
Chapter 15 – Mystical-Quantum Paradigms
“The mystic does not attempt to change things out in the world; he changes himself, his inner world.

Then the world in which he lives becomes a place of awesome magic.” – my teachers
“Developing one’s question is often more important than knowing the answer.” – my teachers

“A conclusion is when you get tired of asking questions.” – Albert Einstein (paraphrased)
“You can phrase an idea so cleverly and astutely, but the other person still doesn’t understand you

until you make an alignment with them, harmonizing like tuning forks.

Then it won’t matter how badly you describe your idea – it will be understood.

With the alignment of Real Love, no words are required at all!” – my teachers
“No statement that we can make in ordinary states of awareness can be the Real Truth.
It is, perforce, an assertion of ego in some partial perspective,

with an orientation of I-and-not-you.

But when the barrier between I-and-not-I falls, everything is true!” – my teachers
“The ordinary world is held together by the composite of all our habits of attention.
We can break those habits through dreaming practices and meticulous self-scrutiny,

and then reality can be whatever dream one can assemble.” – Carlos Castaneda
 (paraphrased)

“It takes only a moment, but a very long time!” – Buddhist aphorism

“Attempts to become are in vain, because you already are!” – Javanese proverb
I
N THE OLD FABLE of the baseball umpires arguing over how they make their decisions, the first one says, “I call them as I see them.”  The second umpire says, “I call them as they are.”    But the third one proclaims, “Nothing ever even happened until I called it!”  This story can help us get our head around, perhaps, the uncertainty principle
 of quantum mechanics, but let’s take the idea to its extremes: the first seemingly non-intuitive paradigm
 I’d like to present you with comes right out of the uncertainty principle: The Universe never did expand at all
 AND (a seeming contradiction) The origin of the whole universe is right here and now, this instant, right where you are sitting!
It is so obvious that the world really did come into expanded manifestation (and that it is flat and the heavenly bodies revolve around it) that I’ve seen many knees jerk when I’ve offered such a deconstructive worldview.  But this seemingly dismissive idea really does solve many of the problems vexing today’s researchers, theologists and thinkers.  First of all, we have a well known principle of quantum research: Your observation will reflect the assumptions you made in setting up the experiment.  A familiar example of this is that if you observe a beam of light in order to detect particles (photons), the experiment reveals particles; if instead your experiment checks for waves, then waves are the result.
So then, dear reader, my assertion about the universe comes, in part, from an extension of the Principle of Expectation
 – The universe, and everything in it, exists the way it is, in just this moment, because I expect it to.  That actually solves all the inherent anomalies in, for example, the theory of evolution: instead of having to explain what (amazingly unlikely) simultaneous and astronomically large sets of fortuitous, accidental mutations produced the human brain, or why the beak of a flamingo is so similar to the jaws of the baleen whale, or how particular insects precisely imitate particular types of foliage, now we can simply say that nature itself
 expects a certain type of organism to fill some ecological niche, or even that the canary just needed to exist, period! 

That brings us to the subject of what Nature must be.  We use the term to represent, usually, some kind of intelligence to the design of the world, without having to admit that there is some Divine Being doing it, whether that means God or Consciousness Itself (i.e. me, whoever [or whatever] asserts me-ness).  Of course many people want nature to simply mean “the laws of the universe are doing their job without any outside intervention.”  That begs the question of how there came to be laws in the first place, and then why they are just exactly so precariously poised that we can exist long enough to wonder about it.  My proposal in this chapter endeavors to address all of these questions.

On a more personal level, it is easy to predict that an optimist will achieve more success and happiness than a pessimist will.  More scions of wealthy families continue the tradition of amassing wealth than do children of poor heredity.  I believe we can agree that political families are notorious for spawning dynasties because their offspring live with the experience of winning elections, defeating rivals and accumulating power.

The “conventional wisdom” of the above is that we do what we see around us.  Another way of looking at it is, as I have proposed elsewhere in this book, that we take shape according to how we meet our inner and outer environment, but that idea still regards us as being at effect. Now I’m going to propose the opposite direction of causality: one invents a stream of world-bubbles corresponding to the collection of perspectives in which s/he tends to habituate.  I apologize for the abstruse wording, but I’m going to have to elaborate this concept anyway.

