Scientism, Atheism, And The Admissibility Of
Spiritual Experience

Post by “Elayne” of November 22, 2020 at 10:57 PM

Don , the times | have had those experiences, they have not been what | would call cognitive
but more ineffable. In my experience it requires a significant degree of backing away from the
peak before any sort of explanatory stuff gets piled on, and the words as _explanations_ are
superfluous and baseless... but as evocative communication, words have some use.

It's when people come away from the peak that they incorporate their beliefs into what
happened. So people who are fully grounded in a physical universe vs supernaturalism are not
going to add religious interpretations. The experiences retain their full poetic quality. It's a bit
ironic to me that the scientists are the ones who seem best able to sustain the poetic approach
towards these feelings, rather than being concrete, lol.

It baffles me why imagination is seen as somehow insulting or inferior, vs having a literal image
from a literal being... | find the human imagination to be astonishing and marvelous! A godlike
feature, indeed.

| could certainly see the point in using hyperbolic language to communicate the intensity and
ineffability of what people feel... a problem these days is that too many take that language
literally, as explanation instead of as a description of feeling. They take it as pseudoscience
instead of as poetry.

But DeWitt said Epicurus was opposed to poetry. So Idk what that means when it comes to his
statements about gods.
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