Reformulating the concept of God.

If we are to comply with our stated objective of trying to help people to achieve a sustained feeling of meaning, or to maximize their sapience, at the same time we are sorting out what may do that and what may not, we must device ways to approach people that are at different stages of development.  For this, whenever possible, I propose, to modulate conceptualization  in a way that doesn’t require them to drop at once the concepts they are used to. Only when concepts are found to be irretrievably beyond improvement or in contradiction to evidence(our best assessment of it), should the judgement of WRONG be applied to them.

In practice, I, when speaking to religious people(that are not trying to “convert me” If the are, I don’t talk to them.) I let them express their Ideas of god and good, and try to point out the inconsistencies I see, without going into an expenditure of my energy by discussing matters in a give and take situation. 

But, when talking to people that have taken some steps away from the mythology of religion and don’t’ seem to have an inflexible concept of God, I can dwell as much as they want to into some possible reformulation of the concept, I don’t simply dismiss the concept.

I have been in that path myself and I know that you can not step from where you are not.

Some ways of reformulating the concept that, to may mind, have no contradiction to experience are:

God: Is the best part in you, that you naturally aspire to be, It is the “Ideal” of People.  It is only because of fear that people have learned to put God outside and above themselves, as if the God from above can protect them better.  The only protection we have is our own best being.(or form of being).

God: is the generative order of the universe.

God: is the spirit of the universe.

    Spirit as in: “The spirit of a book”. Or” the spirit of the law.” Or “the spirit of Da Vinci”( he is dead but his spirit motivates me.)

Synonyms : Spirit–Meaning—Sense

Spirit is in EVERYTHING, without being A thing.

Spirit is in the INTERACTION of things.

God is a process, not an entity.

God is a process to be acted upon, not an entity to be prayed to.

A book has a spirit as long as a mind reads it, and that spirit moves minds.

The book as a thing, has no spirit.

God: is the evolutionary process.

God is the INTERACTION of the awareness of all the species that seek to maintain themselves, thereby putting awareness in the face of different environments to be selected for more awareness.

God is the Sapience that creates us and the Sapience that we create.

I don’t think any of the foregoing contradicts experience.  Those concepts help one to continue stepping, and they give a sense of the aesthetical, which should never be disregarded in questions of MEANING.

I don’t’ know if this is true, not being a scholar ( well, even scholars dishonestly or honestly give us false interpretations) But a writer asserts that the original words in the Jewish Scriptures were not:

“Behold, Israel, the Lord is your only God”

Which really doesn’t say anything)

But were instead:

“Behold, Israel, BEINGNESS is your only God”.

(Which could mean a lot.  For one: “don’t go around inventing Gods.”

Meridalva.

