motels display a Bible on
their bedside table. Albert Einstein is said to have kept there the
Secret Doctrine.

 


To a greater or lesser degree, all the above
myths are cyclic. But there is a particular perversion of these
myths which left a considerable mark on Western Society. No
religions sprang from it but indirectly it was responsible for many
deaths. The myth is that of Sisyphus, or the myth of Eternal
Return. While the myths of Jainism, Buddhism or Hinduism precede
the present Big Bang / Big Crunch theories, they do not predict the
imminent exact repetition of previous cycles. This is left to the
myth of Sisyphus. In punishment for his disrespect, Zeus condemned
king Sisyphus to forever push a heavy rock up a steep hill. Always
the same hill, always the same stone, always up to the same
elevation and distance—only to slip near the top, and watch the
rock roll back down the slope. He came to symbolize all abortive
labor, all effort without any hope of reward. What is more, he
represents the futility of immortality. After all, what is the
point of being immortal if one is only to repeat, ad
nauseam, the same abortive cycle? It is no more a cycle—it is a
circle.

There have been exceptions to this
interpretation. The Stoics seem to have derived a great peace of
mind in knowledge that there is nothing to be gained by emotional
involvement. It gave them strength based on indifference. This, in
terms of the Christian myth, is a perversion. The Stoical peace of
mind does not spring from assurance of intrinsic goodness of the
Absolute, but from the futility of effort.

Yet the futility embodied in Sisyphus has
been accepted by later minds. We see the influence of the concept
in Friedrich Nietzsche’s Übermensch, the ‘Overman’ often
translated as the ‘Superman’ (Thus Spake Zarathustra 1883)
overriding the masses sentenced to eternal mediocrity. Albert Camus
(The Myth of Sisyphus) and other existentialists such as
Jean Paul Sartre (Being and Nothingness 1943 and
Existentialism 1946) have adopted a parallel disconsolate
philosophy.

Ivan Turgenev’s (Fathers and Sons)
Nihilism, from the Latin root nihil meaning nothing,
together with Nietzsche’s Übermensch, are said to have
contributed direct fuel for Hitler’s paranoia associated with his
desire to breakaway from the “eternal return” by attempting to
create an Aryan Superrace. All are in direct opposition to the
Christian philosophy which, in the words of St. Augustine (City
of God) affirm: “...Christ died once for our sins, and rising
again, dies no more.”

And so to the Christian myths.

 


In my essay sharing its title with this
chapter (Beyond Religion Vol.1.), I pointed out that
Christian myths are as enigmatic as any we examined above. It seems
that Ms. O’Flaherty was right in pointing out that “myths are
living organisms that change constantly”. The review of the
Christian mythology points to the same conclusion. Not only are
dogmas added at random, whenever need arises, but the Creed, the
very pillar of the Christian mythic structure, undergoes
fundamental changes.

From the original concise statement in Nicæa
(A.D. 325) which included a declaration of the nature of Christ,
the creed had been revised a mere half a century later at the First
Council of Constantinople (A.D. 381). The present form was reached
only in the seventh century, but not without some succeeding
changes. In the ninth century the Vatican decided that the Holy
Ghost proceedeth not only from the Father, but also from the Son:
Et in Spiritum Sanctum, Dominum et vivificantem, qui ex
Patre Filioque procedit. This
predates the Son in relation to the Spirit, equating the Son with
the Father. Jesus’ many assurances to the contrary fell on deaf
sacerdotal ears.(15) This is particularly surprising since in the
Apostles’ creed offered below, it is stated that the Son was
conceived by the Holy Ghost. It seems that the church
created a mystery in which the Son is conceived by that which
issues from himself. Still, all religions thrive on mysteries,
which make the priesthood indispensable to act as intermediaries
between the divine and us. Yet, would it not be simpler to say that
the Son was ‘self-born’? This term is not unknown in other
mythologies. The God Brahma, Jehovah, Osiris are all second persons
of various Trinities and are all self-engendered. Spinoza, and
Pythagoras before him, both asserted that Brahma is the universe
itself.(16) It is a way of saying that Brahma is the manifested
reality, the Logos, the Word made flesh—all attributes assigned to
Jesus Christ. But in any case, we are offered no clue why it took
the Roman church nine centuries to reach this conclusion.

The Creed itself can be also analyzed in the
context of myth and reality. Below I offer the Apostles’ creed as
adopted by the Roman Catholics. Bold letters are, to my knowledge,
facts. The italic script indicates the accumulated myths.

 


I believe in God the Father Almighty,
Maker of heaven and earth; and in Jesus Christ his
only Son, our Lord, who was conceived by the Holy
Ghost, born of the Virgin Mary, suffered
under Pontius Pilate, was crucified, died and buried;
he descended into hell; the third day he rose from the dead; he
ascended into Heaven, and sitteth at the right hand of God, the
Father Almighty; from thence he shall come to judge the quick and
the dead. I believe in the Holy Ghost; the holy Catholic Church;
the communion of saints; the forgiveness of sins; the resurrection
of the body; and the life everlasting.

 


To recap, the historical reality consists of
thirteen words. “Jesus, born of Mary, suffered under Pontius
Pilate, was crucified, died and buried.” The rest (ninety-five
words) is myth: “a living organism that changes constantly...”

It should be stressed, that the Christian (or
the Judaic) myths should never be confused with the document called
the Bible, an assembly of books written over many centuries. The
Bible is neither a historic nor religious dissertation. From the
days it had been written we inherited no other compendium of
knowledge recorded for posterity; certainly not of such a scale.
Essentially the Bible equates the universe with the anthropomorphic
man, and defines it (the man/universe) in human terms. It could be
called a historical record of scientific thought development, but
never as record of history or religious myths.

 


We started this discussion by attempting to
define the purpose of myths. Various distinguished scholars offer
divergent views. Marx, equating them with religions, considered
them the opium of the masses. Epicurus (341-270 B.C.) claimed that
myths were only partially released to the masses: “The most sacred
names of the gods, the prayers by which their favor could be
gained, were kept secret.” Perhaps the reason for this was
enunciated some three centuries later by Jesus who sympathized with
our ignorance: “I have yet many things to say unto you, but ye
cannot bear them now.”(17) One can only wonder if we are any more
ready today, or are we, as the Hindus would have us believe,
sinking into a devolutionary quagmire, in the midst of the black
age of Kali.

 


It is in my nature to reject everything which
would, in any way, lower my state of consciousness—today. Unlike
the Theosophists, I cannot testify to the distant past, nor the
equally distant future, but I know that I exhibit an awareness of
the present, manifested in both the subjective and, perhaps to a
lesser degree, the objective universes. This awareness, or this
state of consciousness, is the expression of my being. Whatever the
myths teach others, they taught me that their very scope, both
chronologically and in the richness of texture, affirm that man
always searched, and will continue to search that elusive straight
and narrow path to the celestial realms. The realms of happiness,
of Paradise, vary from man to man. For nomads traversing arid
desserts, Paradise is adorned with:



“...maidens with swelling breasts, like of
age...” [amidst] “gardens underneath which rivers flow... rivers of
water unstalling, rivers of milk unchanging in flavour, and rivers
of wine—delight to the drinkers, rivers, too, of honey purified...
therein to dwell forever.”(18)

 


And for a man blessed with a dozen wives,
like the prophet Mohammed, those who enter Paradise “ shall hear no
idle talk...”(19) Others just dream, as Shakespeare did, of but one
woman, not too mean to be your queen, nor yet too good to be
your concubine. Perhaps Seneca was right when he said that “To
live happily, is the desire of all men... but their minds are blind
to a clear vision of just what it is that makes life
happy.”(20)

Or it could be that heaven is just nirvana,
the blowing out of the candle of life, the reunion with Brahma,
with the attendant cessation of all craving, all desires, all
passions. To those whose consciousness resides in a state of
warfare, torn amid the battlefields of opposing values, this might
mean a state of transcendent peace, a “peace of God which passes
all understanding.”(21)

 


***

 


It is my firm belief, that in spite of the
countless religions that came and went throughout human history,
each path is always and undeniably an individual path. Perhaps the
very richness of the mythological heritage proves this of itself.
To share our beliefs is to enrich our lives. To impose them on
others is to deny our intrepid fellow-pilgrims the individualized
expression of God within their own being. It is to say that our God
is better or greater than their God is. Indeed, if there were only
one religion, there would be no need for sharing, no danger of
imposing. Yet it is the diversity of myths, which breathes poetry
into ancient and modern man alike.

God is not in any one of them. But in all.
And in many more to come.

Or it could be that Sai Baba, whom many
recognize as the present day incarnation of God speaking to his
Hindu children from a small, inaccessible village in India, sheds
the true light on the enigma of our reality. He says:

 


There is only one religion, the religion of
love.

There is only one cast, the cast of
humanity.

There is only one language, the language of
the heart.

There is only one law, the law of Karma.

There is only one God, and He is
omnipresent.

 


Perhaps there is only one religion—for the
‘chosen’. If not, then I shall be content to accept another
statement from the venerable Epicurus: “The gods exist, but they
are not what the rabble suppose them to be.” But, surely, we are no
longer the rabble Epicurus spoke of.

Are we?

 


***
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Have you heard the music that no fingers
enter into?

 


Kabir

 


 


 



Chapter 3


Politics
and Society

 


The political visionaries can be relatively
easily tabulated into those with a universal vision—a perspective
affecting the largest possible number of people, and those who
concentrated on aggrandizing their egos at the expense of the
world. It would be only fair, however, particularly when dealing
with our forefathers, to recognize the relative ‘world’ in which
they lived. The world of Alexander the Great was not as great as is
the world of any present-day visionary. Throughout the ages, the
measure of the world was directly related to the technology of
locomotion. Julius Caesar expanded his ‘world’, but only as far as
his means of transportation allowed. Hannibal’s elephants managed
to cross the Alps but reinforcements from Carthage had failed him,
and he could not take Rome. The peace at Tilsit left Napoleon the
master of the Continent, but as with Hannibal, the lack of military
support buried his armies in the snows of Russia. Great Britain
which had the vision to concentrate on the navy, i.e.: on a mode of
transport, assembled the greatest empire, expanded the ‘world’ to a
magnitude never before imagined.

