Gospel Truth 

By APRIL D. DECONICK

Houston

AMID much publicity last year, the National Geographic Society announced that a lost 3rd-century religious text had been found, the Gospel of Judas Iscariot. The shocker: Judas didn’t betray Jesus. Instead, Jesus asked Judas, his most trusted and beloved disciple, to hand him over to be killed. Judas’s reward? Ascent to heaven and exaltation above the other disciples.

It was a great story. Unfortunately, after re-translating the society’s transcription of the Coptic text, I have found that the actual meaning is vastly different. While National Geographic’s translation supported the provocative interpretation of Judas as a hero, a more careful reading makes clear that Judas is not only no hero, he is a demon. 

Several of the translation choices made by the society’s scholars fall well outside the commonly accepted practices in the field. For example, in one instance the National Geographic transcription refers to Judas as a “daimon,” which the society’s experts have translated as “spirit.” Actually, the universally accepted word for “spirit” is “pneuma ” — in Gnostic literature “daimon” is always taken to mean “demon.” 

Likewise, Judas is not set apart “for” the holy generation, as the National Geographic translation says, he is separated “from” it. He does not receive the mysteries of the kingdom because “it is possible for him to go there.” He receives them because Jesus tells him that he can’t go there, and Jesus doesn’t want Judas to betray him out of ignorance. Jesus wants him informed, so that the demonic Judas can suffer all that he deserves. 

Perhaps the most egregious mistake I found was a single alteration made to the original Coptic. According to the National Geographic translation, Judas’s ascent to the holy generation would be cursed. But it’s clear from the transcription that the scholars altered the Coptic original, which eliminated a negative from the original sentence. In fact, the original states that Judas will “not ascend to the holy generation.” To its credit, National Geographic has acknowledged this mistake, albeit far too late to change the public misconception.

So what does the Gospel of Judas really say? It says that Judas is a specific demon called the “Thirteenth.” In certain Gnostic traditions, this is the given name of the king of demons — an entity known as Ialdabaoth who lives in the 13th realm above the earth. Judas is his human alter ego, his undercover agent in the world. These Gnostics equated Ialdabaoth with the Hebrew Yahweh, whom they saw as a jealous and wrathful deity and an opponent of the supreme God whom Jesus came to earth to reveal.

Whoever wrote the Gospel of Judas was a harsh critic of mainstream Christianity and its rituals. Because Judas is a demon working for Ialdabaoth, the author believed, when Judas sacrifices Jesus he does so to the demons, not to the supreme God. This mocks mainstream Christians’ belief in the atoning value of Jesus’ death and in the effectiveness of the Eucharist. 

How could these serious mistakes have been made? Were they genuine errors or was something more deliberate going on? This is the question of the hour, and I do not have a satisfactory answer. 

Admittedly, the society had a tough task: restoring an old gospel that was lying in a box of its own crumbs. It had been looted from an Egyptian tomb in the 1970s and languished on the underground antiquities market for decades, even spending time in someone’s freezer. So it is truly incredible that the society could resurrect any part of it, let alone piece together about 85 percent of it. 

That said, I think the big problem is that National Geographic wanted an exclusive. So it required its scholars to sign nondisclosure statements, to not discuss the text with other experts before publication. The best scholarship is done when life-sized photos of each page of a new manuscript are published before a translation, allowing experts worldwide to share information as they independently work through the text. 

Another difficulty is that when National Geographic published its transcription, the facsimiles of the original manuscript it made public were reduced by 56 percent, making them fairly useless for academic work. Without life-size copies, we are the blind leading the blind. The situation reminds me of the deadlock that held scholarship back on the Dead Sea Scrolls decades ago. When manuscripts are hoarded by a few, it results in errors and monopoly interpretations that are very hard to overturn even after they are proved wrong.

To avoid this, the Society of Biblical Literature passed a resolution in 1991 holding that, if the condition of the written manuscript requires that access be restricted, a facsimile reproduction should be the first order of business. It’s a shame that National Geographic, and its group of scholars, did not follow this sensible injunction. 

