farcl 3, 1961

Friend 4l,

(4@ regards my quibbling or avaluation) i5u have forgstten
that all you ask for la conversational fedder. I have keen
trying these months to f£ind out what you want or want done
ani 1t woila dowm to --”Kaep en writiug +ma de not try te
g8k lntellkent guest ons.’ +gat oam ensus but drivel,
an1 when the 1rivel cowss there is no peint in or iticizing.

I am trying %o tol;ow tha instructions. Yeu saili wmrite,
even if I recite "“ary bad a 1little lamb.” Do not take
anytbing too merisuslythat L #8§.....nedever 1 would feel
more uninhibited if you wounld answer seme of my questions.

Eaturally yeu agras thalt wrdse and language are of some
inpertance slme se would met pe using thlas medium ef commun-
ication, And with these werde we are constantly evaluating.
Until we get in some peculimr rapport where words are
superfloneng.

In my diggings I find some lesst common denominators in
or among the lome and religlowe theory and lmplémentation.

I agked you a faw you 414 not answer, Ie the logos, or
the word of Ged, an audisle seudd? I am not asking thils {
out of levity. (

From ycur notes under krys yoga, L presume that you mean

that man at death losnes self-identity, or sslf-consciowmnessa.
4 orawareneness. I atill would like te knew why you £ind it
impertant test-is knowledge of oblivien. Yaa, I realize

that there may be a suktle kind ef oconmcloumneas that

might poasible survive uncensclouenesa, but then it is
immediately in the category of self-censciousness.

The "lew tome™ of our correspendence has been set By you.
You nave im fact attacked me for bsing polite. I havs

quotes frem your letters L oconld refer teo....hkut you
are aware-ef them. 1 ocannot deduce them that you are se

Tinnecant as doves”.
Bow d0 you know Liicoln dlacovered 1t?

If the atudent eecks the guru, bhos will he knew him when
he finds him?
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