The idea is that each of us already is a ‘shape,’ as if a primordial shape at inception, whatever that might turn out to have been, a shape which ‘bends’ the “raw materials” of creation
 to exemplify and justify a given stream of individual experiences for the person-shape, a stream which branches to as many degrees as necessary
 according to the path through them which the subject picks (‘choices’ or ‘decisions’ – conscious in a sense, although not in the usually understood sense).

To help illustrate this idea, imagine a great field of multicolored leaves, each representing all of your possible experiences, whether actualized or not. You pick your way through these leaves depending upon your predilection, which may be sensed as simply what “feels right,” or perhaps your predilection is to somehow ‘calculate’ your optimal path and direction (as with astrology or the I Ching).  In any event, there obviously is no right way or wrong way if your only criterion is to walk the field of leaves.

You may even stop and lie down to sleep, wherein you dream of lifetimes within lifetimes, somehow deciding which of these dreams are ‘real,’ which are “past-life recollections,” which are fantasies and which to discard entirely. And yet you are still randomly situated within the field of leaves, no position on which has any more inherent significance than any other, including significance of order, causality, position, urgency or meaningfulness.  Furthermore, any and all positions in which you may find yourself take place at the same moment, because all of the ‘leaves’ (and all the decisions about their traversal) exist in the same moment (and, technically, at the same position).
 So, in this paradigm, all those “dream-lifetimes” exist at the same moment
 as well.
The next non-obvious paradigm that I’d like to share with you is that religious practices originated as legitimate science, and that each ritual and ceremony originated as a completely practical technology for achieving a specific purpose.  An example of this is the færie-ring dance, which anthropologists often construe as simply a myth or even as recreation, but which, upon closer examination, reveals itself to be a method for shifting a whole group of people or beings to another dimension
 or, at least, into a shared altered state of consciousness.  Extending this, we can assert that a series of similar rituals can lead to, first, the ætheric presence of a divine spirit and, ultimately, to such spirit’s taking a physical body and performing miracles.

Why a science?  Let’s refer to the Scientific Method once again.  The steps are:
1. Examine the relevant evidence (which can be done only by predisposing relevance or other consideration of curiosity),
2. extrapolate a hypothesis that seems to explain the evidence,

3. formulate experiments intended to disprove the hypothesis,

4. correct the hypothesis until it predicts every observable outcome (but every is impossible, so we default to a satisfying conclusion, which may not be exhaustive),

5. publish the experiment so that independent researchers can verify your conclusions, and upon receiving validation …

6. apply the theory to an extreme of its possible domain and see how accurately it predicts the observations.

7. Get some esteemed council to adopt the theory officially (this step is no longer scientific, but political – remember Einstein’s warning about conclusions).

So then, let’s say that many different kinds of observers, ostensibly in some sorts of altered states of consciousness, report fairly uniformly as to having witnessed “little people dancing in a ring until a hitherto invisible door opens in a tree or in the side of a hill, whereupon the little people bring the subjects into that opening and, upon their return, a noticeable section of their memory is missing, as well as an unexpected amount of time and, often, distance covered.”

Then the first step of the Scientific Method orders us to formulate some hypothesis that would tie all such reports together in a consistent fashion, as for example:

  1. There is no afterlife, there's no before-life either; no previous lives, and not even a this lifetime.

  2. There's just the single Moment of the Present, and if I'm asleep when it flashes by, then I miss it.

  3. We've been consoling ourselves with the “snapshots” we’re always taking, as a very poor substitute for actually meeting the Moment of Eternity in all its glory.

  4. All of our possible lives and experiences are simultaneous, as they must be, with only one Moment in which to 'play' them.

  5. There can be no death of Consciousness itself, for whoever is running it, but conversely, ordinary awareness has never really been alive.

  6. Whoever is running Total Awareness (you? me?) is all the Consciousness that exists in the universe at that (this) moment.