I have wondered why so many scholars and writers have been inspired by the National Geographic version of the Gospel of Judas. I think it may stem from an understandable desire to reform the relationship between Jews and Christians. Judas is a frightening character. For Christians, he is the one who had it all and yet betrayed God to his death for a few coins. For Jews, he is the man whose story was used by Christians to persecute them for centuries. Although we should continue to work toward a reconciliation of this ancient schism, manufacturing a hero Judas is not the answer. 

April D. DeConick, a professor of Biblical studies at Rice University, is the author of “The Thirteenth Apostle: What the Gospel of Judas Really Says.”
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The propaganda in this article shows the typical disgusting misdirection so common to Christianity.  And it bears some comment on the following excerpts:
It was a great story. Unfortunately, after re-translating the society’s transcription of the Coptic text, I have found that the actual meaning is vastly different. While National Geographic’s translation supported the provocative interpretation of Judas as a hero, a more careful reading makes clear that Judas is not only no hero, he is a demon. 
Several of the translation choices made by the society’s scholars fall well outside the commonly accepted practices in the field. For example, in one instance the National Geographic transcription refers to Judas as a “daimon,” which the society’s experts have translated as “spirit.” Actually, the universally accepted word for “spirit” is “pneuma ” — in Gnostic literature “daimon” is always taken to mean “demon.”  
Here's a more accurate definition for demon that I found online (any second rate scholar could have figured this out; showing April Deconick to be less than that):
Daimon is the Greek derivative for the term demon. In this sense the term "demon" means "replete with knowledge." The ancient Greeks thought there were good and bad demons called 'eudemons' and 'cacodemons.' The term 'daimon' means "divine power," "fate" or "god." Daimons, in Greek mythology, included deified heroes. They were considered intermediary spirits between men and the gods. Good daimons were considered to be guardian spirits, giving guidance and protection to the ones they watched over. Bad daimons led people astray. Socrates said he had a life-time daimon that always warned him of danger and bad judgment, but never directed his actions. He said his daimon was more accurate than omens of either watching the flights or reading the entrails of birds, which were two respected forms of divination of the time. 
Likewise, Judas is not set apart “for” the holy generation, as the National Geographic translation says, he is separated “from” it. He does not receive the mysteries of the kingdom because “it is possible for him to go there.” He receives them because Jesus tells him that he can’t go there, and Jesus doesn’t want Judas to betray him out of ignorance. Jesus wants him informed, so that the demonic Judas can suffer all that he deserves.  
This is so completely contrary to the Christist message; Jesus wanted the crucifixion in order to complete his mission.  If we go by this doctrine, Judas cannot deserve anything but praise as a facilitator for Jesus' victory.
Perhaps the most egregious mistake I found was a single alteration made to the original Coptic. According to the National Geographic translation, Judas’s ascent to the holy generation would be cursed. But it’s clear from the transcription that the scholars altered the Coptic original, which eliminated a negative from the original sentence. In fact, the original states that Judas will “not ascend to the holy generation.” To its credit, National Geographic has acknowledged this mistake, albeit far too late to change the public misconception. 
I think the first question would be, how did this woman find the deleted word and why doesn't she present this evidence in her argument? 
So what does the Gospel of Judas really say? It says that Judas is a specific demon called the “Thirteenth.” In certain Gnostic traditions, this is the given name of the king of demons — an entity known as Ialdabaoth who lives in the 13th realm above the earth. Judas is his human alter ego, his undercover agent in the world. These Gnostics equated Ialdabaoth with the Hebrew Yahweh, whom they saw as a jealous and wrathful deity and an opponent of the supreme God whom Jesus came to earth to reveal. 
Interestingly, thirteen doesn't become a 'bad' number for more than a thousand years, with the death of Jacques de Molay and the Templars.  13 in ancient parlance (and the Qabalah) is the number of the completed work: Death/Transformation. 
Whoever wrote the Gospel of Judas was a harsh critic of mainstream Christianity and its rituals. Because Judas is a demon working for Ialdabaoth, the author believed, when Judas sacrifices Jesus he does so to the demons, not to the supreme God. This mocks mainstream Christians’ belief in the atoning value of Jesus’ death and in the effectiveness of the Eucharist.  
She talks as if Christianity came first and Gnosticism came second; it's moronic. 
How could these serious mistakes have been made? Were they genuine errors or was something more deliberate going on? This is the question of the hour, and I do not have a satisfactory answer.  
How could the NYTimes print something so ignoble; simple, one has to please all the Christians out there...and the truth has always been threatening to them.  And the questions Ms. Deconick asks in her suspicion are meant to be misleading.  She must be the reincarnation of one of the Inquisitors...lol.
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It is examples such as this that illustrates one of my suspicions of authority bestowing devices, be they Phd's, or magickal degrees in many cases.  One problem is that degrees function like talismans in that they effect an image of credibility that is often unquestioned, especially by the  laity in  general.  

