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CHAPTER 2

HISTORICAL UNDERSTANDING OF GA@IR A CREATOR

Throughout the history of civilizations the question of the existence od Creator, in one form or

AT 1T OEAOh EAA Al xAUuO AAAT O1 OCEO8 4EAOA EO 11
albeit manifested in other forms seeking forand worshipping a higher order of a Being. Here,
the quest for the existence o& Creatoris broadly defined to encapsulate the search for a higher
order of a Being beyondearthly existence

The question about the existence of God, or a higher order ofistence, has apparently risen
within the human psyche from the beginning of recorded history and even going back to
prehistorical times as indicated by signs of archaeological discoveries. All people have the
capacity, both to ask this question and to seeh for its answers. They have done this in many
different ways within manifold cultures and religions. The emotional experiential dimension
linked to the conceptuaization of a Higher Being is the same, whether that Higher Being is
conceptualized as a Go¢hs in monotheism), as Creation itself (as in Buddhism), as Deities (as in
Hinduism), or simply as®ligh Aboved(8hengTdor dendas in the Chinese ethical belief)Bun
Goddas with the Egyptian, etcThis has been the starting point for all peopleyut somehow along
the way some have come to the conclusion that that is no Gbeécause there is no vantage
position available to explain Natureand Lifein the ©rder of things h x EET A T OEAOO
the existence of Goar a Higher Beingthrough faith or just stop short of speculating

Atheism began as a critique of certain perspectives on the Gadestion and ended in the
outright denial of the very reality around which this question revolves.Yet all atheists are
humanists in one form or another Atheism is therefore an escape from the reality that
surrounds us, a seiimposed blindness to see the wonders and mysteries of life, rejecting the
spiritual experiences within us, simply because we cannot find a rationalization through our
senses that ve can fully accept. Atheism is still a religioas it is broadly definedbut without God
and yet, without denial this humanism whch the atheists demonstrate is stillpart of being
human and this is a reflection of the very essence of our being, that remaia mystery and
wonder in its origin (more on this in later text).

Historically the search for Godas in the monotheistic religions of the Middle-Eastern and
Western cultures has gone through many phases and different perspectives have been used to
argue for His existence.The monotheistic religions of the MiddleEastern and Western cultures
define the Creator as a personal identity known asBod) attributing him to have certain
qualities often associated with anthropomorphic connectionsand this conceptialization can be
traced back to the roots of their philosophic ideas associated with Gnosticism, which attributed
the causes of human conflict and existence to outside forceery much linked to the parameters

of our existence while in the East the concpt of a Higher Being was accepted from within
nature in the ©rder of thingsé(a dialectic philosophic approach) andt is beyond speculationor
manifested in worshipping deities who had demonstrated their virtues towards humanity

The concepts of Goar the Higher Beingevolved around the contexts of the times, which were
determined by the needs of the community and the collective knowledge at that point in time
and these are results of the derivatives of different history and cultureBasically, the argments
for the existence ofa Godor a Higher Beingand His definingNature are often based upon either
reasons philosophical intellectualization with knowledge at that point in time) or emotion or a
combination of both.



It was in the monotheistic religons of the MiddleEastern and Western cultures that attempts
were made to define God as an individual Being who is more than humans in all that are seen
desirable, adopting the anthropomorphic position of bringing His Nature down to the
comparative level of humankind. In the earlier times, the religious authorities of the
monotheistic religions used the Old Testaments the basis for religious certainty about Gaqd
influenced very much by the philosophic position of Gnosticism

In ecclesiastical circlesa theology of God was developed from biblical and ecclesiastical beliefs

that were not subjected to intellectual critique for a long time, until intelligence broke loose
AOT I EOO Ai1TAACA T &£ EZAEOE OEOI OCE OADBOEBOAT A
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A philosophy of God developed that dealt with the question of the existence of God notionally
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no personal and relational dimension.

Theology of old in the Hebraielslamic-Christian tradition thus became highly speculative and
academic, quite removed from the concerns of ordinary people. Such a msibphical approach

to the understanding of God, without linking His active participation in His creation, is
inconsistent with the holistic approach that should be adopted in defining His Nature. Later, a
COAAO AEOEAA AOI OA OEABEICA®ARDROBGS OFAI 10’ ORA T G
former was theorized as a detached subject of study and the latter lay emphasis on a God that is
DAOOEAEPAOI OU ET EOI AT TEOAO AT A OEEO EO 1Al
derivatives of the Mddle-Eastern history and culture. However, with the participatory view of

God there became an anthropomorphic tendency to defining His Nature in violation to the
fundamental premises adopted.

The philosophical argumentsfor a Godwere put forward by great thinkers of the past. Plato
(c428-347 B.C.), along the line of Greek reasoning as a rationalist, was passionately interested
in logic and reason.This logic and reason was determined by the derivatives of the timéle
considered that the realm of idealforms was the only permanent reality. Movements and
changes are signs of inferior reality. Something that has true identity remained always the same,
characterized by permanence and immutability. The shifting, flawed material phenomena we
encounter with our senses in the hereand-now are without permanency and therefore, as
defined, formless.From this perspective it was arrived thatthere must be a creator who is
stable and constant and acts as a craftsman to impose order out of chaos and form on
formless ness.

Like Socrates ¢€470-399 B.C.), Plato believed that human beings were fallen divinities; the
forms of the divine world were within them and could be accessible by reasons, which is an
intuitive grasp of the eternal reality within us. Thus Platq S@rates and other philosophers of
old recognized the spiritual aspect of our being whicthas an inbuilt logic refer to as@tuitive
rationalism&that tends to seek for ultimacy This drive for formliness within us is evident that an
ultimate form exists. Thus, based on this logic, thehangingforms that we experience in life that
tend towards idealism (intuitively directed by rationalism) inevitably point to the conclusion
that there must be a reality of Godvho is the stable form and must bdahe Creator of all the
other impermanent and changingiorms.

Aristotle (¢.384-322 B.C.), another genius of antiquity, disagreed with the concept of idealism in
forms. Aristotle maintained that the forms only had reality in so far as they existed in concrete,
material objects in our own world. He agreed that forms existed within reality, but changes of
forms do occur and that these came about through cause and effect, and from this he reasoned
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that there must be anuncaused cause, an ultimate intellect that brought ab out the highest

form of reality , the human intelligence. There is a hierarchy of existence, each one of which
imparts form and change to the one below it. At the top of this hierarchy was thénmoved

Mover, the uncaused cause, which Aristotle identified as' T A8 | OEOOI OI A0 ' 1 A
indifferent to the existence of the universe since he cannot contemplate anything inferior to
himself. Such a God does not direct or guide the world and can make no difference to our lives,

one way or the other. His cocept of a soul is based on this hierarchy, with Man at the top
arguing for the existence of the soul based on the mirgbdy paradigm. His concept of mind

takes into consideration intelligence and inner experiences.

It was Philo (€15-50A.D.) that reasond of a God that is actively participating in the course of
human history, as an externataskmaster controlling our lives. As a Jew, he could not accept God
as the mere source of ideal or form, but believed that God was an active parent, very much
invovedET EEOOI OU AT A 1 EZAh OEOO DPOOOEI ¢ OEA O 1
oftheBEAT A6h A AEAI T COA OEAO OOEIT CITAO T1Th Al AA
Anselm (1033-1109), a brilliant monk and bishop of Canterbury, put forward an otological
AOCOI AT O GsBrdeting tha whierOnotifing greater can be thought 6 h | AAT ET C
God is the ultimate of all reality, a reality that is evident in us by giving us the ability to reflect on

the Source of all creationThis innate urge forsearch of the ultimate was seen as evident that

there must be a source of our existenceKarl Rahner (1984), the preeminent Catholic
OEAT 1T CEAT 1T &£ OEA OxAT1 OEAOE AAT O6O60OUh OAAOG 11 0O/
all perennial debates aboutthe existence of God there must therefore be an Existence that
would provoke such debateBoth Anselm and Rahner continued along the line of reason that

this participatory God was still outside of us, ever since a notion that was ingrained in the
Middle-Eastern and Western cultures.

It was Thomas Aquinas (12240 ¢ x 1 q xEI ET OACOAOAA OEA O'T A T
"EAl A8 xEOE EEO O1 AOOOAT OEATITcuUdh xEAOAAU C
xT Ol A AT A AOOAAI E OE#dgAogic¢, ithd paver AfgoBsdrieidn Aardsreaser) E
Aquinas presented five arguments or classic statements to establish the existence of God. He
proposed 1) the argument from motion (there must be a prime mover), 2) the argument from
causality (every effect mus have a cause), 3) the argument from necessity (all beings are
possible, but one must be necessary if there are to be any beings at all), 4) the argument from
design (the complex and harmonious operation of the universe demands an intelligent and
purposeful designer), and 5) the argument from perfection (all creation is judged against the
OOITEO T £/ PAOAAAOET 1 8 4EOO 4ET T AO ' NOET AO b
reality within our earthly existence, combining reason with faith and integratingthe concepts of

Plato and Aristotle.

7EEITA T ATu PATPI A APDPOI AAE OEA 1T UOGOAOU T &£ '1.
others follow the path of emotions. The existence of God often comes about in times of great
crisis and sufferings. However, e discovery of God through emotional experiences can have its
pitfalls. Negativeemotions such as despair and distrust can lead a distressed people to replace

their God of justice with any beliefs and philosophies that can alleviate their sufferings and i

some cases lead tpolytheism, paganismand atheism. This is perhaps how the concept of the
Mevilocame about.Lacking a reasonable explanation of why a good and just God would allow

such terrible things to happen, and fearing the dangers of sufferingegnal damnation from an
unreasonable, wrathful God, simple people can turn to relics, talismans, indulgences and other
practices that were grounded neither in faith nor in reason. For those who reasothese



reactionary responses were attributed to the woks of the ®evild For some this may be the
confirmation of the conclusion that there is no God.

However, for some who ould see through the sufferings andthe sé A1 1| AA OET EOOOEA
AAAPDAO O1 AAOOOAT AET ¢ 1T £ OER redlizadioh AfCa siffdEngdFodE T C O ¢
compatriot with them in a loving relationship that brings about a deeper faith and conviction.

The existence of God then becomes a realiipside of us, cemented by faith and beyond
speculatonrs O3 OEZFAOET CHDAOOERE AAAT DAEAI T AT 1T AOOOAS
ARET CO EE xA xAOA O OPAOGO OEA OAOGOS OEOI OCE
demonstrated the necessity of sufferings as a token of appeasement for the demonstration of

love of one for another.

It was Pascal (16231662) who pointed out that there is a spiritual centre in each person that

TTO0 T1T1U OEETEOh AOO Al OF O1 AAOOOAT AOG AT A ADH
which one can approach Go¢ ¢he heart has its r easons of which reason knows nothing & 8
OAOEADPO OZAEOEG EO OEA e/t bf e e&dadd sEfGingd AditAT OA
will be pointed out later in this text, the fact that emotion exists that cannot be explained
entirely through the sciences reflects the spiritual part of our being which points to the
existence of God. The greatest of all emotion is love and the endearment of suffering is an
expression of the greatness of this love.

One theologian underlines the necessity of using Iman experience as the starting place for

AGPAOEAT AET ¢ 'T Ag O4EA xI Ol A 1T &£ EOI AT AGDPAOER
revelation and faith~... How can we listen to a revelation from God, how could iE be a rev~elation
if it falls outsideT OO A@PAOEAT AAed )O EO ET 100 EOIT CAO A&

we find God. It is in our experience of suffering, sickness, and abandonment that we can discover
the divine. It is through emotion that we relate to God and it is through ention that we can find
Him.

St. Augustine (354430 A.D.) a protagonist of inner experience has an insight into the existence

of God supported the view that God cannot be understood by reason alone because God goes
beyond human concepts and is not a logicair intellectual formulation but an imaginative
paradigm that confounds reason. Thus instead of starting with the metaphysical abstractions

and verbal image, we should be able to discern God in the depths of our mindsis is
essentially a dialectic apprach, similarly to that of the Chinese concept d¥indand Fangd It is

no good simply searching for the proof of the existence of God in the external worldod can

only be discovered in the real world of the mind as an inner personal experience

According to Augustine,God is not an objective reality but a spiritual presence in the

AT T Pl Ag AAPOBO ITOECRETROMAEBAT OEEO A@bi i OAOQEI]
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which we were formed.

This spiritual discovery of' T A OEOI OCE 1 00 OAT 11 AAOEOA AT 1 OAE
AT AOI AT OGAA ET 11T AAOT AAUOG rin@pbldchliresearEnAahnd for DOU
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profoundly emotional. The spiritual emotional experiences that we all have, whether through

our ordinary or non-Il OAET AOU AT 1T OAET 001 AOGOh MAOADPAOREAAAD



(more later in the text when we look into research in this field and using deductive logic to
argue for the existence of God).

There are different levels of beliefs in the Goduestion z i) the atheists, where cognitively there

is a denal of the existence of God but in fact deep down the question remains because there are
more questions than answers by upholding this position, ii) those who believe in the existence

of God but have no faith in Him in determining the course of life one eaunters, iii) those who

believe by faith and accept the circumstances of life bestowed upon them but cognitively do not
understand why they believe and whatare expected, iv) those who believe through faith and
actively seek for an explanation and try tofollow His way, and v) those who fully believe,

O1 AAOOOAT A0 OEA AOEOEAAI OAAOITO0 &£ O OEAEO AA
will. The last represents the highest point of a conviction and the greatest of all fasly perhaps

this is the state where all saints or holy men, of whatever religious persuasion, have aspired and

arrived at.

In all of the above, the common acceptance of the philosophers and theologians through the ages
seem to be that the intuitive search for ultimacy existsni all of us as Homo sapienspiritulus,
and that there is a part of us that is spiritual which some people detect cognitively through
philosophical intellectualization, exegeticalrationalization and/or some through heightened
emotional experiences. Platstated this in the form of the intuitive search for formliness, which
ultimately points to the existence ofOne that has permanent form. Aristotle talked about the
uncaused cause and the cause of our intellect points to the ultimate source of the uncaused.
Philo brought the concept of the ultimate down to a human level, seeing that the ultimate being
as actively participating in our livesin our experiencesthrough the unfolding of events in
history. Anselm saw that the ultimate reality is reflected in usygiving us the innate ability to
ask the question for the source of creation. It was St. Augustine that integrated the abstraction of
God by reason with our spiritual (emotional) experiences for the presence of God. In all of these,
whether the quest of @d is through philosophical abstraction, by reason, or through emotional
experiences, it demonstrates to us that there is a spiritual part of us which is innate in Homo
sapiens spiritulus (including the atheists who are fundamentally humanists and therefa
recognizing, accepting the spiritual part of their beings) and that our emotional experiences
within us rather than from without, appear to hold the key to accepting the presence of Gofla
higher realm of existencehrough faith.

Ultimately, whether the acceptance for the existence of God is by philosophy, through reasons,

or emotion (spiritual) there must still be an element of faith because we, as human beings with

our limitations bonded by our biological and psychological conditionscannot hope taranscend

into the outer realm of the hereand-now existence. It will be interesting to examine closely and
worthwhile to further investigate our so-AAT 1 AA OET 1 AOA8 OOCA & O OE.
where this comes from, with our modern knowledge d the sciences, not so much beyond faith

AGO AO 1 AAGO OF O1T AAOOOAT A OEA O1T OAAO T &£ OEET (

While the Middle-Eastern and subsequently the Western philosophical conceptualizations
focused on a monotheistic God, & Eastern cultures like India and Chindocused on Creation
itself, guided by the emotional experience of beingood andto live avirtuous life ET  @dedof O
thingsé and that the conceptualization of a God is beyond speculation, but indirectly
acknowledged as a higher form of Creaton in the hierarchy of things in Nature in the ©rder of
thingso

There is therefore a commonality in the core of the human psyche that sought for ultimacy in
creation, but it is in the philosophic conceptualization bondedy the different derivatives of
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history and culture that is different. Before the coming of Jesus Christ who is the only human

sage who claimed to be God incarnate, these conceptualizations of a Creator is just as valid and
acceptable by the Creator. WitOEA AAAADPOAT AA AT A AOOAAI EOEI AT ¢
divinity being confirmed (see later chapter 25), the course of history of the Middi&astern

AOlI OO0OA EI OEA (AAOAEA OOAAEOEIT1T AAT OEAT Al
existenae of a personal identity of a Creator in the person of Jesus.

The different pathways to seeking God are therefore through philosophical consideration
guided by the intellect @tuitive rationalism @, through experience and emotion, and where
possible through scientific thoughts and knowledge. The discovery is based on the workings of

all these means, where the final revelation is individualistic and it gives insight into

O1 AAROOOAT AET ¢ AT A AAAADPOAT AA 1T £ OEphintddsiOhd O 1 /
direction of our beliefs that have a higher probability of revealing thdundamental truth s. At

best we can only look for thecommon pointers that conform to a logical framework.

Through all of these comes Faith, a faith that is at least foundedipon a logical framework. The
study of past attempts at conceptualizing a Creator, based upon the common universal inherent
search for ultimacy, however these are conceptualized, is the starting pointer that warrants us
to look for further pointers in our investigation.

We will now start by examining the scientific knowledge that we know today in the search for a
Creator. We will attempt to look for Godor the Creatorin our external physical environment
(the cosmos) and following, our internal physical logical makeup (evolution and the brain
function) upon the scientific discoveries that are associated with these respective fields of
science We will then closely examine our holotropic states of consciousness and the
experiential part of our being (the human psyche) to find God. In all of thesee will soon find
that despite the unraveling of the cosmic code of creation and the understanding of the human
mind, an answer still remain elusive within the confine of the material world.

From these perspetives we hope to arrive at the pointerspointing to the existence of God and

the possible existence of the soul. We can only look for the pointers in the spheres of scientific
knowledge and our intuitive emotional experiences to discoveliGod guided by ar inborn

rational mind (ntuitive rationalismd AT A T1 06 O1 A@bAAO Ai 1 Al QOEOA
because we have to transcend into another dimension of existence, which is by definition
beyond speculation. In the final analysis, we still have tceevert back to our human psyche and

our spiritual being to discover the existence of Ggdwhere revelation is individualistic but at

least it can be supported by some mindful logic



CHAPTER 3

A COSMOLOGICAL APPROACH FOR THE EXISTENCE OF@WOTHE CREATOR

4EA OAEAET Al /EQIithatG£tAeOstudy Bfl the @dsiEos, T whidh could lead us to our
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associated with the supernatural. The study of the stars (astronomy) and the universe, that is
cosmology, has always been associated with creation. The traditional arguments from causality,
change, motion, contingeng, finality, and so on, were arguments based upon knowledge at that

point in time influenced by the pervading cultural and religious norms. Now, through the
science of cosmology, the argument for the existence of a creator of the universe is again hotly
debated and the traditional arguments based on causality, change (formliness), motion,

contingency and finality are again critically tested.