  7. Nothing that we think we 'remember' ever happened at all (i.e., not in some ‘past’ but only as the present ‘memory’ [experience of attending to a thought that we ascribe to some “past experience”])!

  8. The 'future' (including my death) reveals itself to me (if I am awake for it) “before it actually gets here,” because it always has been.
Thus The Mystery of Death and the Afterlife: If I am Conscious, I am already Here,

where I'm going to be; if I am not, I'm already (and always have been) dead anyway (which I’m not when I am).  We’ll be dealing with this paradigm (and its paradoxes) in full detail in my chapter on Death.
This brings us to two related ideas that we should untangle in order to begin a path to understanding the sequence I’ve just laid out for you.  The first one is:

“There is only one single Consciousness, and I am <it>.”  If this phrase be taken the wrong way, it looks like solipsism or monism.  However, the way it was given to me was for the I-am to be taken as universal, only personalized in myself at the moment in which Consciousness is fully represented in me, single-pointedly.  This is why I had to put brackets around the “it” – to show that we can never properly define what that is, but we still have to aim in <its> direction. Then how can we know what that direction is?  By feeding conscience
, by listening deeply, by unbinding ourselves from the distractions of life.  This doesn’t necessarily mean going into seclusion, but rather to do our tasks with this new sensitivity and perspective.
In realizing that there is only one Consciousness (and therefore one soul
), and in discovering, through rigorous self-scrutiny, that one is hardly ever even approaching awakened consciousness, the realization comes that each and any of these other people is exactly as privy as I am to the Crown of Universal Realization (or however you would like to call your understanding of what that might be), and that each other is this exact same soul!
The second major idea we need to discuss is how everything can exist in a single moment, at a single point, as if all existence were some all-inclusive, yet infinitesimal, “black hole” which somehow contains all its mass at its singularity, and in which time cannot be defined.  The notion of matter’s falling into a black hole (i.e., entering beyond the event horizon
) becomes maddening when we realize that, in order for anything to fall in, past the event horizon, that falling entails displacement in space over a period of time
, but that’s not possible ‘when’ and ‘where’ time is undefined since, at the speed of light, time stops (or becomes undefined), according to the Theory of Relativity.  Also, there’s no way to comprehend how all mass could be assigned to a single point “in space” (that’s not really how it is, but it’s pretty much the only way we can describe it).
What we never realize is that our whole existence is like that: the only moment that can exist is this one, and the only consciousness that can experience this one moment is this one
 (me?
)  Everything else (but there isn’t really anything else) is an assignment that I make – whatever I think of, that is not this moment (but yet it is), is ascribed as memory or dream or fantasy or hallucination; but these are all only experiences in the present moment which do not fit neatly into the presumed sequence of events which I assign as my ‘real’ life.  That is to say, we’ve been taught to regard our experience as sequential, and that anything that doesn’t fit the rational order is either fantasy or dream or hallucination.
For another angle on existence vs time, let’s take a further example from science: Suppose we make a telescope that can see “all the way across (to the ‘edge’ of) the Universe, back to the moment of its creation (or very shortly afterwards, for certain reasons); the photons that comprise the light that we see from that moment has presumably been traveling at the speed of light for the ~14 billion years of existence.  But please remember what happens to time (according to Einstein) at the speed of light – it “slows to zero.”  So then, how much ‘time’ has elapsed, from the photon’s perspective, since the beginning of time? None! It is still the Moment of Creation for the photon, and no distance has been traversed (it takes time to displace something). That implies that the beginning of all existence is right here and now, where I am (you are).
Think about this: does it matter in which direction you point your telescope if it can see to the beginning of the universe?  Point it east or point it west and you are still looking at the same origin, and yet they appear to be on opposite sides of the sky. Science tries to account for that apparent paradox by saying that space is curved, but I believe it is much simpler (Occam’s razor) to say that it is not distance that we are looking through, but rather a sort of hall of mirrors – one that exists inside our heads (or, in the paradigm I am presenting, within the Singularity of Consciousness).
A corroborating example from science would be Bell’s Theorem and all its relatives. This has been amply verified experimentally: if a particle becomes split
, and each half flies off in its own direction, then if we operate on an attribute of one of the halves (spin, charge, etc.), a corresponding change takes place in its other half, instantly, no matter how far apart they have become. I claim that the easiest way to explain this property is to remind you that space and time are illusory – everything is still here and now, and cannot be anywhere or -when else; that is, I (the observer) and the observed are one, somehow, and I am here, so the object is also here, no matter where it seems to be (therefore even the idea that a particle has split is just a perspective).
A ‘simple’ explanation of how modern physicists are going way past the mark: that ‘expansion,’ ‘string theory,’ Bell’s theorem, ‘extra dimensions’ and “We can unify all five elementary forces with gravity, somehow, if we can only get it to go fast enough and with enough energy.”  All of those become as unnecessary as the mediæval epicycles in explaining how the universe really works.