Degrees are generally awarded by institutions composed of people, and people tend to develop an ego attachment to ideas that would otherwise be exposed as illusions if it were'nt for the authority structure supporting them and the 'common demand for ignorance' that is, like minds with similar emotional sentiments that are conflated with the intellect.  Thus people with these degrees usually have their intellect conditioned by repeatedly regurgitating ideas that they may or may not agree with over a period of many years.  Usually this regurgitation is necessary in order to get the degree in the first place since the authorities in the institution attribute it to 'correct opinion' or established knowledge.  I suspect that it is too often that people continue with their studies hoping to over turn the system after 'jumping through the hoops' so to speak.  Yet like in many cults, their repetition of the required mantra eventually convinces the person of the reality of the 'knowledge' that they have internalized.  

Of course we don't need to be psychologists to see this since it is commonly observed that those who lie long enough eventually forget what the truth is.  It is a rather depressing, but prevalent phenomenon in education if you ask me.  I'm getting angry as I write this and should probably switch to a new topic before put the nearest master or phd into my own version of Nibbana.  lol.  
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The problem is egoic, yes, but it pertains to the several existential crisis that we go through during the course of our lives.  In a book I have written (unpublished) I present the following essay:
Religious Experience and The Existential Crisis
A person’s early social environment from one’s youngest age, contains factors that determine one’s original response to the developing knowledge of the distinction between ‘self’ and ‘not-self’.  Society presents the first response to the existential crisis created by this as it imposes a set of moralistic doctrines designed to impel the individual to acquiesce to its own ends.
It’s role in this situation is to institute laws and behavioral patterns that are considered to be characteristic and expected of the individual.  One’s adherence to the moral structure is enforced by both brute force; jail and persecution, and its religious institutions.
Religious preaching, indoctrination, and moralizing serve to shift the direction of the individual’s behavior away form personal, selfish goals toward those ends that are necessary to perpetuate society.  Our religious beliefs and experiences are then initially determined by our social environment.  The individual gets his or her religion through a graduated social process of reinforcement by means of reward and punishment.  Hence, compliance becomes a means of securing reward and avoiding punishment.
This compliance has no personal value beyond reinforcement and is initially and almost completely an unconscious development.  The individual next encounters the second phase of the existential crisis as one seeks to assert the repressed individualistic energy.  This lends itself to a rejection of the religious doctrine taught by society.  It is then nurtured by an identification with another individual or icon as a role model that represents this kind of success to the individual.  The behavior of the role model is imitated until the individual is in complete conformity with his or her chosen heroic icon.  And at this point, the punishments of society fail to produce compliance.
With the third phase of the existential crisis comes new ways of thinking that inaugurate a transformative process of internalization that leads the personality towards its own unique expression.  The new behavior transcends reinforcement and identification; becoming an end unto itself.  Religion is now a deeply internalized construct.  The individual has matured to the point that he or she can hear one’s own inner voice as an expression of this newfound individuation.
The three phases moving from the socially instituted religion to the personal construct again, is initiated by a personal existential crisis involving a discrepancy between individual needs and desires that clash with social needs and desires.  Within this process, religious experience involves a cognitive restructuring toward a superior level of personality integration and organization.  This period of restructuring involves the individual opening oneself up to the non-logical aspects of experience.
However, the danger here is that instead of such an wholistic integration of personality becoming the net result, the individual may respond by escaping into “otherworldly” fantasies as a way of avoiding the struggle.  Hence, games like ‘Dungeons and Dragons’ and virtual environments or Multi-User Dimensions (MUDs).  Another danger is in arresting the process at the first transference onto the hero or icon.  In this case, the individual attaches oneself to a dependence on a religious leader or group; which explains the prevalence of the many cults in our society.  The emotional development of the individual is completely arrested at this point and usually dominated by the whims of a megalomaniacal and charismatic leader who can sometimes also be quite psychotic.
One final mistake can be brought about when religion does become internalized.  The new and resultant belief structure is seen as an absolute truth and the individual will rigidly adopt arbitrary and often incongruent beliefs and rules of conduct that he or she then expects society to recognize and adhere to.  This can quickly degenerate into a strong psychosis that can become quite self-destructive.  And if you add strong leadership qualities (megalomania) to the personality, you have the cult leader discussed in the previous paragraph.
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Hi PJ,

