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FOREWORD

All “life systems’, in particular sociosystems, and even more specificdly, the corporate
indtitutions of science and technology, act to maintain themsdlves. Y &, given such sysemsina
changing environment, so also do dl “viable life sysems’ act to transform themsdves. In fact,
al persons ether individudly or collectively are committed to some degree of change tempered
by some degree of sability, or vice versa. Nevertheless this difference is the “ paradox of

systemic existence’ and is experienced as a tension between “actsto maintain” and “actsto

change’ agiven order.

If the order isthe socia order, or the state which isfounded thereon, then the actsof an
individua or smal group to change it can be resisted with enormous apparent power. Such isthe
casein current industrial societies which, to agreet extent, are founded on the monopoly of
systemantic reductionism in modern scienceftechnology. Radica innovation which is out of
consonance with the monopoaly is ether ignored , neutralized, or eradicated. Still, the essence of

being human isthat we can choose to be “crazy” . The essence of being politicaly human isthat
under certain circumstances we must choose to be crazy. Indeed, when the arrogance of a
methodology (i.e., the causal methodology of systemantic reductionism) leads to the expenditure
of billionsof unknowing (and perhgps unwilling) tax-payers  dollars without a philosophical/
Theoreticad/experimenta dternative as a control (alathe fundamenta tenent of science), only a
profound craziness can begin to neutraize the insanity of pure pogitivisic mechaniam in science.

It isimportant, perhaps even critica, that we neither disregard the above, accept it at face
vaue, nor become obsessed with it. In the words of Don Juan, we must accept without accepting
and disregard without disregarding. But thistoo is systemically paradoxical. This then brings us
to the fundamenta purpose for the Inditute,, i.e. to develop the non-paradoxica symbol forms
of RELATION(AL) SYSTEMS wherein there is the more frequent

AHA!O R(S) —~NESS IS O



BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE

INTRODUCTION

The third quarter of the 20" century has seen a growing unrest with our present
conceptudizations of experience. Thistrend is now rapidly approaching a crigis point
which will necesstate a mgjor shift inworld view. The emerging paradigm isonein

which the “deep structure” of the universe is viewed as a super hologrant. The data

underlying this conceptua revolution comes from various areas of the “frontiers of
research” which are * other-than-norm”. The unifying feature throughout this datais the
concept of awhole as asystem which presencesin every part®. This, however, is
precisely the critica property of the optica hologram. (See Appendix 1)

In the large, orthodox research has dways actively resisted or passively ignored
al datawhich is* other-thartnorm”. The current crissin knowledge has been cogently
summarized in the suggested need for a different scientific methodology for eech
(altered) state of consciousness® . The fundamental resolution of this crisis, however,

necessitates a shift (or broadening) in paradigm®* such that the present sole concern with

system-as-totdity is extended to emphasize the system-as-whale. It is no longer

questionable as to whether this shift will come; it is of concern, however, asto how long
it will take Snce it has been previoudy observed that magor conceptua changes may
require 50 years”.

SYSTEM-AS-TOTALITY

Thenotion of system (and of subsystems) has two fundamentd redlizations. In one form
asysem is assumed to be identica with the totdity of its subsystemns (components). In
this case, the sysem is viewed as exiging only  through the interraion of its parts, the
latter thus being prior to the totality. In the second form a system is assumed to be a
whole which presences in each of its subsystems (parts). As such, the syslem and
subsystems are mutudly existent, neither being prior to the other. The notion of system-
as-totdity, representable through the interrelation of components, is the form which has
dominated the evolution of modern science and society and which characterizes the bulk



of research on (genera) systems, sysemantics, and systemantilectics aswell asits
implementations, technologicaly, educationdly, etc.

GENERAL SYSTEMS

“The higtory of ‘recent’ human evolution is significantly arecord of the evolution
of rationd symbol systems, thet is, of systems which conceptualy image and extend
human experience, both past and projected. Scattered thoughout this history have been a
few revolutionary developments which most profoundly influences the subsequent nature
of human existence. Such developments include written language; mathemétics, the
scientific method; the industrid and technologica revolutions, especidly the technology
of the mediaranging from the printing press, to radio, film and TV; Xerox; and the
computer revolution. And yet, despite this extended “golden age of rationdity”, thereis
an ever growing suspicion that something is awry.

