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The Owl is in Harrogate

Talk philosophy to people as a cover for knowing **** all about it 14 now 15 the Owl is
curious about that 14 now 15
So, a philosophical dualist might then complain: "You've described how hurting affects your mind —
but you still can't express how hurting feels." This, I maintain, is a huge mistake — that attempt to
reify 'feeling' as an independent entity, with an essence that's indescribable. As I see it, feelings are
not strange alien things. It is precisely those cognitive changes themselves that constitute what
'hurting' is — and this also includes all those clumsy attempts to represent and summarize those
changes. The big mistake comes from looking for some single, simple, 'essence' of hurting, rather
than recognizing that this is the word we use for complex rearrangement of our disposition of
resources

A mental model is an explanation of someone's thought process about how something works
in the real world. It is a representation of the surrounding world, the relationships between its
various parts and a person's intuitive perception about his or her own acts and their
consequences. Mental models can help shape behavior and set an approach to solving
problems (akin to a personal algorithm) and doing tasks.

A mental model is a kind of internal symbol or representation of external reality,
hypothesized to play a major role in cognition, reasoning and decision-making. Kenneth
Craik suggested in 1943 that the mind constructs "small-scale models" of reality that it uses
to anticipate events.
Jay Wright Forrester defined general mental models as:
"The image of the world around us, which we carry in our head, is just a model. Nobody in
his head imagines all the world, government or country. He has only selected concepts, and
relationships between them, and uses those to represent the real system."
In psychology, the term "mental models" is sometimes used to refer to mental representations
or mental simulation general
Qualia is a term used in philosophy to refer to individual instances of subjective, conscious
experience. The term derives from a Latin word meaning for "what sort" or "what kind."
Examples of qualia are the pain of a headache, the taste of wine, or the perceived redness of
an evening sky.
Daniel Dennett - American philosopher and cognitive scientist, writes that qualia is "an
unfamiliar term for something that could not be more familiar to each of us: the ways things
seem to us."

I am the eve of a summer’s day
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**************************************************
**************************************************
************************************************
Erwin Schrödinger (1887-1961) had this counter-materialist take:
"The sensation of colour cannot be accounted for by the physicist's objective picture of lightwaves. Could the physiologist account for it, if he had fuller knowledge than he has of the
processes in the retina and the nervous processes set up by them in the optical nerve bundles
and in the brain? I do not think so."
Nagel argues that consciousness has an essentially subjective character, a what-it-is-like aspect. He
states that "an organism has conscious mental states if and only if there is something that it is like to
be that organism — something it is like for the organism." Nagel also suggests that the subjective
aspect of the mind may not ever be sufficiently accounted for by the objective methods of
reductionistic science. He claims that "f we acknowledge that a physical theory of mind must
account for the subjective character of experience, we must admit that no presently available

conception gives us a clue how this could be done." Furthermore, he states that "it seems unlikely
that any physical theory of mind can be contemplated until more thought has been given to the
general problem of subjective and objective."
detailed argument does involve a lot of assumptions about conceivability and possibility, which are
open to criticism. Perhaps it is not possible for a given brain state to produce anything other than a
given quale in our universe, and that is all that matters.
Howard Robinson is a philosopher who has concentrated his research within the philosophy of mind.
Taking what has been through the latter part of the last century an unfashionable stance, he has
consistently argued against those explanations of sensory experience that would reduce them to
physical origins. He has never regarded the theory of sense-data as refuted, but has set out to refute
in turn the objections which so many have considered to be conclusive. The version of the theory of
sense-data he defends takes what is before consciousness in perception to be qualia as mental
presentations that are causally linked to external entities, but which are not physical in themselves.
Unlike the philosophers so far mentioned, he is therefore a dualist, one who takes both matter and
mind to have real and metaphysically distinct natures.
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Edmond Wright - philosopher who considers the intersubjective aspect of perception. From
Locke onwards it had been normal to frame perception problems in terms of a single subject
S looking at a single entity E with a property p. However, if we begin with the facts of the
differences in sensory registration from person to person, coupled with the differences in the
criteria we have learned for distinguishing what we together call "the same" things, then a
problem arises of how two persons align their differences on these two levels so that they can
still get a practical overlap on parts of the real about them—and, in particular, update each
other about them.
Wright mentions being struck with the hearing difference between himself and his son,
discovering that his son could hear sounds up to nearly 20 kilohertz while his range only
reached to 14 kHz or so. This implies that a difference in qualia could emerge in human
action (for example, the son could warn the father of a high-pitched escape of a dangerous
gas kept under pressure, the sound-waves of which would be producing no qualia evidence at
all for the latter). The relevance for language thus becomes critical, for an informative
statement can best be understood as an updating of a perception—and this may involve a
radical re-selection from the qualia fields viewed as non-epistemic, even perhaps of the
presumed singularity of "the" referent, a fortiori if that "referent" is the self. Here he
distinguishes his view from that of Revonsuo, who too readily makes his "virtual space"
"egocentric."
Wright's particular emphasis has been on what he asserts is a core feature of communication,
that, in order for an updating to be set up and made possible, both speaker and hearer have to
behave as if they have identified "the same singular thing," which, he notes, partakes of the
structure of a joke or a story. Wright says that this systematic ambiguity seems to opponents
of qualia to be a sign of fallacy in the argument (as ambiguity is in pure logic) whereas, on
the contrary, it is sign—in talk about "what" is perceived—of something those speaking to
each other have to learn to take advantage of. In extending this analysis, he has been led to
argue for an important feature of human communication being the degree and character of the

faith maintained by the participants in the dialogue, a faith that has priority over what has
before been taken to be the key virtues of language, such as "sincerity," "truth" and
"objectivity". Indeed, he considers that to prioritize them over faith is to move into
superstition.
Erwin Schrödinger, - theoretical physicist and one of the leading pioneers of quantum
mechanics, also published in the areas of colorimetry and color perception. In several of his
philosophical writings, he defends the notion that qualia are not physical.
The sensation of colour cannot be accounted for by the physicist's objective picture of lightwaves. Could the physiologist account for it, if he had fuller knowledge than he has of the
processes in the retina and the nervous processes set up by them in the optical nerve bundles
and in the brain? I do not think so
He continues on to remark that subjective experiences do not form a one-to-one
correspondence with stimuli. For example, light of wavelength in the neighborhood of
590 nm produces the sensation of yellow, whereas exactly the same sensation is produced by
mixing red light, with wavelength 760 nm, with green light, at 535 nm. From this he
concludes that there is no "numerical connection with these physical, objective characteristics
of the waves" and the sensations they produce.
Schrödinger concludes with a proposal of how it is that we might arrive at the mistaken belief
that a satisfactory theoretical account of qualitative experience has - or might ever - be
achieved:
Scientific theories serve to facilitate the survey of our observations and experimental
findings. Every scientist knows how difficult it is to remember a moderately extended group
of facts, before at least some primitive theoretical picture about them has been shaped. It is
therefore small wonder, and by no means to be blamed on the authors of original papers or of
text-books, that after a reasonably coherent theory has been formed, they do not describe the
bare facts they have found or wish to convey to the reader, but clothe them in the terminology
of that theory or theories. This procedure, while very useful for our remembering the fact in a
well-ordered pattern, tends to obliterate the distinction between the actual observations and
the theory arisen from them. And since the former always are of some sensual quality,
theories are easily thought to account for sensual qualities; which, of course, they never do.
His reason is that it puts the entities about which we require knowledge behind a "veil of
perception," an occult field of "appearance" which leaves us ignorant of the reality presumed to be
beyond it. He is convinced that such uncertainty propels into the dangerous regions of relativism and
solipsism: relativism sees all truth as determined by the single observer
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Consciousness
The quality of a subject's perspective, experiences, feelings, beliefs, and desire
Whatever the answer to the problem, it can be said that subjectivity, which is the way that the
subject expresses itself, constantly undergoes change, though still retains constant characteristics,
depending on the subject who has the potential to affect their subjectivity. This is true, that
subjectivity is constantly undergoing change, because what makes up our psychic experience is a
wide range of perceptions, sensations, emotions, thoughts and beliefs, that, through the passage of
time, and our relation to space, constantly generate transformation in terms of our subjective
relation to the world.
To subject experience to fundamental, critical scrutiny: to take nothing for granted and to show the
warranty for what we claim to know.”
it entails an unusual combination of discipline and detachment to suspend, or bracket, theoretical
explanations and second-hand information while determining one's “naive” experience of the
matter. The phenomenological method serves to momentarily erase the world of speculation by
returning the subject to his or her primordial experience of the matter, whether the object of inquiry
is a feeling, an idea, or a perception. According to Husserl the suspension of belief in what we
ordinarily take for granted or infer by conjecture diminishes the power of what we customarily
embrace as objective reality.
The quality or nature of a given experience is often referred to by the term qualia, whose
archetypical exemplar is "redness". For example, we might ask, "Is my experience of redness the
same as yours?" While it is difficult to answer such a question in any concrete way, the concept of
intersubjectivity is often used as a mechanism for understanding how it is that humans are able to
empathise with one another's experiences, and indeed to engage in meaningful communication
about them. The phenomenological formulation of Being-in-the-World, where person and world are
mutually constitutive, is central here
Rogers attempts to put a therapist in closer contact with a person by listening to the person's report
of their recent subjective experiences, especially emotions of which the person is not fully aware.
For example, in relationships the problem at hand is often not based around what actually happened
but, instead, based around the perceptions and feelings of each individual in the relationship. The
phenomenal field focuses on "how one feels right now".

What the **** is a user interface? Of course it is
The person–computer interface can be described as the point of communication between the
human user and the computer. The flow of information between the human and computer is
defined as the loop of interaction. The loop of interaction has several aspects to it including:
Task environment: The conditions and goals set upon the user.
Machine environment: The environment that the computer is connected to, e.g. a laptop in a
college student's dorm room.

Areas of the interface: Non-overlapping areas involve processes of the human and computer
not pertaining to their interaction. Meanwhile, the overlapping areas only concern themselves
with the processes pertaining to their interaction.
Input flow: The flow of information that begins in the task environment, when the user has
some task that requires using their computer.
Output: The flow of information that originates in the machine environment.
Feedback: Loops through the interface that evaluate, moderate, and confirm processes as they
pass from the human through the interface to the computer and back.
The Owl is pissed if you ask me

What said often employs aggregates of words with baseless
content though the one delivering them has intention. Taken by
the listener/observer and sometimes without scrutiny. The end
result being a ‘vision’ of something together with hints at
conviction that is askew. Not necessarily the fault of the
other because this is the extent of the means at their
disposal. Not going to examine this because assume you know
what they intend, even though what told represents a poorly
constructed
Does all-encompassing physical knowledge makes one’s own
internal states as transparent as say those of a robot or
computer?

Yes, this is indeed the cyber fucking era and our remit in profiling
of people of interest is most often facilitated by the
computer/machine. What here is my preoccupation is thus: Can
discovery gained via a computer/machine fully encompass internal
states? What of the cognitive changes that constitute emotional
reacting to the world? Might a computer clumsily summarize what is
actually a very complex rearranging taking place in the psyche? By
relying on the computer do we miss the quality or nature of given
experiences (qualia) that would be useful for us to see? For
example; in our considering how experiences of the same thing differ
between people in groups. The concept of inter-subjectivity is a
relevant mechanism for understanding how it is that people empathize
with one another's experiences, (different people with the same
experiences) and engage in meaningful communication (empathize)
about them.