This is an interesting analysis. 

Paul Joseph Rovelli <provelli1@nycap.rr.com> wrote: 

Hi Ryan,
93
The problem is egoic, yes, but it pertains to the several existential crisis that we go through during the course of our lives.  In a book I have written (unpublished) I present the following essay:
Religious Experience and The Existential Crisis
A person’s early social environment from one’s youngest age, contains factors that determine one’s original response to the developing knowledge of the distinction between ‘self’ and ‘not-self’.  Society presents the first response to the existential crisis created by this as it imposes a set of moralistic doctrines designed to impel the individual to acquiesce to its own ends.
It’s role in this situation is to institute laws and behavioral patterns that are considered to be characteristic and expected of the individual. 
In this sense it may be surmised that most 'intellectuals' can provide rational explanations for ideas and convictions that were internalized since childhood.  These ideas would hold sway due to the unconscious or subconscious claims to authority that they hold. Thus x is true because someone in the past said so, or rather I was conditioned to believe so. Yet our conscious minds provide much more elaborate explanations creating the illusion that one consciously and intelligently arrived at the beliefs one holds. 
An example of this was an experiment where Freud had hipnotized a patient and gave the suggestion to carry an umbrella around on a sunny day.  When asked why he was carrying the umbrella he provided a rational explanation and believed it was his 'choice'.  
I would be so bold to suggest that the ideas impressed on our 'blank slate' minds from infancy on wards share an operative effect and function as hypnosis.  
One’s adherence to the moral structure is enforced by both brute force; jail and persecution, and its religious institutions.
Thus classical conditioning and crude forms of behavioralism.  
Religious preaching, indoctrination, and moralizing serve to shift the direction of the individual’s behavior away form personal, selfish goals toward those ends that are necessary to perpetuate society.  Our religious beliefs and experiences are then initially determined by our social environment.
I also think that our actual perceptions are also shaped by our social environment and are intimately connected with our conditioned ideas and thought processes.  Just look at some of the typical sociological research dealing with discrepancies in perception existing between different cultures.  i.e.  The pygmies near sightedness and verses the long range perception of those living in the African grass lands.  
I would even go so far as to argue that the archaic scavenger hunting techniques used in evocation to the physical plane involves the same, yet self induced manipulation of the thought processes and perceptions, everything is phenomenon of the assemblage point so to speak, but the assemblage point is simply an interpretation of infinite space and the ether.  
  The individual gets his or her religion through a graduated social process of reinforcement by means of reward and punishment.  Hence, compliance becomes a means of securing reward and avoiding punishment.
This compliance has no personal value beyond reinforcement and is initially and almost completely an unconscious development.
Thus we have the beginning of the slave conscious and the elevation of the Demi urge.  But could we actually making anything coherent if it were otherwise?  This is a classical and important issue for debate.  
The individual next encounters the second phase of the existential crisis as one seeks to assert the repressed individualistic energy.  This lends itself to a rejection of the religious doctrine taught by society. 
Makes me think of my late teens and early twenties: a rebel without a cause.  
It is then nurtured by an identification with another individual or icon as a role model that represents this kind of success to the individual. 
Anton Levey, and the Satanists: 'Don't listen to society, be yourself and follow me...'