Now let us see if we can embrace this line from mystical doctrine:

“Everyone else is a character in my dream, and I am ready to give my life for them.”

First I must recognize that I am equally a character in their dream, so that I never have to be more important than anyone else; this realization is crucial to ultimate enlightenment.  It is exactly the faltering of this point that the highest angels (Lucifer, B’Elz’vav, etc.) have fallen; we don’t want to do that anymore. Now that I am insignificant (and therefore free!) I can devote myself to their well-being; to do otherwise would re-enslave me, whether or not admitting any objective existence on their part, do you see?

The second part of this idea is expressed most definitively in the Tao Te Ch’ing (although it can be found in many other doctrines
): One who can be nothing, can be everything, or The intent of the personality-ego is always to validate itself, even at the expense of life itself, in the extreme case; the remedy is utter humility and self-examination.  In Castaneda’s terms (paraphrased), the tonal (instantiation of an ego-perspective, which we habitually refer to as reality) is a dream, only one of many possibilities; we get stuck in such a particular dream, and that prevents us from living our true nature, the ineffability of the nagual (the indefinable Other).  In Gurdjieff’s vernacular, at every point where I say I or me, that is only an artificial fragment which thinks it is sovereign until, perhaps only five minutes later, another fragment crowns itself as ‘king’; all of our fragments must be made subservient (and therefore nothing) to the Whole Self which may not even yet exist!

Why is Castaneda’s warrior ready to give his life for a dream-character?  First, because, knowing it is a dream, the warrior sees everything, including his own life, as equal to each other, and therefore does not reserve his own life as being more precious than another’s.  Secondly, the warrior practices controlled folly whereby, knowing that he cannot control the outcome of any dream-situation, he still holds himself responsible (not in the guilt sense of ordinary Christianity) and acts as if his decision and action are his last battle on earth, utterly committing to his course and his fate while not taking himself seriously; that is, he takes his commitment seriously, but not his ego.
This leads us to the next interesting paradigm of this work; for now, we can express it like this: We do not live in one homogeneous world, but simply are constantly doing “post-production editing”
 to make all the fragments seem to fit together.  I’ve found that this idea is just as hard for people to swallow as the no-time-or-space notion.  I suppose this is due to not leaving any terra firma for people to stand on – that is, we have defined ourselves in terms of our environs and earthly relationships; who and what are we without those?

This problem goes toward why I’ve asked you to try the silly exercises at the end of each chapter; a little bit of daily shape-stretching gives you a way to ultimately own yourself from the inside and redefine yourself in terms of your own psyche and feelings instead of in societal terms.
 After long enough and deep enough engraining of these new habits of being, we find ourselves more and more able to overcome the intense disorientation of awakening into illuminated self-knowledge.
  Until we have increased our shall-we-say dimensionality, we recognize neither ourself nor our surroundings, although eventually one does learn to navigate in the Unknown – not understand, in the usual meaning, but become proficient in a practical way, like the shamans and medicine people.
For our next paradoxical paradigm, let us consider reincarnation. This proposal is often taken as a more-or-less sequential
 series of previous lifetimes
 which might have lessons or messages for us in our “current lifetime.” Some authors
 describe a sort of circular reincarnation (viz. Groundhog Day) in which a person keeps reliving a lifetime (or a time within a lifetime), making different choices, hopefully until they finally “get it right.” In some examples the people were able to remember the steps they took; in others, they simply accepted the new reality with no idea of their origins; or something in-between, such as Richard Bach’s idea of communication between our future and past selves.

