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From: Martin (martin_at_web—-kernel.com)
Date: 01/03/05

Date: Mon, 3 Jan 2005 10:36:51 +0000

On 2005-01-03 08:49:19 +0000, Kamerynn <idon'tdoemail@sorry.com> said:

>
>

> TMG wrote:

>

>> George Hammond wrote:

>>

>>>"Uno Hoo!" <kev@dropthisbigfoot.com> wrote in message

>>> news:cr65el$mh8$1@news7.svr.pol.co.uk...

>>>

>>>> "George Hammond" <nowhere@nomailspam.net> wrote in message
>>>> news:8y6zd.12441$7247.4947 @newsread2.news.atl.earthlink.net...
>>>>

>>>>

>>>>> [Hammond]

>>>>> No content posts are boring.

>>>>> and don't fuck with the headers dipshit.

>>>>

>>>>

>>>> What puzzles me George is why a self professed academic and intellectual
>>>> feels the need to resort to the language of a street yob when debating.
>>>> Certainly demonstrates something about your personality.

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>> [Hammond]

>>> Tell me something... if you were on a quiz show and they

>>> asked you:

>>>

>>> "Can you describe what kind of a person you think

>>> it will be who discovers the world's first scientific

>>> proof of God; assuming such a discovery is

>>> possible?'

>>>

>>> What would you give for an answer?
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>>
>>

>>

>> Can anyone play this guessing game?

>>

>>

>> A white male from New England. Grew up in the late 1950s or early

>> 1960s. Was retarded socially, and kept mostly to himself. Was thought
>> to be a bit of a prodigy, but was never given the family support.

>> Thought to be a bit "odd", and probably compared to a more conventional
>> sibling — maybe an older brother who was a sports star.

>>

>> Probably from modest means. In high school, he would have gravitated to
>> one or maybe two teachers who seemed to see a spark. These teachers
>> would have also been a bit off or non—conventional.

>>

>> Might have received a recommendation to a technical school, possibly
>> from a favorite teacher with a connection. Received passing, but not

>> superior college marks. College social relations were also limited, but
>> may have included testing homosexual bounds, as well as misanthropic
>> hetero relationships.

>>

>> Continued education would have only been undertaken after evaluation of
>> viable professional attempts. There may have been quite a bit of family
>> conflict with the decision not to enter the workforce.

>>

>> Social, personal, and familial pressures — when combined with a less

>> than stellar scientific mind, conspire against him. He dabbles in

>> unconventional relationships (by this time, it's the late 1960s),

>> perhaps mind altering drugs.

>>

>> Having moved from an "odd" big fish in a small pond to a venue where
>> actual knowledge is valued, he suffers another setback. Rather than

>> face the realization that family, friends, and educators are in fact

>> right — he "allows" himself a psychotic break. A descent into madness
>> that absolves him of any missteps, miscalculations, or shortcomings.

>>

>> He ends up instutionalized. Strapped down and shot full of mind

>> altering drugs. A ward of the state.

>>

>> |t is during this psychotic break, that he "discovers the world's first

>> scientific proof of God; assuming such a discovery is possible?"

>>

>>

>> Close?

>

> Kam:

> rotflmao. Nail. Head.

Are you George's personal psych?
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"Nail. Head."... if only it was that simple!
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