It isour contention that al preceding revolutionary developments of new
symbol systems which seemingly resolved the immediate crises of the time, were redly
only variations on the theme of asingle symbol form. In fact, it is amatter of record that
through out history, human symbol systems have largely been representable in one
explicit form, namely asthe INTERRELATION OF SY STEMS. Theimplicit assumption
in thisworld view (let us summarily denoteit asthe SY STEMIC world view) isthat dl
systems can be connected through singular relations and thet dl rdaions exist only
between systems. Although there are (amost) uncountable specific redizations of this
ideq it dill remainsasingularly congdraining form contralling nearly dl symbol
cregtions.

In an attempt to avoid being misunderstood, we should emphasize that we are no
saying that thisworld view iswrong. Obvioudy thereis an aspect, perhaps even the
predominant agpect, of human experience which is conggtently imaged in this symbol
form. To cite only on current successful example, we note the brilliance and excitement
of the SY STEMIC physcd/engineering achievements of the internationa space
program.” (¥ NOTE: A copy of reference ©©) isincluded herein as APPENDIX 1.



As acontinuation of this gpplied research into the domain of bioengineering, it
should be noted that the future developments in biosystems technology can be expected
to be nothing short of formidable (see APPENDIX 111)!

A partid review of the developmentsin generd systems, () induding the origins
and early formulations, ® philosophica systemization, and evolutionary and organismic
systemstheory 9 can be gleaned from a recent doctoral thesis on humanistic systems
theory. 1Y Other critical contributions include work on the foundations of systemic
mathematics, morphogenesis, stability/instability, and catastrophe theory. ) In pardld
conceptud efforts, the work on general semantics, Sructuralism, genesa, synergetic-
energetic geometry, ¥ mathematical life sciences, 2 and info/communication media 2%
to mention afew, are paramount. To exemplify applications of genera systems, any
work on systems analysis in organization development will suffice. @2 Findly, the very
brilliant work on the unifying principle of systemstransformation (%® are considered to
punctuate the current conceptua state in the evolution of generd systems.

2. GENERAL SYSTEMANTICS
Given the above, it must also be noted thet it is common experience that systems-

as-totdities are paradoxicd, i.e. they work poorly or not at al and, when working,
seldom work as expected. Nearly everyoneisfamiliar with “Murphy’s Law”; if anything
can go wrong, it will. Fewer, however, know of “O’'Brian’s Law” which smply sates
that “Murphy was an optimist”. Perhgps the most brilliant lay summary of the
problems/dilemmas/paradoxes of general systems is the work on systemantics %% in
which the first systematic (1) presentation of why systemsfail is presented. To place this
in philosophica perspective, there is the generd work on the paradoxica nature of redity
(25 However, it has been in the study of the foundations of mathematical systems that
there have emerged the most profound ingghtsint the paradoxical inconsstencies of
genera formal systems. Three milestones in this research are Russall’ s Paradox 29,
Godel’ s Incompleteness Theorem ) | and the ERP (Einstein- Rosen+ Podol sky) Paradox
(28)

Although these examples are quantitatively sparse, dbeit quditatively densein
impact, they do underscore our mgjor point of concern here which is smply that systemic
redity is paradoxica in the sysem-as-totality form. Aswill be discussed further



subsequently, this condition isinherent in a gpecific property of systems-as-totalities,

namely, they are defined through boundaries. As will be shown, boundaries and

paradoxes are mutually generative 2 .
GENERAL SYSTEMANTILECTICS

There are three categories of approachesto the “resolution” of paradox, only one of
which isitsdf expressble in the sysemic world view, or more particularly, in terms of systmes-
as-totdities. Thisisthe sysem -> system shift gpproach in which the paradox is diminated from
the conceptud Structure (leve) of concern by shifting it to “an-other” system (leve). This
category includes dl of the “hierarchid” and/or “ meta-systemica” forms exemplified by
Russdl’ s theory of types (30) , the meta- mathematica solution of the prisoner’ s dilemma (31) ,
Bdl’s theorem (32) and the many-worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics (33) .