Can we achieve this with the computer? In varying extent, can we
achieve this without the computer taking into consideration where
our persons of interest might be geographically. What are we
required to do with the computer?
We can input so to manipulate a system. We can output, allowing the
system to indicate the effects of our manipulation. We can use a
computer keyboard and mouse. We can use web-based user interfaces or
that accept input and provide output by generating web pages which
are transmitted via the internet and viewed by ourselves using a web
browser program. We can touch screens which are displays that accept
input via fingers and so on.
When engaged by the computer can a person of interest’s thought
process regarding how something is happening in the real world be
discovered? Does the computer provide us with a representation of
the surrounding world; the relationships between its various parts
and a person of interest’s intuitive perception regarding his/her
own actions and consequences of those actions?
Does the computer engage the raw material which is a representation
of external reality and which perform a major role in cognition,
reasoning and decision-making?
The way a person expresses her/himself constantly undergoes change,
though still retains unchanging characteristics, depending on the
person who has the potential to affect their subjectivity. What
makes up psychic experience is a wide range of perceptions,
sensations, emotions, thoughts and beliefs, which, through the
passage of time, and our relation to space, constantly generate
transformation in terms of our subjective relation to the world.
To subject experience to fundamental, critical scrutiny: to take
nothing for granted and to show the warranty for what we claim to
know.
It is normal to think in terms of a single person AB looking at a
single entity YZ and which contains property PPP.
What one has to consider are the facts of the differences in sensory
registration from person to person, coupled with the differences in
the criteria learned for distinguishing what are call ‘same’. Two
people will align their differences on these two levels so that they
can attain a practical overlap on parts of the real world about and
update each other accordingly.
The relevance for language thus becomes critical, for an informative
statement can more effectively understood as an updating of a
perception and this may involve a radical re selection from the
qualia fields.

Wright's particular emphasis has been on what he asserts is a core
feature of communication, that, in order for an updating to be set
up and made possible, both speaker and hearer have to behave as if
they have identified the same singular thing.
Subjectivity, which is the way that the subject expresses itself,
constantly undergoes change, though still retains constant
characteristics, depending on the subject who has the potential to
affect their subjectivity. This is true, that subjectivity is
constantly undergoing change, because what makes up our psychic
experience is a wide range of perceptions, sensations, emotions,
thoughts and beliefs that, through the passage of time, and our
relation to space, constantly generate transformation in terms of
our subjective relation to the world.
To subject experience to fundamental, critical scrutiny: to take
nothing for granted and to show the warranty for what we claim to
know.”
The phenomenological method serves to momentarily erase the world of
speculation by returning the subject to his or her primordial
experience of the matter, whether the object of inquiry is a
feeling, an idea, or a perception. According to Husserl the
suspension of belief in what we ordinarily take for granted or infer
by conjecture diminishes the power of what we customarily embrace as
objective reality.

Rogers attempts to put a therapist in closer contact with a person
by listening to the person's report of their recent subjective
experiences, especially emotions of which the person is not fully
aware. For example, in relationships the problem at hand is often
not based around what actually happened but, instead, based around
the perceptions and feelings of each individual in the relationship.
The phenomenal field focuses on "how one feels right now".
The user interface, in the industrial design field of human–machine
interaction, is the space where interaction between humans and
machines occurs. The goal of this interaction is effective operation
and control of the machine on the user's end, and feedback from the
machine, which aids the operator in making operational decisions.
Examples of this broad concept of user interfaces include the
interactive aspects of computer operating systems, hand tools, heavy
machinery operator controls, and process controls. The design
considerations applicable when creating user interfaces are related
to or involve such disciplines as ergonomics and psychology.
A user interface is the system by which people (users) interact with
a machine. The user interface includes hardware (physical) and
software (logical) components. User interfaces exist for various
systems, and provide a means of:

Input, allowing the users to manipulate a system
Output, allowing the system to indicate the effects of the users'
manipulation
Types
Direct manipulation interface is the name of a general class of user
interfaces that allow users to manipulate objects presented to them,
using actions that correspond at least loosely to the physical
world.
Currently the following types of user interface are the most common:
Graphical user interfaces (GUI) accept input via devices such as a
computer keyboard and mouse and provide articulated graphical output
on the computer monitor. There are at least two different principles
widely used in GUI design: Object-oriented user interfaces (OOUIs)
and application oriented interfaces
Web-based user interfaces or web user interfaces (WUI) that accept
input and provide output by generating web pages which are
transmitted via the Internet and viewed by the user using a web
browser program. Newer implementations utilize Java, JavaScript,
AJAX, Adobe Flex, Microsoft .NET, or similar technologies to provide
real-time control in a separate program, eliminating the need to
refresh a traditional HTML based web browser. Administrative web
interfaces for web-servers, servers and networked computers are
often called control panels.
Touchscreens are displays that accept input by touch of fingers or a
stylus. Used in a growing amount of mobile devices and many types of
point of sale, industrial processes and machines, self-service
machines etc.
User interfaces that are common in various fields outside desktop
computing:
Command line interfaces, where the user provides the input by typing
a command string with the computer keyboard and the system provides
output by printing text on the computer monitor. Used by programmers
and system administrators, in engineering and scientific
environments, and by technically advanced personal computer users.
Touch user interface are graphical user interfaces using a touchpad
or touchscreen display as a combined input and output device. They
supplement or replace other forms of output with haptic feedback
methods. Used in computerized simulators etc.
Other types of user interfaces:
Attentive user interfaces manage the user attention deciding when to
interrupt the user, the kind of warnings, and the level of detail of
the messages presented to the user.

Batch interfaces are non-interactive user interfaces, where the user
specifies all the details of the batch job in advance to batch
processing, and receives the output when all the processing is done.
The computer does not prompt for further input after the processing
has started.
Conversational Interface Agents attempt to personify the computer
interface in the form of an animated person, robot, or other
character and present interactions in a conversational form.
Crossing-based interfaces are graphical user interfaces in which the
primary task consists in crossing boundaries instead of pointing.
Gesture interfaces are graphical user interfaces which accept input
in a form of hand gestures, or mouse gestures sketched with a
computer mouse or a stylus.
Intelligent user interfaces are human-machine interfaces that aim to
improve the efficiency, effectiveness, and naturalness of humanmachine interaction by representing, reasoning, and acting on models
of the user, domain, task, discourse, and media (e.g., graphics,
natural language, gesture).
Motion tracking interfaces monitor the user's body motions and
translate them into commands, currently being developed by Apple[1]
Multi-screen interfaces, employ multiple displays to provide a more
flexible interaction. This is often employed in computer game
interaction in both the commercial arcades and more recently the
handheld markets.
Non-command user interfaces, which observe the user to infer his /
her needs and intentions, without requiring that he / she formulate
explicit commands.
Object-oriented user interfaces (OOUI) are based on object-oriented
programming metaphors, allowing users to manipulate simulated
objects and their properties.
Reflexive user interfaces where the users control and redefine the
entire system via the user interface alone, for instance to change
its command verbs. Typically this is only possible with very rich
graphic user interfaces.
Tangible user interfaces, which place a greater emphasis on touch
and physical environment or its element.
Task-Focused Interfaces are user interfaces which address the
information overload problem of the desktop metaphor by making
tasks, not files, the primary unit of interaction
Text-based user interfaces are user interfaces which output a text.
TUIs can either contain a command-line interface or a text-based
WIMP environment.

Voice user interfaces, which accept input and provide output by
generating voice prompts. The user input is made by pressing keys or
buttons, or responding verbally to the interface.
Natural-language interfaces – Used for search engines and on
webpages. User types in a question and waits for a response.
Zero-Input interfaces get inputs from a set of sensors instead of
querying the user with input dialogs.
Zooming user interfaces are graphical user interfaces in which
information objects are represented at different levels of scale and
detail, and where the user can change the scale of the viewed area
in order to show more detail.
Yes. I think what the machine is capable of generating; the
production from what it is provided with, the profile that can be
continuously added to.
Much ‘human computer interaction’ is regarding the actual interface
between the user and the machine. How the user deals with what the
machine is meant to do. Much research is done this area as it
pertains to a user and a machine performing complex tasks (command
and control) and the interface is modeled (adapted) on best fit, if
I’m correct. There is a long list of types on interface (voice user,
task focused and so on).
I copied this because it’s about the interface and not what I was
saying to(((((((((((((( regarding what the data generated by the
computer can miss (what it misses and why), but it is relevant to
your question. I also think it stats the obvious whereas what I was
pointing toward was what is not obvious.
‘User experience involves a person's behaviors, attitudes, and
emotions about using a particular product, system or service. User
experience includes the practical, experiential, affective,
meaningful and valuable aspects of human-computer interaction and
product ownership. Additionally, it includes a person’s perceptions
of system aspects such as utility, ease of use and efficiency. User
experience may be considered subjective in nature to the degree that
it is about individual perception and thought with respect to the
system. User experience is dynamic as it is constantly modified over
time due to changing usage circumstances and changes to individual
systems as well as the wider usage context in which they can be
found.’
WTF?
The Owl can turn her head 180 degrees. Frighten the shit out of
people. The Owl is in Harrogate 14 ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^no 14
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Where does data mining fall short in creating a mind map?
Yes, this is indeed the cyber fucking era and our remit in profiling
of people of interest (in a broad sense) is most often facilitated
by the computer/machine. Here is my preoccupation thus:
Can discovery gained via a computer/machine, I refer to data mining
fully encompass internal states?
With regard to the intelligence cycle, where might data mining fall
short?
What of the cognitive changes that constitute emotional reacting to
the world, might a computer just clumsily summarize what is actually
a very complex rearranging taking place in the psyche?
By relying on the computer do we miss the quality or nature of given
experiences (qualia) that would be most useful for us to see? For
example; in our considering how experiences of the same thing differ
between people in groups.
The concept of ‘inter-subjectivity’ is a relevant mechanism for
understanding how it is that people empathize with one another's
experiences, (different people with the same experiences) and engage
in meaningful communication about them.
In varying extents, it has to be said that we do achieve a great
deal with the computer taking into consideration where our persons
of interest often are geographically.
So, what are we required to do with the computer as opposed to
‘other means’?
What are the ‘other means’?
Well, with the computer (in brief) we can input so to manipulate the
system at hand (given its security clearance criteria). We can
output, allow the system to indicate the effects of our
manipulation. We can use a computer keyboard and mouse. We can use
web-based user interfaces. We can generate web pages which are
transmitted via the internet and be viewed by ourselves and others
using a web browser program. We can touch screens which are displays
that accept input via fingers and so on and so forth.
When engaging the computer can a person of interest’s thought
process regarding how something is happening in the real world be
discovered? Does the computer provide us with a representation of
the surrounding world; the relationships between its various parts
and a person of interest’s intuitive perception regarding his/her
own actions and consequences of those actions?