The visions of man grew as civilization
empowered them with technology to implement such visions.

 


To illustrate the point, among men with the
broadest social vision are esoteric teachers such as Buddha, Jesus,
Mohammed, as well as, though to a lesser degree, Madison and
Jefferson, but also Marks and Engels. I am not comparing the ethic
of their vision, only its universality. There is one specific
characteristic which underscores the universality of a vision. A
parochial vision is always at the expense of some other group
(nation, organization, religion or business interests). A universal
vision draws its power and generosity from the universal source
that is, by definition, inexhaustible.

The second, the parochial, category is more
variegated than the first. In this league we can include the
European monarchs of countries whose interest lay exclusively in
the welfare of their own particular nations. Their vision, though
not universal, embraces an extensive social mix wherein all members
of the group (nation, religious organization, and social system
such as kibbutz) can benefit.

Monarchs with exalted egos and members of
military oligarchies do not qualify. They belong to the still
lesser gods—their visions even more parochial.

They are responsible for centralist
governments, for concentrating power in relatively small
oligarchies, regardless of the intent of such centralization. Since
both Stalin and the magnates of the centralist Detroit Automotive
Industry would fit into this category, such restricted vision is
not limited to ostensibly political systems. There are also
religious leaders who insist on monopolizing the rod of power. In
fact, few organizations are as parochial as a number of religious
systems, often in direct antithesis to the teaching on which they
have been reputedly based. A vision of elitist group’s interest is
also the driving force of the international conglomerates which,
while admitting to solely economic interests (the quarterly
returns), wield enormous power over lesser syndicates or cartels.
These mammoth organizations often far exceed the economies of many
lesser countries. Their vision remains parochial.

Those bring up the tail end of the
sociopolitical visionaries whose sole interest is the titillation
of their ego. To this group belong the dictators of Banana
Republics, puppet masters at the head of many political parties,
the leaders of sectarian organizations within the civil, cultural,
and ecclesiastic milieus wherein members are easily manipulated. To
these visionaries the wielding of (preferably absolute) power is of
greater importance not only over the good of the many but even over
the good of the members of their own organizations. The dismal end
of these primitive minds belongs to individuals who wish to break
down the existing systems in order to enhance their own influence,
their personal standing in the society. The many sects with
suicidal overtones, the end-of-the-world cults, laic or religious
organizations driven by xenophobic neuroses, and some nefarious
politically-inspired separatist groups are an example of such state
of mind.

One aspect is important to note with regard
to all visionaries.

Their visions are unlikely to last unless
supported by powerful oligarchies. Great visionaries are harbingers
of great changes. Oligarchies survive and subsist on traditions and
status quo. No empire, no great religion, survived in its
original form. All must mutate to survive. Whatever motivated the
original visionaries had to be compromised to achieve longevity.
Oligarchies led by able politicians are at the root of all
compromise. Their motivation is never the protection or the
implementation of the original vision; it is simply their own,
personal survival.

 


***

 


An overview of the evolution of Western
Civilization suggest that the reality of various historical eras
had been the result of relatively few men inflicting or imposing
their vision on the vast majority of people. It is only in recent
years that the very imperfect system called democracy allowed for a
broader participation in the affairs of state, which to a
considerable degree shape the reality of the day. Even so, the
American triumvirate of power as well as systems based on the
British Parliamentary model are still confined to the controlling
influence of a relatively small group of men and women who often
suffer from the parochial mindset and the ensuing views of
societies.

The formation of visions controlling any
society must be regarded in their historical context. What may be
obvious to us is only obvious because, perhaps centuries ago,
someone initiated a concept which only now came to maturity. Rather
like adding yeast to dough and waiting for it to grow. A brief
overview of forces swaying the Western Civilizations serves to
illustrate this thesis. Throughout the ages there had been men,
who, within the amplitude of their talent, opportunity and social
standing, exhibited at least a degree of altruistic vision. In the
overview that follows I concentrated on the authors of the most
influential insights, regardless of their moral, ethical or
sociological merit.

 


I tend to assign the most profound vision of
pre-Christian times to Plato (born c. 429 B.C.). It is difficult to
assess to what degree his views had been his own, and to what
degree they gave expression of his mentor’s philosophy.

Plato was a very practical dreamer. He is
said to have declared that “he would never consider a political
career until philosophers became rulers or rulers philosophers.”
With some notable exceptions, his vision never materialized.
Instead, the rulers became politicians, developing the art of
telling an adversary to go to hell in such a way that he would look
forward to the trip. This technique qualified them to be called
diplomats, whose proverbial tact became little more than the art of
straight-faced lying, or at least of never telling the truth. While
living in London, England, I have been offered an insight as to why
and how Great Britain became the greatest empire. I’ve been told
the story of three diplomats from three nations. The French
diplomat was said to seldom tell the truth. The German—to seldom
lie. The English diplomat never lied, and never spoke the
truth.

Apparently little has changed. Under the
influence of Socrates, Plato “soon grew disgusted with the
contemporary Athenian politics”.(1) Yet his vision of a Just
Society remains to this day and, on occasion influences, or can and
should influence, our thinking. Plato’s dialogues: the
Republic and the Symposium give ample evidence of the
high ethic permeating the vision of his reality. In the
Symposium he avers that: “Any action which is the cause of a
thing emerging from nonexistence into existence might be called
poetry”. I would suggest that no better definition has been found
to define any work of art to this day.

 


Aristotle (384-322 B.C.), Plato’s pupil,
having attested to his own vision of the nature of goodness in men
(Nichomachean Ethics), goes on to inquire, in
Politics, into the forms of human association which he deems
essential basis of the study of politics.(2) One can but wonder how
many of our present day politicians share his vision. In his
Metaphysics, Aristotle shares with us his vision of the
nature of vision itself; he writes, “...experience is knowledge of
particulars, art of universals”. We shall be further reviewing the
difference between the particular and the universal visions later.
Aristotle’s failing was his inability to take full advantage of the
insights of Pythagoras (c.582 - c.507 B.C.), whose heliocentric
vision was more advanced that Aristotelian geocentricity.
Nevertheless, his vision had profound influence on the Arab world
and later on Medieval scholasticism.

It is my contention that although Socrates,
Plato and Aristotle appeared to have dealt principally with the
problems inherent in their immediate society, the essence of the
visions of all three had been truly universal.

 


The vision of Jesus of Nazareth, the Christ,
had been and remains by far the most misunderstood of all visions
throughout history. Jesus started with a parochial vision: go
not into the way of the Gentiles, and into any city of the
Samaritans enter ye not, and I am not sent but unto the lost
sheep of the house of Israel, but later expanded his precepts
to universal proportions commanding his emissaries to: Go ye
therefore, and teach all nations...(3) His teaching that heaven
is a state of consciousness (the kingdom of God is within
you)(4) rather than a carrot to be offered in “life to come”
for explicit and implicit obedience to the sacerdotal class, was
and remains diligently ignored to this day. As such, this most
universal vision of all which offered “heaven on earth”, left
relatively little mark on society. What left an enormous scar on
the human psyche is the organization which exploited Jesus’
teaching for the purpose of wielding power over vast numbers of
people over a considerable period of time.

From the Roman days till the Middle Ages the
preeminent minds (Pliny the Younger, Tertullian, Cyprian,
Theodosius, St. Augustine) seemed preoccupied with attempts to
reconcile their vision of Judeo-Christian teaching with the
exigencies of the State. (The concept of the separation of Church
and State remained a vision of distant future). Perhaps the
contemporaries forgot that the teaching on which they based their
arguments dealt with a “kingdom not of this world”.
Reconciling fire with water seldom gives desired results. From the
sociological point of view, had they considered giving Caesar what
is Caesar’s and God what is God’s, they might have met with greater
success. Politically speaking, they were inerrant. Their power
grew.

At the beginning of the 5th century, Europe
entered the Dark Ages. During this period man’s vision dealt,
again, almost exclusively with Judeo-Christian ethic. St. Benedict
(c.480 - c.543), going against the grain, is recognized today as
the founder of Western monasticism. His exemplary life of goodness
and sacrifice was held in great contrast to the Germans who
extolled the virtues of war. The German vision persisted to the
20th century. Monasticism, to a considerable degree, became an
escape from the degenerative trends controlling both the secular
and sacerdotal society.

Around the year 610, Mohammed (also spelt
Mahomet or Muhammad) began recording his visions in the Koran. Yet
it had not been his religious revelation but rather his flight (the
Heriga) in 622 to Medina and the subsequent formation of the
Mohammedan empire which left a lasting political influence on the
world. Nevertheless, since the Koran (+ the Sunna) serve as basis
for a judicial system, his teaching continues to control the social
lives of many of its adherents to this day; particularly those
unable or unwilling to understand the mystical aspects of the
revelations explored by the Sufies.

Perhaps this is the right place to stress
that high ethical visions of such giants as Moses, Jesus Christ or
Mohammed had little to do with the creation of the Israelite, Papal
or Mohammedan empires.(5) The dicta attributed to Moses and
Christ such as “thou shalt not kill”, or “love thy neighbor as
thyself” never deterred the Israelites, nor the Christians under
the auspices and control of the Vatican, from killing. Whereas
history of Israel is bathed in blood, all Crusades received Papal
dispensation and most had been actually instigated by the Vatican
oligarchy. The very same can be said of the Moslem who supposedly
not only adopted the Mosaic and Jesus’ visions, referring to them
as the Book (Bible)(6), but reiterated same in the Koran:

 


“Therefore We prescribed for the Children of
Israel that whoso slays a soul not to retaliate, for a soul slain,
nor for corruption done in the land, shall be as if he had slain
mankind altogether; and whoso gives life to a soul, shall be as if
he had given life to mankind altogether”(7)

 


It would be hard to imagine that such high
moral ground would sanction the rivers of blood which flowed during
the formation and the subsequent expansion of the Mohammedan
Empire. Little has changed to this day.