It is convenient at this point to outline what are commonly discovered by the cosmologists
concerning the Universeh A EOO 1T OECET ET 1 AUl AT 60 OAOI Oh xI
of the scientific proofs associated with this body of knowledge.

The Evolution of the Cosmos (Our Universe)
It is now commonly believed that the Universe started from the point b OET CO1 AOEOUS
ET OEIi A AO xA EiTix EOQqh ET Al AOGAT O OEAO EO
millions years ago. Most astronomers and cosmologists, with evidences from current and
historical jigsaw observations and records, conclde that at the beginning there was this
original energy sourcewith extremely high density, pressure and temperature that exploded.
Scientists from many parts of physics, from astronomy and cosmology have combined to piece
together events since the Big Bam

From this singular event, time and space, as we know them, came into existensgh the
formation of matters in the form of elementary particles Present knowledge does not enable
scientists to go right back to time zero, but evidences of event thatme after are available.
These evidences are derived from observations and detections of residue electromagnetic
waves in our present time from earlier events, which took place millions of light years before
and are reaching the Earth now, where past happéngs can now be detected using scientifically
advanced equipments.

This beginning generated the dynamism for the universe to expand, with galaxies and stars
moving increasingly further apart from one another. The universe is therefore not in a static
state. All the galaxies are in the periphery surface of an expanding universe, which is analogous
to an expanding balloon. It begins at a very small size, and then all parts of the surface expand
uniformly, all in proportion as the balloon expands at a ratemuch faster than the
electromagnetic waves take to travel through space. Earlier fasff events of the expansion are
now being detected because it took million of light years for the residues of electromagnetic
waves associated with the events to travel tlough space. What we detect in the sky today are
past events that happened billions of years ago.

Scientific discoveries have established that the Universe is not static with the constellation of
stars and galaxies remaining in the same positions all thene, but is expanding towards a state

of equilibrium in density as well as heat distribution. According to physicists the Universe
started in an orderly fashion, but with its expansion in time it becomes disorderly, governed by
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the universal law of thermadynamics, which states that entropy, or disorderliness always
increases with time. The second law of thermodynamics forbids heat to flow spontaneously
from cold to hot bodies, while allowing it to flow from hot to cold. The law of thermodynamics is
not reversible; it imprints upon the universe an arrow of time, pointing the way of
unidirectional change.

If the universe has a finite stock of order, and is changing irreversibly towards disordez
ultimately to thermodynamic equilibrium z two very deep sciertific inferences follow
immediately. The first is that the universe will eventually die, wallowing, as it were, in its own
entropy The tendency toward uniformity, wherein temperatures even out and the universe
represents a state of maximum molecular disorder, or entropy. The second inference is that the
universe cannot have existed forever in a static form; otherwise it would have reached its
equilibrium end-state an infinite time ago. The fact that the universe has not yet so digdhat is,

it is still in a state of lessthan-maximum entropy z implies there is an end and that it cannot
endure for all eternity.

In both cases, with one where the Universe is headj towards a finality of thermodynamic

equilibrium and the other, where the Universe is in a static form (or achieved a thermodynamic
equilibrium in its infinite past), it could not always exist. The expansion of the universe will
come to a point where itwill not be possible to continue, except perhaps to coIIapse and

A - sz A =z

we know it therefore has a beginning and believed to have an end.

In the beginning of theBig Bangelementary particles and radiation are at enormously high
temperature (about a hundred thousand million degrees Celsius) and have enormously high
density. The radiation was mostly electromagnetic radiation (which includes -xay, ultraviolet

light, visible light, infrared radiation and radio waves). Radiation at these enormously high
temperatures interchanges with elementary particles such as electrons. In the extreme

AT TAEOQGEI T O I-amd-AJEAEQOC UOPONCOEESAN AT 1T AOQT 1 O.Hvénthel 1 AA
nuclei of simple atoms would be broken down into the smaller particles of which they are
composed.

Later, with the rapidly expanding universe the temperature comes down to a mere thousand
million degrees (still very much hotter than the centreof a hydrogen bomb) and the density
decreases. Under these conditions, plenty of hydrogen nuclei, which contain only one proton
and no neutrons, are formed. Subatomic particles such as protons and neutrons can also stick
together to form, for instance nudei of helium, each with two protons and two neutronsz a
particularly stable combination. The expansion continues. Hydrogen and helium nuclei are
present in abundance; so is radiation.

It takes about a million years for the universe to cool enough forlectrons to attach themselves
to the nuclei to form atoms. By this time the universe is largely empty space filled with sparse,
comparatively chilly, clouds of hydrogen and helium gas with only a few atoms per cubic
centimeter and a temperature of a few tbusand degrees. Clouds of high density attract more
matter and by the force of gravity blobs together. Higher density attracts more matter and
contracts further. Over a period of millions of years, these higensity blobs become stars and
group of stars lecome galaxies.

As the hydrogen and helium gas concentrate into stars, the pressure and temperature increase.
Temperatures of millions of degrees Celsius are reached. Within these stellar furnaces, nuclear
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fusion takes place as hydrogen nuclei fuse todetr to become helium and great energy is
released. As the hydrogen is used up, the star further contracts and the temperature rise further.
In these more extreme conditions, helium nuclei fuse to form carbon and oxygen. Successively,
more complex nuclear eactions occur, forming heavier elements all the way up the periodic
table to iron. Even more extreme conditions are generated as some stars towards the end of
their lives blow themselves apart in events known as supernovae.

It is in these gigantic explsions that heavy elements such as platinum, gold, uranium and a host
of others are formed. This exploded material containsn various abundancesall 92 naturally
occurring elements of the periodic table. In its turn it mixes with hydrogen and helium asdm
the interstellar medium, to go again through the stellar evolutionary process. Secofggneration
stars are born, containing debris from the disintegration of the first generation.

Our sun is such a secondeneration star. Our sun is a modest member @f collection of stars,

and together with all the planets, cluster to form a galaxy of an overall shape rather like a flat
AEOAh AAIT 1T AA OEA O-EIEU 7AuUd88 /00 00T OAOEAAC
from the centre to the edge.

To havean idea of the vastness of our Universe the following statistics are mirlabggling. The
whole galaxy, which is slowly spiraling in rotation as it moves through space, is about a million
million s million (10 18) kilometers across. The size of the galaxy Beathtaking enough, but even
more breathtaking is the number of stars it containg about 100 thousand millions (101), the
nearest of which is some 40 million milliors (4 x 10%3) kilometers away. This is just our galaxy.
Other groups and clusters of gakdes z upward of a thousand million galaxies in alf are spread
more or less uniformly through the universe, the farthest galaxies accessible to our telescopes
being at a distance of about 100,000 times the diameter of our galaxy or about 100,000 million
million s million (10 23) kilometers.

Because of these enormous numbers, astronomers measure distances in terms of the time it
would take to travel along them moving at the speed of light (about 300,000 kilometers per
second). The speed of light is the fésst elementary particle in the universez there is nothing
faster than the speed of light. At this speed we would reach the sun in eight minutes, the sun is
therefore eight light-minutes away. We would reach the nearest star in about four years (it is
four light-years away), the edge of the universe in about 10,000 million (19) light years.

Around our sun, planets have formed, probably as gasd-dust clouds surrounding the young
sun gradually fused together into a number of dense objects. Planet Easlas born some 4.5
billion years ago with its rich chemical composition and conditions suitable for the development
of life. It took another 500 million years for life to evolve on Earth, culminating in the emergence
of the first Homo sapiens about three hndred and fifty thousand years ago and the arrival of
modern man with some recorded history (around the same time as some form of language was
developed) only about six to eight thousand years. Earth is the only planet in the solar system
that is suitable for the evolution of intelligent life, as we know it. Whether there are other
intelligent beings in the Universe have yet to be discovered, but tteame exacting conditions

as found on Earth have to be there. Our Earth has gone through a very acute proadsselective
evolution that culminated in very exacting and interdependent conditions for life to be
sustainable.
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The concept of the Big Bang, which suggests that there is a beginning, implies that there must be

a creator who initiated the process(@he uncaused causgargument). Some scientists are now
posturing to circumvent this line of reasoning by postulating another possibility behind the
moment of singularity. Einstein was the first to point out that space nght be finite yet
unbounded, and the idea remains a serious and testable cosmological hypothesis. Hartle and
Hawking (1988) had postulated that the universe did not begin at a point of singularity where
OPAAA AT A OEI A AT 11 AT AAA of theBig Bahd) Bultiiaitimé enerjed OE .
from space which is finite but unbounded (thus space in the diagrams is represented as a circle

in the horizontal axis), using a bell shape representation in understanding the evolution of the
universe (see BOX 1).

BOX 1

The essence of the origin problem is that the big bang seems to be an event without a physical cause ar
this is contradicting the laws of physics. However, quantum mechanics provides a subtle way to
circumvent the originof-the-universe problemAt the heart of the quantum theory is the uncertainty
principle, which states that all measurable quantities (e.g. position, momentum, energy) are subject to
unpredictable fluctuations in their values. Although the probability of a given event (e.g. thdioactive
decay of an atomic nucleus) is fixed by the theory, the actual outcome of a particular quantum process ig
unknown and, even in principle, unknowable. Quantum effects are normally found in micro objects down
to the size of electronic particles amate usually negligible for macroscopic objects. If a way can be found
to permit the universe to come into existence from nothing as the result of a quantum fluctuation, then no
laws of physics would be violated. In other words, viewed through the eyea qQiiantum physicist, the
spontaneous appearance of a universe is not such a surprise, because physical objects are spontaneou
appearing all the timez without well-defined causeg in the quantum micro world. All of this depends on
the validity of quanum mechanics when applied to the universe as a whole, as yet to be established. Man
physicists, however, argue that ahe point of singularity the universe was compressed to minute
dimensions and therefore quantum process must have been important andicgige.

The theory of relativity requires that we view thredimensional space and orgimensional time as parts

of a unified fourdimensional spacdime. It is argued by James Hartle and Stephen Hawking that if we go
backward in time towards the big bag, then when we reach about one Planck time after the point of
OET ¢cOI AOEOU OEI A AACET O 01 00001 ETOI 6 OPAAAS

coneshape dimension of spadene as in Fig. 1.

Time
A

-

v

Space
Fig. 1

The vertical axis represents time and it goes on infinitely and space is presented by the horizontal axis. |
space is also infinite, it is represented by a circle at every point of time. The expansion of the universe
represented byexpansion of infinite space as a function of time, thus the inverted estmagpe picture of

the traditional concept of the universe, where there is a singularity in time (implying that there is time
zero at the point of singularity where the universe is eted).
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The essential claim of quantum cosmology is that the uncertainty principle smears out the sharpness of
the apex as in Fig. 1, replacing it by something smoother, where the point of the cone is replaced by
hemisphere (fig. 2), a theoretical moteresented by Hartle and Hawking to circumvent the need for a
creation moment in time.

Time

Space
There is no one point, every point around can be the apex of the bell
Fig. 2

The radus of this hemisphere is the Planck length, very small by human standards, but infinitely large
compared with a point of singularity. Above this hemisphere the bell opens out in the usual way,
representing the standard nonquantum development of the expemgduniverse. Above the join to the
hemisphere time runs vertically up the cone as usual, and is physically quite distinct from space, which
runs horizontally around the bell. Below the join, however the situation is dramatically different. The time
dimenson starts to curve around into the space direction (i.e. the horizontal). Time then merge into space
giving a two dimensional space, rather than one space and one time dimension. Expressing it anothe
way, one might say that time emerges gradually fromase as the hemisphere curves gradually into the
bell. Note that in this scheme time

is still bounded from below it does not stretch on back into the infinite pastUAO OEAOA EO 1
iTT AT 068 1T &£ OEIi Ah 11T AAOOD.Ohefoly@ang singdladty ha) in fact BeErd C
AAT 1 EOEAA8 ' O OEA AAOA 1 &£ OEA EAI EOPEAOA OEAOA
characterized by the fact that, geometrically, all points on it are equivalent, no point is singled sut a
privileged in any way.

According to Hartle and Hawking, there is no origin of the universe, just the beginning of an
event that has an infinite past in time. Time is limited at the point of the Big Bang, but has no
boundary as such. This scientific eduction points to the existence of other universes and the big
bang is only an offshoot from a previous mother universe. There is strong speculation that there
are other parallel universes existing although we cannot detect it, and this speculation is an
attempt to explain why our universe has a fixed set of physical laws.

Extending the frontier of creation with many parallel universes allow scientists to explain why

our universe has a fixed set of physical laws because it is a result of chance whereeoth
universes have different set of physical lawg I OO0 O1 EOAOOAS8 O AEQGAA OAC
among the random sets of other physical laws in the other universes. Under this postulation
OEAOA EO 11 OAACEITTEIC 1 £ OFEkrdadon Mawking@dininendedel OA |
that:

o long as the universe had a beginning, we could suppose it had a creator. But if the universe
were completely self-contained, having no boundary or edge, it would have neither beginning
nor end: it would simply be. Wat place, then, for a creatod?

12



There is a fallacy in this argument. Underlying this selfontained system it is assumed that it is
self-perpetuating. If the universe is selicontained, under the second law of thermodynamics it
cannot be selfperpetuating and it will come to an end and there is still a beginning (see earlier

AT A 1 ACAO OAZ0Q8s * OO 1AAEA GG hA E@QUWDO MO EXE AC 04
AT T OAET AA8 xEOBDAOD ADOOOEALSOOANIOEAT | MotmeaAAE A

that there is no outside source of power to keep i®elf-containedd I8 fact it is the sun that keeps
the Earth® system@elf-containedd We might as well say there is no need to ask the question

where we come from because we existin a s@dbnOAET AA OUOOATI-DAAPAOAAGE]

therefore the ecosystem will go on forever.

The Earth scientists know that the ecosystem on earth is in a delicate balance and there is a
good chance that, even within the selfontained system, there is a pssibility of a collapse. The
possibility of a collapse implies that life on earth and the universe arelose systems under the
requires inputs from outside the system to sustain its existence and maintain its continual
O b A Ob A OTOARAE| for @e&mple, requires the inputs from the sufoutside the Earth)to
enable it to be@elf-perpetuatingd AT A E O dpenAGtdnEl OA Al

Under the laws of thermodyamic, even systems that are in balance and clgsentropy will
increase and disorderliness will result in time, which would result in an end state. Something or
someone must be actively involved in checking this from happening, sustaining existence ais,it
so that it does not cease to exist and we with it. Under the second law of thermodynamics, the
Universe will eventually willow up to an end state and its existence isow being sustained.
What or who is sustaining the trend in the collapse of the syste?

It is discovered that all the matters in the galaxies of the universe do not obey Newi®n
universal law of gravity and there are other forces at work to keep the universe from collapsing.
The universe is therefore not a closed system but is an open @mwhere there are inputs to
maintain its continual existence, to sustain it from annihilation.

The current model of the universe proposed by the physicists is that only 4% of what we see
obeys the physical laws that we have discovered #date and there § 96% unaccounted for. To
try explaining this, physicists have come up with a proposal that 21% of this is due dark
matterséwhich have mass but cannot beletected, to compensate for the disparity in applying
Newtonian physics of gravitational force amng the planets, 75% has no mass but hypothesized
as due to @ark energydto fill the gap of the missing force (the universe is increasingly
accelerating its expansion which requires more energy, as against the conventionally known
physical laws which sayghat the universe® expansion should be slowing down as according to
the laws of thermodynamics), both of which are undetectable, a concept preference to the
concept of a Creator.

This model of the universe in its present status is in fact no differg to the belief that there is a
God who created the universe, both of which cannot be proved scientifically. In fact it makes
more sense to believe thathe Creator Godprovides the inputs to the universe to maintain it as
an open system; and can be betteknown and understood as thesustainer of His Creation,
rather than just Creation itself, in preference to the theory ofdark matter8and @ark energyd

Creation is normally conceived as a static act at a moment in time, whilst as a sustainer it reveals
the dynamism and act of continual creativity of a spirit that is actively participating in its
creation. The watchmaker not only makes the watch but he services and maintains its contaiu
reliability. The law of thermodynamics says that all things go fnm orderliness to disorderliness,
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but yet the universe and life on earth are in dynamic equilibriumz this requires an act of
sustenance. This sustaining act is what kept things into existence, without which all things will
eventually degenerate and ceasetexist.

The fact that we exist and the universe exists signifies that a sustainer exists, to maintain things
into existence. The sustaining act reveals more about the participatory character of the Creator
(more about knowing the character of the creatolater). Thus the concept of a sustainer, which
is well founded in logic, is another pointer that points to the plausibility of a participatory
Creator in His Creation.

Hartle and Hawking® postulation is untenable, because the truth of the matter is thiave are in
pursuit of the answer to the mystery of existence and this in itself is a reality within u3.he fact
that the universe exists and we exist, and the universe as we know it has been at once perceived
to exist because of human consciousness; tineeaning of that relationship still has to be sought.
Our closed system of existence between our consciousness and the universe is a reality and it is
within this system that we are seeking a meaning.

4EA DI OOOI AGETT 1T &£ A 0O- iin Ehét ©ur BiivEréeAOdbRam operd OO
system, which cannot be proven scientifically, that is no different to the concept of a Creator. We
have then to transcend beyond the physical and be prepared to recognize and accept the other
abstract aspects of ourexistence, for examples human consciousness and other emotional
aspects of human nature, which are phenomena that is part of our existence and creation.

The Conscious Universe

Such is the story, briefly told, of the Universe, as it is currently knowikVhether it started from a
singularity or an offshoot of another parallel universe, the meaning of our existence is still being
begged.lt is a truly a fantastic story, especially with respect to the buitn exacting mechanisms
for the Universe to evolve ad the Earth to have its finetuning to the point where Homo sapiens
spiritulus, with its intelligence and human consciousness come into being, to bring the Universe
into existence through our awareness.

In the light of what we now know of how the Univere has come into being, John Houghton
(1995) put forward a very powerful proposition that the Universe must first be made with
intelligent human beings in mind (more about his scientific arguments later). The creation of the
Universe must be for a purposeptherwise its very existence would be futile. Consider this
deeply and reverently: What is the point of having a universe without consciousness? It
must be made with intelligent beings in mind because if it were not, the Universe would not
have been percered to exist. This consciousness may not be the prerogative of the human
specieson Earth, but until such time some other aliens from other worlds are discovered, the
full expression of this consciousness is a characteristic ofily the human species on E#h.

