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S.Y. Centres & Phone List
Next Edition Coming!

Contributions:

Ifr you have not dready done <o, Please notify additions and
corrections, as soon os possible, to

John Dobbie, phone 02 416 2373 Fax 02 416 1202

Carole MciNeill:  (02) 560 6621
Efrem Manassey (02) 560 43134

7
15 Pieasant Ave, Fast Lindfield, NSW 2070 JUNE ”'H“ . ‘13 . . Fax: (02) 745 4562

Noame, phome no. oddress. birthdate
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ANYONE LIKE A FRED DOG2%7
- = 7 year old deg. Very mature. (Previous reputaticn no lonper appiies). Loving &
‘riendly, Good witn kids. “hreat watch deg.

Contact the lienwoods i 560 0028

MANS WATCH FOURD

I sottis T puja before last.
Dohind altar at Durwood. HMayuoe somecnc on setting up the pujd

See Aneil at Burwood - 747 4835. H—
. o
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' "Shri Mahalakshmi Puja Talk Synopsis
o . Kolhapur, December 21,1991 - T
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The hankering for money goes away in Sahaja ELEmST IR :&UZO:-& 5;115;:;% m It L:;J MESST | T Wit CONTINGE THIS COUNTRY DOESATT
Yoga. You are so blessed that you start SPECIAL TASK SAKE. JUST| | S0RY REPORTS oA T Teons DEFENC Tt o
. : . CLEAN T STRENG DEFENCE IT NEEDS A MOTHER

getting whatever you like. Another way, even  [FORCE T0 STUDY 4 QUIT SPEND- | ON WHAT Te 00 < up! wKATS | | T0 KECP THIS WITH NO :
before your Lakshmi principle is satisfied, is  [NEW TECHNIQUES & ING MONEY | | ABOUT OUR 50 HARD | |COUNTRY A SAFE o DINNER
that if you get your self-realization you can |98 BALANCING 5 YOU DON'T| [ KKY OCEANS  { ABo THAT?| | PLACE FOR THE NOUNG
short circuit the whole thing and then also THE BUOELT... Kave! ARD RIVERS... HUMELESS PEOPLE man ! “d
you can enter into Mahalakshmi principle. / B ve! % { oy
But you have become overly rich and if that ¢ ) M
richness has gone into your head and vou : \ £ \ 4 x = S v
think no end of yourself, then there are still T AN e ey | E’ < {
some chances of getting into Sahaja Yoga. For é Sa : * (.
example, if a very rich man gets sick, or his de ; I T = R
children start misbehaving, or suddenly he JI : | ' L =

) N i L)

gets a bad reputation, some sort of a shock for
his right side can push him to the center.
“Left sided people are who are suffering too
much because they are poor, because they are
lethargic, because they don’t know how to get
to their jobs and they have no ambitions, nor
do they compete—in a way they are in a
better situation than the rich because they
don’t have to worry so much about income-
tax—as if they have solved their problems by
having no income, no car.”

With everything that you possess, so-called,
you have a problem till you develop a
complete detached feeling about it. “So

then what happens to you that when you
start, all these problems are creeping up. In
India specially I have seen people become
generous—very miserly people also become
generous. They become so fed up with their
so-called wealth, "they start distributing it
and giving it away.”

FieH ARE GOING
TO BITE BUT I'M
NOT SURE I WANT
TO GET INVOWEP
WITH INSIDER
TRADING

KuwDhriwi Puja 1992 < cABEcta - FTALY -

“This acquisition instinct is now ending up
into something which is very cheap, vulgar,
and immoral. The fondness for showing off is
so much that.you are sometimes shocked....
See where we have ended up into our
acquisition instinct. Such rotten things we are
eating,” like cheese which smells so horrible.
“If you take that cheese, you cannot smeil
anything rotten. Even if they go to hell, they
won't feel bad because the smell will be the
same. Where should we put them? They are
so immune to that dirty smell. It is absolutely
sub-human.”

The acquisition instinct becomes a political
ascent, aggressing other countries and people.
“S5o the whole attitude of human beings
changes. They think, ‘We are the lord. We can
hate anyone. We aggress anyone. We can be

arrogant with anyone. We can demand
anything. We can take away anybody’s wife,
take away anybody’s child.... As a result, the
love is lost.... Compassion is lost.... With that
you also develop.. a sense of ‘my’ and
‘mine.”” God has created everything so how
can we say that something is ours?

How do you mean, “fair"’?

 Economists are not merely dismal, it appears, but selfish and unco-oper-

' ative, aswell
' OMEBODY, presumably  Groucho

Marx, once offered the following ad-
vice: “The secret of success is honesty and

fair dealing. If you can fake those, you've
got it made.”

1f you aren't smiling, you may be cut
out for economics. Students of the subject
are trained to regard sclf-interest as the
force that decides economic choices. It is
easy to imagine cases where cheating is
advantageous. The conemist’s view i5:
others will see that the logic of the situa-
tion calls for cheating, so you had better
cheat, too. This idea pervades the litera-
ture. But here’s a disturbing thing: it may
be having some effect. Nothing personal,
but economists are an unpleasant lot.