Nevertheless, while the Mohammedan influence
continued to expand, by the 11th century the bishop of Rome had
been recognized as the spiritual leader of all Christians. The
Church also grew to become the generative power of the Western
World. In many areas, for centuries, the local bishop filled the
position of the governor and pastor. Others formed monasteries.
Power was centralized. While Islam looked Eastward, in Europe the
Church’s vision became the only vision.

 


The High Middle Ages, beginning around the
12th century, “established institutions and values that were to
shape European civilization for centuries.”(8) The controversy
between Church and State, i.e. the pope and the emperor, had
reawakened.

It is more difficult to explain an apparent
drive to create a new vision of a Just Society, which lead all
levels of government to initiate elaborate judicial systems. The
popes and bishops, kings and emperors, lesser barons all the way
down to local governments, got involved. Perhaps this drive was in
some way inspired by the successes of Mohammedanism, which
functioned in a strict legal environment. By the beginning of the
13th century, Pope Innocent III’s prevailing vision touched all of
Europe. He initiated crusades against the Moslems in the Middle
East, against the heretics in southern France, and conducted
ideological battles against any kingdom (including England and
France) which would question his supremacy. All this he did in the
name of the canon law, which allegedly was based on the Scriptures.
Pope Gregory VIII’s (Innocent III’s predecessor) admonition that
all Christians: “who desire to reign with Christ are to be warned
not to reign through ambition for worldly power”(9) had been
studiously ignored. Innocent III’s vision while far reaching was
anything but innocent. In his attempt to rule the Western world his
methods, let alone his vision, were all but parochial.

By the next century the Papacy grew in
institutional power while losing moral leadership to such a degree
that, in 1324 Marsilius of Padua attempted to limit its domination.
In his Defensor Pacis (Defender of the Peace)(10) he
attacked the theoretical foundations of Papal power. Arguing
against the slavishly centralist vision of the Church, he wrote:
“...the bishop of Rome has no more of essential sacerdotal
authority than any other priest, even as the blessed Peter had no
more than the other apostles. For all received this authority from
Christ equally and immediately...”(11) In the meantime, the great
works of St. Albert the Great and St. Thomas Aquinas, both
Dominican monks, offered their visions of the world in such a lofty
manner that none of their studious ramblings percolated to the
society at large. I doubt if today there are many Catholics who can
quote but a single question or reply from Thomas’s Summa
Theologica. Thus, in a practical sense, their visions bore no
fruit.

 


While the Church continued to consolidate
absolute power, it was left to the barons of England, to advance
the cause of the common man. In 1215 they compelled King John to
issue a charter, the Magna Carta which became “the most
important instrument of English constitutional history”.(12) The
document was a broad statement protecting baronial privileges
against the king’s imposition. It also offered a degree of freedom
for the English church and customs of towns, protection for the
subjects and communities. In spite of future repudiations and
re-issuances, the Charter remained a symbol of supremacy of law
over king. The vision it represented carried universal
consequences.

 


A bright star in an otherwise dismal period
(with the exception of the above) was St. Francis of Assisi. Born
in 1182, he witnessed the progressive decadence of Rome. While his
vision was the nearest to the vision of Christ, it was too lofty
for the masses to emulate. It stood, nevertheless, in direct
opposition to Pope Innocent III’s pragmatic despotism.

 


Mid-fourteenth century dates the beginning of
‘rebirth’ of classical culture. The Renaissance(13) (as the great
Italian poet Petrarch called it,) brought the humanists; often
erroneously accused of being atheists, to the social if not
political forefront. It is difficult to single out any man who’s
vision brought this rebirth about. Rather, a critical mass of
Italian poets, artists, thinkers, have contributed to a modified
attitude towards the Church. The Papacy continued to flourish, but
no longer to the exclusion of other influences. Rationality gave
birth to diplomacy, which began to influence the Church’s autocracy
of the Middle Ages. Finally in early 16th century, one man’s vision
left an indelible mark on the new age. It belonged to Niccolo
Machiavelli (1469 - 1527). Political upheavals banished him from
Florence, which he served in many ambassadorial posts. At his
leisure he wrote (inter alia) The Prince. It became
the most widely read book of the Renaissance. It earned many
interpretations, ranging from a textbook to a satire, yet by the
time of the Reformation, Catholics and Protestants saw it as a
rejection of Christian ethics in favor of pragmatic approach to
politics. Machiavelli dared to venture, openly, where others feared
to tread. He wrote:

 


“....Alexander VI(14) never did nor ever
thought of anything but to deceive, and always found a reason for
doing so. No one ever had greater skill in asseverating, or who
affirmed his pledges with greater oaths and observed them less than
Pope Alexander; and yet he was always successful in his deceits,
because he knew the weakness of men in that particular.”

 


What must have enervated Rome was not that
Machiavelli wrote what he did, but that he had intended the above
words as praise, not as condemnation. Machiavelli justifies such a
view further in The Prince: “...for the common people are
always taken by appearances and by results, and it is the vulgar
mass that constitutes the world.”(15) One wonders how great an
influence Machiavelli’s vision continues to bear on the politicians
of today. I, for one, do not believe that the judgment Machiavelli
passed on Alexander VI should be understood in a negative light. It
is my contention that the pope’s vision was the result of his total
disassociation from society at large. We see an echo of this
condition in John Paul II, who, on his visit to Mexico in January
1999, “announced a new strategy for the church in the Americas:
Catholics must struggle against the excesses of capitalism (sic)
and the church must try harder to reach the rich and powerful, not
just the poor.” This ‘announcement’ suggests that the pope is
‘sheltered’ by his lieutenants (College of Cardinals?), from the
reality of “his people”. While he talked about mustering the rich,
presumably designed to defray the expenses of his visit to Mexico,
his deputies assembled “an all star roster of corporate sponsors...
Among the more than two dozen “official sponsors” (were): Pepsi,
Federal Express, Sheraton Hotels, Kodak, Hewlett-Packard and
Mercedes-Benz.” The very, very, very rich international
conglomerates. One can only hope the poor have been suitably
impressed by this struggle against excesses. The cost of the papal
four-day visit is estimated at $2,000,000. A week’s stay in a
Mexican three-star, seaside resort hotel with all meals and return
airfare included is advertised in a range of $879 to a max. of
$1,119 in Cancun.(6) The above again illustrates that the visions
of individuals are more likely to last if supported by a powerful
oligarchy.

 


Returning to the 15th century, it could well
be that Machiavelli’s renown had been augmented by the invention of
the printing press. Though some assign this honor to Laurens Koster
and/or Pamfilo Castaldi, most historians credit Johann Gutenberg
(c.1397—1468) with the invention of the movable type (c.1436),
enabling thousands to gain access to the written word (ever
assuming that thousands could read!) Machiavelli’s later
Renaissance bestsellers notwithstanding, the 1456 Mazarin Bible,
also known as the Gutenberg or the 42-line Bible, typed in gothic
type is probably the first book printed by Gutenberg from the
movable types in his shop at Mainz. In a recent survey, Gutenberg’s
vision had been voted as the most influential of our
millennium.

 


Other visions fuelling the Renaissance had
not been confined to paper.

Presage of the Rebirth can be seen as far
back as the 11th century when Vikings touched the North American
coast. Later, a great deal had been learned about Eastern
sociopolitical systems in the course of the bloody crusades
discussed above, while the Portuguese Prince Henry the Navigator’s
vision provided access to the West coast of Africa. But it was the
vision of a Genoan, Christopher Columbus, which finally opened the
New World to the European influences. We are still in the midst of
expanding the Genoan’s vision. Men of his character would be ranked
among our astronauts. He and men like him refuse to be limited to
or by parochial environs.

 


Yet in spite of great steps forward, the 16th
century remains firmly anchored in the Middle Ages. The Papal
vision, while showing cracks, continued to dominate the Western
World. The Church’s vociferous hunger for wealth and power led to a
growing criticism which finally culminated in the Reformation. It
was Martin Luther’s vision which led to a large number of people
choosing to think for themselves. In this sense, Luther’s vision
can be regarded as the forerunner of the so-called New Age of
today. Simultaneously, Copernicus’ De Revolutionibus Orbium
Coelestium published in 1543, revolutionized the way we
regarded ourselves in the world. Copernican vision is further
discussed in the proceeding chapter on Religion and Science
Fiction.

Nevertheless it was Luther’s vision which
laid ground for the beginnings of the Modern Period. This new area
remained preoccupied with the questions of ethics. The
fragmentation of the “one” Church, however, into Roman Catholic,
Lutheran, Calvinist and Anglican influences changed the theological
playground. It allowed criticism in matters of religion. This new
empowerment, inter alia, became known as Enlightenment. It
brought new challenges to the stagnant theological conservatism.
One could say that the philosophs, as the Enlightenment thinkers
liked to call themselves, remained ‘fashionable’ from late 16th
into early 19th century. Francois Marie Arouet, who became known as
Voltaire, became quite influential with his relatively libertarian
visions. His satiric treatment of the Christian practice of
persecution of opposing religious views was typical of the opinions
he held.(17) Immanuel Kant’s vision, on the other hand, was so
immersed in metaphysics and morals that it never influenced the
growing pragmatism of his day.

The residual power of the Roman Church can
still be seen in the exertions of the Holy Roman Inquisition.
Galileo Galilei was forced, on two occasions, to recant his
advanced views, and in 1633 the Church authorities imprisoned him.
Galileo was seventy-four at the time. Officially, the Inquisition
began c.1233, it became established in Spain in 1478, and in 1542
Pope Paul III assigned it to the Holy Office (sic!). While
originally the Inquisition resorted to judicial torture,
imprisonment and, in cases of some heretics, being burned alive,
the vision of the Inquisitors in somewhat milder form persists to
this day in matters of faith, morals, heresy, and censorship. In
modern times, rather than burning a heretic alive themselves, the
Holy Office condemns the delinquent “sinner” to eternal fires of
hell. It could be argued that vision of the fathers of the
Inquisition survived centuries to act as a model for Stalin’s
secret police and Hitler’s Gestapo.