Does the computer engage the raw material which is a representation
of external reality and which perform a major role in cognition,
reasoning and decision-making?
Does a computer need to do these things, in other words; is the
above what we need to ascertain?
To reiterate, the way a person expresses him/herself constantly
undergoes change, though still retains unchanging characteristics.
What makes up mental experience is a wide range of perceptions,
sensations, emotions, thoughts and beliefs that through the passage
of time, constantly generate transformation in terms of subjective
relation to the world.
At its most ideal in intelligence, our remit is to subject
experience to fundamental and critical scrutiny; to take nothing for
granted and to show the warranty for what we claim to know. Again,
does the computer facilitate this?
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What I have to consider are the facts of the differences in sensory
registration from person to person, coupled with the differences in
the criteria learned for distinguishing what are call ‘same’. Two
people will align their differences on these two levels so that they
can attain a practical overlap on parts of the real world about and
update each other accordingly.
An appropriate question therefore is; does data mining over time
encompass this and to what extent need there be recourse to ‘other
means’?
Where and at what point are these other means employed, specifically
in what setting and by whom? In conjunction with the computer, the
operative on the ground, the skilled observer and listener in face
to face situations therefore has this advantage to contribute.
Mata Hari was beautiful. The Owl is beautiful. The Owl was Mata Hari
Mata Hari was beautiful. The Owl is beautiful. Mata was the Owl?
wrong

There is a great amount of information available on the subject of
FEAR, I mean how it affects oneself and how best to deal with its
effect. Here, I want to tell of one fearful experience among many I
have had and in doing this, be revealing both of the circumstance
and how I dealt with it. Later (second part) I can tell of how the
long term effects of these types of experience have become a factor
in the life of many and me, to an extent. There is much said on this

too (PTSD) and so talking from one experience in particular might
reveal something different.
The work of the ************** in certain respects (depending on the
particular task one is trained for and does perform) shares very
similar characteristics of military personnel in that a situation
one is often ensnared by provokes fear.
As a woman I have to admit to my physical limitations when close
combat is the only protection. In addition, unless one is armed and
mentally prepared as would the SAWT in wait, then there are
characteristics of a situation that stand out. The main one I think
is the surprise element and such associated factors as the time it
takes to register the danger and during which the assailant has the
upper hand. On recognizing the situation exactly for what it is
might well only bring with it an acknowledgement of the fact that
there is a disadvantage, for example weapons are not close at hand
and if they are, there is the amount of time it takes to be in a
position to use it.
It is the case that in the UK there are strict laws on the ownership
of weapons and it can be the case that there is illegality in being
in possession of them. The point being that it could well be that
there is no recourse to a firearm. I am not the James Bond
character, but it depends on context. (Nor the Steven Segal, nor I
suspect is he either).
The situation with the possession of firearms and the law is
different in the USA, as you well know, depending on the state one
is in. A modern defense weapon, pump action shotgun and/or small
firearm such as a handgun being not unusual (essential) equipment
for ‘requisite personnel’. These and their variants are issued to
special personnel in the UK too, of course, but they aren’t kept in
domestic residences. SENSE. The Owls are all sensible. The Owls

are not Americans
But the point I want to make is; for me, the provocation of fear and
in many situations, has had direct implications such that
subsequently I have had to learn how best to assimilate the effect.
I will return to this point.
I can tell of a situation in ********* ************ ***** ***
******* when I was taking a bath and was alerted to the presence of
an intruder via sensors that triggered a response in a device I had
in the room. I was alone, save for the intruder and without recourse
to my personal danger alert. The latter was not within arm’s reach
nor was any firearm.
What was my first consideration? I was very quickly asking myself
what the intruder’s reason was, burglary, or something else. The
latter was by far the more foreboding in its capacity to make me
afraid because if it was the case the intruder was a professional,
then I would likely be killed.

Did my being naked and in my bath present further implications, such
as vulnerability, you might well wonder? I have to admit to not
being preoccupied by this, more that I had to move quickly without
my gown and by which time the intruder was almost upon me. I hadn’t
been shot immediately and I registered this fortune.
What happens during situations such as this? What effect on the mind
and body? The first thing is the racing heart, and then the
trembling one can’t make stop. There is the thought of the bullet’s
penetration and an associated terror of that in the imagination.
Some would likely freeze and stay put.
Being afraid is not pleasant and there is nothing to stop its onset,
one learns from past experience to essentially give in, be carried
along in the fear because this is the only way through.
Because of the very small time frame, the recognition of the cause
of my fear was the most important, that it was real and what best
way was there to defend myself. As I said, the acceptance of the
worst case scenario is a thread that runs straight through.
Incapacity if not death is a mysterious and foreboding place, but
incapacity for me meant the further possibility of humiliation be
that ferocious or otherwise.
It has to be said that fear can actually be a ‘healthy’ emotion, but
only in that it protects from harm by actually causing one to act so
to avoid whatever it is that is dangerous.
Once one has arrived at a very quick understanding, there is the
requirement to decide what to do. My training has been to directly
confront the source of my fear head-on in the best and indeed any
way at my disposal, clothed or unclothed. Thus encountering the
source of my fear allowed my body to register that I had made fear’s
worst traits into something else. What could I make fear into it,
you might imagine.
My training in physical combat has been as a woman with certain
disadvantages in that I am not the athlete of the movies who expects
to see her sources of threat dispersed quite easily, or so it is
made to appear. I have the basic skills (very) and I like the
Israeli martial art of Krav Maga and also the basic boxing
technique. I am also familiar with requisite firearms as you will
expect, but really, most useful is the desentisation training
programs (see Stephen Lewis’s account on ‘The Capture and Torture by
an Enemy’). In being afraid of something automatically (aversion),
I mean how one feels toward what constitutes likely threat, can be
lessened (become desensitized) via exposure in increasingly small
doses, with the theoretical ideal of the fear when one is actually
ensconced as it were, becoming dissipated. One can become
desensitized to the prospect of torture and to the torture’s effect,
but still and as W-L points out in the article with regard to the
SEAR program, there is the overriding circumstance of artificiality.

Nothing compares to the real thing, though the desentisation offers
the closest prospect of success in this, of course.
One might consider in the situation I described (my being confronted
by an assailant/assassin) it is very likely the person would be a
graduate of such a program and not be afraid of any defense I might
elicit, which is why I said that if the assistant were a
professional operative, my chances of survival were nil, or
thereabouts.
Because I was more aware of my surroundings, its idiosyncrasies and
which my assailant could not be, I was able to make use of what was
in the room. I had to aim for minimal risk to myself with maximum
potential effect.
Shoot me then fuckers – The Owl is Mata Hari

And I said if you
naked and without
fucking gun? This
rest of your puny
Opugfffff 14 14 1

are to shoot me by firing squad, I said shoot me
a blindfold so I can shout – is that your biggest
will be the best image for you to remember for the
lives, coward fuckers
and 4 14 1530 hrs

>>> Fear's effect on my body, mind, and emotions <<
Body: Trembling, racing heart, burning stomach, tension in muscles headaches, crying,
rapid shallow breathing, restlessness, temporary paralysis, and/or sweaty palms.
Mind: Repeating thoughts, terrifying images, and/or distracting thoughts.
Emotions: Terror, anger, despair, and/or numbness.
>> Managing fear <<
Feeling fear may be quite unpleasant, but attempting to suppress fearful emotions will
probably not help. Instead, allowing myself to feel my fear, taking a few deep breaths, and
beginning to rationally examine my fears can help
A few good questions to ask about fear are:
What am I afraid of? Good question.
Is this fear realistic?
What, really, is the worst that can happen? And what can I do protect myself from that outcome?
Sometimes fear makes itself known immediately, clearly, and other times it’s more difficult to name
the cause of those anxious feelings lurking in the back of my mind

What triggers my fear? Is it something obvious. Figure out everything that triggers my fear so
I can determine how far it stretches.
How does my fear affect me? Figure out exactly what power my fear has over my mind and
behaviour.
Is the source of my fear actually dangerous? Fear can be a healthy emotion that protects from
harm by causing us to avoid things that are dangerous. Determine whether I have a good
reason to be afraid or if my fear is misplaced and inhibiting.
Imagine the outcome I desire. Now that I completely understand my fear, think about what exactly I
want to change. I already have my goal set - I want to overcome my fear - but it's important to set
smaller concrete goals to help me get there.
HERE>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
Try gradual desensitization. Oftentimes we're afraid of something because we haven't been exposed
to it very much. "Fear of the unknown" is a commonly used phrase to describe the automatic
aversion people feel to something that's different. If you're afraid of something because it's a
mystery, try exposing yourself to it in small doses until you gain a better understanding and your fear
begins to dissipate.
Consider direct confrontation. Sometimes confronting fears head-on is the best way to overcome
them. This is particularly useful if there's a particular person or situation you're afraid of. Simply
encountering the source of your fears might allow you to see that you've embellished its scarier
traits in your head, and in reality there's nothing to be afraid of.

Imagine the worst case scenario. What's the worst that could happen?
Be prepared to deal with failure. Confronting a fear is hard, and it doesn't always lead to a
triumphant conclusion and immediate dissipation of the fear. You'll probably have to
confront your fear many times before you can declare it conquered.

Change the way I think about fear??????
The same things we fear also incite feelings of exhilaration and even passion. That's why people
enjoy extreme sports, horror movies and swimming with sharks on vacation. Try to re-frame your
fear in a positive light and acknowledge the thrill it can offer. When you start seeing fear as a source
of energy, you might even embrace its role in your life.

Learn as much as you can about the source of your fear. Why does it hold so much power?
What can you learn from it?
Try confronting your fear with this new perspective in mind. Does it feel different?
Some people thrive on the knife's edge of fear and exhilaration

Start seeing fear as an opportunity. Fear can be used as a tool to help us identify problems and solve
them effectively. It's a guidepost, a red flag that warns us when something needs attention. Once
the discomfort of the initial wave of fear passes, examine it more closely to see what you can learn.
Let yourself be afraid sometimes. There's no way to completely eliminate fear from your life. It's as
valid an emotion as joy or sadness. Fear builds character and teaches us how to act with courage.
Don't push yourself too far. If you are extremely afraid of something that you can avoid frequently
encountering, like tarantulas, you may not need to force yourself to overcome that fear. It's
important to work on overcome fears that limit your life, but don't stress yourself out about those
that have no real effect on you.

Definition Fear
>>>>A distressing emotion aroused by impending danger, evil, pain, etc., whether the threat
is real or imagined; the feeling or condition of being afraid<<<

The PRC has long regarded the network-centric warfare that was developed by America in the late1980s and copied by its allies as a weakness it might target, particularly as military networks share
many of the same underpinnings as their civilian equivalents. The People’s Liberation Army (PLA)
talks about “informationization” in war, “weakening the information superiority of the enemy and
operational effectiveness of the enemy’s computer equipment”. China’s planning assumes an
opening salvo of attacks on the enemy’s information centers by cyber, electronic and kinetic means
to create blind spots that its armed forces would then be able to exploit. Yet as the PLA comes to
rely more on its own information networks it will no longer enjoy an asymmetric advantage. Few
doubt the importance of being able to defend your own military networks from cyber-attacks (and
to operate effectively when under attack), while threatening those of your adversaries.
The Owl will be in Harrogate tomorrow. Can’t wait
A tip provided by a double-agent for the KGB set off one of the most
self-destructive mole hunts in FBI history
By David Wise – Who? Seems to know something about it. Worth knowing
this . . Notes on it made LLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLL

One spring night in 1962 a short, stocky Russian walked into the FBI
office in Midtown Manhattan and offered his services as a spy for
the United States. Aleksei Kulak, then 39, was working undercover as
a science official at the United Nations. He said he was unhappy
with his progress at his true employer, the KGB.@
Kulak was taking a huge risk simply by entering the FBI office. The
building was on East 69th Street at the corner of Third Avenue—just
three blocks from the Soviet U.N. mission on Park Avenue at 68th
Street, which provided cover for dozens of KGB agents. “Aren’t you
worried they may be watching the FBI building?” an FBI agent asked.@

“No,” Kulak replied. “All of our people are out covering a meeting
with your guy, Dick.”@