It is not our biological makeup that is special, but the full consciousness that makes us different
from the other animated object in the universe. It is perhaps our full consciousness that makes

OO0 OEQI BDS AxAOAT AOO 1T £ ahdihe aldreAdsSOdE Aud dwlarenés® Afl A£D
ourselves in relations to the world and the cosmos (more about the mind and human
consciousness later, the brairmind dualism controversy). With consciousness the Universe is at

once able to perceive itself and generatits selfawareness. The existence of the universe and

the trait of human consciousness are inextricably tied together in naturg one cannot perceive

to exist meaningfully without the other. From this line of deduction, it strongly suggests thate

are the purpose of creation .
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This does not propose that there is a God who creates us. To go beyond the fact that we are the
reason for the existence of the universe requires a different line of deductiothrough
establishing pointers only,so asto be abletdd T Ox A0 OEA NOAOOEI T AO OIi
OEA O1 OAT  OA wiidh ill HavE to @dnh&céng Iegodd the physical world

Herein lies the most profound mystery and very impounding evidence that we humans on this
earth must have a reasond be here and is very significant in the total scheme of things. We are
therefore not here by accident, a mere byproduct of stardust or just a mere chance in the
evolutionary chain of events. For human beings to exist the whole universe, with its
evolutionary process culminating in the fusion of the 92 basic elements from which we are
made, is neededln addition to that, fine tuning is needed for the conditions found on Earth

to develop where life can evolve and human consciousness come into being . The unverse
evolved through time, aimed at arriving at the evolution of Man; so that through consciousness,
the existence of the universe is at once generate its selivareness.

The Earth story, where human life is evolved, is even more astounding than the ilgrse story,
where conditions are more exacting for life to develop, survive and flourish. These fine tunings
cannot be by accident; it must be by design. The Designer must have set in motion an exacting
evolutionary process both for the universe and biagical life on Earth, by which it aims at the
eventual arrival of the human species with human consciousness as its objective. There must
therefore be a Designer to have come to this point of creation where human consciousness
brings into awareness of exigence all that are created and all that are to come, which are as yet
unknown to us.

The idea that the Universe was created with intelligent human beings in mind was scientifically
Aopl AET AA AU OEA OA1T OEOI PEA DOET ARelIAsiaBlishddE E O
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in Poland, a gathering of eminent astronomers and physicists to commemorate the 300
birthday of the father of modern astronomy, Nicolaus @pernicus, presented a paper entitled

O, AOCA . Oi AAO #1 ET AEAAT AAO AT A OEA 11 OEOI PEA
AT AAT AA EEI OF OOAOA OEAO OxEAO xA AAT AGPAAO
the conditions necessary fof OO0 D OAOAT AA AO T AGAOOAOOG68 T7EAO
of the universe are restricted by the physical laws that dictate them and detected by the physical
nature of our existence that is subjected to these laws.

O)

Many of these laws are related®1 OAT T OOAT 008 AOOTI AEAOAA xEOE
OOAOAO OEAO OAI1l OEA OAATET CIU AOAEOOAOU AT A
thing in common z these are precisely the values you need if you want to have a universe
capablel £ POT AOAET ¢ 1 EZA68 )1 AOOAT AAnh OEA A1 OEOI
all the myriad laws of physics were finetuned from the very beginning of the universe for the
creation of Man z that the universe we inhabit appeared to be expresgldesigned for the

emergence of human beings and human consciousness.

This discovery, already percolating among physicists in the early 1970s, came as something of a
OOOPOEOA xEOE " OATAIT #AOOAO6O DPAPAOh A#KAAOO,
community remained reserved and muted. For centuries, scientific exploration seemed to be
taking us down precisely the opposite directiorg toward an ever more mechanistic, impersonal,

and random view of the cosmos. Twentietitcentury intellectuals had commonly spoken of the

OOAT AT i OIT EOGAOOAS AT A OEAO OEA AOi 1 OOETT 1T &£ 1E

15



Physicists had never been able to explain why the values of the-salled fundamental constants

Z for example, the values for the gravitational forcer the electromagnetic forcez were as they
AOA8 4EAU xAOA EOOO AAAADPOAA AO OCEOAT 086 AT A
certain mysterious mathematical relations among some of these constants. For example, the
forces binding certain paricles seemed to be mathematically related to the number for the age

of the universe. Why should these forces be related to the age of the universe? With all the
scientific knowledge about the universe tedate, it is found that the evolution of the universas
governed very much by these constants. It seems that our universe is governed by the physical
laws where these constants are ibuilt.

Carter, in his paper, pointed out that any slight variation of the gravitational constant in relation

to electromagnetism would have resulted in a universe with no middling stars like our sun, but
ITTTU ATTTAO OOAARET OAEANOR O AA)DABAETRARIOC 1 EEAG
OEA 61 OAI AAO 006011 C & OAARSE xi O1 A hydrdgénfanddmdt@di O A
single other element. That would mean no oxygen, no water, nothing but hydrogen. Even the

most minor variation with the value of the fundamental forces of physicsz gravity,
electromagnetism, the nuclear strong force, or the nuclear ved forcez would have resulted in

an unrecognizable universe: a universe consisting entirely of helium, a universe without protons

or atoms, a universe without stars, or a universe that collapsed back in upon itself before the

first moments of its existen@. Changing the precise ratios of the masses of subatomic particles

in relation to one another would have similar effects. Even such basics of life as carbon and
xAOAO AAPAT A ObOOT DI QATAQD OEETI BOAAOI I EA 1 AOGAIT T
£l O xEEAE DEUOEAEOOO EAA 11 1 OEAO Agpbl AT ACEIT 1
NOAOOET 1O AO O xEU AOA OEAU OCEOAT 66 AT A OEA
OAOOEAE "1 UIT jpwwxq zBEAEBOEART BAAT OEEGT DAAOT ©
OEEO-OO0KEET A8 1 &£ OEA O1 EOAOOAT A1 1 OOAT 6O ET DE
constants were to vary only in a minute detail:

1 Gravity is roughly 139 times weaker than electromagnetism. If gravity had been 29
times weaker than electtorA CT AOEOIi h OOOAO0OO x1 601 A AA A Al
x] Ol A AOOT A T EITEIT OEIiAO ZEZAOOAOOGS

1 The nuclear weak force is 18 times the strength of gravity. Had the weak force been
slightly weaker, all the hydrogen in the universe would have been turned tbelium
(making water impossible, for example).

1 A stronger nuclear strong force (by as little as 2 percent) would have prevented the
formation of protons z yielding a universe without atoms. Decreasing it by 5 percent
would have given us a universe withoustars.

1 If the difference in mass between a proton and a neutron were not exactly as it s
roughly twice the mass of an electrorg then all neutrons would have become protons or
vice versa. Say gocdbye to chemistry as we know itz and to life.

1 The verynature of water z so vital to life z is something of a mystery (a point notices by
one of the forerunners of anthropic reasoning in the nineteenth century, Harvard
biologist Lawrence Henderson). Unique among the molecules, water is lighter in its solid
than liquid form: Ice floats. If it did not, the oceans would freeze from the bottom up and
earth would now be covered with solid ice. This property in turn is traceable to unique
properties of the hydrogen atom.

1 The synthesis of carbory the vital core of al organic moleculesz on a significant scale
ET Ol OAO xEAO OAEAT OGEOOO OEAx AO Al OAOGOII
force to electromagnetism. This ratio makes it possible for carbef? to reach an excited
state of exactly 7.65 MeV at theemperature typical of the centre of stars, which creates a
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resonance involving helium4, beryllium-8, and carbonl2 z allowing the necessary
binding to take place during a tiny window of opportunity 1017 seconds long.

According to him, the listgoesolAT A 118 | AT I DPOAEAT OEOA AT I PEI |
AAT AA mEIOT A ET *TET ,AOIEA8O "TTE AT OEOI AA O
lot of scientists, but is a powerful one. In accepting this teleological perspective of the crieat of

OEA O1T EOAOOAR AAOGAA 11 OZLZET Al AAOOAS xEEAE E

rejecting the very scientific principles upon which science is based, endowed by Darwinism and
Copernicus, the former implies that things evolved by chancand the latter states that human
EETA EAA 11 ODPOEOEI ACAA AAT OOAI &8 bI AAA ET OEA

What Have Been Revealed?

Thus even with a postulation of a perpetual selfevolving system of universes where it is
hypothesized that many parallel universes coulde the offshoots of a mother universe which
precludes our sense perception and therefore exclude from our consciousness, there is still
orii & O A AAOGECT AO -1 TAGAREAIOA 05 OETAIOO IO 6 O EX
the first place, just as the Earth is seHperpetuating because of an outside source, the suiio

explain the need for a creator away by speculating the existence of other universes because
there is no creation in time but only offshoots of other universes, there is still a nddo explain

the existences of the other universead infinitum.

Basically, there is no difference in postulating the existence diother universedwith the

concept of A # OAAOT Cbechude b@H df Avich are beyond our capability to prove.
However, with the postulation of a @other universedthere is no participatory forces of the

origin source of creation and consequently leaves a lot to be explained in terms of our existence
where our inbuilt @tuitive rationalism &finds it very hard to accept; vhile on the other hand a
participatory Creator would at least set us the road to finding answers to a series of questions
about our conscious existenceour spiritual realm of existence and the meaning of life

AEA OOCCAOGOEITO 1T £ DPOAGAIEIGRAIOORDd EGNOOOADNOAATRA
speculations, because they are not within our sphere of existence to prove that they exist. These
speculations are attempts at trying to counteract the strong arguments presented in the

OA1T OEOT PEA B QlslarBuedthaliBtherd Aré @her universes, our universe with the
existing physical laws and sets of fixed constants came into being only by chance and is only one

of many other different sets of physical laws and constants. There is therefore noetkto relate

01 OEA Ai1AAPO 1T &£ OFET A OOTETC6 xEOE OEA DEU
results of random evolution of all possible universes in the entire overall cosmoses.

This is further complicated by some instances where this finéduning cannot be applied to
explain phenomena such as the deviation of the Newtonian law of gravitation that binds all
planets together and the increasing acceleration of the universe as in tiark matterdand @ark
energydmodel. Many scientists find he idea of other universesand the @ark matter-energyd
model preferable hypotheses to avoid the need for a supernatural designer. This is a very odd
sort of preferences for scientists, given that these supposedly extra universaad @ark mattero
and @ark energydare purely speculative, undetected, and undetectable in principjend it begs
more answers about a series of questions about life itself.

The idea that the anthropic principle would be decisively explained away, by appealing to the
existence d infinite invisible universes and @ark matter-energydothat we will never have an
opportunity to observe and whose existence therefore canever be established, is not exactly
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persuasive argumentation.lIt is an attempt at presenting a physical theory to xplain the
existence of our physical universe, but the physical theory in principle can never lestablished
in practice. It is therefore a theory that is still supernatural {h another dimension) in nature just
as the proposition of Creator thatis spiritual in nature (also in another dimension)to explain
our physical existence.

The proposition of @other universedfrom which our universe comes into beingis more
untenable than the preposition of a God who is the great Designer to which it is formulated
disparage. This sort of argument is less plausible than if we were to accept the role of a
supernatural designer. Nevertheless, the idea of accepting other universes which can never be
proven is the same as accepting the idea of a Creator, who likewisn never be provenput at
least with the latter the existence of a Creator can be experienced through the intrinsic
OPEOEOOAT DHAOO T &£ 100 AAET Cch OEA#d #s pratability 5O &
arrived at by other pointers of deduction and te wonders of creation.These pointers through
deductive logic, as against the scientific arguments that do not have a consistent logical
framework to address other issues that are nosphysical in nature, therefore support the
existence of a Creatar

The question of a creation, whether from a singularity of time and space, or a s@kérpetual

system that is selfcontained, has still to be answered and it remains unanswered. It is my
contention that it will never be answered from our own dimension of existace. There will be

the ultimate gap where we have to transcend beyond science to be filled with a concept of a

O' 1 AdCeht@. This urge for the pursuit of ultimacy that is universal and holistic to be
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the sooner we will be looking for a different approach to grasping and experiencing the power of

God within the universeand the depth of our being which includes a spiritual dimensionin the

midst of the wonders of the physical laws that governed our dimension of existence and the
spiritual part of our being.

Not everything in our real world can be understood by reducing the components to the laws of
physics. It is now agreed and accepted that the undesnding of human behavior, e.g. human
consciousness, emotion, free will, intuitive rationalism, innate search for the archetype perhaps
transcending to the image of God in which we are created, etc. cannot be governed by the laws
of physics or chemistry; hus, the need to have separate disciplines to understand the behaviors
of animated objects under the schools of psychology, sociology and anthropology. A holistic
approach of transcendencewill have to be adopted and the reductionist approach in sciencs a
mere physical naturehas to be abandoned in the search for the meaning of our existence.

But when it comes to understanding God and the meaning of life, many physicists insist on
hanging onto the need to have a physical explanation, based upon the fawf physics and
mathematics in order to prove His existence. My contention is that these laws can only reflect

the physical aspects oA OAAOQOET T AT A AATT1T O ET OEAI OATI 6GAO O«
is a Creator or that no creation theory is neeAA8 | AT POET C sithidE OF 10 OAD DRI
understand the purpose of creation and the meaning of life in the total scheme of things does

not answer many questions that confront us in our sphere of existence and therefore has to be
abandoned.

We know as a matter of facts that we have the biological, psychological and spiritual forces that

bind us, where the first two could be explained to some extent by the physical laws, but with the
latter its existence can equally beproveddby the pointers arrived at from deduction which fit
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into a consistent logical framework andour collective affirmation using deductive logic as is
used in scientific investigation which is as real as the physical forces that bind us.

Our understanding of the physical wortl and the cracking of the cosmic code in the Universe are
only testimonies to the work of some highly intelligent being and beyond that, we have to adopt
an entirely different vantage position if we were to know more about creation and the Creator.
We canrot ignore and deny that there is intelligent design in the whole ofreation, which is
beyond chancesand therefore it impels us to conceive that there must be an intelligent designer
behind what we observe We are entering into a different dimension of gistence, which cannot

be transcended by physical means and it requires a different perspective with its own discipline

I £ Ol Ax086 O1 01 AAOODAUs Aeolddy, Awithxits BelicEsT agdOrevélationsE O
through experiential encounters of the huma psyche throughout the ages of human history.

The aesthetic beauty and intelligence that go into life, as we know it, with the wonders of the
world and the universe, reveal the dynamism that go into the continual act of creation. It is the
creative action of a paint artist that expresses the spirit that is within and reveals more about
the character and inner feelings of the artist than just its static painting, although the mere
painting in its static form is evidenced enough that a painter exists. If eation is static, the
character of the creator who is responsible for the beauty and intelligence that are found in
creation cannot be fully detected and understood, but only point to the fact that a Creator does
exist.

The aesthetic beauty of the paintig impels us to understand the emotional expression of the
painter which is spiritual in nature and thus similarly the dynamism of life and its great wonder
that we experience impel us to understand the greater aspects of character of the Creator who
must be spiritual in its nature. This spiritual encounter is verifiable by our collective
consciousness and affirmation of the entire human race and therefore as real as our physical
encounters, which are again brought into existence by our collective consciongss and
affirmation.

Thus, whether there is a creation moment in time with a singularity theory or a revolving self
contained universe with the possibility of other parallel universes, the question of a Creator is
still being begged. All scientific theakes still fall short of answering the question of whether
there is a creator. We must now turn to other approaches to solving this probleithooking for
more converging pointers)and the problem has to be solved by the human species because the
existence ofthe universe and Homo sapienspiritulus, which brings this into consciousness and
self-awareness,are closely tiedup together. The pursuit thus rests with ourin-built rational
thought process(ntuitive rationalism § and our experiential encounters inthe human psyche to
find our creator and not strictly through the physical laws and mathematics.

Paul Davies (1992), after an exhaustive examination for the reason of the existence of the
Universe, based on established scientific discoveries, commented:

O & the end a rational explanation for the world in the sense of a closed and complete system of
logical truths is almost certainly impossible. We are barred from ultimate knowledge, from
ultimate explanation, by the very rules of reasoning that proms to seek such an explanation in

the first place. If we wish to progress beyond, we have to embrace a different concept of
001 AAOOOAT AET ¢8 4&OT 1T OEAO 1T £ OACEIT Al Agbpl AT A
understanding. | have never had mystical experience myself, but | keep an open mind about the
value of such experiences. Maybe they provide the only route beyond the limits to which science
and philosophy can take us, the only possible path to the Ultimate.
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The central theme that | havexplored in this book is that, through science, we human beings are
AAT A O COAODP AO 1 AAOO OTi A T &£ 1TAOOOA5O OAAOA
should be, just why Homo sapiens should carry the spark of rationality that providekdyeto the
universe, is a deep enigma. We, who are children of the univers@mimated stardustz can
nevertheless reflect on the nature of that same universe, even to the extent of glimpsing the rules
on which it runs. How we have become linked into tlkissmic dimension is a mystery. Yet the
linkage cannot be denied. What does it mean? What is Man that we might be party to such
privilege? | cannot believe that our existence in this universe is a mere quirk of fate, an accident of
history, an incidental lip in the great cosmic drama. Our involvement is too intimate. The physical
species Homo may count for nothing, but the existence of mind in some organism on some planet in
the universe is surely a fact of fundamental significance. Through conscious béieguniverse has
generated seHawareness. This can be no trivial detail, no minor -psoduct of mindless,
purposeless forces. We are truly meant to be e

0AOI $AOGEAOGE AiTAI OOETI1T EO OAOU 1 OAOPI xAOET C
overpowering scientific evidences, which no doubt | am sure is an emotional insight shared by

AU OAUET ¢ OEAO OO1T AAOOOAT AET C6 asisfoAms@on@usionAsA 1 C
still very rational and the deep enigma he poses which requires an answer is very logical, no
doubt a universal reaction subscribes to by majority of human beings. This sharing of rational
thought is itself an enigmaz as though t is found deep in the human psyche as a drive for the
archetype in the image in which we were maddgwhich | call Ghtuitive rationalism § found
common among all human species)This in itself is a reality and arrive at, not by scientific

means, butthroCE A AEEAEAOAT O OAO T &£ OI Ax08 OEAO AOA

It is still possible to find the creator through rational thinking, not so much in terms of the
physical or even metaphysical, but through our collective consciousness and encounténsthe
spiritual dimension, the existence of which we have to accept as real even though there is no
OOAEAT OEEAEAG AAOEO8 4EA A 111 xElnqitvé Gtohaksind A
based ondeductive logic, an exercise in logical thinkingpointing to the possible conclusion that
there is still a high possibility of a Creator actively participating in the course of creation.
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CHAPTER 4

A LOGICALARGUMENT FOR THE EXISTENCE AEEREATORBASED ON COSMOLOGWAN
EXERCISEN DEDUCTIVE LOGIC

Jonathan Dolhenty (1999) put forward a very stronglogical argument for the existence ofa

Creator, based upon what is now known to be the science of cosmology, which is worth
considering. His reasoning is further reinforced by my own iputs to his logical arguments as

part of an overall consistent logical framework.It is an exercise in clear thinkingand logical
AAAOAOCETI T h A OPEOEOOAI DHAOO 1 £ CEolmhon ®@IMarOBed OAI
Chapter 9),basedupon fundamental premises that we have come to embrace

$1 1 EAT OUGO AOCOi ATO OOAOOO xEOE AAAADPOET ¢ OE
O£01T AAT AT OAT1 68h T OOITETA AO AIT11 x04

i) We exist with all our faculties of awareness and consciousness;
i) the universe and the wald exist in physical forms detected by our biological senses and

I 60 OAT 11 AAGEOA AT 1 OAET 601 AOGOGGE N
i) AT T OOAAEAOEIT O 1 bbPi OET ¢ A& OAAOR OEA O9ET &
EO PAOO 1T £ 100 OAIT 11 AAOEOA dnithis@dtEdn® O1 AOGOS /
iv) our mind exists and is capable of knowing objective reality verifiable by collective
affirmation.