 


The nature of Divinity is such that infamy is
always balanced with its opposite. Ugliness calls for beauty and in
the late 16th century beauty has been provided by the vision of one
of the greatest men of the millennium. His name is William
Shakespeare. His creativity has affected, continues to affect, and
will continue to affect man’s hearts and minds for generations to
come. Even as a century-and-a-half later Mozart gave us his vision
of heaven, Shakespeare filled all spaces between heaven and earth
with undaunted passion. He showed us how very human we are. Yet...
the ignorance of the masses as regards Shakespeare’s creativity
leaves me in awe. I have personal knowledge of people among the
so-called “intelligentsia” who have never read any of his plays.
Astounding!

The ensuing period is called by historians
“the century of genius”. Kepler, Galileo, Descartes, Harvey,
Huygens, Leibniz, Boyle, Newton, Sir Francis Bacon, Locke and a
number of others, add up to as formidable a roster as any in the
history of man. Yet their achievements blended almost
surreptitiously into our life not because of their lack of vision,
only because their genius advanced what was already there to a
higher level. If genius consists of five percent talent and
ninety-five percent sweat, then it is man’s capacity for genius
itself which left its indelible mark of this century on the future
of humanity.

While the great men went about their
business, a witches’ brew was stirring in the political cauldrons.
The English Bill of Rights of 1689 called by the “Convention
Parliament” in Westminster, prevented the return to royal
absolutism. Its vision would foment until, in time, it would ignite
all Europe—indeed—the Western World.



Revolutions are not caused by men.

They are periods of propitious mutations,
often cataclysmic, invariably cathartic changes in the social,
political and religious affairs. They are the reaction of the
masses against the few, a bursting forth of pent up energies held
too long under external control. The English political upheavals of
the seventeenth century led, if indirectly, to the North American
revolt of the British colonies in 1775, the Virginia Bill of Rights
of 1776 and finally the Declaration of Independence, principally a
vision of Thomas Jefferson. It was Jefferson’s ability “to relate
abstract doctrines of freedom and sovereignty to the situation of
the rebellious colonies which produced the final document.”(18) His
vision continues to inspire people to this day.

On September 17, 1787 the Constitution of the
United States, consisting of a Preamble and seven Articles had been
ratified by the convention of the United States. William Rehnquist,
the Chief Justice presiding over the impeachment trial of William
Jefferson Clinton (January 1999) credits James Madison with the
vision that led to the creation of the Constitution. One can but
wonder what would James Madison say about the antics of the
prehensile rubes of the Republican Party masquerading as ‘managers’
at Clinton’s trial.

 


In Europe, the 1780’s witnessed revolutionary
shock waves in the Austrian Netherlands, Sweden, Denmark, Poland,
Hungary and to a lesser degree in England and Spain. This brings us
to the cataclysmic upheaval of 1789, which announced the French
Revolution. On July 14th of the same year Bastille falls.
Encouraged by England and the United States, by 1791 the Third
Estate now calling itself the Constituent Assembly issues its own
Declaration of the Rights of Men. But the watchword
“Liberty, Equality, Fraternity” carried a hollow sound. “In the
revolutionary view of history, the republicans of Greece and Rome
had invented liberty, and the mission of France was to bring that
good news to all men,” writes Professor Hunt.(19) But even as one
cannot end war with war, one cannot abolish absolute power by
reproducing absolute power. A vision cannot be enforced under the
watchful blade of the guillotine. It must be embraced
willingly.

Nevertheless, Europe would never be the same
again.

The social vision shifted from individuals to
a broader base. The recognition of non-aristocrats as human beings,
led to a rapid creation of a middle class. In Europe, by the 19th
century, Liberalism became the ascendant creed of the dominant
middle class. Political Liberalism regarded the English
constitution as a model to be followed by other countries. Karl
Marks, however, was highly critical of the Liberal theory as
regards economics and politics. In collaboration with Friedrich
Engels, his vision of “Scientific Socialism” led, in 1847, to the
publication of the famous Communist Manifesto. His vision,
regardless of its merit, had been exploited by parochial
politicians until the breakdown of the USSR in December 1991. Over
the years, the centralist autocratic approach practiced by its
adherents, created oligarchies (parties) which denied individuality
of man, resulted in the loss of millions of lives and the
destruction of a number of national economies. Notwithstanding
Marks dissatisfaction, the Western states increased their
intervention in the social relations of their citizen. From 1831
through early 20th century, abundant legislation was brought
forward. It included the protection of workers in factories,
education, health, compensation (for industrial accidents), social
insurance and pension plans, and other reforms. The result of these
multiple visions were vastly superior to that of Marks’ successors,
who imposed rather than proposed solutions.

 


The year 1859 saw the publication of The
Origin of Species by Means of Natural Selection by the English
biologist Charles Darwin. We have never viewed ourselves in the
mirror the same way since. We became intelligent monkeys.

The next great vision affecting the course of
humanity was declared across the ocean, on September 22, 1862. The
seer was Abraham Lincoln. His vision was expressed in the
Emancipation Proclamation. It abolished slavery. It also led
directly to the Civil War. It became apparent that freedom cannot
be given. It must be earned.

 


Back in Europe, science, philosophy and
religion again crossed swords.

Even as Max Planck’s scientific humility led
him to explore the relationship between science and philosophy, the
proclamation of Papal infallibility at the Vatican Council of 1870
could only have had adverse effect on the self esteem of the vast
majority of intelligent people. The proclamation could well be
regarded as the epitome of simplistic intellectual pride.

The late 19th and early 20th century
celebrated the British Empire as its height. Contrary to most great
accomplishments, the British Empire was not the realization of a
single person but rather the product of visions of many men in many
walks of life. Nevertheless, like all empires, no matter how evil,
no matter how great, it came to an end. It’s demise had been
precipitated, in part, by the Second World War, and in part by the
natural evolution of man’s self assertion, by men who were no
longer willing to be exploited by the autocratic British. R.
Buckminster Fuller, the friendly American inventor with a world
vision of his own, offers this opinion: “the world came to identify
history’s most successful world-outlaw organization as the ‘British
Empire’.(20)

The next drastic tsunami resulted from an
Italian political visionary Benito Mussolini. His practice of
Fascism fell as short of theory as did Karl Marks’s Communism. As
with Stalin in Russia, Mussolini’s regime was marred with
corruption and brutality. He dragged the reluctant Italy into the
Second World War as Adolf Hitler’s ally, whose parochial vision of
a Third Reich came to a dismal end in 1945. The consummate
magnitude of atrocities perpetrated in just a few short years, as a
direct result of one man’s vision is astounding.(21) After all,
Hitler came to power only in 1933. In just twelve years he was
responsible for more deaths than any man during a comparative
period of history.

Yet the war resulted in yet another great
vision. It was implemented in the Charter of the United Nations. It
was inspired by the heretofore unheard-of cooperation of many
nations and the Charter was signed at the San Francisco Conference,
on June 26, 1945. It replaced the League of Nations and bore all
the markings of world vision. It still continues to develop.

 


The Twentieth Century ends with two very
contrasting visionaries. The first was a man whose vision overcame
the greatest empire in modern history. Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi
(1869-1948) had proven that water is more powerful than fire. Known
as Mahatma (great soul), he offered his people the
Satyagraha (in Sanskrit—Truth Force) or in English:
Non-violent Resistance. It had been also referred to as Passive
Resistance, though it was seldom passive, though invariably
non-violent. This Satyagraha led directly to the proud
British packing their bags and going home. Regrettably, his
assertion of man’s unity under one God fell on deaf ears. The Hindu
and the Moslem continued to kill each other, and they persist in
doing so to this day.

The second visionary was Mao Tse-Tung. While
parochial in his outlook, his parish numbered some one billion
people. The very opposite of Gandhi, rather then empowering his
people, he subjected them to an autocratic oligarchy and, over the
years, became China’s absolute dictator. The consequences of his
(though based on Marxist theories) vision, are unresolved to this
day.

 


Visions are ideas. Ideas mature into
thoughts. Thoughts became reality.

The USA was visualized by the Fathers of the
Constitution, even as Canada was by the Fathers of the
Confederation. Democracy derives from the vision of ancient Greeks
seeking a fair and equitable way to introduce social order into
their society. In his “I have a dream...” speech delivered on
August 28, 1963, Martin Luther King Jr. enunciated a vision which
became a flashpoint in the history of civil rights. This one man’s
vision continues to inspire world’s most powerful nation to aspire
to and create a more fair and a gentler society. Likewise, just one
man’s political vision plunged Europe, later most of the world,
into the Second World War. Another individual’s vision liberated
the subcontinent of India. It is probably true to say that without
vision we would be still throwing spears at each other, fighting
over the best hunting grounds. It is also true to say that we would
not have dropped the atomic bomb on Hiroshima and Nagasaki.

 


We must always remember that the purpose of
studying history is not to learn about our past. It
is to learn from our past.

It is fair to assume that none of us are
even, as yet, “almost perfect”. And until we all become Mary
Poppins of our realities, the most to which we can aspire is not to
repeat the same mistakes over and over. After all there are so many
new ones we can make. Literally, an endless procession of them. We
can reach out for new visions, aspire to new ever receding
horizons. Ideas form visions. Visions create reality. Reality is
the essence of all subjective universes. Ultimately, the greatest
visions become shared, objective. The parochial ones die. Dissipate
in the ethers. It has been said that nothing is as powerful as an
idea whose time has come.

The time has come.

Without one man’s vision, we would never have
thought of loving our enemy. Perhaps this too is an idea whose time
has finally arrived.

 


***
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Silver and gold have I none:

but such as I have give I thee:

In the name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth

rise up and walk.

 


Acts of the Apostles 3:6

 


 


 



Chapter 4


Religions
and Science Fiction

 


Science Fiction is to science what Myths are
to religions:

Inspiration.

Science Fiction is based on a hypothetical,
though not necessarily correct, premise followed by a logical
development. Religion is based on an unknowable (thus not
necessarily correct) premise, followed by a logical development.
Nobody expects infallible logic from a premise, but if development
is illogical, the system is doomed to failure. This is the problem
the religions face in today’s world. As we know from the preceding
chapter, the Roman Catholic Church attempted to rectify the problem
at the Vatican Council of 1870 by declaring the pope infallible,
but it was too little too late. By then science developed a firm
grip on the domain of logic. And what is more, the scientific
society while also littering its history with countless mistakes
learned relatively early not to affirm them to its adherents. Or at
least not to impose them. Or at the very least, not to
aspire to infallibility.