It also became apparent that the bureau was wiretapping its own
men. After James E. Nolan Jr. arrived in New York as a
counterintelligence agent in 1964.
He needed a place to live and wanted to make a call about an
apartment. Under J. Edgar Hoover, the FBI prohibited agents from
using bureau phones for personal calls. So Nolan went downstairs to
the building’s garage to use the pay phone. He happened to be with
another agent who had worked longer in the New York office.@
As Nolan started to pick up the phone, his colleague whispered:
“Don’t use that one.” And then he told Nolan about the hunt for
UNSUB Dick. Nolan, who years later became a deputy assistant
director of the FBI, concluded that if the bureau was tapping the
pay phone in the garage, it probably would not stop there—or
overlook the agents’ office phones.@
David Major learned about UNSUB Dick while he was assigned to the
FBI’s Newark office in 1972. “I was doing a stakeout on a
kidnapping,” he says. “We were doing the stakeout on the Bayonne
Bridge. I was with an agent who had previously worked in the New
York office. It was 2 or 3 in the morning, and the agent started
telling me about the case. He got very emotional, because as a
result of the case he was transferred to Newark. I was told by this
agent that a significant number were transferred out of New York
because of the search for UNSUB Dick. Later I was told of another
agent on the West Coast who had been transferred for the same
reason.” Those transfers—away from access to the bureau’s Soviet
counterintelligence operations—were made “to be on the safe side,”
he says.@
Meanwhile, the investigation seemed to be getting no closer to its
target. Then in 1964 or ’65 a second KGB agent, Valentin Lysov,
alleged that the FBI had been penetrated, but again offered no
details. The mole hunters decided to try something new—a “dangle”
operation, in which they would send an FBI agent posing as a
turncoat to offer his services to the KGB, in the hope that any
conversations that resulted would elicit some clues to the identity
of UNSUB Dick.@
A former FBI counterintelligence agent explained how the dangle
worked: “A watcher for us, a street agent, walked into the apartment
of Boris Ivanov, the KGB resident in New York. Ivanov slammed the
door, but not before our agent said he would meet them at such-andsuch time and place.” @
In fact, a KGB counterintelligence agent showed up at the appointed
time and place. “We ran the operation for six months; there were
three or four meetings,” the ex-counterintelligence agent says. “We
hoped their questions might lead us to Dick, the questions they
asked and the questions they did not ask—because that would imply

they had a source already in those areas. That might give us a clue
to the identity of Dick. If the KGB asked for more information about
something that perhaps Dick was involved in, that might also point
to Dick.” But the KGB “never asked the right questions,” and the
operation proved fruitless.@
With so many agents to investigate, there seemed to be no end to the
mole hunt. “It went on for years,” a former head of the Soviet
section at FBI headquarters says. “It drove us crazy.”@
***
As the investigation persisted, it magnified a question that had
arisen the moment Aleksei Kulak presented himself to the FBI: Was he
a true “agent in place” for the FBI, or a double agent planted by
the KGB? If he was a double agent, could his warning about UNSUB
Dick be trusted? Some FBI agents argued that Kulak was simply
playing mind games with the bureau, that Dick was a phantom. Like
the hunt for UNSUB Dick, the argument about Kulak went on for
decades, compounding the mistrust in the New York office and
tensions within headquarters. One former counterintelligence agent,
an assistant chief of the Soviet section at headquarters, says he
periodically changed his mind. “I certainly had access and read
through the FEDORA file. When I retired in 1988, it was 92 volumes,”
he says. “I believe that the information from FEDORA was probably
good. There were those, myself included, who sometimes questioned
Bureau Source 10’s bona fides. Depends on which side of the bed I
got up.”@
Kulak, the source of all this turmoil, had arrived in New York on
November 28, 1961, only a few months before he turned up at the FBI
office with his alarming news about Dick. Kulak’s cover was his job
as a consultant to a U.N. committee on the effects of nuclear
radiation (he had a doctorate in chemistry), but his real mission
was to collect scientific and technical secrets for the KGB. In
February 1963, he changed his cover job, working as a science
attaché at the Soviet mission to the U.N., and went back to Moscow
in 1967. He returned to the Soviet mission in New York in 1971 and
stayed six more years before going home for good. All told, he fed
information to the FBI for ten years.@
He would periodically meet secretly with FBI agents, and the
videotaped record of these sessions shows a bottle of Scotch on the
table. Kulak drank heavily, and apparently the bottle was considered
a necessary lubricant for the debriefings.@
“The information he gave over the years was for the most part good—
very good on the identity of other KGB officers,” says a former
senior FBI official, a counterintelligence agent in New York at the
time. Kulak, he says, identified every KGB man in New York, plus
many of their sources. “There were those who said he drank so much
nobody would ever have picked him to be a plant,” this agent says.
“There’s much to be said for that. My belief is he was probably
genuine. That does not mean he was always truthful.”@

In David Major’s view, Kulak was “one of the most important sources
the FBI had” and “the very first KGB officer that had ever been
worked by the FBI.” He adds: “The KGB would never send a staff
officer as a false defector. What happens if he really defects?”
Other FBI veterans say Kulak was a true volunteer to the bureau.
“It’s so hard to dangle someone; you have to give up something,”
Edwin Worthington notes. “And to give up the identities of all the
KGB people in New York was huge. He gave up way too much
information. They [the KGB] wouldn’t have allowed it.”@
“We put people in jail on the basis of information provided by
FEDORA,” another former FBI counterintelligence agent says. Kulak,
according to this agent, “said Dick had given the KGB our
surveillance codes”—secret codes FBI lookouts used to communicate
when Soviet agents were on the move, and in what direction. “The
code sheets were changed on a daily basis,” this agent says, but
“the Russians had the capability to monitor our broadcasts.” Kulak
“was specific enough about the codes so it was clear the KGB had
them.” Given the nature and volume of information he produced over
ten years, Hoover believed that FEDORA was an authentic FBI source.@
Against the information Kulak provided, however, the mole hunters
had to consider the possibility that he was really acting for the
KGB. “The KGB was aware you can cause the FBI to chase its tail,”
says Paul D. Moore, a retired longtime analyst for the bureau.@
The CIA, too, was unsettled on the question of Kulak’s bona fides.
James Angleton, the counterintelligence chief, never believed he was
genuine, but then Angleton placed his faith in only one Russian
defector, who persuaded him that the Sino-Soviet split that emerged
in the 1960s was all a plot to deceive the West. That idea was
widely regarded as nutty then and has been soundly discredited
since. After Angleton was fired, his successors concluded that Kulak
was a legitimate source, and two CIA counterintelligence specialists
assigned to review his FBI files agreed.@

But others who have doubted that Kulak was working for the United
States point out that when he returned to Moscow in 1976 he was not
executed—unlike the GRU officer Dmitri Fedorovich Polyakov, who
provided valuable information to the CIA and the FBI for 18 years
until the CIA mole Aldrich Ames betrayed him in the 1980s. Kulak
survived his homecoming, they note, even though American media
reports had hinted that the FBI had a KGB source in New York. In a
1978 book, Legend: The Secret World of Lee Harvey Oswald, author
Edward Jay Epstein went so far as to publish the code name FEDORA
and describe him as a KGB officer working undercover at the U.N. and
specializing in “science and technology.” Before leaving New York
for the last time, Kulak had agreed to provide information to the
CIA in Moscow, and did so, leaving material in a dead drop there.
But with his cover all but blown by the book, the agency, fearing
for his safety, offered to exfiltrate him—to spirit him out of
Moscow. He declined and said he would be fine. He was never
arrested, and the agency eventually received word that he died of
natural causes in the early 1980s.@

Oleg Kalugin, a major general in the KGB who became an outspoken
critic of the agency and moved to the United States in 1995, said in
an interview that the Soviets “suspected [Kulak], but they did not
have enough evidence” to justify going after him, especially given
his meritorious record during World War II. “He was a Hero of the
USSR,” Kalugin says, referring to a Soviet award roughly equivalent
to the Congressional Medal of Honor. The medal, Kalugin and others
said, gave Kulak a kind of cloak of immunity.@
On the question of whether the KGB had a mole in the FBI, Kalugin
says yes, it did. Kalugin worked in New York undercover for the KGB
for five years starting in 1958. At first, in a series of
interviews, he told me he was “vaguely familiar with the case. I did
not have access to that case. I simply knew of the existence of a
guy in the bureau. But he did provide genuine information. There was
such a person as Dick.” Later, however, Kalugin said he had actually
paid the FBI agent for his services to the KGB, more than once and
in person. “I paid Dick, but I didn’t know his true name,” Kalugin
says. He did not say how much he paid.@
The FBI paid Kulak $100,000 over 15 years, but he may have had more
than money on his mind. One agent says Kulak worried constantly that
UNSUB Dick would find out that he was spying for the FBI and tell
the KGB about him. “That’s why he dimed him out,” the FBI man said.
Kulak, he said, “kept telling the bureau to find him.”@
But over time, the mole hunt faded. Palguta’s retirement in 1976,
while Kulak was still in New York, left Hengemuhle as the sole
active member of the original team. By the time Hengemuhle retired,
in 1987, other priorities took precedence. In 1985, the FBI was busy
making arrests in what became known as the Year of the Spy, rounding
up John A. Walker, the head of a Navy spy ring, Jonathan J. Pollard,
the Navy analyst who spied for Israel, and Ronald W. Pelton, a
former employee of the National Security Agency who passed secret
information to the Soviets.@
By then the first FBI mole had been discovered—Richard Miller of the
Los Angeles office had been arrested in 1984, convicted of spying
for the Soviets and sentenced to life in prison. In 1996, Earl Edwin
Pitts became the second; he was sent away for 27 years. (Hanssen,
the most notorious Soviet mole in the FBI, was not caught until
2001; he was sentenced to life.) But even though the trail to UNSUB
Dick had grown cold, the FBI wasn’t about to forget about the case.@
In the mid-1980s, an analyst named Robert H. King concluded that he
had identified UNSUB Dick. King had worked at the CIA before he
joined the FBI in 1980. He and his FBI colleague James P. Milburn
specialized in detecting penetrations of the bureau.@
King had the benefit of two pieces of information learned through
Kulak on his second tour. First, that the KGB had a source who had
retired from the FBI and lived in Queens, a bedroom borough of New
York favored by a multitude of FBI agents who could not afford the
rents in Manhattan. And second, the initial of that source’s last

name was the Cyrillic letter G, which was also his KGB code name.
King wondered whether the KGB source in Queens was UNSUB Dick.@
Painstakingly, he checked the name of every FBI agent who lived in
Queens in the 1960s—and found that one of them had been flagged in a
routine inspection of the New York office. The agent worked not in
counterintelligence, but on internal security and investigations of
the Communist Party. He was a poor performer, and he had a host of
other problems, including alcohol abuse, which could have made him a
target for recruitment by the KGB. He had retired on a medical
disability around 1964, when he was in his mid-30s.@
King, who speaks Russian, transliterated the Cyrillic letter into a
Roman one—and got no match with the ex-agent’s last initial. Then he
realized that a Roman letter transliterated into Cyrillic may retransliterate into a different Roman letter. King tried it, and he
got a match. After almost a quarter of a century, the FBI had its
first viable suspect.@
An FBI agent was sent to Queens to interview the suspect. He denied
he was a spy. King and Milburn interviewed him again, and he denied
it again. Two seasoned FBI counterintelligence agents interviewed
him a third time; one was inclined to believe the man’s denials and
the other was not.@
King remained certain that he had found UNSUB Dick at last—and his
belief is seemingly supported by the files of the KGB. In 1973, Oleg
Kalugin was in Moscow, serving as chief of KGB worldwide foreign
counterintelligence. Out of curiosity, he reviewed several files
about his years as a young spy in New York. “There was one file on
our man in the FBI,” Kalugin told me. “He was retired and living in
Queens.” That man, he says, was the mole Kulak had warned about, the
one the FBI had dubbed UNSUB Dick. In his 1994 memoir, The First
Directorate, Kalugin wrote of sending KGB agents in New York to
visit him and ask for more information, which he declined to
provide.@
“I already gave you guys all I know,” the man said, Kalugin told me.
But he said he couldn’t remember the man’s real name or his KGB code
name.@
Without a confession by the suspect, the FBI did not officially
accept King’s view and took no legal action against the ex-agent.
“Espionage is a very difficult crime to prove,” Patrick Watson
notes. “Unless a suspect confesses or is caught in the act of
passing information to a foreign power, an arrest and prosecution
are unlikely.” To prosecute this case, the bureau would have had to
disclose Kulak’s identity—which was not publicly known at the time—
and the information he provided. “The problem is many times you are
relying on sources that can’t be presented in a courtroom,” Watson
says.@
To this day, the FBI is maintaining its silence on UNSUB Dick. In
response to several requests for comment, a bureau spokesman said

none would be forthcoming, and that “the assistant director for
counterintelligence will not confirm or deny such a case.”@

When the FBI Spent Decades Hunting for a Soviet Spy on Its Staff
A tip provided by a double-agent for the KGB set off one of the most
self-destructive mole hunts in FBI history
Yes. I have been considering this for a few days or during the
evenings while alone and have decided to describe what there is in
my own ‘kitbag of tools’. I have to think very deeply about this
because it will reveal what is personal to me, a psychological
revealing if you would like me to say it, and this, woven tightly
around facets of my gender and my conviction (my belief in what I
do). It might well tell of certain fragilities.