The behavior of the role model is imitated until the individual is in complete conformity with his or her chosen heroic icon.  And at this point, the punishments of society fail to produce compliance.
With the third phase of the existential crisis comes new ways of thinking that inaugurate a transformative process of internalization that leads the personality towards its own unique expression.
This makes me think of the typical 'catharsis'  experienced  by the mythical  hero on  his  journey into the  unknown.  
  The new behavior transcends reinforcement and identification; becoming an end unto itself.  Religion is now a deeply internalized construct.  The individual has matured to the point that he or she can hear one’s own inner voice as an expression of this newfound individuation. Thus the experience of Adepthood and the H.G.A.
The three phases moving from the socially instituted religion to the personal construct again, is initiated by a personal existential crisis involving a discrepancy between individual needs and desires that clash with social needs and desires.  Within this process, religious experience involves a cognitive restructuring toward a superior level of personality integration and organization.  This period of restructuring involves the individual opening oneself up to the non-logical aspects of experience. Thus the individual learns how to consciously re-mold his assemblage point.  
However, the danger here is that instead of such an wholistic integration of personality becoming the net result, the individual may respond by escaping into “otherworldly” fantasies as a way of avoiding the struggle.  This makes me think of the new agers and Buddha wanna be's that confuse altered states of consciousness with  spiritual development.    Hence, games like ‘Dungeons and Dragons’ and virtual environments or Multi-User Dimensions (MUDs).  Another danger is in arresting the process at the first transference onto the hero or icon.  In this case, the individual attaches oneself to a dependence on a religious leader or group; which explains the prevalence of the many cults in our society.  The emotional development of the individual is completely arrested at this point and usually dominated by the whims of a megalomaniacal and charismatic leader who can sometimes also be quite psychotic.
Thus we have an un-healthy transference of our god fantasy projected onto another.  Both parties lose in the end.
One final mistake can be brought about when religion does become internalized.  The new and resultant belief structure is seen as an absolute truth and the individual will rigidly adopt arbitrary and often incongruent beliefs and rules of conduct that he or she then expects society to recognize and adhere to.  This can quickly degenerate into a strong psychosis that can become quite self-destructive.  And if you add strong leadership qualities (megalomania) to the personality, you have the cult leader discussed in the previous paragraph.
Unfortunately I know some beautiful people who have been duped by such individuals. But their ordeals may be a necessary lesson forcing them to develop the qualities they are looking for within themselves rather than looking outside.  

Thanks for the read.
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This is an interesting analysis.  
The analysis isn't mine; the essay is derived from what I learned in Religion and the Individual by D. Daniel Batson, Patricia Schoenrade adn W. Larry Ventis. 

It’s role in this situation is to institute laws and behavioral patterns that are considered to be characteristic and expected of the individual. 
In this sense it may be surmised that most 'intellectuals' can provide rational explanations for ideas and convictions that were internalized since childhood.  These ideas would hold sway due to the unconscious or subconscious claims to authority that they hold. Thus x is true because someone in the past said so, or rather I was conditioned to believe so. Yet our conscious minds provide much more elaborate explanations creating the illusion that one consciously and intelligently arrived at the beliefs one holds.  