Over and above the religious visions
discussed in the previous chapter, history is replete with
struggles between the religious interpretations of various
revelations, vis-à-vis new revelations based on new visions
backed up by keen observation and the use of man’s intellect. While
in recent years religious revelations seem to have waned
considerably, visions in the realm of Science Fiction continue to
inspire its adherents. There are a number of cases wherein bona
fide scientists, unable to contain their vivid imagination
within the prescribed parameters of science, took to fiction.
Theirs the true inspiration of the future. Of any ilk, of any
discipline.

Yet until fairly recently, the literary
gender of Science Fiction has not been recognized as literature,
let alone a source of non-religious revelation. A closer
examination will quickly dispel this impression. Karl S. Guthke,
Kuno Franke Professor of German Art and Culture at Harvard
University, in his book The Last Frontier(1), gave us a
fascinating insight into the visionary process which moves science
forward. The book’s subtitle: Imagining Other Words From the
Copernican Revolution to Modern Science Fiction, gives an
indication of the author’s attitude towards Science Fiction. By
integrating words Science Fiction into the subtitle, he calls our
attention to the fact that when Copernicus’ De Revolutionibus
Orbium Coelestium was published in 1543, it was recognized “as
highly” as Science Fiction has been some years ago and continues to
be by many today. Throughout the pre-Copernican time knowledge
derived from religious Revelations took precedence over any and all
scientific observations. Any deviation from traditional ‘science’
has been recognized as little more than fancies of not very serious
people.

The scientific establishment has afforded
equal contempt to any and all supporters of wild raving that dared
to oppose the Aristotelian geocentric view of the universe. Such a
view has been recognized and firmly supported by the Roman Church.
It may have been his belief in the plurality of inhabited worlds
derived from Copernican theories which cost Giordano Bruno his
life. The Holy Inquisition burned such dangerous advocates at the
stake. We can only thank divine intervention for saving Copernicus
from a similar fate. His famed treatise (De
Revolutionibus...) had been banned by the church only in 1616,
fully 73 years after its publication. One can only imagine that the
members of the Inquisition had been too stupid to understand its
purport sooner. Even today many regard the belief in
extra-terrestrial intelligence as Science Fiction. It is difficult
to climb down from the geocentric Olympus and face reality.

Almost a whole century later the Roman church
still felt threatened by Copernican ‘heresies’. On publishing his
dialogues on the two systems of the world in 1632, the Holy
Inquisition forced Galileo to abjure his belief that earth moved
around the sun.(2) Again religious revelation took precedence. Or
at least its conservative if not regressive, certainly
fundamentalist, interpretation.

 


It is my contention that there is an
interpretation of the Bible, and virtually all other esoteric
scriptures, which in no way negates scientific discoveries.

All revelations, be they religious or
secular, originate from the same source. The scientist and the
mystic visualize the workings of the world but neither competes
with the scriptures. To quote a cleric who defended Galileo against
the Catholic Church: “The purpose of Scripture is to teach how one
goes to heaven, not how heaven goes.” Unfortunately both
visionaries see these concepts, rather like Mozart, as complete
gestält images. To transpose them into linguistically
structured communication often shrouds them in symbolic mists. To
perceive the truth is a lot easier when it is illustrated with
pragmatic observations. Or as the very same Galileo wrote in his
essay on Two New Sciences: “...sight can teach more and with
greater certainty in a single day than can a precept even though
repeated a thousand times...”(3) But it might be a grave mistake to
classify Galileo as a “celestial voyeur”. Milton, the author of
Paradise Lost (published in 1667) called Galileo the “Tuscan
artist with his optic glass.”(4) I stress the word artist,
because it is Galileo’s vision which Milton admired. Not his
gazing at the stars and planets. While all revelations may well
point in the right direction, the scientists, once they demystify
the symbolism, make it understandable to the masses.

A case in point is the Hindu belief that the
universe derives its being from the breath of Brahma. God’s
expiration, His/Her breathing out, initiates the centrifugal action
which results in countless eons of evolution. The intake of the
divine breath will eventually result in the centripetal motion,
leading to the collapse of the universe into, presumably, a cosmic
egg.(5) A few thousand years after this ‘religious’ thesis was
proposed, our illustrious scientists are still engaged in a frantic
search for sufficient mass within the observable universe to prove
the Hindu theory. We know, reputedly from observation, that all
galaxies and solar systems are moving away from us (and each
other), and continue to do so since the initial momentum gained
during the explosive birth of the universe, known as the Big Bang.
According to the astrophysicists’ vision, the universe must contain
sufficient mass to halt the outward movement resulting from the Big
Bang, and initiate reverse direction prompted by the gravitational
pull. Rather as though attached to a long elastic, or a yo-yo in
the hands of an expert child. Each year the physicists make
progress in this endeavor.

 


Probably the most famous theoretical
physicist living today, Stephen W. Hawking(6), visualizes a
universe littered with innumerable primordial tiny black holes (the
mass of a large mountain) which came into being at the early stages
of the formation of the universe. I would venture to suggest that
during some twenty billion years since the Big Bang, these
thousand-ton-pebbles must have accumulated sufficient interstellar
debris to supply a goodly portion of the necessary mass. Other
physicists observe “black clouds” which hide heretofore unaccounted
for galaxies from our telescopes. Still others propose gargantuan
black holes at the center of each galaxy.

Theories abound, rather like revelations did
some centuries earlier.

Black Holes are known as singularities. Their
uniqueness is assured by the suspension of all physical laws within
the orbit of their influence. Their realm seems to lie beyond the
laws governing the time-space continuum. As such they could safely
supply any amount of invisible matter which would allow the
scientist to prove the Hindu vision. Whatever happens, it is the
vision, the ability to visualize our universe, which brings us
closer the truth of being.(7)

 


It may have escaped public notice that for
many years a number of Science Fiction writers have also shared
their religious visions with us. There have been, for
instance, a whole gender of books inspired by visions of both
Utopias and Nightmares. In 1907 R.H. Benson’s Lord of the
World depicts the struggles of the Roman Catholic Church to
survive in a society which worships at the shrine of new
Humanitarianism. In 1941 Robert A. Heilein’s Astounding Stories
serial, Sixth Column, shows how religion becomes a powerful
factor in overthrowing America’s Asiatic conquerors. In 1943 Fritz
Leiber’s Gather, Darkness! we learn of an underground
movement bringing witchcraft into a despotic, pseudo-scientific
religion. In 1952 Kurt Vonnegut’s Player Piano depicts a
post-war America as fully automated; the spiritual poverty of such
a society leads to the inevitable revolt. In 1953, one of the
giants of Science Fiction, Arthur C. Clarke, gave us Childhood’s
End, in which alien Overlords are the prelude to man’s
evolution into a finer type of being.

Religious themes have inspired stories on the
evolution of robots and androids. In 1948, Robert Moore Williams
(aka John S. Browning) wrote Burning Bright, in which a
group of robots are in search of a Creator. In 1954 E.C. Tubbb’s
Logic we find that robots are in need of a form of worship
to preserve their sanity; a religion suggesting that a robot
becomes a man after death is introduced. In 1959 Robert F. Young’s
Robot Son tells of a machine god which attempts to construct
a machine Christ. In 1967 John Brunner’s Judas we meet
humans who are worshipping a seemingly omnipotent robot. In 1971
Robert Silverberg’s satirical Good News from the Vatican
tells of a robot being elected pope.

And then there are Star-gods, Galactic
Creators, gods who are good and not so good, stories on how aliens
would view God, what happens when The Nine Billion Names of
God have been uttered (Arthur C. Clark, 1953), questions on
what happens to your faith when you find out that The Star
of Bethlehem (also Clark’s in 1955) was a nova which destroyed a
great alien civilization.

These are just a few examples gleamed from
The Visual Encyclopedia of Science Fiction(8) to show that
Science Fiction does more than inspire science. It is also a source
of religious inspiration, wherein visions belong in the present or
the future, rather than in the misty, unknowable, often distorted
past.

 


There is a unique crossroads at which Science
Fiction and Religion seem to wink at each other. In 1950, L. Ron
Hubbard after a successful career as Science Fiction writer,
brought out Dianetics. He refused to treat it as Science
Fiction, and instead put it, perhaps unwittingly, into the domain
of fringe cults. It has been suggested that his motivation may have
been to gain a tax-exempt status for his ‘research’. When this
attempt failed he left the United States and developed Scientology,
which he affirmed as... religion, and thus not subject to taxation.
I am told that he has gathered a considerable following among the
Hollywood dilettantes.

 


And then there are Religious Visions.

While the source of inspiration is One,
religious visions are also a subject in their own right. In spite
of considerable progress in ridding humanity of superstition,
religious visions remain by far the most powerful notions known to
man. It is symptomatic of our evolutionary status, that just three
major religions: Hinduism, Judeo-Christianity and Islam gather
under their gargantuan wing one-half of the population of the
world. Fully three billion people prefer to rely on ancient
revelation than on the dicta of pragmatic science. It is
reasonable to assume that Buddhism, Confucianism, Taoism,
Zoroastrianism, Sikhism, Theosophy, Shintoism, Spiritualism,
Christian Science, Ba’hai to mention but a few, shall take care of
the vast majority of the remaining human race. I am not talking
about the original myths associated with great avatars who gave
humanity pointers regarding our true potential, only about the
organized religions created and maintained for the explicit purpose
of political and social control of the masses. I draw a very
distinct line between faith and religion.

 


Faith is always an individual vision.
Religion is an imposed regiment.

 


The vast majority of believers wouldn’t
hesitate to give preferential allegiance to their faith rather than
accept the latest “revelations” of their scientific community. On
closer examination, however, I found that those same faithful are
equally as ignorant about the origins (myths) of their own
religions as they are of the latest advances in science.

Ignorance remains bliss for the vast majority
of the human race.(9)

And then there are the practical
implications. I have personal knowledge of people who live
exemplary lives, yet, due to their religious conditioning, regard
themselves as worthless sinners. If they cannot visit a
confessional to rid themselves of their imaginary transgressions
against some vindictive deity they created in their own mind, they
became depressed, even suicidal. Such is the power of
autosuggestion resulting from years of brainwashing. I recall, as
a child, I shared a similar heritage.