So I shall endeavor to produce this forthwith.
In a relationship, I say that the notion of trust can be
multifaceted in that the trust is bound with, is an amalgam of, many
degrees based on as many reasons for desiring it, and these are
always in flux. If there is a degree of mistrust then this can be
counter balanced/compensated for by trust that is focused elsewhere.
No two people are alike in their psychological capacity to bear and
often the ‘relationship’s on the face of it continuity’ is the major
concern, I mean for practicalities of life as they do present
especially with regard to marriage. The uncertainty of walking away
from the relationship can hold less allure than staying put, given
the insecurities that are likely to ensue. Of course the notion of
trust we are referring to requires a particular evaluation and as I
said, the person who is the intelligence operative (I prefer the
word spy as it’s easier to write) cannot be trusted in the normal
expectation because there is allegiance to something else and this
(in my case) acts as all seeing capacity that does peer out through
what is my veil (mask of the everyday). No, it is the case that I
cannot be trusted if I am expected by the unwitting to bear whatever
that I see or hear without recourse to scrutiny on my part and
analysis by others. I can smile and I can whisper the endearments
but at the same time I am a conduit for who takes it all away for
what I just said. I am no different than are others in this either
because unless we were this way we would be doing something else.@
Often it is the case that others are unaware of the extent of the
‘designation’ and the power that is bound with it. People are seen
going to work and knowing where they are going is not exactly
revelation but the actual nature of the work has to be. There are so
many instances of this that all I can hold as example is myself, so
will say that others are not aware, nor are ever informed of the
true extent of my vocation. I would not expect the other to trust me

if the expectation was their confidence in the telling of anything
and everything remaining between us. It would not remain between us.
I do suspect that this (as I just briefly engaged) would bother some
and they would try to override it through the power the other
assumes does prevail in a relationship. I can use this too because
it provides a stage where the performing of the other is given my
applause (is reinforced) and thus the assumption carries on. This
leads to a status of trust that is indeed something else, I mean is
thought of as being the case and this forms the basis of the
satisfactory though all the time the other remains assured (wrongly)
that I would not shoot him in the back. Bang.
I am thinking of the allure that the difference of such magnitude
(one’s being a spy) likely holds in certain other people. I can say
something about this too and be as detailed as what is multifarious
does demand. That as far as the other party is concerned there does
undoubtedly enter (come with it) certain intentions and emotions
intertwined; physical desire (sex), fixation, perception/expectation
of role continuity, power that underlies the latter, comfort in the
assurance that the ‘threat’ can become ‘neutralized’ and so on. The
threat notion is fascinating for me as a woman because this can add
considerable force to the other party’s feelings. I mean the
novitiate can become charged with a ‘magical mystery tour’ (!) that
other relationships do not espouse. Couple this with certain
idiosyncrasies/eccentricities of character on my part then there you
have it. Of course and as I said, this can, if it is necessary, be a
mere fantasy mind-scape and bodily charade orchestrated and managed
by myself.
Please allow that I consider this complexity a little more before my
entering fully into its capacity to be devastating, as far as the
deeper drama of life is concerned. This holds fascination for me so
I will.

Yes, the nature of a person in Western society is being molded
into a new and altogether different psycho-social animal
because there is, in the present time, the constant threat of
torment via means that are harnessing these very developments
for their own ends. If we don’t do it we will lose out. It
sounds simplistic but when you consider what there is to use
and which is emerging at the speed of the light
(&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&&) and which was just not apparent
during the not too distant past, its capacity to be
interlinked and interwoven into an all efficient security and
intelligence machine. A person in society therefore has to be
adapted via external circumstances and these are what we have
to be aware of, to be able to understand, to control and to
change. The future holds much fascination for me. I would like
to be in it.

The threats can be summarized - conversation
Hold on a sec. If you’re saying that the intelligence services
control change, doesn’t it sound like 1984 plus a few decades? I
think there are lots of folk who would make that connection. What
about innovation and the fostering of an openness to change via
government? The media too have a major role to play, mass
communication and all. It’s more complicated than appealing to one
source that holds all of the future in its hands. In a wider frame
there is the freedom of the individual to choose where to go and
how.
Yes. I agree, to an extent that there are changes occurring because
of certain forward looking individuals. However, not all could be
grouped under the heading ‘future makers’.
The fact of the preset era’s supports does not create the aforesaid
future-makers, to a large extent it creates the peasantry of the
update. If you cast your mind back to the Katrina incident, no
amount of applied ingenuity stops the marauders and this same
potential is always there.
We have enemies within who are seeking through whatever misled
suppositions, to upset things and therefore there has to be the
1984.
In the 1984 context (I don’t care for using this because it’s out of
date) we have the all-seeing eyes and ears as W-L says, simply
because these eyes and the ears create and sustain the stage for all
of the changes and the innovations to be acted out, otherwise there
would be no stage at all, only chaos would reign.
Golly golly
14eweaqaqaqaqaz*****************************************************
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I think the boundaries that exist, be these of organizations of various types or nations as a whole
have a massive task in managing what is external to them and where there does persist the
competition and threat. They have to ‘scan’ and respond. They would be pointing toward what is
coming in on its own accord, for example via China, Russia and was not for the betterment of those
the intelligence community, for example, were charged with protecting. You know that is an
admirable sentiment and I do agree. Some would say that when ‘interests’ are paramount, to an
extent what you suggest is the case already, but it’s not divulged. Some would say, such as certain in
the media (and this is certainly not my opinion) that the sixteen agencies here in the US work toward
what is seen by most as ‘interests that are not those of the majority’. Large commercial
organizations are also viewed accordingly as somehow being set apart. To alter this in the minds of
the multitudes requires a shift that the future could hold because the extent of the facilities now in
operation (in the world of intelligence gathering) and being built, do share a common goal and a
common means of attaining it. Whether this also commandeers and modifies the distrust and the
histories not forgotten about, I can’t say. It’s a complicated question. There’s another issue sort of
peripheral someone voiced recently, that the existence of the organizations and these in their

colossal input of resources actually cement the divisions, well and truly, because that is what they
are intended to do. Besides doing ‘something’ they present a message.
Do you think there is a brake on advancement, be this something that
makes people hold on for dear life to what is long gone, even though
their familiarity of that is mere imagination? If we can’t
collectively foster the appropriate mind we give it over to those
who want the opposite.
The reality where we are working together requires that we actually
want to and in this want, this desire; there is a collective
acknowledgement that betterment, advancement, is a clear and
attainable goal.
I think getting most people to this position is not easy nor is it
foreseeable and much that is out there is counterproductive in this
respect. People are often cajoled through commercial advertising
that much is to their betterment, while all of the time it is to the
betterment of those selling it. We have to facilitate trust. MH

I think the boundaries that exist, be these of organizations or nations have a massive task in
managing what is external to them. They have to ‘scan’ and respond. They would be pointing toward
what is coming in on its own accord, for example via China, Russia and was not for the betterment of
those they were charged with protecting. You know that is an admirable sentiment and I do agree.
Some would say that when ‘interests’ are paramount, to an extent what you suggest is the case
already, but it’s not divulged. Some would say (and this is not my opinion) that the sixteen agencies
here in the US work toward what is seen by most as ‘interests that are not those of the majority’. Big
organizations are also viewed accordingly as somehow being set apart. To alter this in the minds of
the multitudes requires a shift that the future could hold because the extent of the facilities now in
operation (in the world of intelligence gathering) and being built do share a common goal and a
common means of attaining it. Whether this also commandeers and modifies the distrust and the
histories not forgotten about, I can’t say. It’s a complicated question. There’s another issue sort of
peripheral someone voiced recently, that the existence of the organizations and these in their
colossal input of resources actually cement the divisions, well and truly, because that is what they
are intended to do.
"It's the nature of allegiance
Just consider for a moment what allegiance
is, how it is engendered, induced and importantly, how
controlled.
in many contexts, an
allegiance is created. It is a powerful and pervasive
mechanism. The mechanism scoops wealth from those aligned
and in many cases, those about to become so.
"I can see that you think the statement to be rather
loose, but in the general remit of security, consider what
it is that individuals are aligned with. I mean, aligned, as
in taking into themselves what it means to be British.

"My answer an enduring connection and this
connection perceived as being meaningful......valuable.....
"Perhaps, more than 'meaningful',"
"I would say that what being British stems from is a
particular ethos, passed down, taught and seen precisely for
what it is. Not nationalism per-se, because I see that
differently.
I think with this, you move into
the realms of control propaganda and inherent are issues of
race and most often, intolerance."
It's an understanding of what the citizen is
bestowed with....I mean, safety and protection from threat,
opportunity to make life a success, freedom from political
and other forms of domination....from enslavement."

However, it is the case that people are susceptible to any number of
supposed meaningful paths of life offered them and would
walk upon them during a lifetime of thoroughly believing
that they were correct in so doing. My view is that you would
have to look carefully into the population to find untainted
examples of what we might perceive as the ideal.

"That's good," commended Stephen. "Very good. Now, are
you saying that the allegiance to what is seen as the fair
and the proper way, vis a vis, as is our country, is not
taught so much as is say, religious dogma? Or in certain
countries, is nationalism?"
"Patriots, rather
than nationalists."
"I would say that many, but not all people, display
allegiance when threats occur, but I don't think this is all
that you are saying….the bearing of what it means to be British,
is not taught in an obvious way. It's not on the school agenda
as a subject, nor stated in the media, but it seeps through
in attitude, in bearing, in many other very subtle and enduring
ways. Ask yourself why you are considering this at all?
"All
nations own cultural characteristics But it's what
can undermine them that is our focus. We can speak generally
of allegiance that is manufactured, for instance that of rock
stars, television personalities and such, the purpose being
for monetary gain. This is interesting because its mechanism
can be examined and it can also be destroyed.
"In the
context of ioioioioi I think that we ought to consider
in detail the question, 'allegiance to what or who?' and
'allegiance for what end result'? As an aside, when I said
'allegiance can be destroyed'. Consider that with certain
individuals with whom we had to be continually certain about,
we put this to the test. We've tried to soften allegiance
sufficient that the individual theoretically would become a
security risk. It's not difficult to create scenarios that

begin a questioning of valued associations and at the same
time, others that dangle rosy vistas before those unsettled
eyes. You'd be alarmed at how easy it is, how easy the
irritations are to engender and the inducements be considered.

Discussion R15

I shall write of my thoughts regarding allegiance and if there are
those who want to talk to me about it, please do. .@
The nature of allegiance; do let me consider for a moment what
allegiance is, how it is engendered, induced and importantly, how
controlled. In many contexts an allegiance is created. It is a
powerful and pervasive mechanism. The mechanism scoops wealth from
those aligned and in many cases, those about to become so. @
I can see that you think the statement to be rather
loose, but in the general remit of intelligence and security,
consider what it is that individuals are aligned with. I mean,
aligned, as in taking into them what it means to be British, to be
an American, Russian, Chinese. @
I see an enduring connection and this connection is perceived as
being meaningful, valuable.@
Perhaps, more than 'meaningful, I can say that what being American
or British stems from is a particular ethos, passed down, taught and
seen precisely for what it is. Not nationalism per-se, because I see
that differently. I think with nationalism, you move into
the realms of control propaganda and inherent are issues of
race and most often, intolerance.@
It is an understanding of what the citizen is bestowed with. I mean
safety and protection from threat, the opportunity to make life a
success, freedom from political and other forms of domination, from
enslavement.@
However, it is the case that people are susceptible to any number of
supposed meaningful paths of life offered them and would
walk upon them during a lifetime of thoroughly believing
that they were correct in so doing. My view is that you would
have to look carefully into the population to find untainted
examples of what we might perceive as the ideal.@
I am saying that the allegiance to what is seen as the fair
and the proper way, vis a vis, as is our country and it is not
taught so much as is say, religious dogma, or in certain
countries, is nationalism.@
Patriots, rather than nationalists!@
I would say that many, but not all people, display allegiance when
threats occur, but the bearing of what it means to be British,

is not taught in an obvious way as I said. It's not on the school
agenda as a subject, nor stated in the media, but it seeps through
in attitude, in bearing, in many other very subtle and enduring
ways.@
All nations own cultural characteristics but it is what
can undermine them that is our focus. We can speak generally
of allegiance that is manufactured, for instance that of rock
stars, television personalities and such, the purpose being
for monetary gain. This is interesting because its mechanism
can be examined and it can also be destroyed.@
Here, in the specific context of secret intelligence, I think that
we ought to consider in detail is the question, 'allegiance to what
or who?' and 'allegiance for what end result'.
As an aside, when I said 'allegiance can be destroyed'. Consider
that with certain individuals with whom we had to be continually
certain about, we have put this to the test. We have tried to soften
allegiance sufficient that the individual theoretically would become
a security risk. It is not difficult to create scenarios that begin
a questioning of valued associations and at the same time, others
that dangle rosy vistas before those unsettled eyes. You might well
be alarmed at how easy it is, how easy the irritations are to
engender and the inducements be considered.
Can’t say really what I think about what **********said. It is not
my specialty. What is? Huh.