Yes, this rationalization is all too common and explains why well-educated people can still accept the ridiculous notions of Christianity.  This behavior also extends itself outside of religion; for example, a way to explain why we bought that expensive sports car. 

An example of this was an experiment where Freud had hipnotized a patient and gave the suggestion to carry an umbrella around on a sunny day.  When asked why he was carrying the umbrella he provided a rational explanation and believed it was his 'choice'.  
I would be so bold to suggest that the ideas impressed on our 'blank slate' minds from infancy on wards share an operative effect and function as hypnosis.   

Well yes, I think it better to use the word: conditioning.  Hypnosis can be easily reversed; not so with the conditionion of our ealy childhood. 
One’s adherence to the moral structure is enforced by both brute force; jail and persecution, and its religious institutions.
Thus classical conditioning and crude forms of behavioralism. 

This has translated into the law as well.  The prison system doesn't rehabilitate, but punishes.  The idea is to change human behavior without appeal to reason.  And in the absence of reason, there is rationalization.

Religious preaching, indoctrination, and moralizing serve to shift the direction of the individual’s behavior away form personal, selfish goals toward those ends that are necessary to perpetuate society.  Our religious beliefs and experiences are then initially determined by our social environment.
I also think that our actual perceptions are also shaped by our social environment and are intimately connected with our conditioned ideas and thought processes.  Just look at some of the typical sociological research dealing with discrepancies in perception existing between different cultures.  i.e.  The pygmies near sightedness and verses the long range perception of those living in the African grass lands.  
I would even go so far as to argue that the archaic scavenger hunting techniques used in evocation to the physical plane involves the same, yet self induced manipulation of the thought processes and perceptions, everything is phenomenon of the assemblage point so to speak, but the assemblage point is simply an interpretation of infinite space and the ether.   

This seems to me to be the forced interruption ofthe naturally subjective nature of themind that it might extend itself to the objective.  Once obtained, the goal would be to return to the subjective and to find it better informed.  As I write this, I'm watching 'A beautiful Mind' on TV.  The protagonist has just derided Adam Smith, citing the idea of what is essentially called 'enlightened self-interest'.  He says: "One must do what is good for oneself and the group;" noting that Smith's idea that self-interest was good for the whole is doomed to failure.   And I would add, that caring only for the interest of not-self (altruism and the herd mind) is just as damning.

Interestingly enough, the approaching Age of Aquarius is about both; self and the group--Uranus and Saturn.  Liber AL shows the journey of the self; initially awakening to the objective (NUIT) and then discovering the subjective (HADIT) and then integrating both into the superior being (RA-HOOR-KHUIT); Nietzche's Ubermensch.

  The individual gets his or her religion through a graduated social process of reinforcement by means of reward and punishment.  Hence, compliance becomes a means of securing reward and avoiding punishment.
This compliance has no personal value beyond reinforcement and is initially and almost completely an unconscious development.
Thus we have the beginning of the slave conscious and the elevation of the Demi urge.  But could we actually making anything coherent if it were otherwise?  This is a classical and important issue for debate.   

The creative force, or the Demiurge, initially installs in its creation that which would serve its own interests.  But ultimately, the rebellion (I saw Satan falling from heaven) or pubescence manifests as the life force itself (Holy Spirit) has its own nature and its own objectives.  The drive is to full expression and full manifestation as it originated from the unmanifest.

This means that the self-unconscious, whether or not it is originally, a blank slate, was fully absorbed in the spirit [from whence we came] and moves to an outer expression [whither we goeth]; typified in the pose of the Egyptian gods with one hand pointing forward.

The individual next encounters the second phase of the existential crisis as one seeks to assert the repressed individualistic energy.  This lends itself to a rejection of the religious doctrine taught by society. 
Makes me think of my late teens and early twenties: a rebel without a cause.   

Indeed, this is essential; without it, there would be no evolutionary development.  Though I might call this the rebel in search of a cause. 
It is then nurtured by an identification with another individual or icon as a role model that represents this kind of success to the individual. 
Anton Levey, and the Satanists: 'Don't listen to society, be yourself and follow me...' 