 


The Hindu religious cast system imposes on
the whole population a precondition of limitations. The lower
casts, defined by the work they perform, cannot rise above their
“station” in life to which they have been born. The Untachables,
the lowest cast, are relegated to sweep the streets, clean the
public lavatories of human excrement by hand, and perform all tasks
which the “upper” cast would not deign to do themselves. When the
Untouchables refuse to perform their assigned duties, they are
physically abused, beaten, forced to prostrate themselves on the
ground and beg for forgiveness. If they refuse, they are shot or
hacked to death by the upper classes, with apparent impunity.

This serves to illustrate the power of
religious revelation over not only scientific but also social
progress. Since Mahatma Gandhi initiated the process leading to the
elimination of the cast system, the Indian government has outlawed
“cast” discrimination. This relatively new law is completely
ignored by the “believers” who insist that treating the
Untouchables as much less than human is their God-given right. This
preposterous depravity is so widespread that the government is
helpless in their attempts to eradicate it. And this absurdity is
all the more incredible when one learns that the Untouchables
comprise over one fifth of the population: over 200,000,000 people.
It seems that the oppressed have been conditioned to accept their
religiously inspired limitations rather than rebel en masse.
It is of some interest that the germinal initiative to balance the
scales is in the hands of women. Men are more apt to adhere to the
chains of the past. Particularly the self-imposed chains.

 


The Judeo-Christian religions also tend to
specialize in self-imposed suffering.

In the present day Israel, the tribal
conflicts have risen little above the Hindu cast system. Their
recent history shows that the struggles for power among Israel’s
different tribes, nowadays often called parties, are at least as
unforgiving in relating to their Palestinian neighbors. The olive
skin working class, the fair-haired wealthier and the
ultra-religious in their black suits and fedoras bark at each other
for greater influence, for a greater chunk of power. “Each group
thinks they only have to worry about themselves. Extremism is
growing,” said Orthodox Rabbi Yehuda Gilad.(10)

Over thousands of years, the Jews have been
conditioned to dwell in their bloody past, the older the better—the
bloodier the better, preferably connected with some suffering or at
least inconvenience. I find it of some interest to briefly examine
some of their feasts and festivals. Like their Christian
successors, the Jews managed to misinterpret their Sabbath
by relating it to the creation of the world (see chapter on
Creativity). Fundamentalist interpretations always
results in paradoxes. The Sabbath originates, of course, in the Ten
Commandments. The very first one states: “...the seventh day is the
Sabbath of the Lord thy God: in it thou shalt not do any work, thou
nor thy son, nor thy daughter, thy manservant, nor thy maidservant,
nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger that is within thy gates.”(11)
Some fifteen hundred years later, Jesus pointed out the silliness
of taking the Bible á la lettre. He asked: “What man shall
there be among you, that shall have one sheep, and if it fall into
a pit on the Sabbath day, will he not lay hold on it, and lift it
out?”(12) And since the Christ realized that men are not ready to
understand the inner meaning of Sabbath, he added: “The Sabbath was
made for man, and not man for the Sabbath.”(13) Nevertheless,
according to fundamentalist interpretation, the Five Books of Moses
ordain absolute abstention from work.(14) So much for progress.

The Passover celebrates the exodus
from Egypt. A commemoration of running away. Rabban Gamaliel used
to say:

 


“Whoever has not said the verses concerning
the following three things at Passover has not fulfilled his
obligation: “Passover, unleavened bread and bitter herbs.”
“Passover,” because God passed over the houses of our fathers in
Egypt. “Unleavened bread,” because our fathers were redeemed from
Egypt. “Bitter herbs,” because the Egyptians embittered the lives
of our fathers in Egypt.”(15)

 


It all sounds rather bitter to me.

Shabuoth commemorates the day of the
encounter at Sinai, resulting in the Ten Commandments. As we all
know, the Ten Commandments place a heavy accent on the shall
not aspects of our behavior pattern. We shall see in the
later chapter dealing with Negative Programming, that this
is a psychological no-no. The best example can be observed from the
universal non-conformity to the commandment “thou shalt not kill”.
In spite of a further admonition (in Leviticus 19:18) to “love thy
neighbor as thyself”, the ancient Hebrew specialized in killing
everyone in sight, and continue to do so with the Palestinians and
Lebanese. [The Christians later developed mass killing to a fine
art as can be seen in Hiroshima and Nagasaki]. It is interesting to
note that 3,500 years after the encounter on Mount Sinai, not just
killing but also adultery, stealing, lying (bearing false witness),
and greed, are all alive and well.

Sukkoth is the last of the “pilgrim”
festivals. It is a way of remembering the forty years the Jews have
wondered in the desert after leaving Egypt. Speaking as a goy, it
is a period I would make every effort to forget, while the Jews
appear to prefer to continue walking in religious circles. On the
other hand, Johathan Eibschutz (1690-1764) a master of all fields
of Jewish learning (including the cabala) so advises his
people:

 


“On Sukkoth, the end of the Days of
Repentance, the Torah advises us to accept the exile and to
consider all the world as void, as a shadow. ...we are strangers on
the earth, without permanence, and (that) our days are like a
shadow lasting a night, blown away by a wind.” (16)

 


This is a fascinating interpretation of
Sukkoth, reminiscent of the Hindu concepts of maya, illusion. Jesus
echoes this sentiment with the seemingly plaintive: “The foxes have
holes, and the birds of the air have nests; but the Son of man hath
not where to lay his head”.(17) I would suggest that this is not a
doleful cry of despair, but a statement of the nature of reality in
which Jesus chose to live. After all, his kingdom was not of this
world. It seems that once we leave behind the fundamentalist
interpretations of the scriptures, all religions could teach us the
very same truth.

Alas, only if we are ready to face it.

In direct opposition to Johathan Eibschutz’s
interpretation of Sukkoth, the evolutionary trends of Western
civilization laid grounds for the creation of a Jewish state.
Albert Einstein had this to say on the subject:

 


“I would much rather see reasonable agreement
with Arabs on the basis of living together in peace than the
creation of a Jewish state... my awareness of the essential nature
of Judaism resists the idea of a Jewish state with borders, an army
and a measure of temporal power, no matter now modest. I’m afraid
of the inner damage Judaism will suffer—especially from the
development of a narrow nationalism within our own ranks”.(18)

 


Rosh Hashanah begins the annual cycle
of the Jewish religious year. The ten days that follow this
festival are known as “Ten Days of Repentance,” within the context
of God’s judgement. Nevertheless, the punitive stick is softened by
assurances that God will forgive a contrite heart. This hopefully
brings some light to what would be an otherwise gloomy period.

Yom Kippur is the Day of Atonement. On
this “festive” occasion Jews are allowed to neither eat nor drink
anything at all! They are obliged to spend all their waking hours
in prayer. “On Yom Kippur, eating, drinking, washing, anointing
with oil, wearing of sandals and sexual intercourse are
forbidden.”(19)

 


So much for fun and games.

I defy any man, woman of child to spend all
their waking hours in prayer. If this definition includes the
conscious realization of God, then I would aspire to ten, perhaps
twenty minutes. After that my mind starts wondering. Perhaps the
Jews know a great deal more than they are willing to share. But to
me, the strangest enigma of the Judaic festivals is that in 3500
years they found nothing more to celebrate. Their glory seems tied
in the their distant past, their sentiments and religious
significance seems as outdated as their liturgy. The only more
recent remembrance they have added to their history is the memory
of the Holocaust. Not the sort of thing I would choose to
celebrate.

Furthermore, according to the book on Judaism
referred to above, suffering seems an integral and indispensable
component of Jewish destiny. Their God metes punishments for
whatever transgression the believers commit, rather like those
administered by the Islamic Allah. The religious Jews are expected
to accept their punishment with stoic resolution and continue to
praise their God. Nevertheless, once we go past the ultra-orthodox
fundamentalist factions and their interpretations of the Torah,
Judaism offers a broad spectrum of edifying truth, best summed up
in the Latin expression imitatio Dei, the imitation of God.
It is a dictum which compels man to live in constant awareness of
the Presence of God.

 


Christianity is, of course, a continuation of
the Jewish tradition.

Regrettably, Jesus’ assertion: “Think not
that I am come to destroy the law, or the prophets: I am not come
to destroy, but to fulfill”(20) seems to remain obscure to all the
Christians I’ve ever met. The origins of Christianity can be traced
to the vision of one man originally known as Saul of Tarsus who
became known as Saint Paul. Paul was brought up a Pharisee,
educated in Jerusalem at the feet of Gamaliel, a celebrated
Rabbi.(21) As a Roman deputy, he was overtly against the incipient
Christian teaching. Paul was converted in A.D. 38, some years after
Jesus’ death. His teachings inspired by his interpretation of the
vision of a Master, whom he had never met, led to the creation of
an organized religion.

Christianity is founded, therefore, on myths
surrounding the life of Jesus, who is recognized by the majority of
Christians as God. To complicate matters, Jesus is only one of the
three divine manifestations, the others being God-the-Father and
God-the-Holy-Spirit. The interrelation of the three has been
subject to many interpretations and controversies throughout
history of the Christian religion. Finally, to maintain cohesion
among the faithful, the church introduced the concept of Dogmas,
which imposes on all its members articles of faith regardless of
personal convictions. Anyone disagreeing with the dogmas was
expelled, anathematized or later, burned at the stake.

The other means of maintaining uniformity was
derived from the concept of sin.

Once the faithful became convinced that they
were all inherent sinners, the religious powerhouses found it easy
to instill an insidious suggestion in the minds of their faithful,
to accept “their lot”, to bend their back and to “bear their
crosses”. As discussed in some detail in a later chapter on The
Problem with Karma, once St. Augustine invented “original sin”
in the 4th century, the rest was relatively easy. The church became
the sole intermediary which could guarantee salvation by baptism.
Not even the cheapest Science Fiction paperback would ever accept
such an inane premise. Not only the readers would reject a
postulate without any proof, but they would equally dismiss the
premise of having any and all rewards for decent living deferred
till after death, while the enforcers wallowed in luxury. Such
paradoxes can only be maintained in a religious field, where logic
is replaced by fear. Also, such abuses of human propriety are never
based on any, even vaguely verifiable, myths.