These realities, through our collective consciousness and affirmation, are no doubt fundamental
premises that we have to accept and agredhese then are the realities fundamental to the
argument that is put forward as follows.

The Defining Terms

Dolhenty went on to define certain terms and the logical concepts associated with the above
premises:

The first premise i) above is fundamerhA1 AAAAOOA OxA AQGEOOS AT A 1 OC
OAT 11 AAOEOCA Al 1 OAET OQoéntngedtdh@ng (tcinclddA 4Bk othierexisingE O A
El AEOEAOAI OEET C OEAO EO Ai11AAOEOAI U AEEEOI /
exisOAT AA £O0T i h OEOT OCEh AT A EI AT 1T OEAO68 4EEO
existence and action of another; its existence is caused by the action of anotl@d in turn

through it, it becomes the cause of the existence of yet anoth@rhis s exactly what all of us are
AobAOEAT AET ¢ ET 1 EZARh AiI AT AEAO PAOOI U ET ) OAAI

Following this, the individual things in the universe, as we observe them, hawveroximate
contingency . By this, it means that when an individal thing perishes or ceases to be, the matter

of which it is made does not perish or cease to be, but is simply transformed into some other
individual proximate thing. In other words, in physics this is known as Newto® law of
conservation of matter andenerggh  OADOAOAT OAA AU | IEAMCOTIs BT OOA
reality our biological constitution and conscious mindexperience by the laws of the physical

world, verifiable by scientific investigations, thus embracing i) and ii) above.

The philosopPd 00 T £ T1 A OAEZAOOAA OEEO ODPOI GEI AOA AT
OEA EAAA EAT A AU I AT U DPEUOEAEOOO Oi AAU ET OE.
general law of relativity discovered by Einstein indicates that concrete mass itransformable
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into energy, governed by E=mt The individual thing is not transformed into nothingness; it is

not reduced to nothing but transformed into a different state. Furthermore, what comes into
existence by natural processes does not come intoistence out of nothing. Individual physical

OEET ¢cO EI  OEA O EOAOOA EAOA ObPOI gEIi AGA Al OET
EAAA 1T £ AAOOAOEIT AT A EEO DPEEI T Ol PEEAAI AO0OCOI
God.

Based upon i) above, Dolhenty then went further and brought in the concept of theecessary

or non -contingent being , opposite to that of thecontingent being , which is similar to that of

I OEOOT 01 A0 AT T AAPO 1T &£ OEA OéiAAOO&MwNW@OAS
OxEEAE EAO EOO AQEOOAT AA mEOIT i h OEOI OCEh Al
independent of the existence and action of any other thing; its existence is uncaused and does
not require the action of any otherthing. The conceptéE O' 1T A8 AO EAI A AU O
therefore a noncontingent beingg /1 OEA COT OT A T £ EEEQh ATl10C
AOcOi ATO xEAOA OEAOA EO A OAAOOA8 OEAOA 106060
WAOOAOT PDEEI T OITPAE UDIAE COERA xERBOIAG AAT OEET CcO O
negative aspects).
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follow, again based upon iv), where the mind is capable of objective realitperhaps prompted

AU 100 ET AOEI O OET OOE OE Gadntingehthéirg htAnls Bodi, \GegaratotU A A
assuming that there is one, but to use this concept to deduce the possibility of its existence
through logical argument that follows.

Another hypothetical concept Dolhenty introduced with the concept of a noigcontingent being is
OEA Al Tiddaméntalicertingency 68 7EAT A OEETI ¢ DPAOEOEAO 10
be transformed into something else, it would cease to exist absoluye It would be annihilated
AT A OAAOCAAA O 11T O0EET C AT A AAfungdmertalcAntingendyB hi T O
xEEAE EO A Ai 1 OOAAEAOQEIT O ObOiI @EIi AGA AT 1 OF

OT AAAGOARIUT OBT CAT O AcAde bf ©é oppobitesfas vie Briowdit).

Considering the universe as a whole we can sum this up by saying that it would be a
fundamental contingency if the contingency goes to the very basis of its existence, with the
consequence that, deprived of its extence, it would be reduced to nothingness or replaced by

TTOEETC8 4EOO0 OEA OAEAT OEOOO xEiI AOOAAI EOE OE
#001 AES6 AT A OEA ETEOEAI AACEITTEIT C ££OI ithaitheOEET
Universe is fundamentaly contingent. This fundamental contingency is defined withirour own
system of existence where our consciousness of the current physical laws brings this
possibility into awareness and these events disappear into nothingness with respec t to

our consciousness because we are unable to perceive it to be affirmed collectively.

y
¢
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universe perishes, it is not reduced to nothingness, but is replaced kiype same matter

transformed into something else then its contingency is merely proximate, and not fundamental.

4EA OEATOU T &£ bi OOGEAI A DPAOAI I AI O1 EOAOOAO «x

transformed into one of the other possible universe would mply that our universe is only

proximate in its contingency.However, this concept of proximity is not within our sphere of

consciousness just as the fundamental contingency, but only implied by scientific deduction

that is pointing towards that possibility; but nonetheless a proximate contingent hypothesis,

only using a different frame of reference Under the circumstance, based upon the reality of

| Dbi OEOAOh CEOEIT ¢ OEOA O OEA OAEAT OEZAZEA DPOA
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tpqories vahichA are events ,that happened bgfore h,uma,n 90nscio~usn§s§ came intq e>~<is‘terhxmh o |
OEA AiTAADPOO 1T &£ OPOI @EIi AGA AT 1T OET CAT AUS AT A (
possible.
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$T 1T EAT OQUBO AOCOI AT O crehtdd is 6asell oM liaa3 OfAldgial reasofing A
founded upon the fundamental premises as in i), ii), iii) and iv). These premises hold trdie®m

the perspective of our consciousness , both from the physical science and the characteristics

I £ OEA d&uphkcodlidcve dfiEm@tion, where the universe is brought into existence by our
awareness of it (refer to the previous chapter on cosmology, where it has concluded that human
consciousness and the existence of the universe is inextricably tied togethernature to bring
this into existence as we know it). These lines of reasoning are based upon further premises that
are to be established:

1. The universe as a whole exists (through the physical and biological laws of nature, i) and
ii), the fundamental premiOA O OEA O x dontidgemi@iARAqE O
2. The existence of an effect requiring the concurrent existence and action of an efficient
cause implies the existence and action of that cause. (An efficient cause is that by which
Of | AOEET C E froximél e AcBitkgkricy 58 AOEAAT AAA AU OEA 1 A
3. The existence of the universe as a whole can be fundamentally contingenbm the
limits of our consciousness perspective , based upon our acceptance of contradictions
j O&OT AAT AT OAin cohtratid®ENT CATOAUBODPOT @EI AGA AT 1 OET
Oi ET A8 OEOI OCE Al 11 AAOEOA AEEEOI AGET 1
4. If the universe needs an efficient cause of its continuing existence to prevent its
annihilation which is not only possible but alsonecessary, then that cause must bea
sustaining force preventing it from being annihilated; and that force must be
supernatural in its action, and one the existence of which is uncaused. In other words, a
supreme beingreferred to asGodby monotheismor a Creator however it is conceivedd
AA | AATG1GHT cCAT 6 AAET ¢c6 AOOEOAA AO &EOI T OEA
| £/ DPEUOEAO AT A OEA OI ET A8 ET AAAADPOET ¢ OEA(
The universe as a whole exists is a given and this is an objective realifyr émise 1) brought
about by human consciousness. Contingent beings or things thus exist based upon the physical
and biological laws. If the universe exists, an effect that is caused by acsahat bring the
universe into existence, it implies that there isn existence an efficient causepfemise 2). This
is true, as we know it in reality (under the physical law of conservation of matters) at least
based upon the concept of proximate contingency, which is logically accepted. This logic flows
from the first premise above basedupon our consciousness of our physical world

Premise 3 is a critical and keyissue we have to clarifyjbased on the fundamental premises of 1

and2h A 1T CEA AEAOAOAA Au OEA OiI ET A8 EI pod /[EAZ
law of physics The line of reasoning flows from there. Whether the existence of the universe is
caused by an uncaused cause or otherwise, depends on whether the universe is fundamentally

AT 1T OET CAT O § OEAO EOh O AAsS ORRLOARAUQ OO TH @EEH i
j CEOET ¢ OEOA OI 1T OEAO OT EOAOOAR O-1 OEAO 51 EOAC
We now have to examine whether it is reasonable to conclude that the universe is
fundamentally contingent at that. We arenot here assuming that there is a noitontingent being
responsible for the creation of the universe, but to examine whether the universe can be

fundamentally contingent in that it will disappear into nothingnessin the realm of our
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consciousness as we know it. Now, based upon what we know abouhe universe and the
realm of human consciousness we have to establish whether the universe is more likely to be
fundamentally contingent or proximate contingent.

The scientific argument is that the universe has existed independent of us, from a point of
singularity, before the evolution of human consciousness . It is through its evolution that
human beings came into existence and that through human consciousness that its existence is

brought into reality, as we knowit.. | OA OEAO OEE O r&t@leokgicdl &gumdnt A A O

for the existence of the universe before consciousness comes into being . The fact that the

Ol EOAOOGA AAI A ETO1T AARAET C xEOE OE A O"EC " AT CH

consciousness points to the possibility that our uiverse was created respectively from nothing
or from other universe in a different dimension that might have existed in the infinite past and
might still exist in the infinite future, although we cannot perceive them through our senses

in our dimension of existence. This isnot A OZET Al AAOOAS 1T 0 @khAl I

speculation , different hypothesis based upon a different line of logical deductionThus, it
means that the noncontingent being or contingent being of the universe could equallydids
true, but this is not within our human consciousness perspective but only through scientific
postulations.

The possible existence of parallel universes is deduced from an alternate scientific postulation
in deference to accepting the anthropic pringle and being inferred and preferred, is now held
by many scientists. This speculation is beyond our consciousness in this dimension of our
existencebecause the event happened before human consciousness came into bellg may be
prepared to accept the ebstence of parallel universes even though our senses do not perceive
these universes, because we accept that our universe existed in the infinite past before the
onslaught of human consciousness. It therefore does not require our senses to detect the
existences of other universes, only through alternative scientific deduction from cosmologif.
other universes are possible, then this present universe is one of many other universes

and therefore not necessary - it is not the only universe that can ever exisin infinity.

Even taking this line of deduction and accepting the possibility of a proximate contingency of the
Ol EOAOOA ET birthdhdn tike Giotker BIOBODOOOASHh EO OGrEm dur AAT
own sphere of existence that our universe is fundamentally contingent becausdt is not
necessary but only one of other universes and may disappear into nothingness with no
proximate contingency .

The line of argument presented by Dolhenty is thatvhatever might have been otherwise or
different (that is, our universe is merely possible but not necessary because it can be otherwise,
being transformed into other possible universe)is something that also might not exist at all
(especially from our consciousness perspective) Whatever can be other thant is (from our
consciousness perspective) can also simply not be at all (that is, it becomes outside the realm of
our consciousness). A universe that could be other than whdatis (not necessary) could also
not exist in the first place (a possibility again from our consciousness perspective) Thus
whatever our universe might have been otherwise or different might not exist at all. The
possibility of parallel universes point to the likelihood that theuniverse as we know it is not
necessary and it may not have existed before and may in the future ceases to exidthis is
fundamental contingency!

Contrariwise, that which cannot be other than what it is (that is, our universe is one of a kind

AT A OEAOA EO 11 1TOEAO OI1 EOAOadoibe gos3ible Thatvkich O

necessarily exists cannot be other than it ig it is therefore emphatically possible because our
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theories are still possible adoptng this mode of reasoning and areboth fundamentally
contingent . However,the universe is therefore more likely to be fundamentally contingent

than proximate contingent because it is both possible and necessary, in that it is merely

one of a number of possible universes and it could not exist, but it does exists because of

our human consciousness .

Therefore it is logical to conclude that the universe, as being fundamentally contingent in
existence in the form that we know it (through human consciousnessyyould not exist at all
(from speculation outside the realm of human consciousness), were its existenisenot caused.
A merely possibleand necessaryuniverse which is fundamentally contingent cannot be an
uncaused universe

If this is the case, the argoment of Hartle and Hawking that there is no need for a creator in a
revolving self-sustaining theory of the universe with the possibility of other parallel universes, is
put into question on logical grounds. There is still a need to ask the question of a ¢ reator (a
cause of the existence of the universe as we know it through human consciousness) even
accepting their theory of parallel universes, on a logical ground based upon fundamental
contingency of our universe .

To reinforce the belief of a cause ohe universe we have then to further examine whethethe
continual existence of the universe is not only possible but also necessary. Even on scientific
grounds of an expanding universe and the laws of thermodynamics, there is still the problem of
explaining how the universe is being sustained into existencd.the existence of the universe

as a whole is fundamentally contingent, and if its ceasing to exist in its present form, or

AOGAT AAETI ¢ OOAT O& O AA ETO1T 1T OEAO O m@bee6A EI
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conscious existence, then the cause needed to sustain the present universe as it is in
existence would act to prevent it from being reduced to nothingness . It would be a cause

that is preservative in its action (Premise 4). From our human consciousness perspective,

there must be a sustaining force operating to prevent the universe demise from infinity past due

to the physical laws of the expanding universand the laws of thermodynamics.

AEEO T ETA T &£ OAAOITTETIC EO Al A@bPATOEITT 11 $T11
examine the preservative cause:

0) £ OEA AQGEOOAT AA 1T &£ OEA O1 EOAOOA A0 Aocedsi | A E
would not consist in its transformation into another universe but, instead, into its replacement

by absolutely nothing, then the cause needed to sustain the universe in existence would act to
prevent it from being reduced to nothingness. It would b a cause that is preservative in its
AAOGET T 86

The preservative action is thereforenecessary to prevent the universe from annihilation (cease

to exist) or transformed into other universe. This is an added valid argument for the existence of
a preservation force that brings reality into existence as we know it, in addition to the
preposition that the universe is necessary as a reality part of our human consciousness and
could be nothing if it were only be one of a number of universes. There is nothing unszmable
about this assumption. Even if the universe always existed in which case we cannot argue that
there is fundamental contingent for its existence, however, we can still ask whether the
uncreated universe needs a cause of its eternal, continuing exasice. We are not considering at
this point whether or not the universe was created, but whether or not the existence of the
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universe needs to be preserved. Its continuing existence as we know it is being preserved is a
reality that we have to acknowledge ¢ee the same point being expressed in previous chapter).
This necessary preservation force is the nogontingent being.

When the existence of the universe as a whole needs to be explained, and if it cannot be
explained by natural causesghen we must look to the existence and action of other than a
natural cause (supernatural cause) for its explanation. The aboveurth premise thus hold
true. A universe that is fundamentally contingent in its existence requires a cause of that
existence as manifested in thpreservation reality as we know it  which is necessary. The only
possible cause is a supernatural cause, one that exists and acts to bring into existence this
merely possible universe and preserving it from ceasing to exist. It is also necessary to preven
the realization of what is always possible for a merely possible universe, namely, its absolute
non-existence or reduction to nothingness. It is a necessary or naontingent being as defined

by Dolhenty. This supernatural cause exists as the necessapyeservative cause of the
continuing actual existence of a merely possible universe.

If a cause initially brought the universe into existence, this cause would be creative in its action.
Regardless of whether we are considering a creative action or a prese rvative action, the
cause of either one must be beyond natural causes . No natural cause brings anything into
existence out of nothing and sustains it in such a way so it is prevented from being reduced to
nothing. A cause, which is not natural, is, by defi nition, supernatural . Neither the act of
creating the universe nor of preserving the universe is within the power of natural causes. If
creative action was a natural power, the creative agent would have to exist prior to the creative
effect itself. A natual effect cannot exist prior to its natural cause. This is simply impossible.

If preservative action were a natural power, the preservative agent would have to exist within
the preserved effect itself. Without the action of a preservative cause, no natlireffect could
continue to exist. Since a natural preservative cause, in this case, must be contained within a
natural effect, the natural preservative agent itself would not exist. This is simply
incomprehensible. The preservative cause and agent must tlefore be a supernatural one.

In summation, the universe as we know it could cease to exist at any time, whichever scientific
arguments have been put forward and, of course, we would also cease to exist, since both
existences are closely linked. Our univee is therefore fundamentally contingent at that. What
prevents this possibility from happening is the preservative action of a supernatural power. It is
this supernatural power, the action of a supreme being that we calloddor a @reator§ a
necessary and a non-contingent being .