The legitimate mentor, guru or spiritual teacher doesn't say "follow me;" LaVey being the clown in all cases.  But the heart of the individual chooses to follow as he or she resonates with the work of this mentor.  Indeed, the mentor does not need to establish a formal relationship; though one may exist, such as a favorite school teacher.  Rather, one may make a hero of an author or a musical idol.  Even, there may be some combination of all of these.
The behavior of the role model is imitated until the individual is in complete conformity with his or her chosen heroic icon.  And at this point, the punishments of society fail to produce compliance.
With the third phase of the existential crisis comes new ways of thinking that inaugurate a transformative process of internalization that leads the personality towards its own unique expression.
This makes me think of the typical 'catharsis'  experienced  by the mythical  hero on  his  journey into the  unknown.   

For the Zelator of the A.'.A.'. this is the finding of one's own voice.  In terms of the initial conditioning and the rationalizing factor, this only comes about when the failure of this stage of the existential crisis occurs.  One then keeps to the exoteric superstition; though one may fool oneself that this is not so as one may have converted to a religion outside the family; yet, this being a religion that still carries the same type of superstition.

The Zelator is told that he or she will attain success in the work and that if he or she abandons the work, it would have been better that one never started.  If one chooses to return to the original unconsciousness one will find a depravity and insanity that one would not have had had one not started the work.  Otherwise, one must pursue the struggle; and it is a hero's journey.  The Black Lodge, those stationary forces that resist change, will oppose you to the level that you rebel...it is the reactive response...every action having an equal and opposite reaction.

The emerging unique voice is derided, which is why it is said that the greater thy trials, the greater thy victory.  The psychic tension moves to overload and there is real psychic danger; the chance for the worst schizophrenia.  I saw this in Ray Eales as he harped more and more on the Black Lodge as a force that constantly put HOOR "under attack".  The paranoia spread to everyone in the order living in his vicinity; when I was living amongst them in Tampa.

Moving through this, one must attach oneself to the journey for this voice.  It's so fascinating that this discussion comes up as I'm watching this movie.  I'm reminded of the great psychiatrist, R.D. Laing and his work on schizophrenia.  He didn't see it as a disease, per se; but as a process of self discovery and a proof of spirituality.  And of course, as the protagonist in the movie, the very real Professor John Nash and his wife discovered, this discovery is a knowledge of the heart; why the Zelator studies the formula of the Rosy Cross.

It is also worth reproducing the R.D. Laing quote I placed on the editorial page of the A.M.H.R. website:

From R.D. Laing's Self and Others:
Everyday speech gives us clues we would be wise to follow.  It hints that there may be a general law or principal that a person will feel himself to be going forward when he puts himself into his actions, presuming this to be equivalent to self-disclosure (making patent his true self), but that if this is not so, he will be liable to feel that he is 'going back' or is stationary, or 'going round in circles,' or getting nowhere.'  In 'putting myself into' what I do, I lose myself, and in so doing I seem to become myself.  The act I do is felt to be me, and I become 'me' in and through such action.  Also, there is a sense in which a person 'keeps himself alive' by his acts; each act can be a new beginning, a new birth, a re-creation of oneself, a self-fulfilling.
To be 'authentic' is to be true to oneself, to be what one is, to be 'genuine.'  To be 'inauthentic' is to not be oneself, to be false to oneself: to be not as one appears to be, to be counterfeit.  We tend to link the categories of truth and reality by saying that a genuine act is real, but that a person who habitually uses action as a masquerade is not real.
In everydday speech, and in more systematic theory which, to adpat a remark of William James, is but an unduly obstinate attempt to think clearly, 'authentic' action or 'inauthentic' action can be viewed from many angles: from each angle different features come to the fore.
The intensification of the being of the agent through self-disclosure, through making patent the latent self, is the meaning of Nietzsche's 'will to power.'  It is the 'weak' man who, in lieu of potentiating himself genuinely, counterfeits his impotence by dominating and controlling others, by idealizing physical strength or sexual potency, in the restricted sense of the capacity to have erections and to ejaculate.
The act that is genuine, revealing, and potentiating is felt by me as fulfilliing.  This is the only actual fulfillment of which I can prroperly sepak.  It is an act that is me: in this action I am myself.  I put myself 'in' it.  In so far as I put myself 'into' what I do, I become myself through this doing.  I know also that the converse is true, when I feel 'empty,' or am haunted by futility.  In the light of such impressions of myself, I am compelled to see the other.  I suspect 'frantic' activity in another.  I sense that he senses in his actions a lack of intrinsic meaning: that in clinging to external formulas and dogmas he senses his emptiness.  I expect that such a person will envy and resent others.  If, from my impression of myself, I see him as not fulfilling himself by not putting himself into his own future, I am alert to various ways in which he will try to fill his emptiness.  One fills oneself with others (introjective identification) or lives vicariously by living through the lives of others (projective identification).  One's 'own' life comes to a stop.  One goes round in a circle, in a whirl, going everywhere and getting nowhere.
  