In the next section, we will identify the two other categories of approaches to paradox
resultion. In closing this section on the systemantilectical resolution of the systemantical

inconsgtancies of genera systems (-as-totalities) nothing could be more appropriate than to

reference Bearden's formulation of the “fourth law of Logic” ¥ . (Note: A copy of this semend
paper is addended hereto as APPENDIX IV.) Since this paper obvioudy speaks for itsdf, we
here only note that this work together with that on the laws of form (founded on the assumed
existence of “discrimination”) (2 and the agebra of probable inference (in which al

probabilities are assumed to be “conditiona”) G condtitute the origins of the work-in-progress

(29 This latter represents the most condensed and lucid synthesis of the essence

on boundaries
of system-as-totdity and the preface to system-as-whole, specificaly because the fourth law of
logic has arepresentation in the form of INTERRELATED RELATIONS. Findly, we note that
this effort aso effectively consummates the devel opment of Hegdlian didectics which itsdf

implicitly reached beyond system-as-totality with atacit INTERRELATION OF SYSTEMS &

RELATIONS representation, a step toward non-paradoxicd redity which isrelationd in

essence.
C. SYSTEM-AS-WHOLE

The notion of system-as-whaole, which can not be represented only through the
interrelation of parts, has been predominantly characteristic of most “other-than-norm”

experience. With the advent of optica holography, however, thereis now asmple and lucid



physica paradigm for the sysem-as-whole, the hologram. Through this latter there is a direct
visud demongration of the critical property of the whole, that it is present in each part.
1. HOLISTIC/HOLOGRAPHIC EXPERIENCE (A WHOLE ISNO-THING)

Perhaps the most efficacious gpproach to a representative survey of literature on holism
would begin with the identification of journas which have set the Sandards. At the top of this
list would probably be Julius Stuman's Fields Within Fidlds ... Within Fields®® since this

journa has served to effectively conjoin holigtic considerations with genera systems research.

Also noteworthy is Jeanne P. Rindge' s Human Dimengons which has served admirably in

bringing various holistic thinkers and other-than-norm data to a genera sophisticated audience.
Since mogt other-than-norm scientific data in this century either emanates from or has been
influenced by psi research, The Journal of Parapsychology 8 from J. B. Rhine’s Foundation for

Research on the Nature of Man is mandatory reading for any serious student of holistic science.
And last but certainly no least we note Arthur Y oung's The Journa for The Study of

Consciousness 9 and Marilyn Ferguson’s Brain/Mind Bulletin. (4%

As networking references which would largely span the literature on the other-than-norm
research and organizations conducting and/or implementing the same, we choose the following:
The Guidebook for the Study of Psychical Research; the Worldwide Directory of the
International Cooperation Council; Books for Inner Development; and Specula 9, the Journd of

the American Association of Meta- Science.

For comprehensive reviews of other-than-norm research, the world of Ostrander and
Schroeder “®, Watson *®), and Tompkins and Bird are paramount.

Findlly, we note that two Journas 48 4% have recently devoted entire issues to the
presentation of the holographic redity (See dso APPENDIX V for a chronology of the
holographic reality concept). An interesting review of this concept % focusing on the critical
property of aconsgent symbol sysem, namely that it not only stands for but actudly isthe
Redity which it symbolizes, is addended hereto as APPENDIX VI.

In concluding this section we can do no better in introducing the next than to cite a paper
examining the holographic redlity as a bridge between the rationa and the intuitive 2, being

soecificdly the report of a meditator on an intuitive religious experience of the holographic
redity (See APPENDIX VII), of AHA!" R(S)-NESS | S.




2. RELATIONAL SYSTEMS
Recognizing thet the interrelation of parts, thet is, the INTERRELATION OF SYSTEMS

symbol form, isinsufficient for representing human experience, in particular, experience of

system-as-whole (is no-thing) we have introduced the generd presumption of the existence of
four rdationd forms. the INTERRELATION OF SYSTEMS, the INTERRELATION OF
SYSTEMS AND RELATIONS, theINTERRELATION OF RELATIONS, and RELATED
(SYSTEM) —NESS (.R(S) —-NESS). Logicdly, these four forms exhaust the number of possible
categories which can be obtained by combining “systems’ and “relations’ through “relaions’.

The second and third of these forms have no explicit historical precedent and it is our creation
and actudization of these forms which isthe unique and radica departure point for a
SYMBOLIC RELATIONAL (R)IEVOLUTION in which a consstent symbol system not only
images but aso isthe actiond redlity which it symbolizes.