This argument does not directly assert the proposition that God created the universe as we
know it; only that He existed before that creation. That proposition is a philosophical assertion,
not a theological one. The argumerdoes provide support for the proposition thatthe Creator or
God could have created the universe, since our universe is possible and necessary (that is,
fundamentally contingent). The universe exists and is being preserved it could exist as long as
God exsts and, since God exists eternally, the universe could exist eternally. The preservation
act is therefore necessary. It is, in other words, reasonable to propose either, that God directly
created the universe out of nothing, or that the universe exists etnally as long as the Creator
will it to be. The argument is rested both upon the fact that our universe is possible but not
necessary(accepting theMother Universedor the hultiversedtheory) and the creation theory of

OEA O"EC " Al CGbuihdEAA 10" xAC MAICHNERE BGEAO EOO AGEOOA

trend of its demise it is then fundamentally contingentand necessary.

26



but it fits into an oVAOAT 1 AT T OEOOAT O 11T CEAAI AEOAI Ax1 OE8
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the Muslim God exists, or a personal God exists. It does not directly assert tkaid spends his

OOEIi Ao AT 1T AAOT AA AAT OO EEO AOAAOOOAOG OEAO xA |
emotionally. This is, quite frankly speaking, not the God that most religious men and women
actually claim to believe in. This is a philosopleal God, not a theological one, although the two

may, in fact, be the same God. Philosophical thinking by itself cannot tell us that for su/ée

have now to look into other areas of our encounter of the human psyche where we can
experience that God is wit us and is actively participating in His creation, pursuing other
pointers to establish the existence of God or a Creator a more involved and relational way
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CHAPTER 5

FINDINGTHE CREATORNITHIN OUR BIOLOGICAIMAKE-UPz ARE WE JUST MERE
BIOLOGICAL MACHINE OF EVOLUTION?

Now that we have established a good ground for believing in the existence afCreator or God

based upon scientific knowledge and rational(deductive logic) thinking, upon existing
knowledge o the external physical world, we still have to contend with the scientific evidence

for the existence of Godor a Creator within our biological make-up. It involves studying
evolution of our bodily functions, especially that which relates to our brain wih its unique
AAAOOOA 1T &£ OEA OIET A8 jAI AT AUET C AT T OAET OOT1 A«
animal kingdom.

The Mind and Human Consciousness

Philosophers believe that one attribute that sharply distinguishes Man from the rest of nature is
OAOETT AT EOI 6h AITOEITOh AT A OFOCAA xEI 16808 (
approximations, and limited elements of tlese capaciies may occasionally be found but the
ful-A1l 1T xT AAOAT T PI AT O OEAO EO AAITTAA A OIET A8 xE
AU OAT 11 AAOEOA AT 1 OAEI 001 AOGOGS8 EO O1T i AGAEAA Al
was studied in an attempt to understand the elements it are involved and how these are

related and interact with each other.

AEA OI ETA8 EAO OAOEI 601 U AAAT OAEAOOAA OI EI
including sensation and sense perception, feelings and emotion, dreams, traits of persotyali

and character, the unconscious, and the volitional aspects of human life, as well as the more
narrowly intellectual phenomena, such as thought, consciousness, memofgjth and beliefs.

4EA OOOAU 1T &£ OEA OI ET A8 EAO EibéraBditdstodlievedaial 1 O
this is what makes Man different from other animals. However, the philosophers of old did not
EAOA OEA AATAZEEO 1T £ OI AAUGO OAEAT OEEEA ETT x1 A
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understood, becomes the purview of many fields. Although the philosophy of mind is a distinct

field of investigation, it has many important relations with otrer fields. As such, the philosophy

I £ OEA OI ET A8 AAAT T AO OEA OOAEAAO i eFpednlly®R OOE ¢
psychology and certain phases of biology, physiology, neurology, sociology, and anthropology.
Despite all the secalled scAT OEAEA ADPDBPOI AAEAO OI OEA OOOAU 1.
need to revert to analytical reflection in order to have an irdepth understanding of it. In
comparison with these fields, it is by its method that the philosophy of mind is to be
distinguished; for it proceeds not by the methods of empirical investigatiog detailed sense
observation, the formulation of predictions, the construction of experiments, inductive
confirmation, the inventing and testing of contingent generalizations, theoriesand lawsz but by

the method of analytical reflection.

That method consists of the examination of meanings, the analysis and clarification of concepts,
the search for necessary truths, the use of deductive inferere@nd arguments with infinite
repeating terms and other forms of a priori reasoning, and the attempt is to arrive at and
evaluate the fundamental principles that underlie and justify the basic forms of human thought

28



and endeavor. These processes are similar to the establishment of the existerof a Creator and A
OEA EOI AT O1 6I OEOI OCE AAAOAOEOA 1T CEA AU AOO/
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in understanding it. Out of all these isour attempt at constructing a consistent logical
framework by discovering anew vantage positionin understanding it in all its ramifications that
eliminates contradictions, thus building up BT ET OA0OO OEAO AOA xEOEEI]
AOAT AxT OEG

First, its methods, being those of philosophy in general, are to be tested by the fruits that they
have yielded in other areas: if a method has been successful in other arélaat maintains within

a consistent logical framework it is reasonable to try it here; if unsuccessful in other aredsy
creating contradictions, it is suspect there. Second, the conclusions achieved in such fields as
epistemology, metaphysics, logic, ethics, and the philosiop of religion are quite relevant to the
important implications for those fields. Moreover, this reciprocity applies as well to its relations

to such empirical disciplines as biology, neurology, psychology, sociology, and history.

Thus the philosophesofthe 01 ET A8 | 600 EAAD ET &£ OI AA T £ AAOA
investigation, but in the final analysis, since all scientific methods also utilize the method of
epistemology, metaphysics, intuitive rationalism and logic (both deductive anthductive), we

cannot but to revert to our analytical reflecton 0T AET A AT OxAO0O Oinh OEA
integrating all knowledge in the attempt to establish a consistent logical framewotkUltimately

it is through deductive logic, the mean by which scientifi postulations are formulated which is
partofourinAOET O OET OOEOEOA OAOQEI T AI EOI 8 AT A OEOT O«
to a consistent logical framework that the fundamental truths can be uncovered.

The Mind and the Brainz the Mind-Body Dualism Debate

Before knowledge of human anatomy one of the firgthilosopher to link the process of thinking

to the brain was Hippocrates ¢€.460-377 B.C.), who believed that the mind was in the head and it
controlled the body, but was something intangple (not knowing what is inside the head). The
ancient Greek philosopher Plato ¢428-347 B.C.) agreed with Hippocrates that the mind was in
the head, but believed that the mind and body are separate, and that we reach the truth not via
our senses but though our thoughtsz AU 1 1T CEA AT A OAAMITAIUBI CBOAIT £K
existence for the human species has been hotly debated through the centuries. There are those
xEl AAI EAOA OEAOG OEA OAT Audlidm)Ebdt withAre AdVahc@hen gEOT |
the sciences, especially in the field of neurology there are many scientists who adopt the
monistic concept of equating the mind with the brain, which is deemed as part of the biological
body.

Yyl O1T AAUS6O O1 AAOOOAT AET C ithE hunanibody,lit & Odwiclear thak A D
the brain holds the key toour feelings,AT T OAET 001 AGO AT A OEA EAAT OE
other parts of thebody. Based on discoveries of the brain and its functions, it is now known that

the brain controls dl parts of the bodily functions, either consciously or unconsciouslyi-rom an
observer point of view, we identify animals or persons by the features of the body and ascribe to
OEAI EAOEI ¢ EAATOEOU T &£ EOO 1 x1h &O@thinOBoly A5 |
parts can now be replaced, physical features can be radically changed and yet the identity of the
OOAIl £6 OAI AET 08 ) OwhételtheiBélf@s toathbe found &né so @iEak bemard E |
APDDOI POEAOA O1 -AOAEBBA OT OBLM ICHEUST GIGEAITAE O 8
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With the discovery of the brain being the controllingcentre of the brain, the controversy

between dualism and monism still remains hotly debated amongst thehilosophers and

neuroscientistsz with the former believing that the Gind8and Graindare separate and the latter
maintaining that since the mind@esidesdin the brain, the mind and brain are one and the same
Although the neuroscientists failed to define the mind in its origination and instigation of the
brain, they nevertheless tried to explain the working of the mind from the physiological and
biological point of view through synaptic connections in the brain, still leaving the initial
elucidating source unexplained.

Based on empirical evidences it is now cse that the brain controls the body. It is the brain, for
example, that is responsible for the autonomic functions of breathing and the beating of the
heart, the vital mechanisms that keep us alive. We are not conscious of these functions, as
though thereEO AT ET AQEI O ©Opelatidsyshet ittt isr€3poqsbIA for them.
We now know that all inputs that account for behavioral outputs are channeled through the
brain with our five external physical senseg touch, sight, hearing, smell and tastz being the
primary sources of inputs. There are also the internal senses, such as from the physiological
states of the alimentary tract hormonal secretions andfeelings generated by thesex organs,
homeostasis of the internal states that send out sigt&to the brain when the organism is, for
example, hungry, driven by the sex drive, or in a state of disequilibrium as ithnesses. Some in
built programs are apparently responsible for these internal autonomic stimuli and responses
and have impacts on beaviors.

The brain as the intervening variable, DOT AAOOAO AT A OAAAEAAQOSG
information from both the internal and external stimulations and send out appropriate
commands to the body in order to achieve a desired outcom& establish equilibrium,
depending whether the inputs are linked to the programs or otherwise. Some of these responses
are the results of conditioning, obeying the laws postulated in the branch of psychology known
as behaviorism stored in the brain The brain acts ashe intervening variable that accounts for a
OAOEAOU 1T £ AAEAOET OA1 1 OOPOOO AAPAT AET ¢ 11

£

OE.

or through learned dispositions stored in memoryor through the exerciseof the @ill6 AT A OE

genotype, giving rie to different structure of the brainand therefore its capacity. Without the
brain to co-ordinate and direct them, creatures that need to move, find fogdprocreate and
adapt would find it difficult to survive.

The brain is thus a command and controlentre, in which the specialized cells that interpret and
process data and then send out orders to the body are grouped together, some of which are

programmed, others are conditionedor through the volitional exercise of the@illd 8 4 EA OI

of this volitET T Al AQGAOAEOA 1T &£ OEA OxEI 18 EO OOEI I
control process much more efficient than it would be if these cells were scattered around the
body.

The cells in the brain are very well organized, especially in the casé the human brain. With
animals there are more direct and stereotype outputs that are often predictable because the
brain is not so complex as humans. With the human brain the outcomes are more difficult to
predict because of the complexities of the braifiunction that intervene between the stimulus
inputs and the behavioral outputs, some of which are not overt but nevertheless identifiable
within our conscious thoughts or have the bases from the preconscious and unconscious.

It is made even complicated ¥ the fact that some of these inputs may not even be from the
internal physiological and external physical environment but from within the human psyche,
some ofthe sources may be traced to the abstract memory and psychological impact linked to
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the past, lut a large part of these are found to originate from the volitional part of our being that

have no trace of a physicabr psychologicall AOOOA j AOA O 1T OEAO DOl ¢
Perhaps theoriginating source oftheseis found in the soul as the opeator, who can exercise the

O x Ealspirubl dimension of our being which some religions believe is th@nage of Godfound

in us.

We now know for sure that all thoughs occur in the human brain and, indeed where specific
processes such as intelligencand perception or language take place. Yet there is still no
agreement as to where human consciousness (our awareness of @GR 1 AT A 1 ¥),Ghe EA AT
ABAOAEOA 1T £ OAFOAA xEI18h 1T OECETAQGEIT 1T &£ Ail OEI

Some argue thathe mind and brain is the same thing, one day we may be able to fashion a
mechanical mind which experiences consciousness as we do. Others suggest that our minds and
consciousness are very different from the mere mechanical activity of brain cells and &
abstract part of our being. Yet others steer a middle course, arguing that consciousness is a
mechanical process of the whole brain interacting with whole set of variables in the external
environment, rather than individual brain cells. These approache have given rise to various
branches of studies in psychology(such as ethology, cognitive approach, behaviorism,
psychoanalysig and the neurosciences, all of which are trying to understand the psychological
and physiological bases in the workings of th® 1 ET A& 8

)T OEA 2AAAROB0 S$ECAOO AiTE AT OEOI AA O4EA ( OI 4
i pwwedh A PI OEOEIT OEA EAA AAAT OAEAT O ARNOA
gave a misleading impression, that by understandinghe workings of the brain through

T AOOT OAEAT OEEZEA OAOAAOAEAO EO AAT Agbl AET Al
the brain works in its anatomical and physiological states it is recommended that you read this

book. It is not the intention here to outline the details of all the scientific discoveries of the brain
function here. There is no doubt that for the past decades a lot has been discovered concerning

the workings of the brain. All these knowledge only tell us about how the brain workdut they

do not tell ushow it is controlled and who is controlling it, analogous to knowing in details how

the computer or the car works, but as yet unanswered as to who is responsible for operating the
computer or driving the car in a purposeful and maningful way.

Much more perplexing, now that scientists have discovered the intricate workings and
marvelous design of the brain, is the question of how such a complex orgavith other

A o~ s oA s s

into being by random chance in the evolutionarybiological chain of events. There are still
OAEAT OEOOO xET ET 1 AitioAd AIOL Oil T 10ERT © OAD OACGIAAT®IT ADE
study of the biological brain and undestanding how it works without going beyond this realm

of interests to answer questions that are outside the realm of the physical materialistic world.

This conventional materialistic viewpoint, as in the understanding of creation (cosmology), is

still strongly adhered to by many scientists.

Another monistic stand taken by Allan Hobson (1999)is found in his book entitled

O#1 1 OAET OO1 AOGOGS6 OEOI OCE EEO OOOAEAO 1TitwasA O
argued that consciousness is only a degree afvakening where the brain goes into different
functional states of activities. He even proposed a model on how human consciousness came

into being and all these are just a function of the brain activities. His conclusion is that since the

brain is responE AT A A1 O 1 60 AT 1T OAET 601 AGO AT A OEA AxA
OEAO xA AOA AT A OEAO OEA Ai1AADPO 1T &£ A OI ET AG

in all his scientific evidences are the questions of volitional aspect of mwol (the conscious
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AAOAEOA T &£ OxEI16h £ O ET OOAT AAgqh OEA Al OAEA
altruistic expressions of our being. Far more perplexing is the question of how the intricate
workings of the human brain, now that heunderstood it, came into existence in the evolutionary
scheme of thingg this marvelous invention of the human brain cannot possibly be by accident

or formed through adaptation under the law of natural selection(see later in studying the
evolution of the brain).

There is an element ofihtelligent designdin the non-biological aspects of the human brain that
camot be a result of chance factorsor natural selection through adaptation. His elaborate

i AAEAT EAAT AT A DPEUOET I | CcdndishdetwedridaferénAreglostof thedd |
AOAET CEOEI ¢ OEOA Oi AIIOAEIOOIAOOh AT OEITO
hypotheses yet to be proven; and to prove this he has to cross ovieom the material substrate

of the brain function to the abstract and spiritual dimensions of our being. The impossibility of

such crossing over using the scientific methodological standpoint, by definition, is like crossing

over from our own physical dimension of existence to the spiritual dimension to Idofor the
existence of God.

A Modelz Brain-Mind Interaction

On the other hand, Sir John Eccles, the Nobel pragnning neurologist and the eminent
DOUAE[‘TQEOOh $ATEATl .8 21T AETOIT ET OEA®mO Al
Branand Our Ml Ad | pwgtqh OPEITT A OOOI T Cl-tanDEDXADAAEE
with equally strong scientific arguments on that position. In the final analysis in trying to
understand the full workings of the mind, one cannot but to go back to analytical tettion; and

they have presented a model where the interaction and integration of the brain with the mind is
achieved, giving rise to consciousness. The model is shown diagrammatically as follows:

Brain -Mind Interaction

World 2
Outer Sense Inner Sense
Light Thoughts
Color Feelings
Sound Memories
World 3 Smell | Dreams
- Taste N = /| Imaginings
Pain 4 EA O_O d Intentions
Cutural Touch —1p 4EA O 3_{pAttentions
Interface Hear  ¢— 4EA O3d—
Perception WILL
| | | | | |
I A S N U N 2B
World1 ! . | LIASON BRAIN ! |

World 1 is the physicalbiological brain and World 2 is all that are happening as a result of
interaction with the immediate external environment through our biological body through the

senses in which the individual interact with. The three components of World 2 outer sense,

itTT A0 OAT 6OARh AT A OEA ODPOUAEGSH OOAIA@me@m@OIOI
philosophical, or religious) z in turn interact with World 3, which are our cultural heritage

coded in material substrates, are what bring human conscious@e® AT A OEA AxAOAI]
into existence. According to them, the mammalian brain differs from the human brain only in
respect of the absence of the third component of World 2 OEA OP O WAEGIRGNBOAT A

World 3. This schema suggests that thmind is a reflection of the soul.
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Thus consciousnes®f the environment, as opposed to seliwarenessaccording to Eccles and
Robinson and many other neuroscientists, in itselmay not be a prerogative of the human
species.In other words, only selfawareness is a prerogative of the human species and this is
caused by the presence of the third component of World 2 the @sychg Gelfdor Gouldz which
has the property of Gelf will§ A modification of this schema of interaction and integration
between EA AOAET AT, Adopiirg e diffekeRtivdntage position based on logical
deduction, will be presented later in the tex{see chapter22 z On Becoming)

| AAT OAET ¢ O %AAI AO AT A 21 AET O1 1 OEcAnsobiiskebsA 6 E
whEAE AAT 11O AA Agbl AET AA AU-AOEDAAPEOOEI Eil BEAKI
mental experiences of humansit implies knowing that one knows whichis a subjective or
introspective criterion initially. By linguistic communication it can be athenticated that other
human beings share this experience of selET T xET ¢ AO AOEAAT O OE
AT 1T OAET OO1 AOOG68 4EEO EECEAOO-AZEAOAT ACOSATEDA
human species.

Eccles and Robinson distinguished #h different levels of consciousness in humans by the

POl COAOOGEOA AAOGAT T PI AT OO 1T &£ OEA OOAI £#8nh OOAI A
unity arise from the irreducible awareness of being. One is aware that he is and knows directly
thatall EEO A@DAOEAT AAOh 1 Ai T OEAOh OET OCEROM OF QU
refers to the knowledge one has oivho he is as an individual and arises chiefly from memory.

