We are making the switch now from Dynamics of Time and Space to Love of Knowledge. The two books are different in tone, but not so different that this should cause any problems.

 

The real different here is that the reading for Love of Knowledge does not speak in terms of stories, which is where our focus has been. Instead, it speaks of models. It also speaks of “descriptive knowledge,” a term introduced earlier in the book, at pp. 104-106. (A few other previously defined terms are also used in the reading, such as “polar knowledge,” but you can safely ignore those for our purposes.)

 

The natural question is this: what is the relation between stories and models? One quick answer is that while we can inhabit stories, we do not inhabit models. Models are abstract: they aim to describe and explain.

 

Still, a model can be understood as a special version of a story, less sweeping in its claims. When Rinpoche writes (130) that “the model that establishes models as valid” goes unquestioned, this is very much like the observation that the story that proclaims the content of stories to be real is ‘invisible’.

 

To explore this for yourself, here is an exercise: go through the chapter and wherever it uses the word “model” substitute the word “story.” Sometimes this will work and sometimes it will not. The times it works will help you understand something new about stories, and the times it does not work will also help you understand something about stories (and models). We can discuss this next time.

 

This week for the first time I would like to assign one of the formal TSK Exercises: Exercise 9 in Dynamics. There are three parts to the exercise. The first one is a reminder that beneath all stories, we find space. The second challenges the split between subject and object in the realm of the senses; you can compare it to the discussion of the interactibility of subject and object that we covered in the phone call for this past week. The third part of the exercise invites space into our thoughts. For our purposes, you can treat ‘thought’ and ‘story’ as equivalent, though this is a topic worth exploring on its own.

 

Please also continue with the basic practice of looking at the stories you tell and inhabit, the stories that invite you to enter and the stories that get told to make sense when the existing structures start to fall apart.