  The new behavior transcends reinforcement and identification; becoming an end unto itself.  Religion is now a deeply internalized construct.  The individual has matured to the point that he or she can hear one’s own inner voice as an expression of this newfound individuation. Thus the experience of Adepthood and the H.G.A. 

:-) 
The three phases moving from the socially instituted religion to the personal construct again, is initiated by a personal existential crisis involving a discrepancy between individual needs and desires that clash with social needs and desires.  Within this process, religious experience involves a cognitive restructuring toward a superior level of personality integration and organization.  This period of restructuring involves the individual opening oneself up to the non-logical aspects of experience. Thus the individual learns how to consciously re-mold his assemblage point.  
However, the danger here is that instead of such an wholistic integration of personality becoming the net result, the individual may respond by escaping into “otherworldly” fantasies as a way of avoiding the struggle.  This makes me think of the new agers and Buddha wanna be's that confuse altered states of consciousness with  spiritual development.     

We also see this with Kenneth Grant and the Nemites as well.  It's a part of the schizophrenia and to indulge in it is one of the traps along the path.  For each of this, it will manifest in a way that we may not readily be able to see.  And as I see in my own life, seeing it is not in itself the solution, but only opens one up to the process.
 

 Hence, games like ‘Dungeons and Dragons’ and virtual environments or Multi-User Dimensions (MUDs).  Another danger is in arresting the process at the first transference onto the hero or icon.  In this case, the individual attaches oneself to a dependence on a religious leader or group; which explains the prevalence of the many cults in our society.  The emotional development of the individual is completely arrested at this point and usually dominated by the whims of a megalomaniacal and charismatic leader who can sometimes also be quite psychotic.
Thus we have an un-healthy transference of our god fantasy projected onto another.  Both parties lose in the end. 

There seems to be a period of vulnerability; at least for some.  This is probably due to a lacking in the reasoning faculties; due to more than likely, a gap in one's education. 
One final mistake can be brought about when religion does become internalized.  The new and resultant belief structure is seen as an absolute truth and the individual will rigidly adopt arbitrary and often incongruent beliefs and rules of conduct that he or she then expects society to recognize and adhere to.  This can quickly degenerate into a strong psychosis that can become quite self-destructive.  And if you add strong leadership qualities (megalomania) to the personality, you have the cult leader discussed in the previous paragraph.
Unfortunately I know some beautiful people who have been duped by such individuals. But their ordeals may be a necessary lesson forcing them to develop the qualities they are looking for within themselves rather than looking outside.   

Though schizophrenia is classified as one of the forms of psychosis, I'm going to differentiate it from other manifestations...as I belive R.D. Laing also did.  The people you know are in a dangerously unhealthy place.  They may maintain functional lives, but their souls will become increasingly more and more diminished.  And their old age will be pure agony for them. 
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