A third concept of life extension would be that, at a moment of crisis in which survival would not be possible (either immediate death or no chance of recovery), the soul splits off a new reality and “edits” the transition to make some sort of sense, even if that sense entails a miraculous event of some kind. An example of this was that I met a woman who found herself standing on the road, without a scratch on her, next to her flattened, upside-down car. I’ve heard of numerous such incidents, and I’ve had a few events myself, when I believed that I should have died but, instead, I was fine. 


What may be considered either a fourth type of life extension, or a variation of type three, would be the committing of suicide.  Many people believe that the souls of suicidals are always sent to “hell” (I was not raised with the concept of hell, so I won’t try to impose some meaning on it); others insist that they are sort of recycled into the general pool of souls, or simply that they vanish into infinity.

Now what I am going to propose here, instead of one of these frames of reincarnation, is that, just as in the field of dreams I described earlier, we are sitting in the center of our Dreaming Self, generating all the experiences and lifetimes that we need in order to fulfill some “soul path” or “destiny.” As such, each of our lifetimes, and every experience we have within them, is a dream in itself, and therefore subject to the operations of dreaming.  What that means is that, as with lucid dreaming techniques, we can choose various perspectives, we can change our role within the dream – from passive to active, from passenger to driver, from victim to warrior, etc.; we can form and change our relationships with the other characters in our dream, and we can potentially do dream-things in our “waking” life such as flying, teleportation, passing through walls and, perhaps most interestingly, “waking up” from your waking life into either a new dream or a new lifetime (or vice versa).
 

According to the tales, sorcerers, shamans and various adepts,
 have used this principle (that the reality-dream can be manipulated) to visit each other in their dream bodies and to bring back objects from other dimensions.  When we were children, most of us believed that such things were possible; it was only in taking membership in the shared mythology of our culture that we ruled out magical activity,
 but if you have been taking my chapter-end exercises seriously up to this point, you should already be at least noticing an increase of small events (synchronicities, disjunctions and anomalies) which could not be explained by the rules of normalcy.

This gives us a good segue to a related idea: We are actually going back and forth, from one line of life experience to another to another; from each of them, this reality is a dream!  The way I see this working is to imagine living in a series of bubbles, where each bubble operates under varyingly different law and principles.  Let’s say that, in the first bubble in which we find ourselves, the world is obviously flat; the planets, sun and stars obviously revolve about the earth; and fortune, illness and death are definitely the province of the gods.  Suppose we start drifting toward the edge of this bubble; here some of these axioms start seeming not quite so certain.  We begin hearing talk of people being banished or executed for blasphemously questioning the established order, or even coming up with observations which do not agree with what we all know to be true.
Now we come to the place where our first bubble touches some new bubble.  Here we actually meet someone, for example, who has witnessed something we’ve considered impossible – say, a ship which has sailed around the world without falling off, or a way to calculate celestial events more accurately, by regarding all planets, including the earth, revolving about the sun.  Perhaps we even hear of a place where the religious establishment does not have the last word on what can be discovered or discussed.

Upon sliding into a new reality bubble, we find that, not only do we hear about new ideas – we even find ourselves participating in some of them. I heard about sky-diving in high school and told my younger brother about it; he took it up and became a proficient sky diver, and then went on to become a paratrooper. When I first heard about bungee jumping I knew I’d never be able to do that, but one day I found myself jumping off of an 80’ tower!  I was very clear that I’d never be a jungle explorer, but the day came when I was visiting a native family in their Amazonian hut, and whistling a conversation with a mynah bird high up in the forest canopy.  My wife had never flown on a plane by the age of 60, and was never going to, but has now flown with me on three cross-country trips because something became important enough in her life that flying was necessary.