They are inventions of power, not of
love.

Once the visions embodied in Reformation
(1500-1563) discussed in Politics and Society failed to
straighten the rudder, the course for disaster had been set. It is
of little wonder that the ensuing social environment eventually
spawned communism, socialism and national-socialism of the Nazis,
to overcome the fallacious propaganda. Had the mass psychosis not
been permitted to weaken man’s resolve, none of the
secular/materialistic systems could possibly have taken root. All
three systems drew their power not from the implied contradictions
of the original revelation, only from the abhorrent distortion of
those revelations by the ensuing Christian religions.

Nevertheless, in direct opposition to the
very essence of the original teaching as embodied in the Bible, the
Church continued to inspire and even encourage its members to
suffer, promising retribution after death. Rules and regulations
placed the faithful under continuous scrutiny. This pathological
masochism continues to be promulgated by the sacerdotal conclaves
which had been and continue to be blind and deaf to the biblical
assurances of great joy being bestowed on all believers. A vision
of great delight and felicity depicted in the Bible has been
reduced to a whimpering, sinful, suffering existence under a
self-imposed cross. The Good News had been totally lost. In Science
Fiction the premise or hypothesis is a means to an end. It is that
which inspires towards greater knowledge. The same was true of
early Christianity. Under persecution, symbols of the original
concepts served to ignite the heart and soul of the believer. A
fish stood for wisdom. A cross for the meeting of the visible and
the invisible reality. The earth symbolized materiality.
Egypt—limitation. And so forth.(22)

These were symbols designed to help in the
creation of one’s reality.

Then the symbol replaced that for which it
stood. The ‘body’ of Christ, meaning his teaching, became a
symbolic consumption of a wafer. No one cared about the teaching
anymore. The ‘blood’ of Christ that once symbolized his secret
knowledge, became a sip of wine. To my knowledge no one teaches the
faithful what any of the symbols stand for. No one teaches them the
essence, the substance, the meaning behind the word. In time,
symbol replaced the substance.

Roman Christianity slowly metamorphosed
itself into a ‘symbol’ for sacrifice, suffering and penance.
Then—even symbols lost their meaning.

The religion became an empty shell.

 


Finally we come to Islam.

Since the religion is based on the Koran (or
Qu’ran, or Qor’an), with claims of having been dictated by angel
Gabriel to Mohammed, who in turn dictated it to his scribes, the
word of Allah is beyond dispute. Unfortunately the
interpretation of the word is left to the mystic and the
inept in equal measure. In addition, Mohammed recognized the
Judo-Christian scriptures to which he referred in the Koran as the
‘Book’. However, as the Koran had been dictated in Arabic, there is
a scholarly consensus that any translation is per force only
an interpretation. It is said to lose a great deal in any
‘translation’, and thus its knowledge is inaccessible to the
Western scholar.

Islam means submission, surrender, and utter
obedience.

The consequences of rebellion against the
teachings of Allah as embodied in the Koran and dictated by angel
Gabriel are painful, terrible, fiery, vengeful chastisements by an
All-forgiving, All-clement, All-compassionate God. Never was the
paradigm of the carrot and the stick so pronounced as in Islam.(23)
But even the form of the Koran came under heavy criticism. R.A.
Nicholson, in his Literary History of the Arabs, writes:

 


“The preposterous arrangement of the Koran is
mainly responsible for the opinion almost unanimously held by
European readers that it is obscure, tiresome, uninteresting; A
farrago of long-winded narratives and prosaic exhortations, quite
unworthy to be named in the same breath with the Prophetical Books
of the Old Testament”.(24)

 


It is evident that that Nicholson is not
versed in Arabic. As such the poetic quality attributed to the
Koran by Arabic scholars may have eluded him. The translation by
A.J. Arberry from which I offered some quotations in the chapter on
Myths and Reality is said to be the nearest to the intent of
the original. Alfred Guillaume quoted below states: “There are many
translations of the Quran... A.J. Arberry, The Koran
Interpreted, is the best.” Nevertheless in his own book
Islam (Penguin Books) Professor Guillaume adds his
reservations:

 


“The Koran is one of the world’s classics
which cannot be translated without grave loss. It has a rhythm of
peculiar beauty and a cadence that charms the ear. ...read aloud or
recited it has an almost hypnotic effect...”

 


John Alden Williams, the editor of
Islam(25), supports this motion. He states that the “Muslim
have always deprecated and at times prohibited any attempt to
render it (the Koran) in another language.” Professor Gibb
describing the language of the Koran writes: “No man in fifteen
hundred years has ever played on that deep-toned instrument with
such power, such boldness, and such range of emotional effect.”(26)
I must conclude that I am not competent of comment on the music of
the Koran.

It is of some consequence, however, that
Mohammed counted Jesus of Nazareth among the Messengers of God. In
fact, the Prophet of Islam wrote: “Say: People of the Book, you do
not stand on anything, until you perform the Torah and the Gospel,
and what was sent down to you from your Lord.”(27) Nevertheless, it
is my opinion that Mohammed found much greater inspiration in the
Mosaic “eye for an eye”, than the ensuing philosophy of love some
fifteen hundred years later.

Yet, as it seems usual with the great
religions of the world, there is the ever-present diversity of
interpretation. While the fundamentalists derive authority from the
Koran to administer most barbaric punishments and mutilations on
their own believers, Jalal ud-Din Rumi calls upon the Koran and the
Prophet Mohammed many-a-time. And the Persian poet Rumi is said to
be the greatest advocate, indeed champion, of love since Christ. A
mystery? Rumi claims that there are seven levels of understanding
the Koran. I am tempted to believe this. It took me over twenty
years to begin understanding the inner symbolism of the Torah and
the Gospels. Twenty years of daily study to understand that which
to Moses’ and Jesus’ contemporaries must have been
self-evident.

Tempus fugit.

It is probably fair to say that unless one is
fully aware of the environment in which Mohammed received his
vision, one is not in a position to judge their content. The
aftereffects of it, however, are as unfortunate as those of
Christianity.

 


***

 


The one byproduct of religions for which we
can all be grateful is their immense contribution to the cultural
heritage of the human race. From Lao Tsu through the aboriginal
shamans, to the great avatars, to the latest prophets endeavoring
to share their vision with the world—they all have contributed to
the diversity that is truly human. Without them our poetry,
literature, music, architecture, painting, sculpture, theatre, and
other aspect which enhance and enrich the texture of our lives
would not exist. The only problem is that there are always people
who, lacking their own vision, aspire to exploit the visions of
others for their own ends.

More often than not most religions fall pray
to such moral paupers.

 


***

 


As I already mentioned, there are many other
religions which influence man’s vision of reality. In addition to
those discussed, religions can also be categorized into the
metaphysical or materialistic, depending on whether we believe in a
tangible or an intangible deity. The teachings of Engels and Marks
had prompted many to offer their lives for their ‘cause’. No more
can be expected by or from any religion. By this definition,
communism had many saints or at least martyrs. As did even the bane
of Nazism.

What of reality?

Reality, like beauty, is in the heart of the
beholder. No religion is wrong for the simple reason that all
systems of belief are products of the vision of man. They are as
real to their believers as the ancient miracles to the Christians.
And the Flying Saucers are as real to Science Fiction enthusiasts
as the cosmological phenomena in Fatima to the Roman Catholics.
What is wrong is the application of an individual vision to a
larger group of people. All visions are intensely personal. The
realities they create are thus intensely subjective. What we must
all learn is to draw from other people’s visions that which applies
to, implements, and enriches our own. We are all unique
individuals. We must all develop our unique visions.

By the beginning of the next millennium, six
billion souls shall be incarnated into six billion physical
entities. I would that there be six billion religions.

Each praising the very same One God.

Each in its own, individual way.

 


***
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Do you know that you are God’s temple

and that God’s Spirit dwells in you?

 


1 Corinthians 3:16

 


 


 



Chapter 5


Groups and
Traditions

 


Perhaps the Hindu myths are right. Perhaps we
are in the process of an inexorable tumble from the Golden Age, the
Satya Yuga, into a dismal degenerate existence under the auspices
of the black goddess Kali, the mistress of death, evil and
destruction. Perhaps we do already live in a world where
power—surely the opposite of love—rules to the exclusion of all
nobler instincts which once guided men on their journey. If it is
so, then traditions are of little use to us. The only way to save
our souls is to break with the past and start all over again. All
over again...

It is indeed sad to note that traditions do
not seem to enhance an individual, but invariably serve to magnify
the power and influence of a group. All organizations, regardless
of their initial noble visions, invariably twist the original
constitution to benefit the organization, even if the original
intention was to protect an individual. The chapter on
Visions offers ample examples of this thesis. It is a fact
of life.

 


Yet such is the process of evolution that
that which is simple becomes more complex. That which is One
becomes the many, becomes embellished in cosmic diversity, only to
eventually realize and affirm its allegiance to the One.

It is a long journey. As long as time
itself.

 


When atoms combine into molecules, they
initiate a process which grows in complexity. In other words, the
rise in quality necessitates an increase in constituent numbers.
This law came into being at the time of the Big Bang, and it
continues to manifest today. It is as though God became greater for
the sum of His parts.

At the other end of the spectrum we have a
strange biblical saying “Where two or three are gathered together
in my name, there am I in the midst of them.”(1) Although both
initiatives appear to advocate a tendency towards the formation of
groups, in fact they are diametrically opposed. We may safely
assume that whatever is conducive to the welfare of the material
universe, is probably at odds with the subject matter of scriptural
teaching. Even as ‘evil’ is said to be the opposite of good, matter
is the opposite of spirit. Yet, as we shall see in the chapter
dealing with The Problem with Karma, there is no evil. Even
as there is no matter without spirit. Nevertheless, within the
context of subjective reality, what is good for one may well be
derogatory to another.

It doesn’t take an Einstein to observe how
relative the worlds are...