Yes. There are issues and I acknowledge your statement. In stepping away from the interface
and the computer, its data generation and what the result of this process actually is, just
consider that there is a human at each end, the one/s under observation and the one/s
observing. What is happening while the data mining is producing a profile; the observer is
taking notice and interpreting something, somewhere within it and to a certain extent this
interpreting will act as a blanket of the subjective that varies in its extent. I don’t think it is
ever possible to escape this sequence of events.
There is a word from the philosophy that takes this into account and a word ‘verstehen’. I
tend to think much that is actually considered primary source could do well to be thought of
as containing much of the observer/writer/interpreter’s personality, inclination and era.
Here is a broader definition I like:
‘Verstehen; is entering into the shoes of the other, and adopting this research stance requires
treating the actor as a subject, rather than an object of observations. It also implies that unlike
objects in the natural world human actors are not simply the product of the pulls and pushes
of external forces. Individuals are seen to create the world by organizing their own
understanding of it and giving it meaning. To do research on actors without taking into

account the meanings they attribute to their actions or environment is to treat them like
objects’.
Even despite the geographical/cultural/linguistic constraints, as you did point out, I think in
our data constructions we can be aware that there might still be something more and it be
worthy of the attention.
The ones who take the data constructions are not necessarily who does the assessments, if at
all and this is to offer gesture of acknowledgement to the subsequent professional scrutiny.

And further as a consideration I ponder whether the observer can be
accused of being an extension of the machine itself. I refer to the
computer system as a whole and its appeal to the vast array of data
type that performs the function of profile generation.
This has wider application than is our remit, but there is the
possibility that we have entered an era of the machine people. These
are people who think and act as it is defined by what is external,
in its machine structure and character.
Do forgive my wrongness if it be the case but is not the interface
itself designed specifically to enhance this human/computer
relationship?
There are many issues one could point to that are further afield,
such as the fast food, the structure of the purchase of goods
generally and the point being; is there a gap somewhere because I
think it carries on and there is a machine eating, watching and
reacting, yes in the machine fashion.
I was reading an article regarding how the Japanese manufacturers
such as Toyota felt the requirement to re-educate the workforce they
employed when expanding into the UK. Without wishing to be the
generalizer person, what they were facing were individuals who were
used to a very particular style of the work and this instructionresponse led. Now they were being asked to perform physical
exercises before the day began and to hold meetings
(multidisciplinary) which required thinking about their place in the
more unstructured work system as well as what they were actually
doing. This, in contrast to the machine people of before.
I am not saying that the NSA do not do encourage the intelligence
analyst to lift weights in the gym or engage in the above.

Yes. The first is not subtle. It creates in me the image of my being
run over by a Humvee while in bed.

The second one has a suggestive quality, but the text/title is not
good. I think it needs to be bolder and lighter in color.
I don’t care for the third. It looks like it has been screwed up
which doesn’t place our message in the right frame. You see such
filthy items discarded around public washrooms and that’s not where
we need to be, no.
I am of the opinion that the image must convey the analytical depth
we engage. I don’t think the first does that, whereas the second
does in a way that is not obvious and this is what we are, at the
end of the day, is it not?
Perhaps it is the case that we can use multiple images?
MMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMMM15

Yes. Doing that would provide the opportunity to explore but keeping
in mind my own objective; which is to tease out meaning and discuss
around it. In doing this there is always the potential to see
something and or contribute a new perspective. Taking the past or
parts of it and make contrasts with the current era is what I am
keen to do. @
In doing this I can ask for accounts of personal experiences and
present them exactly as they were, for example from during the Cold
War period as you referred, which is very rich for me in so very
many facets. If the means to capture the ethos of then is available,
that is attractive as a development. Without wishing to confine to
that there is enormity in this present time too and which presents
me with a literally awesome vista. @
Yes, if one could see through the eyes and embrace the deeply
personal, the emotional ebbing and flowing of the KGB operative and
in lingering therein with that person, displaying its vision not
retrospectively but authentically, I would be greatly indulged by
it. @

Some might ponder on the question why we are doing this and be
inclined toward present era conflicts which matter (more to them)
and which govern the nature of how we deal with these conflicts, but
until it’s done, who is to say what achieved?
I think the conviction of the person is the key to understanding a
great deal. Time has shifted and with it the developments are very
apparent, but the mental landscape cannot shift in this same
respect. The conviction harnesses whatever is at its disposal and
the circumstance which prevails do support it, when the circumstance

and the technology change, does the person? Obviously the person can
cease to exist if it is decades gone we are referring to, but it is
the case that there are some still around. Yes.
$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$$

I was just looking at the photograph (the top/first one) and because
I am awake to much that is dissenting, I thought I would offer a few
issues for contest as to their ‘weight’. @
There are many examples in the media of the same ‘issue’ wrapped in
a different blanket of consideration and all which are intended to
fuel a distrust of the security and intelligence service in its
entirety. This issue is the requirement for surveillance in its many
manifestations and so due to threats we unequivocally face. These
threats are intended by those who make them, who admire them and
engage in actions that follow them to place cracks in our assurance
of who and what we are. @
In the pursuance of our goal there is only this choice. As I said,
this choice holds multiplicity of continually emerging necessity. @
If in doing this we use a loaded gun as the photograph does display
and to offer our face to whomever, might not all of those looking at
it assume it is they who are the target? I realize the target, in
the way we are stating it to be (and which it is), is not so. But
might we be feeding the media with the assurance they desire that it
is the case? @
Perhaps it is that in the image making there is the opportunity to
be other than what people are now led to expect? This could be a
creative exercise with the aim of changing the public perception? @
Yes, I know that because of the nature and extent of the threats we
are facing there is the opposite side of the coin and which is to
offer a statement to the world; we are all the powerful, we are
determined and this is our message. @
In examining this statement it is possible to identify many facets
that are very effectively performing this role; that this is the way
simply because if we are seen to be the submissive somehow, then we
will pay the price for that. That the only thing those who thwart us
understand is that they cannot. Thus the image (the first/top one)
is most appropriate. @
It is not so clear cut dichotomy.

(1) I think you are right, but should add the view that whatever
image one presents and I’m referring to an image that is ‘soft’, I
mean suggests an ‘evaluative’ stance, there are going to many who
see it the way they want. I think you should show how you really
feel things to be, reflect who you are. As you said, it is a highly
threatening and very competitive world. @
(2) About the new directions. I’ve got you a domain name that
encapsulates exactly what we are about. In exploiting this, many
exciting and challenging possibilities start presenting themselves.
@
Really we need to consider: @
(a) How best to present, and I like the test example above because
it offers vision, text, sound, in fact lots that can captivate. It’s
also quick and easy to add, change and update. We can leave the
Forum on the *****and link up to the new one which will be very
specific.@
(b) What to present, and I like the possibilities you discussed.
WeUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUU
UUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUUU. We can examine their accounts and make
contrasts with the present, ask pertinent questions, discuss them
and so on, while all the time the uniqueness of contribution being
the objective. We have recourse to our own knowledge base to, of
course. @
Like I said though, the presentation has to be impressive because it
more than carries the content. @
We aim to become one of the major voices in the intelligence
community trans-nationally and this prospect is exciting. @
What do you think?
Entering into the world of the other/s requires that one is able to
also appreciate the authority of one’s own subjective veil and the
extent to which it interplays. @
Asking ‘what is it I want to discover’ predefines what I am seeking,
therefore to look and to allow what presents itself is most useful
for the later analysis. @
Wondering what it is like to be doing something is a fruitful place
of the researcher/analyst because the authority, the depth of the
impassioning that is not revealed via the scanning of actions and
events can be a worthwhile journey. @
If it is possible to be this enabler, then there is a rich picture
to tender for the subsequent integration and planning. MH @

Counter Terrorism
I'd like to turn now to counter terrorism. The months
preceding 07 07 2005 saw widespread scepticism about the
threat... Surely it couldn't happen here? I was Counter
Terrorism Director the day Al Qaida murdered 52 people in
London. I led the Service's CT response - a story for another
day. But the steps we and our partners were then able to take
with an injection of new resources led directly a year later
to what has been described as the biggest counter terrorism
success in modern history. Al Qaida tried to bring down a
number of transatlantic airliners using liquid bombs — the
reason why there are restrictions on taking liquids on planes
today. Like so many other attempts before and since, we were
able to detect that plot and, with partners, stop it.
Andrew Parker, Director General of the Security Service MI5
Address by the Director General of the Security Service, MI5, Andrew Parker, to the Royal United
Services Institute (RUSI), Whitehall, 8 October 2013
As my predecessors have said at different times, there are several thousand of them (terrorists),
with varying degrees of involvement. My repeating this immediately risks conjuring the perhaps
reasonable-seeming assumption that knowing who somebody is means MI5 then somehow knows
everything about that person and can continually monitor every aspect of their life. We cannot.

It’s graphical, informative, true to life, very impressive drama. I think if I am correct, you are saying it
does not focus on the person within, who is the FSB. @
The fear instinct is treated by repeatedly going through these experiences until they are automatic
response is what the documentary would state, but is that the full account because the FSB
operatives are human beings and certain thoughts and emotions in life risk situations are natural. It
would be useful to know what these are, their extent and all. Maybe therefore though the
documentary is honest, it is very hard end and that’s the intention. @
As with the SAS, US Army Special Forces SFOD-D, there can’t be a divulging of anything on that score
and even the documentary goes a long way ahead with regard to revealing. @
I think many would say that the experiential is the responsibility of the regimental command and
what is important are qualities of fearlessness and demonstration of the highest level s of skill in the
face of adversity. To those convinced of terror tactics, the end result is your demise.