'T AT TAOEA OOAI £6h xEEAE EAO AfEIAIAO@EIOES h AiHE O

O0AOOI T Al EAAT OEOGUSAR 11 OEA 1T OEAO EAT Ah OA&EA
PAOOIT EOh OEOCGAATI ORWOR OEATI ODOCBROEFAOAA ET OEA
person. The totally amnesic person who is @1 A O OA1 OOOAT CAO 1 AAEQ
OPAOOI T Al EAAT OEOGUBh EAOET C 11 ETOAOT AT 1TAIIT

EAAT OEOUS h Adssesseshefoaidndtieldss.O

Theseseparations of self-consciousnessare attemptsto explain the various manifestations of a
psychological condition where certain past memories are lost. However, there is a deeper
element of the Gelf§ that is Gelfhoodd that is spiritual in nature which is known as the@sychA &
or Gouldand this isbeing subjugated as a result of life experiences and we need to rediscover it
in the process of®ecomingd(see chapter22). In full awareness without the disturbances in the
amnesic condition the®elf§ Psychdand GoulBare equated and is one and theasne. Qly under
amnesic condition caused by either damage to the biological brain or psychological factors that
the Ax AOAT Aséior PpsyEndiiecomes detached from the®ould Thus the @indGhere is
deemed to include the biological (brain), psycholagal and spiritual dimensions of being,
whereas in our modified model they should be separated (see Chapt22).

Dobzhansky (1967) expresses well the extraordinary emergence of human selbnsciousnes
I £ OOAIT A(whheuhtbefamiesicondition), as he calls it:

Cseltawareness is the one of the fundamental, possibly the most fundamental, characteristic of the
human species. This characteristic is an evolutionary novelty; the biological species from which
mankind has descended had only rudimeraf seHawareness, or perhaps lacked it altogether. Self
awareness has, however, brought in its train somber companigngear, anxiety, and death

Ax AOAT AOO888 - Al EO AOOAAT AA AU AAAOE AxAOAT A<
ancestorswh AEA 11T O ETT x86

O$AAOE AxAOAT AOOS 1 AOEO OEA AEOOET COEOEAA MEAA
human species. Only humans are aware of the inevitability of death amdany aspects of our
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behaviors are unconsciously determined by it, even fo those who are under the amnesic
condition. Down to the very basic understanding of thisdeath awareness$is the fact that only
animals @ght to the deathBas a survival instinct, part of the biological theory ofdurvival of the
fittest§ but with humans they only @ght to avoid deathdorofight to prolong deathdwith their
intelligence, which is responsible for the proliferation of the human species on the plan&arth.
Humans are therefore morethan just being animalisticby nature.

&Oi i OEEO DPAOOPAAOGEOGA EO I OO0 AA OOAOAA mEOI I
more than just the study of the brain, because there are still many abstract charactgics of the

mind that cannot be explained by the brain function, such afee will§ inherent deductive logic

j OET OOEOEOA OAOQOEITAIEOI 8q AT A OEA ETTAO 1 OECE]
collective unconscious, the state of Absolat Consciousness, etc. It is erroneous to equate the
AOAET xEOE OEA Oi ET A8 xEAT OI 1T A DPOUAEIT I T CEOOC
OEA AOAET AAT AOIEA AAOOAET OAOPITOAO AT A OE
stimulus-response seqences. How can the stimulusesponse sequence accounts for free will,
collective consciousess seltawareness, the innermost nornstigation of deep emotions and

many of the irrational behaviors of people who are strongly committed to faith?

In the attempts to explain these, neuroscientists have linked the brain function to observed
behavioral manifestations, and psychologists have put forward various theories ranging from
the behavioral school of psychology to psychoanalytical theory, all of which in éhmain still
revert to analytical reflections, to be supported by some disciplined methods of investigatiomo
have a clearer understanding of the interaction of thé&ninA &ith the brain and the biological
body, perhaps a new vantage position has to hadertaken to understand the makeup of human
nature (to be expounded later in the text). There should be a clearer delineation of concepts
based on today knowledge in other disciplines when it comes to understanding human
behaviorsin all of their ramifications.

4AEA T AAOAOO AOOAI PO AO OOUET C OI Agbi AET OEA
into our brain and try to find out how it works. The neuroscientific research has given us some
indications of how the brain works physiologically andanatomically (O AAEA). BlAtAd 1 UG
discoveries about the brain in the different fields of science, like psychology, neurology, biology
(anatomy and physiology) and paleontology only assisis in trying to understand the workings

of the brain (often equated with the mind), but by no means presenting a coherent explanation
about its origin, how it really works in its holistic manifestation and where it comes from. It is
analogous to having an irdepth understanding of the construction and workings of thecar or
computer, butin themselves cannot account for its animated staten its purposeful operation.
4EAOA EO OOEI1T OEA OIi EOOEI C T ETES8 AO Ol xEIT EC
car; and for what purpose?

The difficulties in trying to understand the mind are the same in trying to understand God.
However, if we were to separate the mind from the brain (adopting dualism) by allocating the
brain the biological forces that are at work anddelineating the mind as having a
psychological and a spiritual component , we can perhaps have a better understanding of the
impact these forces have on our being (see later Chapte8,lon the exposition of Understanding
Human Nature). Here we are just addressing the brain as a biological entity andds its origin

in the evolutionary process.Let us now follow what is now believed to be the evolutionary path
of the human species, especially that relate to the brailVe will now examine how the human
brain was evolved and see whether the structure othe brain is attuned (adapt) to the
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environmental demands along with our biological body in the process ofatural selectionin the
evolution of Homo sapiens.

Evolution of the brain and our biological body

The human species is understood to have its igiin in Africa millions of years ago. Prehistoric
descendants of humans started when the tredweller primates ventured onto the ground in
about 5 million years ago, when the forests of East Africa started to thin and many tree dwellers
had to find new hones to survive. Those that had no trouble holding onto their tree homes
evolved into chimpanzees. Those who ventured onto the ground, some failed to adapt and
became extinct, while others learned to live out of the trees, took up residence in the
surrounding grasslands, adapted, survived and evolved into prehuman beings.

The first prehuman apelike creatures are calledAustralopithecus which appeared between 3
and 4 millions years ago. They began to walk upright and lived in packs of communities. They
had a cranial capacity of 450 cubic centimeters, slightly larger than that of the apeghe size of
the brain that correlates with the upright gait could have been an adaptation due to natural
selection and this fits in with the evolutionary theory.

The nextline of descendants were theHomo habilis who were the first to use tools, These
OEAT AU EOI AT 66 h  AAuétAldpithacksAwhoBderel still Giefke, prospered
between 2.3 and 1.3 million years ago, and they were at the boundary of early humankey had

a progressively upright stance, increased use of tools, greater growth of the brain, and they
seemed to live more ceoperatively. This set of adaptations, food and tool sharing, communal
life, seems to be the theme of early hominid developmenth&se adaptive features had resulted
in a sudden exploding development of the brain from that of théustralopithecus measuring
between 600 to 750 cubic centimeters, which were more than required for the survival éiomo
habilis in those environments at that time, while the Australopithecus who lacked the equipment
to survive in thoseenvironments, became extinct.

The next version of early man were those who fully walked upright known as thélomo
(argustus?) erectusmeasured over 5 feet tall. From the etk down the skeleton was similar to
modern humans, although the head was more apelike. They made great strides in social
complexity. Homo erectusvas the first of our ancestors to migrate outside of Africa, and fossils
have been found as far north as Geramy, as well as in the Far East as far as China (fheking
man). They cooked in pots, handled fairly advanced tools, and worked animal skirgsall
bespeaking a higher stage of communal living. They lived in an Ice Age and could construct
shelters. They irvented clothing, used fire, and helped prepare for the characteristic human life;
living in groups, being able to survive in new worlds, and adapting those worlds to them. Fire
probably extended the day, giving more time to work; and since fire is attracte, it is possible
that groups of Homo erectushuddled around a fire began to communicate, were the first to use
their larger brains, precursor to the use of language. These signs indicate that some form of
intelligence was starting to emerge. Their brairsize again underwent significant increases to
between 775 and 1,225 cubic centimeters (modern man brain size is between 1,000 and 1,400
cubic centimeters).Homo erectugprospered for more than a million years and about 300,000 to
500,000 years ago beganwlving into early Homo sapiens

Homo erectuspparently disappeared when the earliesHomo sapiensiow discovered appeared
in Europe, the first of which was the Neanderthallomo sapiens neanderthalen$jswvhich had a
range beyond Europe similar to theHomo erectus Neanderthal cranial was as much as 1,500

AOAEA AAT OEi AOGAOOh 1 AOCAO OEAT O1T AAUBO AOAOAC
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modern man is unknown. Culturally, they were far advanced than thdomo erectusand lived in
genuine organizel societies, performing ceremonies as in ritual burials, indicating some early
rudiments of an expression of selA x AOAT AOO j ET AEAAOAA AU OEOOAI
and a form of primitive emotion. Having appeared in the Ice Age, Neanderthals qded to the

cold and constructed better clothing, shelters, and more complex tools. As their level of social
organization advanced, archaeologists have found that violence and warfare became a distinct

element in their lives, just as it is in modern man.

In 1868 railway workers were cutting through a hillside in the south of France when they came
upon four human skeletons. The skeletons looked modern, but these were the remains of the
Cro-Magnon Homo sapiens that lived between 10,000 to 35,000 years agdeEe people were
called CreMagnon, after the site of their discovery. There are strategic differences in the skulls
of a CreMagnon and a Neanderthal. Between their eras the entire shape of the face altered, and
the physiological apparatus for producing areat range of sounds expanded. The brain size did
not change much, but the brain elevated in the skull (presumably the cortex has enlarged). The
palate enlarged, which allowed greater precision in speech. With the outburst of language, the
pace of evoluion stepped up. Everything Neanderthals did, CrMagnon did better.
Physiological changes, such as the enlarged palate, gave-Miagnon greater language ability,
enabling them to plan, organize and coperate more efficiently. The tools CreMagnon used
were more elaborate than those of Neanderthals. Shelters and settlements were also more
complex. Intelligence advances, perhaps coincide with the convolution of the surface area of the
cortex of the brain.

The later CreMagnon was the first to develop art, aindication of emotional expression. Art and
language are both critical milestones in human evolution because they signify a mind capable of
abstraction, symbolism, invention and communication. Creating art is an abstraction of a world

not present and ofen a representation of a worldview or a spiritual system. Whether there is a

mind existing in CroMagnon is something that can never be affirmed. There is still a missing

link from Cro-Magnon to modern ManHomo sapiens sapienslowever, these characterists are
OECTI EEZEAAT O ET O1 AAROOOAT AET ¢ OEA EEOOO O1 OOAA
development of homo sapiens and indications that led to the first creation of man as we know it
(explain later in the text).

The CreMagnon started to gradually disappear from about 10,000 years ago. This gradual
OAEOAPPAAOAT AAG EOh ET OAT OAh 1T OA A 1 AOOAO 1
is assumed that the CréMagnon race or type was simply absorbed into later European
populations. Individuals nearly resembling CreMagnon types are found in Europe between

8000 to 5000 years ago and in Portugal around 5000 to 2000 years ago. Human groups, more or

less homogeneous and structured, that have retained a close relationship to @viagnon types,

AO 1 AAOGO ET OEAEO AOATEAI 11 OPET I 1T CHdho sdptes OO
sapienss OET OAT 1 ECAT O EOI AT AAET céogqh AO OAPOAOGAT OA
6000 years ago to coincide with the supposed period of éhBible in Genesis starting from the
OAOAAOCEITT6 T &£ ! AAT AT A %OAS

"AOAA 11 $AOxET 80 AiT1TAAPO T &£ AOT1 OOEIT EO EO
from the apes, or some apdike ancestors. There are definite evidences in archaeology and
paleontology that point to the fact that the structures of the human body have prior structural
gradation that point in the direction of the modern man, but many vital links are still missing.
However, the process of evolution by natural selection through adaptath was established as a
scientific fact. Whether our ancestors, in whom we are the biological descendants, are dige is

a question still to be decided conclusively by the scientists, but the evidence-date is
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impressive to say the least. Even if we aept that our biological makeup may have been
evolved from the lower hierarchy of species in the animal kingdom, the existence of the mind in
Homo sapiens and the brain that comes with it still cannot be explained in evolutionary terms.

The evolutionists postulate that the human brain is a result of natural selection, shaped by the
AT OEOTTI1 AT Oh ¢1T OAOT AA AU OE Aandithisis dileApadapinkioh. OO0 0
this is the case, the brain is just another one of our biological organs the attuned to the
environment for the purpose of survival. It does not serve any other purposexceptto only help

us survive biologically like other animals. In this sense, the anatomical structure of the human
brain should be no different from other arE | A braihdand it should closely be attuned to the

niche environmental forces at work. In the attempts to find meanings based on the study of the
brain, psychologists such as Robert Ornstein (1991) with discoveries in the fields of biology,
paleontology, neurology and psychology presents an monistic explanation that the mind is a
OAOGOI O T &£ 100 AETITTCEAAI AAADPOAOGEIT T cgtédiel AA
brain-mind is one and the same.

One unique feature of Homo sapiens in its evolu tion since it was first discovered is the
human brain, which came into existence much in advance to the periods in which natural
selection was deemed to be the primary force for its evolution . The scientists have
discovered that the size of the human braims the same in the earlier period of evolution as it is
in modern man.The structure of the human brain of modern man is believed to be the same as it
was when the first Homo sapiensppeared about 50,000 years ago. How is it that the human
anatomical andphysiological brain comes to be developed way ahead of its time and usage is
something the evolutionists are still unable toanswer. Even Robert Ornstein accepted this fact
when he commented that:

Although the 400 cubic centimeters brain of the Austraithecus was the product of hundreds of
millions of years of evolution, it took only several million years for the brain to triple in size and
become capable of abstract thouglat the springboard of further adaptations. No other human
organ evolved with saoh rapidity. It gave us the means to cope with different geographies and
climates as we early on migrated out of our native Afriga

The human brain was developed in advance to its environment, contrary to what the
evolutionary theory states; and that 8, it is the environment that should force the survival and
expansion of a trait that tends to have greater adaptive value and not vice versa. How the brain
structure of old was made to adapt to environments in the future, such as in extreme climactic
and geographical conditions, arriving at the hustling and bustling of the modern urban
environment (even out in space), is an enigma and a great mystery. It may be true that the
human body evolved from some prehistorical animals, but with one exceptionz that of the
human brain and the mind in which it is envisaged to lodge from within.

Robert Ornstein postulates, against other explanations, that the brain enlarged because it keeps
the brain cool and once that happened, the extra cells became available toused for other as
yet-unforeseen functions, such as all the activities of the mind like feelings, writing operas,
inventing microchips and creating new environment. This process, he postulated, was a result of
adaptation. His line of argument goes somethg like this:

(That the head is hot and needs cooling gives us one clue. Since the brain needs protection from
heat, there has to be an appreciable amount of brain cooling. The human brain, as well as its
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He then went on to support his argument by stressing that the upright position helps to cool the

brain, but then his fundamental premise adopted was that the enlarged brain requires cooling in

the first place, thus the enlarged brain came first before the gpired cooling that caused the

upright positon8 " U EEO Bl 0001 AGEI 1T AAT 66 OEA OEAAO O
conclusion that the enlarged brain caused the hominid to stand upright and that the
enlargement of the brain takes precedence @ that of the upright position in the evolutionary
process. This is contrary to the evolutionary theory which tates that it is the changes in the
environment that cause the anatoryg and physiology to change in animalsfirst and not vice

versa.

He further postulated that the brain continues to enlarge after theAustralopithecusbecause of
his @eat theoryd where there was a sudden exponential increase in size from 450 cubic
centimeters in the Australopithecusto 1500 cubic centimeters in the Neanderthal over a
relatively short period of time in the evolutionary process This sudden enlargement cannot be
due to the need for cooling because th@eat theorybhad already been used to explain the first
upright position of the AustralopithecusThis still doesnot explain how the sudden enlargement
of the brain adapted to its environment in the first place, before the upright position. There are
thus a lot of contradictionsin his line of reasoning.

There is stronger evidence that the hominid evolved in the umht position first, preceding that

of the enlargement of the brain when we examine our nearest neighbor, the apes, where we find
them to be the nearest lower level in the evolutionary hierarchy. Itmay be scientifically
established that a larger brain désipates greater heat than a smaller brairbut it is a question of
which comes first, the upright position or the enlargement of the brainlt is therefore more
logical to postulate that the upright position, which creates a cooler position at the uppend of
the human body, could have provided the impetus for a larger braito evolve as part of the
adaptive evolutionary process. The apes have a transitory upright positioas well and yet the
brain remains small by comparison to the hominid.There is thusinconsistency in the argument
on logical and biological grounds that thenlargement of the brain causes the upright position.

Instead of addressing this issue, Robert Ornstein in accepting the enlargement of the brain as
ABOA O1 EEO OE héndexfdinkd adlenfth tkefflin@ionf@he brain, equating this
xEOE OEA OIET A8 AT A OEA AAAPOEOA MEAAOOOAO ET
to cope with in the new environment that he is confrontedwith, much of which are just
conjectures and far/EAOAEAA AOCOiI AT 0068 (A ET OO1I AGAAA OEA
human brain utilized the old structures for new functions due to adaptationsBy implication he

thus postulates that the structure of the brain was evolved first to be utzed later, again contra

to the evolutionary theory. He presented new explanations for many of the human malice of
split/multiple personalities, interpretation of dreams, remembering, cognitive processes and

even neurological damages of the brain as due shifting of minds; but in all of these, the issue

of where the mind comes from and whither it is going, still remains unexplained. In the opening

I £/ EEO AT TEh O4EA %OT1O00ETT T &£ #1171 OAET 001 AOOG T

(’he mind is a squadron of simpletons. It is not unified. It is not rational, it is not well designed
designed at all. It just happened, an accumulation of innovations of the organisms that lived before
us. The mind evolved, through countless animals andotlgh countless worlds. Like the rest of
AET1 T CEAAT AOT 1 OOETTh OEA EOI AT TETA EO A ATl

In the absence of establishing a coherent and rational explanation he came to the conclusion
that the human brain is irrational, disorganized and that nothing perceived is real and all that
there is, are dreams or just figments of imagination. What then is the value of the mind except
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that it is there for no more reason than the brain exists and it dies, so the mind dies with This
purposeless existence is difficult for our mind to grasp.