Eventually, though, we leave behind various realities, ones in which we loved and had deep relationships, or in which we fought wars or ran into legal entanglements. Even if we came away from those with PTSD or other scars, the events themselves begin to fade in memory, replaced by current relationships and priorities.  That represents a new bubble, even though we can recall the previous events (unless we have amnesia), if only under hypnotic induction.

Altered states of consciousness can also be represented by such bubbles.  For most of us, the bubbles of our dreams are so evanescent that we can hardly ever recall them.  Similarly, states in which we witness ghosts, ETs, spirits or miraculous events can be very difficult to reconstruct from their proper bubbles back to a far more limited bubble of common experience, which can be described by talking.
  In this paradigm, we might say that the distance between the bubbles is too great, or we can say that ordinary language does not have the constructs necessary to describe such supernatural events. We have a similar problem in attempting to recall events from infancy – the experiences are recorded non-verbally, in very primal parts of the brain.  That suggests why early traumas are often impervious to verbal therapy – words cannot touch the areas that were affected.


This brings us to the question of “How can we remember what we saw and what we knew in extraordinary states of consciousness, and then bring it back to where we are to improve our lives?”  There are several parts to answering this question.  The first is to drop the idea of “flattening out” everything to fit into the framework of ordinary life because, once one has strengthened and polished the links among the bubbles of awareness, there is no “ordinary life” to which to return!
 There is only this new world which, each day, becomes more magical, more strange, more full of possibilities.

The second part of the answer is to make the exercises and disciplines your life-long, enthusiastic task. Have you done my chapter-end exercises for two or three decades, as I recommended?  Have you taken a few pilgrimages to holy places and stayed there long enough to be transformed?  I’ve been throwing myself into all these for over half a century, never feeling confident that it has been enough, but confident that it must be done anyway.  How’s your faith, zeal, courage and humility?  How is your dreamwork coming along?  Do you take a stab at it, a few times a year, or is it your daily practice to struggle with recalling dreams, observing things in your waking life that remind you of your dreams, and vice versa?  Have you arranged your environment to remind you to remember your inner life and to seek the ineffable?

If you have made such efforts but still have trouble connecting your bubbles or understanding what you are witnessing, you could seek out a Master or a School.  These could help get you started, but you’ll be at risk of acquiring cult mentality and also of becoming dependent on them as a crutch, because you did not achieve results through your own efforts; therefore you can’t take the goods home with you – you don’t have your own power, it was borrowed.  My own teachers always emphasized not to worry about results, not try to take anything home with us, but just sit, just work, just dream, just do your best in all your interactions, just be a good example for others, just accept your fate, just put your next foot forward and take your next step, no matter what.  After a while I forgot all about results until one day I noticed that my world had changed in some subtle but remarkable way – it was as if I were in two places at once.  The quality of my dreams changed as well – I realized that they were teaching me how to operate my attention in various extraordinary circumstances, and also to volitionally change states of consciousness right within the dream!

One reason I like the term “bubbles” better than “realities” is that the latter connotes being factual and true, and a main purpose of this chapter is to dismantle such notions.  In a bubble, all I have is what the bubble allows me to have, just as if I lived in China, I would have only such thoughts as the Chinese language (and the local culture) provides.  You might be astonished at how many of what you suppose to be your own personal thoughts and feelings are, instead, merely handy labels and sound bites which get passed around within our culture.  In fact, once we stop using these labels, people no longer understand us, no longer trust us – we no longer seem to be a member of the community that uses those labels.
For my final paradigm of this chapter, I will only propose the outline of the idea, and then we’ll discuss it more thoroughly in later chapters.
Even God exists only in the singular moment of equipoise between Existence and Non-existence.  I and God are simultaneously assembling each other out of Ourself (this is the I of each of us, for we are all in one).  This is the original and final struggle between Being and Non-being, all at once, in one place, and nevermore.  All dreams, sub-dreams and sub-sub-dreams are subsumed in the singularity of All-in-Nothingness.
Exercises for Chapter Fifteen
1. Now that you have viewed the world (or at least parts of it) without assumptions, take the perspective of some other person, or even an animal, a tree or a building.  Choose a different one for each day.
2. Change your daily practices in some way, so as to challenge yourself more.
3. Select an occasion of several hours for wearing earplugs (unless you are already deaf); notice whether the things you see take on new characteristics or significance.
4. As you speak to other people, listen to yourself and the other person as if you were a third person in the conversation.  What is revealed to you that way?
5. Dreamwork: Choose some power that you frequently exhibit in your dreams: flying, levitating, going through walls, telekinesis, switching bodies, etc.  Attempt to do this in your waking life (I am not telling you to jump off a building!)  What is actually preventing you from doing this (whatever you chose), aside from the obvious?
6. Habitual moods and their triggers: Watch for some interactions that would normally make you angry, and change your reaction to delight.  How successful are your attempts to do this?  What do you hold onto?  If you succeed at delight, try changing your reaction to some other positive emotion.  Please make your choices in advance.
7. Continue to notice how you assign significance to everything that happens to you or around you every day.  Deliberately try out alternate meanings to them, even if they seem nonsensical.