Hence, SYMBOLIC RELATIONAL SY STEMS are founded mainly on the experientia
recognition of the essentidity of reation, especialy theINTERRELATION OF RELATIONS, a
thesswhich isin direct contrast to the historica and current emphasis on system, particularly on
thing and thingness. Thisrevolutionary abstraction of INTERRELATED RELATIONS is
redized asan ACTUAL RELATIONAL SYSTEM through the fidd, a representation for a
system (either astotdity or whole) quantifiable as energy; the fidld/energy for a system-as-whole
is taken to be the whaling interrelation of part-part relations and part-whole relations.

In that we have included as APPENDI X |1 the paper entitled “ Relationd Systems. A
Review Emphasizing Whole (Fidd; Energy)/Part (Particle; Atom) Interrdationsin Relationa

Life-Systems Theories’, we here only summarize some of the principle findings of previous

D. SYSTEM-AS-WHOLE (FIELD; ENERGY)/PART (PARTICLE; ATOM)
EXPERIENTIAL/EXPERIMENTAL DATA
Without qudification, the most disturbing data for systems science to ded with has been

the “ other-than-norm” observations of “ action-at-a-distance (fidd) phenomena” and “ subtle

(unknown) energies.” In addition to the references of Section C above, especidly the

bibliographies of references 46 and 47, the work of Krippner ®? as one of the most persistent
investigators of “other-than-norm” phenomenaiscritical. This|atter reference, for example,

contains an interesting paper by Tiller on energy field observations ®. Similarly, much of the



work of Hills ® is committed to elucidating subtle energies. Examples of experimental work on
remote perception by Rauscher ®® and PK phenomena by Hasted °® spedificaly exemplify
psychic-action-at-a-distance and the breakdown of space-time descriptions. Thework on
pyramids ©7) is an instance of a rudimentary study of the “shape of fields’ asis the work of
Langham 8 and Fuller 9. In arecent re-introduction of the concept of an “ether”, Andrade has
shown that specid relativity can be derived from Newtonian physics by quantizing the ether 8.
The development of the notion of the formalon (atom of “spaceltime’) is continuing in the work

of Hamann and Bearden ©®. The study of life fidld energies has an extensive history of which

we here mention only Reich %, because he also introduced the concept of a bion, the

monumental work of Burr ¢© and the more recent of Motoyama ®Y. In ending this sparse
exemplifying summary, we recall the now defunct Journal of Psychoenergetic Systems 2, note

that there is anew lay-journd on other-than-norm energies (63), and remind you of the Journa
of the American Association for Metascience, Specula %9,

Asthe last congderation of this section we want to draw attention to the work of T. Galen
Heironymus (" in particular the legendary Heironymus machine ®® | sinceiit is one of the most
lucid exemplifications of acritica property of RELATIONAL SYMBOL SYSTEMS, i.e. they
not only stand for but actually are the redlity they symbolize. Hence, the fundamental purpose of
the Indtitute, i.e. to develop the nonparadoxical symbol forms OF RELATION (AL) SYSTEMS
wherein there is the more frequent AHAL.R(S)-NESS |S,, is more clearly presenced. By way of
elucidation we note the following: The Heironymus machine is the physica (chemo; nuclo;
and/or formo) manifestation of a hardware/software (robo) system implementing a

symbol/communication (socio) system whereby a cregtive/reactive (psycho) system can change
(bio) system energies. Theimportant point hereis that it has been observed ©7) that the machine
(hardware) system in its essentia function can itsalf be replaced by the design of blueprint (the
symboal system) which can in turn be replaced in the same function by the conscious operator
(the psychosystem). Hence the machine is the symbol and the symbol actudly is the machine it
symbalized This symbal (ritud)/actud (thing) identification has dso been explored be Des Pros
in his most incredible study of life in the death camps 8 and has been applied by Wenger in his
principle of description % — you become (are) what you describe. Findlly we note that much

other-than-norm experience (occult and esoteric; spiritua science; the supernatura; metascience;
magic and achemy; etc.) depends upon the principle of symbol/actud identity asin the



Kabbaah (language of symbal, language of love), “I Ching”, and of course in sympathetic magic
(70:70) " 1n closing we reference two organization critical in the study and technical development
of whole field energy instrumentation” “The Psychotronic Association” ("? and the Mankind

Research Foundation” (7).
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