(A Agbpl 1 AAA OEA Oi UOGES 1| £#/ OEA OOAI £ AU OAUEI
called into play by consciousness, most often on the sidelines. He concluded that we hanaay
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to draw a conclusion that our consciousness does ngerve us as individuals but sharing that

with other brains by shifting selves from one to the other. This is what Ornstein implies by his
conclusions. This line of reasoning only adds credence to the contrathat the mind is a thing

that cannot be expléned by the biological or indeed physiological makep. All these alternative
Aobl AT AGETT O AOA AOOAI POO O OEAAOOAD OEA 1A}
concept of an individual spiritual entity that could be responsible for the workingof the mind

AT A OEA Ai1TAAPO T £ A AOAAOGI O O'1 Ad8

This conclusion appears to me to be a reflection of his own state of mind and not the mind itself,
whereupon, unable to find logical answers to the many abstract facets of the mind question and
refusing to accept the supernatural workings of the spirit within us, Ornstein has arrived at a
irrational conclusion which bear the hallmark of his many contradictory arguments and
conjectures he presented in his book. From the most complex of human phenomena and the
intriguing aspects| £ AGEOOAT AA EOOATI £#h EA EAO OOO0O1T AA OE
entity there is in our sphere of knowledge. In the process he has demeaned the importance of

the mind and relegated it to the heap of nonsensical entities. Ydtom the human perspective,

the mind is still the most important aspect of our existence, because this is what brings all things

into existence, as we know it.

By trying to establish the workings of the mind as a result of the brain structures caused/b
evolution, scientists like Ornstein (1991) and Hobson (1999) are trying to avoid the need for a
AOAAOI O i AOAxET ¢ Op11T O T A 1T &£ OEA ' APdq AT A A
account for the reason of our existence. In choosing this pati enquiry they have conveniently

ignored the overwhelming many issuedike consciousness, altruism, the love emotion, etc. found

in humans that have to be answered, where in accepting the spiritual part of our existence
becomes the only answer to all offtese issuegto be discussed later in the text)

Alfred Russell Wallace, a contemporary of Darwin who concurrently developed a similar theory

I £ 1T AOOOAIT OAI AAGET T h AATEAOAA OEAO OEA EOI Al
because he foundhat there are no adaptive features in the environment for the gigantic jump
between the brains of theAustralopithecusand the Homo hibilus right up to Homo sapiensThe
changes seem to be almost without justification. Wallace contended that the human br  ain

was over-designed for its primitive uses and thus could not have been a product of

natural selection . He said:

(Natural selection could only have endowed savage man with a brain a few degrees superior to
that of an ape, whereas he actually possesses very little inferior to that of a philosophe} 6

If the brain of savages was outfitted with higher capacities before they could be exploited, he
argued, there must be a superior force with a future agenda, guiding development of the brain
for a purpose

Another great mystery, which is contrary to the evolutionary theory, is that our next nearest )
| AECEAT 060 AOAET j OEA APAQ EO O 1| OAdespieitdA OE
fact that this species has been walking seruipright for million s of years One would expect a
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gradation of brain size and function between two species that relate to one another. From the
evolutionary perspective, there should be a gradation of species, living or archaeologically
discovered, between the brain of apeand Homo habilis whence thereis a gradual increasan
the size of the brain.

Herein lays the missing link. Yet from the time of theHomo habilisthe brain size continued to
AT1 AOCA OECI EZEAAT O U8 )T OEA AAOA stigép inOkeA
evolutionary chain. There is as yet no streak of scientific evidence to explain this gap. However,
there is still the problem of explaining why there is a sudden exponential enlargement (in
evolutionary term) of the brain from the apes rightup to modern man within a period of only a
few million years, whilst it took the apes thousand millions of years to lay claim to a brain of the
size of only around 400 cubic centimeters. There is a very vast missing link where no existing
scientific evidence has been uncovered to explain this gap.
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CHAPTER 6

GOD AND EVOLUTION

If, according to Ornstein (1991) the mind resides in the brain where both are equatednd the

brain is a result of biological evolution due toadaptation and natural selection, how can we
account for the altruistic aspirations of humankind and the process of humanization of the
human species(Homo sapiensspiritulus)? According to evolutionists, features came into being
because of survival valueg things that are more superior in adaptation are those that are likely

to survive and evolve. This may be so for our other biological features, but some evolutionist
OAEAT OEOOO AOGAT c¢i O OEA AgOAT O Ol spitAlusweS E A O
evolved because it has a survival value (this has to be so, since the mind and the brain are being
equated).

However, even taking up this position it is very difficult to explain how the complexities of the
human brain were evolved in responsed its environmental forces where human consciousness
came into being. Withouthuman consciousness thé@nindremains just the brain and then as a

mere biological entity it would be subjected to the law oBurvival of the fittestd(in the biological

sense) There is a fallacy inequating the @inddwith the brain. If the nonbiological aspects of

Man is also a result of evolution due toatural OAT AAOET T h OEAT OEA EOI Al
Ol AOAAE 111 0A6h &£ OOAOET Ct & M exgiddse & otteBGOrOE OA |
competitive environment, and the good in people (in an ethical and moral sense) cannot
OOOOEOAN AT A O®BJAIDIA #é ethical &nd Morabsknseyvbich has survival value

j gBoddin the biological sense) will catinue to be selective and eventually humarsocietiesand
cultures are doomed for degeneration and final extinction, because there will no longer be
OEOOOAO ET -AlT AT A OEA DPOI AAOO 1T &£ EOI AT EUAOET
needsto be Givilized8and to havemorality in the survival of the fittest? We should be no better

than the other members of the animal kingdom.

Perhaps this could be true in the case of theHomo sapiens neanderthalensigthe
Neanderthalensis), the precursor ofCro-Magnon, who became extinct because of s&éntered

interests and wars due to survival forces in the course of evolution, perhaps without altruism
restraining the destructive instinct found in animals. Even if this species did not ceased to exist,

it would at best be maintained within the confine of a limited number, just as other animals are

I Eil EOAA AU OEA 1 AOOOAI AOI1O06ETT 1T &£ OEA Al OEC
AT A OEA OOOOOEOAI 1 &£/ OEA EEOOAOOG S

Homo sapiens spiritulus has not only survived but has multiplied against the natural
environment by learning to control it to the longterm detriment of the species. Morality in
humans is counter to the evolutionary concept in the biological sense. The facts remain, that we
have seen tle humanization of the human speciesHomo sapiensspiritulus) throughout many
decades of socialization and udturization. This trend certainly does not fit into the line of
deduction if we were to equate the mind with the brain as just a biological entitythe only way

to explain this is to accept that the mind represents a spiritual part of our being, quite apart
from our biological brain and it is precisely our biological and psychological natures that are in
constant battle with our spiritual nature.

Perhaps the survival feature in evolution is true with our other biological makeup, but the

destructive nature of man is put in check by the spiritual part of our existence that arrests the

downward spiral of the so-called human biological tendencies, a paof us that is referred to by

OEA OEATTTCEAT O AO 100 O&AT 1T AT -littidgGoix©hrdughowt EA /A
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human history that has survived and has been enhanced by exceptional individua$ great
Guman virtuesd h A AT  lthitithere iD et $pifitual part of our being that is battling with
the biological forces and is not biologically determinedThe fact that we have the intelligence to
overcome the forces of nature and the environment indicates that the human specieddmo
sapiensspiritulus) does not obey Darwir law of natural selection because the human species is
the only animal group that helps shape the environment and controls it to its own detriment of
its long-term survival.

Indeed our biological features inclh ET ¢ OEA AOAET AT A 110 OEA
dualistic approach) may be subjected to the evolutionary forces at work, but through the mind

xA EAOA OOAT OAAT AAA AAUITTA xEAO $ A (PerEapsitiése O1 A x
are theother pointers, using the same logic presented by the evolutionists, to prove that there is

in existence an ultra spiritual part of our being which must be recognized. It is easily recognized

that the biological features are subjected to changes through time, bthte spiritual part of our

being which is reflected in civilization and expressed through the arts has been constant
throughout the ages and remain invariable through the passage of time.

In fact,under Darwin® law of natural selectionthis is preciselyhow the other animal species as
a community evolved and are maintained by the evolutionary forces. Thus some of the animal
species come and go, selecting those traits that helped them to survive and prosgar the
biological sense) maintain the numbers n balance, or else became extinct when the
evolutionary forces worked against them.Under Darwin® law of natural selection it is the
environment or ecosystem that controls the process of evolution; yet the human species,
because of the highly developed telligence has succeeded in working against nature and the
environment to the extent that the ecosystem has been radicallpp OAO ACAET 0O OE
O E E ] sigriiing that the human species, with the other aspects of its natui@sychological and
spiritual), does not obey Darwis law of natural selection and that we are more than just
animalistic in nature.

It is the persistent niche environment that offers the direction in which organisms evolved
through selection and adaptation and not the organisntontrolling the environment in its
evolution; therefore the human speciesHomo sapiensspiritulus cannot be part of Darwiré law

of natural selection. All of Richard Dawkind j ¢amgarpe@ts in all his books as a biologist fall
shorts of this fundamental fact underlying Darwin® concept of natural selection, wareupon
confusions were created to suit his position as an atheist. T EEO AT T E O4EA ' 1A
forward his case as a strong atheist, but by the most fundamental premise of Darwinism, that

the environment is responsible for the process of evolution it has become a case of him being
deluded!

At least, while maintaining the position that the human species is still part of the animal
kingdom, Desmond Morris in his bookThe Naked Apésaid that our survival mechanisms have

put us in check with the destruction of the species by the limiting factors of our biological
makeup, like the appendages and hand tools that we ait®ologically equipped with in the
expression of our aggressive drive, buhe also realized and conceded that with our highly
developed intelligence theseextendedappendages in the forms of weapons of mass destruction
will endanger the human species to the point odnnihilation. These extensions of the biological
means of destriction, including other inventions of chemical pesticides/warfare and
technological means of exploiting the environment in the®urvival of the fittestd AT A
psychological warfare, whichare outside the realmdictated by the natural law of selection.
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It is intelligence that helpsHomo sapiensspiritulus controls nature and the environment and it

is intelligence that makes us realize that we have destroyed the environment and thereby upset
the process of natural selection. Because of our intelligence, we lgagome to realize that our
@allen naturedhas put the human species in a precarious position that may result in the
destruction of the environment leading to the enetime. This is another fundamental fact which
indicates that the human species goes againBarwin® law of natural selection and therefore by
its intelligence, which hasboth the biological and spiritual sources (to be expounded later), it
goes beyond the scope of adaptation and selection.

Another spiritual feature of the human species is &uism. The fact remains that there is a
constant battle between the evolutionary forces as part of our biological makeup and our
AT 1T OAEI OO AOOAIi POO AO AAAOAOOETI ¢ OEA DPAOAAEOA
often, signifies clearly thatthere is that part of us that is norbiological and therefore outside the
evolutionary forces determined by the biological lawsThis altruistic tendency of humans and
societies needs to be explained whether it is in the gene or by our intelligence just a
demonstration out of pragmatism to survive. If altruism is just genetically determined and that
our expression is out of pragmatism through our intelligence as a survival value, then in a long
process of selection, true altruism (that is, not biologicallyor socially determined), especially
that aspects of which are beyond having survival values, will become extinguished in time. Yet,
true altruism is seen to be advancing and manifested from generation to generation, with it
being passed on to progeniestt@ AOA ET 1T x1 O1 EAOA (inAHe ethical ar@OT |
moral sense)

Genetically speaking, if our altruistic tendencies are genetically determined, then criminals will
beget criminals until we arrive at super criminals through the process of natal selection and
super criminals who have perfected the art of deception will populate societies. If there is no
true altruism except that which is manifested through our intelligence for the purpose of
survival, then this survival trait would be transmitted from generation to generation and
somewhere along the chain of evolution it will lead to the degeneration of human societies and
cultures.

If our mind is just the brain then religions cannot survive because they preach morality and the
altruistic aspects of humankind that is counteed to the survival forces of evolution. The fact
remains that there is a constant battle between the forces of evolution and religious piety, with
religion being embraced by many followers from generation to generation andutstanding
individuals who had died for their religious beliefs, signifies that the mind has altruistic
properties which are more than caused by just biological determinism. By its own principles,
evolutionary theory cannot explain the manifestation of tue altruism in humans.

3ETAA $AOxET 80 O/ OECET 1 &£ 3PAAEAOGE AITTE xAO x
hotly been debated, an attempt at trying to relate evolution to socialization and politicization of
the human species and societies. It @rgued that what evolutionary principles hold as a matter
of fact among organisms they should hold as a matter of obligation among humans if we were to
accept that we areonly part of the animal kingdom and nothing else. In a society, each
individual struggles for survival, and left to it the society (or community) would evolve in a
stable condition where all imbalances by the process of adaptation would adjust themselves for
the survival of the community as a whole. It is therefore advocated that a laisséire system of
government is best suited for a society to evolve, if we are just biological entities. The state
should stay out of the way of people pursuing their own seihterests and should not at all
attempt to regulate practices or redress imbalaoes or unfairness.
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Indeed, Sigmund Freud (1856p wo wq x1 O1 A A@bi AET OEEO AO AC
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survival values, yet this mechanistic view of mordty, is far from the concept of true altruism.

This is how the evolutionary process ought to be if we assume that we humans are just
biological animals living in communities, governed by our biological brains and nothing else.

The fact that there are efbrts to come up with different political systemsz Feudalism, Socialism,
Communism and Democracy, representing the opposing forces with evolutionary forces at play
Z signify the constant battles that are waged between the evolutionary forces and the altatic
part of our nature, perhaps representing the spiritual aspirations of mankind. We are still part of
the biological nature and subjected to these forces, but there is obviously a constant battle that
exists with our spiritual nature. A close examination of human conflict would reveal that all
wars were fought and continue to be fought upon the ideologies of Darwinism and Altruism
with altruistic values often being misplaced, often times used as justifications for our
Darwinistic tendency.

The ideasof Darwinism that were embedded had led us to the First and Second World Wars
where warlike sentiment as struggle between nations for survival was justified as natural in the

name of Darwinism. They provide rationale for the militarism which led to the Fst and Second

World Wars, as well as a theoretical justification for the philosophies which followed in its

wake: communism National Socialism democracies, etc. these being ideologies that attempted

to redress social injustices. Hitler (1939) commentd in his Mein KampOEAO O( A xEI x
live must fight, and he who does not want to fight in this world where eternal struggle is the law
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wiped out through these wars that were fought throughout human history.

This battle of ideologies will continue and apart from the wider conflict, it will also continue at a
personal level, where our spiritual being will constantly do battle with our biological and
psychosocialforcesAO DAOO 1T £ 1T 00 O Ak, lasdldng ds Welie(oA this dafth 1T O C
subjected to the various forcedound in our constitution (more about this in later text). This in

itself proves that we, as human beings are not only determed by biologcal and psychosocial

forces alone, but also something of a higher order. This is precisely what makes us different

from the animals.

/| 60 O0ZATT AT 1T AOO0OA8 EO 110 AAAAOOA 1T & ' AAT AO
God has sed the Homo sapiens species, a{pyoduct of evolution, as one part of His creation of

the humankind, that by its biological and psychosocial natusewill always be in conflict with the

OEIi ACA T £ ' 1 Ab createddx HEME 1O AOA DB O TEAS OER AOEA A
perhaps the spiritual aspect of our mind, with the altruistic tendencies imaging the other source

of our creation, which is an indication of the existence of another dimension of our existence,
OEAO EO OAEAOOAA O1 AO OEA OOi Ol 68

The Debate between the Creationists and the Evolutionists

4EA AAAAOA OOOOI O1T AET ¢ $AOxET 60 Al l-ahtiAgad thd £ A
evidences that are compiled by the paleontologists, archaeologists, even anatomists and
biologists in gereral put forward by the creationist scientists , or the total rejection of these
evidences by thecreation fundamentalists . In the main, the debate is between those who
believe in evolution (fundamental evolutionists who are usually agnostics or atheists)na those

who adhere strictly to the Bible about the creation of Man (creation fundamentalists), but it is

the creationist scientists that put up the case to argue against the evolutionists based on
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scientific grounds. Both the creationist scientists and @ation fundamentalists argue on the
AAOGEO 1T &£ 1 AAE 1T &£ Oi OAI AOGEAAT AAO AAAAOGOA 1 &
strongly to the literal interpretation of the Bible story in Genesis. Their stand seems to hinge
solely on the Bible as the dogntec belief that God is the author and upon the narrations in

Genesis as the only proof in the existence of God.

The evolutionists, on the other hand, argue their positions based upon biological evidences to

date that suggest the line of evolution on sel¢iwe features of animals that are associated with

the niche environment that enable them to survive. Further direct evidences have yet to be
discovered, but in the meantime the evolutionists, based on existing evidences, believe that the
human species camabout by chance in the process of selection, ignoring the fact that there are

other features of the Homo Sapienspiritulus species that are not biological in nature (as
AEOAOOOAA AAT OO Al OOOEOGIi h OEA OIi ET AG AddBy Al T
chance through a long process of selection by adaptation the creation story in the Old Testament

is therefore untenable and there is no need for the concept of a God as was told in Genesis.

The evolutionists and the creationists each maintaintheiA AEAOAT O BT OEOETT AO
| OEAO8h AOO xEAT AATPOEIT C A 1T Ax OAT OACA bPiI OEO
positions. The key point in settling and reconciling this debate is not to find more empirical
evidences to support theA OT 1 OOET 1 EOOOS6 b1 OEOEiI T h OEA AAOAT.
claim to support their position, but both are prepared to adopt a new vantage position in
understanding human nature as consisting of the biological, psychological and spiritual
dimensions. To the creationists, by adopting this vantage position they must be prepared to
establish the existence of God by establishing other pointers through other means and not to
establish the existence of God only what is told literally in Genesis. Theodutionists by
adopting this vantage position must also be prepared to accept the existence of the spiritual part

of human nature and God through other pointers based upon deductive logic as used in the
formulation of the science of evolution that is withn a consistent logical framework.

4EA #OAAOEI T EOO 3AEAT OGEOOOS 0T ETO 1T £ 6EAX

The scientific debate centres on the arguments between the creationist scientists and the
evolutionists. To argue against the evolutionists le creationist scientists , who are dfferent
from the creationist fundamentalists,used the second law of thermodynamics and other yet to
be discovered evidences to reject the evolutionary theory. According to the second law of
thermodynamics, all things go from a state of order to disorderyet the complexity of life is in
existence and this signifies an act of sustenance, an act of intervention by something or someone
outside the system to counteract the second law of thermodynamics, tsustain life into
existence. Underlying the evolutionay theory, organisms evolved from simple to complex (from
disorder to being highly organized) and this goes against the universal law of thermodynamics.
AEAOAZE OA OEEO CEOAO coOi 0T A O OARAEAAO OEA AOII
creationists use this to support the Biblical record of creation.