The biblical quotation given above deals with
the conversion of the subjective to the objective reality. A person
who has an idea cannot share it, until he or she meets someone to
share it with. If the two find agreement, become of like mind,
(meet in “my name” or nature) the idea becomes objective. That is
why only two or three are needed. Any larger numbers while perhaps
desirable, are not necessary. They simply contribute as spectators.
They would not participate in the creative process but merely take
advantage of an accomplished fact. Thus, from the spiritual point
of view, large groups are redundant. The concept of an ecclesiastic
“one church” unifying all the worlds nations under one religion is
not only a psychological, phenomenal and even a conceptual
impossibility but it is a distorted and misunderstood idea driven
by very profane, materialistic and mundane ambition. We must indeed
aspire to unify all ‘people’ or ‘nations’, but these, in the
biblical idiom, always symbolize ‘thoughts’. Our own
thoughts within our own psyche. The bible never intended us to
impose our dissolute interpretations of “divine” revelations on
others. All revelations are divine. There is no other Source.

On the other hand, we need an endless stream
of tiny groups of “two or three”, for the creative process to
continue. There is an infinite number of ideas, from the limitless
Source (heaven), which we can bring out into the objective reality
for all to enjoy. While we all invariably create subjective
universes, there are points of contact, points of overlapping.
Those points are the exchanges of ideas, the binding glue of all
humanity into the eventual awareness of Oneness. Some
millions of years from now.

Perhaps a little longer.

Finally, the groups must be inevitably
limited to two or three for the simple reason that the chances that
more then this tiny number would agree on anything is too remote to
contemplate. To the extend that we, humans, are individuals with an
infinite potential, we are, per force, extremely unlikely to
agree on anything, let alone a new idea. History shows that it
takes 20-25 years for any discovery to wend its way to general
application. Yet the ideas are as disparate as the creation itself.
It is safe to assume that the divine Oneness manifests Itself
through infinite diversity. Not by imposing uniformity on
intelligent beings.

 


Although they will vehemently deny it,
members of groups are not yet fully developed individuals. The
lower the life form the more it finds its expression within a
group. We can hardly conceive of a single virus or bacterium. The
difference between the lowest forms and the still nascent but
relatively advanced units of consciousness is directly proportional
to the awareness of their environment. A bacterium is aware only of
the immediate environs controlling its survival. A mammal is aware
of a much larger territory. Yet members of all groups recognize
only the group’s milieu as friendly environment. The world outside
its influence is the enemy. Most of us are not yet ready to rejoice
in differences of opinion. How sad. Imagine a world in which
all people agree on all things. How incredibly dull! Isn’t it just
possible that God “gave” us individuality for a reason? Conversely,
it took nature millions of years to evolve our differences. Yet
there are many group leaders—political and religious alike—who wish
to melt us in a single cauldron of conformity. Should they succeed,
we would be easier to control, but we would also be no longer
human.

Robots conform, humans rejoice in
diversity.

 


Groups are the archetypes of the “us and
them” syndrome.

From the spiritual point of view, groups of
whatever species, organization or persuasion, are always an
expression of a lower, less developed state of consciousness. Their
dictum is “strength in numbers”. They invariably place their own
welfare above that of a competing organization. As long as groups
exist, strife, conflict, exploitation, and wars will continue to
flourish. All these may consolidate the “survival of the fittest”,
but do naught for our spiritual development. To gain and sustain
power the constituents often form oligarchic bands, such as
governments, churches, armies, international conglomerates or trade
unions.

Among these, the religious organizations have
proven to be the most tenacious.

Yet even the Roman church’s apparent
attachment to the values of the past demonstrated elastic morals.
For many centuries, there have been papacies that claimed to
support ancient traditions. In at least one respect, this policy
came to an abrupt end in early 1500s. Although religious
oligarchies invariably tried to destroy all who dared to question
their established traditions, their leaders have never
exhibited any such compulsion within their own domain. In the early
16th century, pope Julius II (1503-1513) decided to destroy,
literally raze to the ground, one of the largest and most ancient
churches in the Western world, in order to build a bigger and
better and more splendid testimony of the church’s temporal power.
The old basilica of St. Peter was certainly the most venerable
church marking the place where St. Peter was supposed to have been
martyred.(2) No matter. The new St. Peter’s was certainly more
pompous, acclaiming greater secular power, more impressive to the
sheep.

So much for traditions.

Julius II evidently suffered from the “do as
I say, not do as I do” syndrome. Nevertheless, we can be grateful
to Pope Julius for bullying three men of genius—Bramante,
Michelangelo and Raphael into submission. Without them, (and
coincidentally without Julius’ magnanimity with other peoples’
money), we would not enjoy today the new resplendent St.
Peter’s, nor the ceiling in the Sistine Chapel, nor the frescoes in
the papal apartments. Spirit may lead us to heaven, but money,
strength and shear brutality of vision overrides any considerations
of traditions. Although the new basilica had been completed only a
century later, it befell the sovereign pontiff to start a new
tradition of what is commonly described as the decadence of the
papacy.(3) Not in the development of their international contacts,
civil service and increasing wealth, but in all things holy.

Renaissance men had little time for
religion.

 


Likewise, the later oligarchies, such as the
Communist Systems, created for the explicit purpose of enhancing
the quality of life of the masses, degenerated to serve but the few
at the top of the ‘party’. There are published reports of the
magnates atop the Detroit Automotive industrial groups who
sacrifice human lives by willfully concealing life-threatening
mechanical defects, if it proved cheaper to pay compensation to the
surviving family members rather than recall their product and
correct the deficiency. The Tobacco industrial groups offer ample
evidence that poisoning human, preferably youthful pulmonary and
cardiovascular systems, on the one hand, and perjury on the other,
is a lesser evil than risking diminishing quarterly returns.
Pharmaceutical Conglomerates poison millions, torture and mutilate
experimental animals, cater to the medical profession’s ignorance,
all in order to line their bottomless pockets. Cosmetic industries
rely on stupidity of women and, like their Pharmaceutical
colleagues, on lamentable and grievous torture of innocent animals
in the name of a false image and skin-deep, Barbie-doll type
beauty.

So much for the Titans of our
civilization.

As for an example of the degeneration of our
political groups, I recall a period spanning part of 1998 and early
1999 during which the United States of America’s Republican Party
wasted public money on an abortive attempt to dethrone their
President William Jefferson Clinton. Both, the House of
Representatives and the Senate gave a performance of such stupidity
and degradation that average citizens of their great nation
publicly expressed their disgust. Gabriel Garcia Marquez, the
renown Columbian author (One Hundred Years of Solitude, Love in
the time of Cholera, et al.) and the winner of the 1982 Nobel
Prize for Literature, so cites Clinton’s fundamentalist enemies and
their ignominious cohorts:

“...his inquisitors came up with evidence
against him, for Puritanism is insatiable and feeds on its own
excrement. It has been a vast and sinister conspiracy of fanatics
aimed at the personal destruction of a political adversary whose
stature they could not abide. The method was the criminal use of
justice by a fundamentalist prosecutor called Kenneth Starr, whose
fierce and salacious questioning seemed to excite those fanatics to
the point of orgasm.”(4)

It is of some interest to note the shear
scope of political depravity. The ineffectual vote on impeachment
of their President took place in the Senate 386 days after the
preposterous soap opera began. The president’s alleged dalliance
has been documented by a $50 million investigation, 445-page
referral by Starr, nearly 60,000 pages of grand jury testimony, and
36 boxes of videos and tapes. Why? Because Clinton had reputedly
lied about having been unfaithful to his wife. How incredible! I
can only imagine that most men in both legislative assemblies would
have bragged about it.

Perhaps the last word on the subject belongs
to another Nobel Laureate, the African-American author Toni
Morrison: “They treated him like a black president”.

 


Another example of a group mentality is the
case of the Canadian Senate. The senators enact laws which place
them above those very laws. Due to their countless abuses, thefts
of public money, refusal to work, to resign, to tell the truth, to
abide by any code of decent behavior, they have become the laughing
stock of the citizens who pay their exorbitant salaries and
pensions. And why? Because all senatorial positions are sinecures
offered by the elected politicians in order to be reelected, i.e.:
for essentially and nauseatingly partisan behavior.

Yet another recent example of group decadence
is provided by the members of the Olympic Committee, who like the
Canadian senators, had placed themselves above the law. The
committee is responsible for the enforcement of the “very highest
ethical standards”, while taking bribes and lining their own
pockets with lucre. An athlete who’s urine sample shows a trace of
an ingredient found in an over-the-counter flue medicine which is
forbidden by the Committee, is instantly disqualified and forced to
return a medal won after years of sacrifice and arduous training. A
member of the Committee who accepted but did not actively seek
bribes, is... “reprimanded”, whatever that means.

The examples could fill voluminous tomes.

I know of no groups or organizations in which
graft, corruption and abuse of power do not abound. In any
organization, in any country of the globe, at any time in history
or the present. Not one.(5) It is evident that creative
visualization belongs to individuals. The groups, all groups,
appear to exercise their talents in a purely destructive capacity.
Even groups which were originally created with “good intentions”,
such as the non-profit, charitable or religious bodies, more often
than not sink to an equally despicable level. The media abound with
reports of exorbitant salaries, ‘imaginative’ bonuses, expensive
automobiles, padded expense accounts all derived from the donations
of widows and widowers contributing their humble tithes.

 


Due to the inherent weakness of component
members of any group (clan, clique, crew, gang, mob, camp, sect,
faction, nation, race) autocratic leaders often head such
organizations. Parochial interests invariably hold sway over more
universal values. As the group is their sole power-base, the
bigwigs invariably place the welfare of the organization as a whole
before that of its component parts. In fact, the leaders will even
sacrifice the lives of their own members for the affluence,
prestige or the survival of their organization. This is
particularly evident in the manner in which wars and military
conflicts are conducted. The leaders who initiate such murderous
games seldom become involved in situations in which their own lives
are at risk. Yet they conduct their mass murders in the name of a
group such as a nation or a clique which they claim is aspiring to
become a nation. The recent history of the Balkans is a case in
hand.

 



Visit: http://www.smashwords.com/books/view/15079
to purchase this book to continue reading. Show the author you
appreciate their work!
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