References for Chapter Fifteen
� A famous example of which is Schrödinger’s cat, which is neither alive nor dead until the box is opened.


� Timothy Leary is paraphrased as saying, “If you want to get to your ultimate possibilities, you must first change paradigms; the alternate paradigm can even be nonsense, but adopting it will move you along.”


� Does that mean that everything is crushed down to a single physical point, or that there really isn’t anything material there in the first place?


� This is one that I made up, myself. (


� ‘Nature’ here is a cipher commonly used to mean the intelligence or volition behind what we observe in the world.  Scientists generally do not like to admit that this is what they mean by the term.


� The concept I’m proposing parallels, to at least some extent, that in Castaneda’s The Fire from Within.


� Castaneda (in The Eagle’s Gift) refers to these “raw materials” as “the Eagle’s emanations” or simply as laws.


� For example, the fact that I am still here writing (or reading) this, apparently not having died at all the ‘previous’ opportunities for doing so – I can characterize this point as being that, at each moment in which my cessation (of consciousness) was one branch of existence, ‘I’ (my consciousness) chose the alternative).


� If this ‘explanation’ is not becoming any clearer to you, it’s because I’m trying to ‘project’ a multidimensional concept onto a two-dimensional (flat) surface; that is, we normally discuss these concepts in ‘high’ states of consciousness, just as don Juan does with Castaneda or as a Zen master does with his student at the point of satori. These ideas are inherently non-rational, defying ‘logic’ and “common sense” although, as we shall presently see, hewing to another, more inclusive, order of sense.


� Imagine that you are shopping in the grocery market. Before you is a shelf with numerous choices: “Spaghetti & Meatballs with Tomato Sauce,” “Meatballs & Spaghetti in Tomato Sauce,” “Tomato Sauce with Spaghetti and Meatballs,” “New! Can of Lunch, containing spaghetti, meatballs and tomato sauce” and finally, “The Void, in which projections can be found, holographically, of “spaghettiness,” “meat-ball-ness,” “tomato-sauce-ness,” “everything-in-all-ness” or even “seeming-nothingness.” (Tnanks to Mad Magazine for the example.)


� Let’s say Moment of Eternity as opposed to a sequential position along a particular timeline.


� I am not necessarily referring to Jesus here.


� Two historical examples of scientists using political clout to suppress competition with their ideas are Isaac Newton and Thomas Edison.  More recently, we have the (now-debunked) claims of tobacco scientists that smoking their products was not only not harmful, but good for people!  Currently, scientists on both sides of the global warming issue are caught up in such political pressures. An equally controversial example is the skepticism of methodologies in the Official Report of the 9/11 Committee and the concomitant NIST report – both of these extensive documents have researchers claiming intractable sides against each other.


� This is a main theme from Supernatural, Ancient Teachers of Mankind, by Graham Hancock.


� People have often stood up and shouted at me for proposing these ‘explanations’ until they remember that, in order to change state, Tim Leary exhorted us to adopt any paradigm different from the ordinary!


� Actually, we keep missing it until the moment we catch the moment, see?


� And yet an important exercise featured in this book is to wake up often enough to take as many snapshots as possible, so the difference lies in the intentionality.