The evidence is in a new paper by a
team of one economist and two psycholo-
gists from Cornell University*. It reviews
several behavioural swdies. In one, first-
year graduate students were asked to take
part in an experiment. They were given
some money, and toid to divide it into
two accounts, one "privite”, one “pub-
lic™. Money in the private account was
given to the student at the end of the ex-
periment. Money in the public account
was pooled, multiplied by 3 factor of
more than one {the oact figurc var-
ied), and then divided equally
among all the students.

For society as a whole, as it
were, the best thing is for the stu-
dents to put all their money into
the public account. That creates
the biggest pie, which is then
shared equally. But for cach individual
student, the best thing is to put everything
into the private account. That way, you get
back all your own stake, plus a full share
of the pool provided by the suckers. The
study found that economics students con-
tributed, on average, 20% of their stakes to
the puablic account. Students of other sub-
Jects contributed 50%.

The tescarchers then asked the stu-
dents to explain their actions: had they
worried about whether their decision had
been fair? Nearly all the non-economists
said ves, they had worried. The response
of the economists was different.

More than one-third of the economists cither
refused 10 answer the question regarding
what is fair, of gave very complex, uncodable
responses. It scems that the meaning of “fair-
ness™ in this conie was somewhat alien for
this group. These who did respond were
much more likely to say that littke or no con-
tribution was fair.

lf ECONOMICS FOCUS

Another study involved agame played
byan “allocator”anda “receiver™. The al-
Jocator was given $10 and asked to divide
the cash between himselfand the receiver,
The receiver could either accept the divi-
sion (in which case, both pam'c)s kept the
sums proposed by the allocatorj or refuse
it fin which case, beth got nothing)

Fairness cails for an equal split. But
what does self-interest tell the allocator to
do? Only a non-ecenomist could ask. The
answer is: keep $9.99, and give the re-
ceiver one cent. The receiver will not
refuse because one cent is better than
nothing (and self-interest does not under-
stand spite). Note also that the game was
played just once for each pair, so there was

no reason for the rece ver to
refuse in the hope of

prompting a better ofier next time. As be-
fore, the study found that economics stu-
dents “performed sigaificantly more in
accord with the self-interest model” than
NoN-cCONOMIstS.

Other studies have found the same. A
survey asked 1,245 randomly selected col-
Jege professors how much they gave to
charity each year. Abcut 9% of the eco-
nomics professors gave nothing; the pro-
portion of professors in other disciplines
giving nothing ranged between 11% and
4.2% (despite generally lower incomes
than the economists). The median gift of
cconomists to big chaities such as the
United Way and viewer-supported public
television was substantially smaller than
the median gift of non-¢conomists.

The prisoner's diiemma—a game
where two players have todecide whether
to co-operate with each other or cheat—

has long been of great interest 1o econo-
mists. The key feature is that for exch
player, “defecting” secures the best out-
come regardiess of what the other doxs.
But if both players accept this logic and
defect, they end up worse off than if they
had co-operated. The Comeli team con-
ducted an experiment involving 267 pris-
oner's dilemma games. Economics stu-
dents defected 60% of the time; non-
economists defected 39% of the time.

Does training in economics make you
mean—or is it just that mean peopk are
somehow attracted to economics? Tofind
out, the Cornell eam did a Further experi-
ment, to see whether students became
more or kess “honest™ in 2 hypethdical
situation, after doing some economics.
They compared three sets of students: the
first took a COUMSe in mainstream micro-
econornics, taught by an instructor with
an interest in industrial organisation and
game theory; the second tock 2 similar
course, but taught by a specialist on devel-
opment in Maoist China; the third took 2
placebo (astronomy).

Across a range of questions, the pat-
tern was consistent: the first set contained
the largest proportion of students who be-
came hess honest; next came the second
set: honourably in the rear were the
astronomers, with the smallest propor-
tion of students who became less honest.

Pethaps, then, there is2 publicinterest
in curbing the study of economics. Or al-
ternatively—a conclusion that this

colvmn would prefer to endosse-
cconomics needs to take psychol-
ogy more seriously. The factis that
peopie do co-operate more than
the selfinterest model (useful
though it is} seems to predict. As
the Cormll team points out, Te-
cent research sheds light on one
reason for this.

Imagine a world in which peo-
ple move from one prisoner’s dilemma to
the next (ie, the real world) If peopie can
choose their “partners” freely, and ifhon-
est types can spot each other in advance,
co-operators will be able to interact selec-
fively with each other—and will therefore
do better than cheats. Experiments have
shown that people are surprisingly good
at telling co-operators and cheats apart,
cven on the basis of what seems to be lim-
ited information.

So there you have it: narrowly self-in-
rerested behaviour is ultimately self-de-
feating. Economics practised with that in
mind could become the uplifting science.
1f economists can only incorporate 3 bit

of psychology, they've got it made.

"Dot:.Smdpng E.conomm Lnhibit Co-openationl”
Py Robent Frank, Thomas Gilovich and Dennis Regzn
}ou‘mal of Ezonomi¢ Popectives, Spring 1993
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DEAR SANTA (CLAUS,
T gNow You ARE A
BUSY MAN.

MAKE IT EASY ON-
VOURSELF, THIS YEAR
JUST BRING ME MONEY,

T DON'T WANT You To
WASTE YOUR TIME
THINKING ABOUT WHAT
Tovs I MIGAT LIKE.

PREFERABLY TENS
AND TWENTIES,