Hey, I think we should focus some on the fearless. We owe them so
much. I remember while in the UK years ago now, when I used to sit

with an old man who had been at the Battle of Dunkirk. He told me
how it felt to see the Luftwaffe raining bullets and mines that blew
up ships, people being left behind and being killed.
Terrorism holds this same and while threatening and succeeding in
making what most live unawares.
That’s what the video holds; a capacity to ensure the unawareness
does not become something else.
We have enemies.
It is the case that hatred is ignited by the very fact of our example and
because we cause changes in systems whose rigidly held convictions are
inseparable from political control. @
I can therefore ask the question, what
Does it mean anything in a substantive
the capacity to make words and express
the case and the invented subsequently

does it mean to have 'conviction'?
way? Is conviction a by-product of
thoughts such that anything can be
assumed to be ‘real’? @

I think the mind-set that is steeped in conviction is steeped in the
potential for terrorism. That, if you like, conviction is an open gate
and terrorism a path from it to wherever the convicted wish it to go. Along
the way are built monuments. @
I can imagine other gates and other paths, all of the same design, but
certain are larger than others, the largest being religious conviction
and the widest road that of terrorism stemming from it. Upon
these roads and in varying capacities are ‘armies’ of thought and
action. @
Ideally, I want to examine the underlying structure of conviction, its
bricks and mortar because by so doing I can ascertain how best to undermine
it and sufficient that I can try and cause it to fall apart. @
However, can there be an undermining of rigidly held conviction? It is not
possible to affect conviction through economic threat, nor military threat.
@
And remember, not all people within our nation are of the same mind. There
are those who constitute the most dangerous seed beds within. Seedbeds
including those home-grown, who want-to-be Jihads, hell-bent
on indiscriminate acts of mass-murder. @
We must understand who are the most dangerous bearers of hatred and
construe the means by which they can be undermined. We have to identify the
inputs from these sources exactly for what they are and act
accordingly. At our disposal as a weapon is our oppressive power. @

osal as a weapon is our oppressive power. @

It is the case that hatred is ignited by the very fact of our example and
because we cause changes in systems whose rigidly held convictions are
inseparable from political control. @

1. I can therefore ask the question, what does it mean to have 'conviction'?
Does it mean anything in a substantive way? Is conviction a by-product of
the capacity to make words and express thoughts such that anything can be
the case and the invented assumed ‘real’? @
. What could you do to change this, in a way so
not to appear hypocritical?" ************* was looking at &&&&&&&&&&
who looked ready to offer an answer.
"Create subversion within their countries," was the
suggestion. "Be pro-active.
Subversion is creating an undercurrent within, a shifting
of the carpet upon which the convicted walk in confidence.
In addition and by implication, this circles what was just
described as being the 'home-grown terrorist'. Someone born
in the West, but who wants to kill Westerners."
"Remember gentlemen,” he began. “That there is rhetoric and
the altered mind infected by it. So, we have to understand who
are the most dangerous bearers of hatred, and construe means
by which they can be undermined. We have to identify the
inputs from these sources exactly for what they are and act
accordingly. Gentlemen, what do you think that we have at
our disposal as a weapon so to do?"
oppressive power
, we have to understand who
are the most dangerous bearers of hatred, and construe means
by which they can be undermined. We have to identify the
inputs from these sources exactly for what they are and act
accordingly. Gentlemen, what do you think that we have at
our disposal as a weapon so to do?"
oppressive power
We have enemies.
It is the case that hatred is ignited by the very fact of our example and
because we cause changes in systems whose rigidly held convictions are
inseparable from political control. @
I can therefore ask the question, what does it mean to have 'conviction'?
Does it mean anything in a substantive way? Is conviction a by-product of
the capacity to make words and express thoughts such that anything can be
the case and the invented assumed ‘real’? @
2. I think the mind-set that is steeped in conviction is steeped in the
potential for terrorism. That, if you like, conviction is an open gate
and terrorism a path from it to wherever the convicted wish it to go. Along
the way are built monuments. @
3. I can imagine other gates and other paths, all of the same design, but
certain are larger than others, the largest being religious conviction
and the widest road that of terrorism stemming from it. Upon
these roads and in varying capacities are ‘armies’ of thought and

action. @
4. Ideally, I want to examine the underlying structure of conviction, its
bricks and mortar because by so doing I can ascertain how best to undermine
it and sufficient that I can try and cause it to fall apart. @
5. However, can there be an undermining of rigidly held conviction? It is not
possible to affect conviction through economic threat, nor military threat.
@
6. And remember, not all people within our nation are of the same mind. There
are those who constitute the most dangerous seed beds within. Seedbeds
including those home-grown, who want-to-be Jihads, hell-bent
on indiscriminate acts of mass-murder. @
7. We must understand who are the most dangerous bearers of hatred and
construe the means by which they can be undermined. We have to identify the
inputs from these sources exactly for what they are and act
accordingly. At our disposal as a weapon is our oppressive power. @

It is the case that hatred is ignited by the very fact of our example and
because we cause changes in systems whose rigidly held convictions are
inseparable from political control. @
8. I can therefore ask the question, what does it mean to have 'conviction'?
Does it mean anything in a substantive way? Is conviction a by-product of
the capacity to make words and express thoughts such that anything can be
the case and the invented assumed ‘real’? @
 Yes, it is true. Terrorism is abomination. By its very intention to cause mass mayhem and death it is






the knife edge of hatred. It cuts deeply into our social fabric.
The ‘living unawares’ as you say is what we have at heart to uphold and perpetuate and by whatever
means.
Why should we be made afraid, to suffer?
Yes, our new facility in the making which is: SecretIntelligenceService.org
I am challenged by what is its limitless requirement.
I am of the inspired and eager person !

Vvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvvv15 and 16 not

You know it’s interesting to see how others who are intent on
harming are not able to empathize and often in response to
practically all that they view as their ‘enemy’, results in a
greater cementing into their psyche.
While living among us the multiplicity of things that are offered
are seen other than how they are intended.
The desire to harm is a pervasive state of mind, a seizure of
instinct by what is propaganda that does persist and does reinforce
those susceptible. The instinct is the desire; the vehicle so to do
is the belief that it is right.

Our requirement to step into the minds of terrorists with the
intention of understanding them does not necessarily aid in halting
their actions.
It is their actions that affect us and in accordance with our
determination to protect, it is their actions we have to prevent.
The proposition tendered by some that one terrorist is someone’s
freedom fighter is nonsense.

The Owl not the eagle my friend who is was and not sure
Images. Yes, there is an obvious difference between (i) the use of an image to project one and (ii)
those that are to present what is the case for others (which are true to life).
With the former we have to tread with caution because there is what we intend, but how it is
actually seen can be very different. I refer to being images of ourselves being misinterpreted and
taken as threat. How do you wish to be seen becomes how others see you and this is not necessarily
satisfactory. Because we have the control this can be changed intermittently as it should be anyway.
With the later, what is the case for others; perhaps the two become bound together even if this was
not the intention? If you use an image of force and use images of what that force does cause then
we will be seen directly as the causers.

The causers.
Now what we have to ask is; are we being honest in saying this? After all, we are the intelligence
that monitors, collects, analyses, plans and directs. We cannot step out of the cycle. No. Honesty is
the way forward which is to strike terror in the would-be terrorist.
To be a different neutral research method would also invite the accusation from certain quarters
that we are not that, but choose to hide our truth, as you did say.
Interesting, no.
I wish I could add images here, but don’t know how to.

The real battle is not like shooting games or other situations when the two men come together in
agreement against each other for prizes.
Any fight it in one form or another ambush. Be the ones who set up ambushes, and not by those
who have ingested. Ideologists of the "fair fight” with disdain say it's “stealth attacks” or "shooting in
the back” and their favorite movie heroes would never have received. This is stupid. To attack the
first is an advantage. Wait until another attack - is silly. Attack first. @
If you cannot attack first , you must fight off an attack by making significant adjustments to the

actions of the attacker. You can do this warning attack or hitting the target first. For example, you
can see the hand of the enemy jerked to arms, but much faster and you can shoot him before he
opened fire. Or do you see how he swings for a strike, but can strike first. But if you cannot
guarantee to beat him (who can give such a guarantee?), so it is necessary to avoid the attack and
get away from the attack line (move off the X). An experienced fighter strikes back at the time when
he started to walk away from the line of attack. @
Real face to face - irrational and destructive activity, both between people and between animals.
There are clear reasons why the most advanced army so appreciate the ability to maneuver. Learn to
maneuver. Mobility and speed is more important than accuracy. Go to the side or from the back,
and then apply a defeat so powerful as possible. @
Once the battle began , the enemy must be destroyed. During the battle, there is no place of pity.
The capacity for extreme violence is thus a desirable feature, therefore, develop and cultivate it.
Indecisive army not win a single battle. This is closely associated with such traits as mental
toughness, primitive animal aggression and the ability to skillfully control both of these qualities. @
The objective is to win, everything is very simple. The aim is not to identify the strongest fighter or
the cleverest tactics, or the most gifted athlete. The most gifted athlete is going to die with a knife in
the throat, the best fighter in the tactical plan to get shot in the face, and the most physically strong
fighter can move SUV. Do not misunderstand your problem, and then the way to achieve it. @
In continuation of the above, honesty in the battle for fools. If the opponent is weaker than you,
crumple and crush him like a fly, using all your strength. If the enemy is strong, deceive him, arrange
an ambush and kill him when he is not ready. If the opponent is stronger than you, avoid it and
remove it from a distance, where his strength will not help him. Anyone who says it is cowardice, it
usually says on its last legs. @
The meaning of the fight is to win and force your opponent to do what you want.
Force to give you something or just to make someone fall back in disarray, that's the only meaning of
the fight for you. And whatever they say spineless liberals like fight or confrontation does not solve
anything, - a fight is everything. Understand this, and the decisive battle in their favor @

Courage : the ability and willingness to confront fear, pain,
danger, uncertainty, or intimidation.
Physical courage : courage in the face of physical pain,
hardship, death, or threat of death.
Moral courage : the ability to act rightly in the face of popular
opposition, shame, scandal, or discouragement.

From the end of the 20th century, courage has been a concept generating interest in
the field of psychology. In 2004, Christopher Peterson and Martin Seligman's book,
Character Strengths and Virtues, proposed a uniform way of classifying positive traits
that highlight the elements of humanity that uplift humanity, Courage being among
the key virtues. In addition, Seligman and Peterson founded the Virtues in Action
(VIA) Institute and created the VIA survey which hope to bring this uniform
categorization of human strengths to the masses. The VIA classifies human strengths
in six, broad categories: Wisdom and Knowledge, Courage, Humanity, Justice,
Temperance, Transcendence. Courage is broken down into four main subcategories:
Bravery, Perseverance, Honesty, and Zest.
the ability to stand up for what is right in difficult situations"
Yes. Some might accuse for whatever reason is apparent to them that it is a less
sophisticated condition that only categorizes bravery as fearlessness, or acting when
most would be afraid. Though I do not agree that it is so, they would posit that it is
more the ability to stand up for what one believes in during difficult situations that
present (arguably because this is more often a requirement). You wanted to talk about
the physical so I will just focus briefly on that.
What is involved? It is that the physical requires the special operative in the
proceeding despite very likely harm being done to his/herself.
You know as in everything there are the overlapping indications and being brave this
way in addition implies proceeding such that one’s beliefs in what one is doing is
enhanced despite likely backlash from others of a different mind. Also the bravery
while the performing against one's inclination, and in this state of perseverance facing
fears head on. You can see this in operation.
To be persevering at something for example something one cannot easily do should
be of the highest regard in society as it is in these Units.Regiments.
In this, I say it is the ability to be true to oneself and to one's role. There are obvious
situations during both the training for conflict and actually being involved where in
the midst of fear, to be the honest and the authentic person requires a great deal of
strength.
There are certain individuals who seem to especially excel in this particular human condition
and in the midst of the most trying circumstances, as I said.
The question of the operative’s ability to negotiate a circumstance and how this ability
influences their well-being is what the trainers/instructors engage.

Perseverance falls under the larger category of courage because it often involves
continuing along a path in the midst of and after having faced opposition and perhaps failure.
Perseverance involves the ability to seek a goal in spite of obstacles and has been shown in
human and animal studies to be a lasting trait with individual differencesIn order to persevere
at a task, a person must be able to suppress desires to give up and pursue an easier task, a
metacognitive understanding that the ends justify the persevering means. But beyond meta
cognition, a person high in perseverance is able to overcome low self-esteem and estimations
that one cannot do the task as well as discouragement from peers and the desire to present

oneself well As a categorical psychological strength, perseverance is regarded highly by
society as opposed to laziness. However, its one weakness as an entry on the VIA as noted by
Peterson and Seligman is that it may not be discernible from other human strengths and
virtues. It especially can be seen as overlapping with self-control. However, Peterson and
Seligman maintain its distinctiveness, pointing out that perseverance "is explicitly shown
across time, whereas control and regulation of oneself have a more here-and-now flavor".
More research needs to be done in this area to show empirically that perseverance belongs in
its own distinct category.