� Castaneda’s don Juan says that Death finds everyone, but waits for the Warrior to complete his dance. I take that as meaning that the ‘dance’ embraces all of the included worlds and lifetimes.


� It is not really awareness that people walk around in, even cleverly or competently. As we have discussed before, we learn to operate, for almost our whole lives, in just a multi-layered mythology that was doled out to us from the day we were born.


� I am taking conscience to be the experience of feeling how it is or will be, for oneself and for others, if one were to say or do a particular thing.  It is interesting that some languages do not distinguish between conscience and consciousness – then having remorse would mean to know oneself.


� Let us take ‘soul’ to mean “the point of sentiency” – the position of the Moment of Presence of Consciousness: Where/When I Am, and if that’s not where my self is, then either someone else is at that position or that point just doesn’t exist at that position on the map of sentiency.


� Remember that event horizon is defined as the radius from the singularity at which escape velocity = c (speed of light). That is why photons do not escape to reveal the “object” (except for gradual, random ‘leakage’ of both photons and mass).


� Actually, it’s acceleration over time, but I want to keep my example simpler.


� Try this for yourself: Can you exist in some other moment than Now? Even if you are remembering some ‘other’ moment, when is it that you are remembering it? Now, right?


� That is, your sense of selfness – not the pat self-congratulation of being “the species that is self-aware” but the true and complete sensation of being alive and sentient right here and now!


� Please remember that, according to quantum physics, any particle (e.g., electron/positron), springing from mere potentiality, has to split in order to continue existing.


� Mystical literature and mythology are filled with examples of this principle: How the beauty of mortal women had to be punished by Venus, Diana and Lilith; How the phallic ‘achievements’ of men (Tower of Babel, World Trade Center, etc.) were brought low and destroyed.  Gurdjieff (in Ouspensky) demonstrates how higher states of consciousness can be achieved only by subjugating the “little will” to a master or to a lineage; don Juan (in Castaneda) keeps showing Carlos that his ego knows nothing and remembers nothing, but when Carlos is bumped into Second Attention (or a transitional state), everything is revealed as magical.


� For example, in the Old Testament we find “A camel can pass through the Eye of the Needle easier than a rich man can enter Heaven.”  As I pointed out earlier, one of the gates in the wall of Jerusalem was just the size of an unladen camel, and therefore avoided tariffs.


� As in special-effects movies wherein animations and computer-generated characters are made to interact with human actors, or making a plane sitting on the ground appear to be flying through the air, etc.


� Remember I cautioned you that doing this work might perturb your relationships and social standing, because you won’t be able to lie convincingly and you’ll have trouble accepting the deceits of others.


� Such disorientation is well demonstrated in Stephen Spielberg’s Taken, the old Altered States movie and Contact, wherein Ellie is moving through the wormhole systems.


� In her nightly trances, Joan Grant would recite a scene from a past life whose connection to other scenes of that life would become apparent only after her husband’s having collected enough of these sessions to be able to piece them together before, after or during other scenes.


� Unexpectedly often as Cleopatra or Jesus or King Solomon or other heroic figures of history.


� This is a favorite theme of “The Twilight Zone” and many science-fiction and fantasy stories.


� Castaneda’s sorcerers are constantly moving realities around, and Lyn Andrews’ shamans operate through the dreamtime; other examples abound in mythology and occult literature. Sai Baba’s devotees report that their master did such things.


� Standard psychology considers “magical thinking” to be a pathological condition.


� I’m using the term normalcy, rather than “natural laws of physics,” to emphasize that “supernatural” events only seem nonsensical to us because of our cultural bias and lack of imagination; after all (as I’ve discussed earlier), Newton’s universally accepted laws of thermodynamics only work within relatively narrow conditions: not too fast or too massive, not too hot or cold, not too large or small, etc.


� Our current society seems to be sliding backwards in this department.


� Castaneda’s don Juan asserts that the rational world is not only described by talking, it is constructed from it!


� This is a main theme in Castaneda’s Journey to Ixtlan – the warrior attempts to return to his hometown, but it is no longer what he left, and it is no longer where he left it.
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