Honesty as defined by positive psychologists, honesty and authenticity as a subset of
courage means more than simply telling the truth. It involves integrity in all areas of one's life
and the ability to be true to oneself and one's role in the world across circumstances. Though
perhaps one would not immediately associate honesty with courage, there are obvious
situations in life where to be honest and authentic requires a great deal of strength in the
midst of fear. The positive view societies have of honesty can be seen from the fact that it is
something people try to develop in young children and adolescents. While all people seem to
grow in their understanding of the moral importance of honest and integrity as they grow
older there are certain individuals who seem to especially excel in this human strength. This
trait is important in many areas of life, so much so that many measurements have been
developed in an effort to identify especially honest individuals. These measurements test both
overt honesty, the thoughts one has about blatant dishonesty such as stealing, and covert
honesty, which is very similar to conscientiousness and dependability Of all the subcategories
under courage in the VIA, Honesty shows the most promise as a distinct, well defined area of
classification.

Zest : Of the four categories involved in courage, zest or vitality, is the one that has the most
weaknesses as a classification. It is defined as, "feeling alive, being full of zest, and
displaying enthusiasm for any and all activities". This is a category that is influenced not only
by subjective psychological factors, but also objective factors affecting one's physical wellbeing such as chronic pain The reason Peterson and Seligman group Zest together with other
courageous virtues is that Zest most often comes forth as a character strength in the midst of
trying circumstances. For example, it has been shown that people's subjective perception of
their situation when faced with chronic pain, judging their perceived ability to handle the
situation and their general positivity, is able to influence their well-being. This zest can be
shown to be trait-like across situations.
________________________________________________________________

Yes. Leadership. One can say that the feelings that personnel experience for their leader are
invariably uncertain because followers may love their leader, they may desire protection and
support, but they can also dislike and envy the leader. It is so.
Sigmund Freud’s idea of the functioning of the group (our Unit) stresses the major
importance of the leader (Commander).
Groups that are without a leader are highly ephemeral arrangements or they are even led by
an invisible symbolic leader. It is the leader that does bind a group, through the position that
he or she occupies in the ‘unconscious life’ of the group. For example with regard to the
Armed Forces, Freud would posit that members of the ‘Unit’ experience ' intense emotional
ties' to the leader who is the Commander) and importantly to each other. The influence of
unconscious dynamics within the Unit is illustrated with the example of felt anxiety in a

battle situation. If the Unit Commander falls, group members can forsake the very
relatedness that brought them together, as well as the task of battle, thus as a result begin to
lose control.
It is that the shared emotional experience of Unit members rests upon a shared identification
with, and idealization of the leader. Each Unit member identifies with the leader and thus
each individual identifies with all other Unit members, who share the same relationship to the
leader as themselves. This leads to a definition of 'Unit' which has at its core the shared
unconscious experience of Unit members.
Think of it this way, that Units represent a unique type of love bond, in which the sexual
element has been replaced by an emotional attachment, one in which sexual energy is
redirected into social ties. Thus individuals do sacrifice their uniqueness and individuality, in
return for the stability of union and group power. In their relationships to their Commanders,
personnel sacrifice their independence for that of protection, order and authority. The Unit is
that of an omnipotent leader who embodies the qualities of the feared father whose will and
power is of the unquestionable.
.

The powerful instincts of humanness are not easy to integrate. The
primitive instincts control much of human experience. When there is only
ego functions, superego structures and the id or libidinal instinctive
impulses there is constant conflict both within the person and within the
person world configuration. Freud’s magnificent work and understanding
is the great western step to understanding Tantra. Without awareness,
without the presence of the field of innate awareness, the ego, the
instinctive id, and critical conscience of the superego configuration
creates the realm of endless extremes. The person is both tormented by
extremes of driven-ness and torments others by extremes of chaotic
driven-ness of demandingness. These extremes are the extreme of
abstinence and extremes of deprivation and the extremes of driven-ness
and extremes of relentless discharge!
Instinctiveness
The sexual instinct is often located at one extreme, a sphere of extreme.
As the dynamic sexual Eros instinct is repressed, foreclosed and
dissociated from human experience, there is a gradual loss of vital-ness
and a deep constriction of range of experience, the range of
knowingness and the range cosmological relatedness. There is the
eventful minimization and disappearance of Eros and vitality.
At the other sphere of extreme, is the person possessed by the sexual
instinct and has no power of integration of the power of vital force of

sexual instinctiveness. The person is integrated by and into the sphere
of instinct alone. The person and their functions are taken into the
sphere of instinct, controlled and subsumed by the instinctiveness. The
person is possessed and completely preoccupied by the demands and
the endless and ceaseless requirements of the instinct. Instinctiveness
organizes everything and demands everything of the person and those
around him or her. Instinct creates things and thingness of oneself and
others. Everything is organized to gratify the driven-ness of the instinct.
Instinct objectifies everyone and everything. Instinct objectifies the world.
Instinct limits humanism to a mammalian dimensionality. Instincts
cathect to cathartic expression alone and to discharging relentlessly and
compulsively. Instinctiveness in its extreme invokes the vigilance of a
predator.
Without the unfolding of sublimation, instinct becomes the central focus
and central mechanism of the mind body continuum. Instinct becomes
the singular mechanism to dissipate unbearable anxieties and
unassimilated trauma. Instinct does not integrate but discharges painful
and un-assimilated experience. Instinct becomes the anchor and base
against foundational annihilation and deprivation anxiety as well as the
primordial terror of ontological void-ness and lack. There is no
awareness within the sphere of instinct itself. Instinct can foreclose the
opening of awareness. Instinct concretizes thought and concretizes
feelings and concretizes sensations and memory, and imagination.
Instinct usurps self- regulation and usurps resonance into relentless
discharge and fragmentation.
Most addictions are compulsions of instinct disturbance. Instinctiveness
alone brings relentless agitation and discharge of the circular continuum
of inter- resonance. Resonance is always temporary and self- comfort is
temporary and fragmentary. Vigilance is the orientation of instinct.
Instinctive discharge creates the illusionary sense of being rescued from
deprivation and annihilation anxieties. This illusion is temporary and this
illusion cannot sustain the continuous sense of awareness, the ongoing
sense of continuity of being-ness.
Philosophical Unreality
Some eastern cultural traditions such as some forms of Buddhism and
some forms of Hinduism traditions use their philosophical view of the
unreality of the world, their view of the deluded-ness of experience as a
way of avoiding deprivation and annihilation anxieties. Their view is that

nothing is. Their view is profoundly dissociative in essence and actuality.
Their philosophical view is a view of cosmological denial of the actuality
of actuality. Cosmological denial and distortion! What then remains for
them is the void of nihilism. What remains is the void-ness of meaning
and void-ness of vitality. They consider this to be the meaning of
emptiness.
For some of the cultural forms of Buddhism all life is suffering, all
experience is impermanent, all desire is deluded, and a pervasive and
meaningless causality dominates all experience until cessation by death.
This is a most unhappy and depressive view of human existence. This is
the view of spiritual materialism. This is the view of agnosia. This is the
view of fatalism. This is a view of complete indifference and passionless
life. This is not Tantra. This is not the effulgence of the embodiment of
the experience of ongoing continuity of luminous awareness.
Philosophical Unreality
Some eastern cultural traditions such as some forms of Buddhism and some forms of Hinduism
traditions use their philosophical view of the unreality of the world, their view of the deluded-ness
of experience as a way of avoiding deprivation and annihilation anxieties. Their view is that nothing
is. Their view is profoundly dissociative in essence and actuality. Their philosophical view is a view of
cosmological denial of the actuality of actuality. Cosmological denial and distortion! What then
remains for them is the void of nihilism. What remains is the void-ness of meaning and void-ness of
vitality. They consider this to be the meaning of emptiness.
For some of the cultural forms of Buddhism all life is suffering, all experience is impermanent, all
desire is deluded, and a pervasive and meaningless causality dominates all experience until cessation
by death. This is a most unhappy and depressive view of human existence. This is the view of
spiritual materialism. This is the view of agnosia. This is the view of fatalism. This is a view of
complete indifference and passionless life. This is not Tantra. This is not the effulgence of the
embodiment of the experience of ongoing continuity of luminous awareness
.
What makes a person
Europe and the Middle East change during the last 13 years? This is the question that is at the heart
of the workshop and one that I hope participants will help answer. Historically, the amorous and
sexual encounter between Europe and the Middle East has occupied a privilege position in the
representation of and encounter with the other from Suhayl Idris and Tayeb Salih in the Arab
context to Jean Genet and Paul Bowles in the European one. Today, the refugee crisis in the Middle
East and Europe and recent representations of the refugee as sexual predator brought this historical
representation to a whole new level, incorporating yet moving beyond the orientalist framework
often deployed to reflect on this relation. The questions that we asked the participants to address
concern the nature of otherness beyond the orientalist model of representation. There is a bio

politics of displacement that has moved the traditional bourgeois Arab exile from the elegant cafes
of Paris to refugee centers in Scandinavian and other European countries, but also to Berlin, the new
capital of Arab exiles and I would add Arab cultural production outside the Arab world. Based on the
topics and questions that have been discussed so far: what are the key arguments for conducting
transregional research? What are the unique perspectives and insights that the participants will gain
from attending your workshop? Transregional research is key as it examines contemporary issues
and encounters yet also engages their historical context. But in „transregional“ there is the word
„trans,“ which makes transregional research a producer of quantifiable research (democratic change
in Tunis, economic conditions in Egypt, etc.) but also of non-normative and non-quantifiable
research that needs to contend with questions of sexuality, desire, fantasy, etc. In this sense,
transregional research has the potential to identify the texts and encounters that require further
reading and analysis such as the one we’ll be dealing with in this workshop. Questions of phobia,
fascination, and desire are as much part of this transregional but also non-normative knowledge
production that fundamentally questions what is to be known and how it is to be known.
Misperception, collapse, and misrepresentation are not only to be condemned and dismissed but
also texts to be read, analyzed, and scrutinized in the hope of identifying new levels of cross-cultural
understanding. I hope that the participants get a chance to reflect on the role of fantasy and fiction
in staging and mediating the political and the cultural. Finally, transregional studies is not so much
an investigation of a region of the world in an attempt to understand and categorize it and therefore
are relevant only to those focusing on a particular region (like the Middle East) but also a conduit for
critical inquiry that deals with questions that are at the heart of philosophical inquiries pertaining to
literature, sexuality, language, and writing that comparatively ties in the regional focus with other
forms of investigation. Thus the EUME/ICI collaboration is key in delivering this message.

.

HMS Daring a T45. After a period of training scenarios the ships CO was asked to turn the
Sea Viper system off as no-one else was getting any training value out of the exercise….the
new radar/missile combination was killing everything that came in range.
The BAE Sampson radar, comprising a part of the Sea Viper (UKPAAMS) system, had been
under development in the UK since the early 80’s as the MESAR1 and then MESAR2 in the
mid 90’s.
That is what T45 is all about. It’s not interested in ASW, though it has a hull mount sonar,
and it’s not interested in land attack, though it has space and margin left for additional VLS
modules fitted which could add the capability. If the judgement is for the ships value as a
multirole hull then there are several superior destroyer classes. For pure AAW capability
though the T45 is peerless >> at the moment.

What is the special take on spatial research? And what could be possible insights for
transregional studies?

This connects to the first question: our focus is not only on “making space” but on who is
doing this from which position with which resources. There is rich empirical research going
on for many years now in many disciplines, but we need to systematically come to terms with
it. The particular challenge we need to deal with is that concepts of actors and agency vary
across and between different disciplines. There are not necessarily insurmountable cleavages
to be crossed but bridges over rivers to be built. We need to understand the histories of
concepts in different disciplines in order to make translations possible. If “actors” are
conceptualized in different disciplines differently, then also “making space” will mean
something different in different disciplines and approaches. We need to make these variations
and nuances transparent and begin an interdisciplinary conversation in order to be able to
develop a systematic understanding of making space. Here – not only, but in particular –
anthropologists, geographers, historians, and political scientists can mutually enrich their
research and conceptualizations.
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