The laws of thermodynamics are supposed to be universal. All things left to themselves will
degenerate from a complex organised state to a simpler state of disordeBased upon the
physicallaws of thermodynamicsanimals including humanswill degenerate if left to themselves
without external sustenance such as inputs in the form of energy from the sun at a physical
level, and at the spiritual (humanistic) level our altruism, the non-biological aspect of our
nature. By the above argument as a force counter to degeneratioh must be from outside the
system and with altruism which is spiritual in nature it must be from God, the Creator, as the
sustainers in both cases.
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The evolutionists acceptOEA AOAAQOET T EOO OAEAT OEOOOS6 AOCOIi A
explanation to the issue of the sustaining force. rOthe physical side the evolutionists counter

argued that this happens on earth because the Earth is an open system. Biological degation

and death is a scientific manifestation of this second law of thermodynamics and our living is

being maintained by the workings of the sustaining force of the sumnder the second law of
thermodynamics death is certain, but can be extended by exte rnal inputs and sustenance .

Without these external inputs to withhold the degeneration processdeath will occur naturally

sooner than later. The second law of thermodynamics applies only in a closed system. With an
open system where there are inputs andistenance, the second law of thermodynamics is seen

Of ndtlh OO x1 OES h A O Gchdel by tislekt@naBnPusE AD O E

In order for low entropy complex organization systems to be produced and maintained
(countering the second law of thermodynamic} at least four conditions must be satisfied:

1. The system must be an open system;

2. An adequate outside supply of energy must be available;

3. An energy conversion system must exist to convert the raw, uncontrolled energy coming
in from the outside to a contrdled form that can be utilized in a constructive way by the
system undergoing the change;

4. There must be a control system capable of regulating the activities of the system
undergoing change, such that the changes are progressive and integrative rather than
meaningless and destructive.

Base on these criteria the evolutionists maintain that the earth is therefore an open system
because it gets its energy from the sun and therefore the second law of thermodynamics does
not apply directly with the so-called cmmplexities of existence on the planet EarthUnder this
system the sun provides the direction in which life evolves governed by the law of natural
selection due to adaptation andutilization .

The evolutionists present these conditions as logical reason# counter the creationist
OAEAT OEOOOS AOCcOi AT O ACAET 60 AOi 1 OOEIT AAOGAA
argument that the complexities of life on earth are due to the open system, whereby the sun
provides the source of inputs for complexities @ evolve, suggests that the sun is countecting

the force inherent in the second law of thermodynamics and this can be scientifically sustained.
AEA 001 EO OEAOA A @hysical Echem®dd MibyS Ard inAhG Gende iwe cik A
understand why O1T I A OAT ECEIT 1T AAI EAOGA ET A O6001 <Ci Adh
second law of thermodynamics.

However, we must similarly apply this logic to thephysical universe as a whole, and since the
universe is generally accepted as a closed systeamd yet its complexities remain; therefore
something or someone must be counteacting the second law of thermodynamicdor the
universe to evolve in a complex way The universe therefore cannot be a closed system;
otherwise it would have attained a stateof thermodynamic equilibrium long time agowhich is a
state of ultimate disorder. There must be a sustainer to maintain the state of optimum entropy.
Sustenance is the very essence of Creation. The act of creation works against the second law of
thermodynamics and it is sustenance that brings our being into existengérom simple atoms to
complex composition of life on earth) It must therefore be an open systerbased on the same
evolutionistséargument about the complexities of life orearth, only that wedo not know where
the source of inputs, analogous to the sun, comes from.
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The source of that inputs, to a religious person, must be from@reatoror®' I A6 N OEA OAZ
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The concept in its essence is the same. The only diffecenis that, the former brings about an
emotional element of belief, while the latter is just a detached understanding of a material
makeup of the universe Which do your choose?To deny the emotional experiential dimension

of our being is to deny the reaty that confronts us, which is part of ourcollective consciousness.

But there is still the unsolved dilemma as regard to how the counteiorce in creating low
entropy comes about in the first place. The creationist scientists would then counter argue ti
the evolutionists by this unsolved dilemma. By the same logic the evolutionists failed to explain
altruism as a counter force to the degeneration of the human speci€lhe logic underlying the
universal laws of thermodynamics must also apply to the obseed phenomenon ofaltruism, the
universal emotional elements of empathy and great conscious sacrifices made to others
motivated by the emotion of love that is found universal among the Homsapiens spiritulus
species.

Like the sun that provides the sutenance to the physical degenerative life on Earth there must
likewise be a spiritual source that sustains the degeneration process of the inevitable
destruction of civilization as we know it, as caused by our biological life on Earth governed by
the Darwin& law of the®urvival of the fittest This spiritual source of sustenance is found in our

17T O6A AiTOETTh xEAOA AU 100 AETITGCEAAI AT A DPOU
AA 11T OAAE OEAT 0061 11 6GA88 ) A biQdgidadahd dsydholbgical O O b +
T AOOOAOG OEOI OCE OEA DPOT AAOGO 1T &£# OODOOOEOAT 1 E

towards the point of extinction.

A4EA AOAAOEI T EOO OAEAT OGEOOOhHh 11 olhkeredtcdte AxPlainE AT A
the counter-force of the second law of thermodynamics, whilst the evolutionists use the concept

I £ AT O1 pAT OUOOAI &6 OI A@bl AET xEU OEA OAAITTA
but in fact both subscribe to the concept of austaining force . Perhaps this is the common

ground for both to be used as ground of reconciliation to come up with a more logical
explanation that is consistent within a logical framework.In fact, this argument should be used

to support that a sustainer is operating however it is conceived to be and is actively
participating in the creation process. With this common ground of conciliation, it is still possible

to believe that there is aCreator or God who is the sustainer, or for the scientists who do not
believe in God to atiere to a view thata sustaining force is in operation andthaOE A OOl OE i
answer may be revealed in time.

The inputs to an open system, as life on earth is maintaingtdoth through a limiting physical
and spiritual sense) maybe the process by whiclthe Creator acts against the second laws of
thermodynamics and law of natural selection to bring life into existencdor a purpose The
mechanisms that maintain the complex structurgtthe process of physical laws and the law of
natural selection) could bethe software that have been installed by theCreator (the Gustainer
Forcej as per the computer model that will be presented following this. Accepting this inference
embraces both set of facts and it appears to be more logical than the sudden leap athfam
either one or the other position.

The creationist scientists also bring in other evidences from scientific discoveries #ate to
AEODPOOA $AOxET 60 AT1TAADPO 1T &£ 1 AOOOAI OAI AAOGET |
missing link as to how thegenes mutate between species in a larger ecosystem when evidences
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to-date have shown that variations in features are only confined to within each species and no
evidence has yet discovered to extend that beyond other species. Although there are greater
discoveries in the field of biology since the time of Charles Darwin, these discoveries are still
OPOi OET AEAI 8 EOOO AO xEAI $AOxET EOI xAO AEEOOC
)y OAAA . AxOi 1 O OEA DOAOGAT O hKgdssoveked 10 Explainithe O O E A
AET T T CEAAT AT A PEUOEAAI AOPAAOO T &£ 1 EZAZAR OEA
law of natural selection due to lack of full empirical evidences at this point in time, the
creationists should not use ths argument alone to support the biblical accounts of creation of

the human race, a position that is entirely lacking in empirical evidence except what is stated in

the Bible.

4EA #OAAOEI T EOO &O1 AAi AT OAT EOOOGS 01T ETO 1T £ 6EA>

Many religious theologians, whoare the creationist fundamentalists , take up the other
extreme position. The theologians would take an adherent position that God in fact created
Homo sapiensspiritulus aswe are, because the Bible says so, as there is always the missing link.

To accept he discoveries of science, up to this point where there is no final conclusive evidence
OEAO xA AOT1 OAA £O1T 1 OEA Agkdadd redam his &édtamquitl OO0
to heresy.

Instead of taking a position to reinterpret Genesis in the creation of Man, or just to take the
Genesis story as just symbolic in the light of scientific evidences, the monotheistic religions have
chosen to accept the literal interpretation of the Genesis story; to believe otherwise is to deny

our unique position inour AGEOOAT AA AO PAOO 1T &£ AOAAOGEIT T EI
"1 A8 4EEO EO &£O01 AAT AT OAT EOI ET EOO AAIEAE AU
the overall consistent logical framework to include other fields of knowledge thahave been
established.

This position was brought about by the adherent belief that the Old Testament, starting with
Genesis, is the actual words of God transmitted by some divine intervention through some
writers and is the only truth where all other pheromena of mankind must be interpreted, or

i AAA Oi O1 AAOOOAT Ah ET OEA 1TECEO 1T &£ OEA 1 AOOA
AAOCO T &£ ' AAT AT A %OAh OEAT Eix EO EO OEAO OEA
can come to know ad record in the language at that point in time the inerrant truth of the

record of the history of creation, that would endure the passage of time? There is a contradiction

in logic here. Even the creator has to follow the rules of linguistic expressionahis limited by

OEA AEOAOI OOAT AAO EIT xEEAE EO EO OOAAh AODPAAE/
discoveries of scientific knowledge especially that relates to the biological sciences have shown

that this belief of the instantaneous teation of the human species has not passed the test of

time, and therefore cannot be embraced as the fundamental truth.

Many Christians believe that the Bible, in particular the Genesis story must be believed in its
literal sensebecause God is the authr. If this is to be case there are many contradictions within
the Bible itself and in particular the Genesis story that arerreconcilable. For example, in
Genesis it is mentioned that Adam and Eve begotten three sogsCain, Abel and later Seth.
There was no mention of Adam and Eve begetting daughtegsthen how could the human race
propagates itself without females? Even given the opportunity & doubt that the writer omitted
the mention of Adam and Eve begetting daughterbasedupon today® scientific knowledge this

is a case of inbreeding in the propagation of the human race. If this is so, based on td&lay
knowledge of genetics, the descendentsould be doomed for degeneration and extinction.
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If the Bible is the word of God how can Gaallows sucha vital point to be left out in the literal
narration of Adam®& and Evés line of descent. In spite of this logical deduction, many Christians
still maintain that the literal descriptions of events in Genesis are true and that the scientific
facts are wrong because God can always make exceptions to physiceturrences Indeed, there
are still very strong efforts to re-interpret scientific knowledge to conform to events recorded in
the Old Testament of the Bible. This strong adherent position can be undessd because of the
immense indoctrination process that the whole of humanity has undergone through many
generations of the Hebrew history and its evolved culture.

The Old Testament, being written by Man, is therefore subject to error of interpretation and

only a record of the history of the Jewish tradition. Even believing there is divine intervention,

the words used and the understanding of these as committed in writing, using a language at that

point in time, whose meanings can only served those commiiies of that era, can be subject to
misinterpretation in our times. Taking this position, there is thus room for reinterpretation of

the meanings as written in Genesis, or indeed the whole of the Old Testament. Who says that we
have to believe all theiteral records of events in the Old Testament? How are we to believe the

. T AEGO ' OE ET OEA Ai1O0A@O 1T &£ 1 060 OEIi Anh xEAOA ¢
01 AAT A 100 OAEAT OEZEA ETIT xI AACA O1 AlcepmheOi Ol
1 AGOTTO ATA xEAO EO OAOGCEO EI OEA /1 A 4A0O0AI A
O OAATTAEI A OEA APPAOAT O AT 1 OOAAEAOQEIT O AAOA}

From the above discoveries irthe sciences about the physcal laws that make up the universe

and the scientific evidences of evolution and adaptation many scientists have now postulate that
OEAOA 1066006 AA A1 OET OAI 1 ECAT O AAOECT Afvéd aDEAOD
Homo sapiensspiritulus, with consciousnessbeing the reason forthe creation of the universe

and life on EarthManyAOT 1| OOET T EOOO OAAAOAA OOOTT CI U ACAE
because this seems to infer that evolution did not come about by chance, a fundamernéadet
underlying the evolutionary theory. It also impies that a creator exists who is responsible for

OEA AOAAOGEITT 1T /&# OEA OT EOGAOOAh OEOO 0OO0ODPDPI OO OE!
story in the Bible.Such a position is taken up by evationists such as Richard Dawkins (2006).

Both schools still want toadhere 0T OEAEO OAOPAAOEOA bpi OEOEIT O
xEAOAAO OEA AT T AAPO 1T &£ AT OET OAIT T ECAT O AAOGECI
accommodated and be embreed. It gives us a more holistic view where the differeaescan be
reconciled. Itneedsnot AA A OTTA 1T O OEA T OEAOS6 bBI OEOEIT AOD
truths about existence.

Grounds for comprise and reconciliation

From a holistic viewpoint, AOT 1 OOET 1 AT Ody Asind\the facAstoOnAatir& & Erded
by the law of natural selection due to adaptation and utilizatiorg the evolutionists will then
EAOA O1 AAAT AT 1T anEtde ewlitidnary proBesOTAE frted df @hance 1ay

appear to operate because we are not aware of all the factors that are at work, but in the face of
evidences from a holistic perspective the results are weplanned and directive (intelligently
designedfrom an original source).

There is still the passibility of a creator who is directing the course of evolution that does not
necessarily violate the laws governing the process of evolution. On the other hand,accept that

AOGi 1 O0ET 1 EO OAEOAAOEOAS AU Al OE1 qQidd i@ CAT O
fundamentalists should accept thalirective forces of evolution and abandon the idea that Adam

and Eve were the first Homo sapiensvhere all of mankind is descendedThis does not violate

the concept of a Creator that created the human speciasd that we are evolved from the apes
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Adam and Eve couldnly be symbolic representation of thefirst instantaneousprimary source
of Homo sapiensspiritulus where, according to Genesis, God breathed tieadth of lifedinto an
evolved organic hominid species.

Accepting thisas aholistic platform of what we have discovered inthe sciences fits into a more
consistent logical framework than either one o the other of the AOT 1| OOET T EOOOS AT ¢/
viewpoints. Adopting this platform both positions can be compromised and able to gain
credence in terms of embodying a more consistent logical framework and revealing a more
fundamental truth about the evolution (and therefore creation) of Man.

Infact, EAOA EO Z£A1 1 AAU ET ADOE|I DEAOCAGRAOEDI ADODA
IO OEA 1T OEAOG6 ADPPOT AAEh OF AlTiiT7T1U AAT DOAA
AOAAOEI T EOOOGE AOCcOi ATO APPAAOO OF AA 11T CEAAI |
disprove the scientfic evidences underlying the evolutionary theory and therefore by so doing
supports creationism. The creationists should adopt a different approach to establish the
existence of God as the Creator of humankind and not to hold dear to the story in Genesis t
establish this claim. This represents a sudden leap of faith where it becomes a contest for
accepting evolutionor creation. We have to accept the scientific facts pointing to evolution and

at the same time accept the laws of thermodynamics. After allpth are facts that we have to
acknowledge. A more logical deduction should be one that embraces both.

£
A

yl OEA #Z£ET Al AT A1 UOEOh xEAOEAO OEA AOI 1 OOEITE
itself has no ground to reject the existence of a Cator because evolution is seen to be directive

i ATA 110 AU OAEAT AA6Qq AT A OEAO A OOOOAETAO j A
the creation of the universe. There are other aspects of human nature that are unexplained in

the evolutionary theory, such as altruism and other spiritual aspects of human nature. The
Creationist, on the other hand, should not rely on the evolutionary theory of Darwin, and rely

solely on the Bible to establish the existence of a Creator and be prepared to accép

possibility of evolution.

The evolution of life is still part of creation and the interpretation of the Bible in Genesis has to
bereET OAOPOAOAA OF AAAAPO OEEO OAAIT EOU8B )OO 1AA
creationists and evolutionists to accept the existence of a CreatoHomo sapienscould still be

evolved through a process lasting many millions of years and it could be part tife COA A OT 06 C
plan in the process of creation. Creation is a continuous process, evolving in a purpagef
direction, involving participatory actions to sustain the degenerativeprocess towards an
objective that is only known to the creator. This process is still part of creation and just because

life can be explained in evolutionary terms does not in itselprove there is no act of creation.

What is a few million million years to someone who is infinite and live in eternality? Now, we

look into the text of Genesis to find out whether this corresponds to the sequence of events in

what we now know about the ce@mos and the process in the evolution of life, adopting a holistic
perspective.

Genesis and Evolution

The biblical narration that creation happens in 6 days could mean that creation goes through 6
OOACAOh ™AEQES OEA Axb E A OE Ulkepiddtde Sebbaithia®©aOdAy oArdst, & /E
day of reflection on Creation and the Creator. The duration of each stage needs not be the same
and what is important is to look at the sequence of development that may or may not coincide
with what we now know about the formation of the earth and the evolutionary stages of life. The

fact that there is an evolutionary process that can account for our biological body and the brain
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does not preclude the possibility of creation. Who put the evolutionary process on earth the
first place and directs the forces of adaptation in natural selection? In fact, if you read Genesis
carefully the 6 days of creation mimic that of the important chronological order of the Earth
formation in our solar system and the evolution of li¢, culminating in the first appearance of
Homo sapiensspiritulus, symbolically represented byAdamand Eve.

Genesis 1 (1:=B1):

O0)1 OEA AACEITTEICh xEAT 'T A AOAAOAA OEA EAA¢
wasteland, and darkness covered tlabyss, while a mighty wind swept over the waters. The God
OAEAR O, A0 OEAOA AA 1T ECEOhS AT A OEAOA xAO 1 EC
OEA T ECEO &£0ii OEA AAOET AOGO8 'T A AAI T AA OEA |
evening came, and morning followegthe first day .

A4EAT '"T A OAEAn O, AO OEAOA AA A AiTT A ET OEA 1 E/
OEA 1T OEAO86 !'TA O EO EAPPATAAq 'T A T AAA OEA
fromthewAOAO AAlT T x EO8 '"T A AAITTAA OEA ATl AzBeDEA <
second day.

AEAT "1 A OAEAh O, A0 OEA xAOAO O1 AAO OEA OEU A
i AU APPAAO8B8G !'T A O EO EAasdtheddidgo it®kadin, andtdddy OI
I ATA APDPAAOAA8 "1 A AAITAA OEA AOU 1 AT A OOEA A
"TA OAx Eix CITA EO xAO8 4EA '"T A OAEAh O, AO ¢C
that bears frutwE OE EOO OAAA ET EO68 !'TA O EO EADDAT A
that bears seed and every kind of fruit tree on earth that bears fruit with its seed in it. God saw how
good it was. Evening came, and morning follongthe third day .

TEAT 'T A OAEAh O, A0 OEAOA AA TECEOO ET OEA AIi
mark the fixed times, the days and the years, and serve as luminaries in the dome of the sky, to shed

I ECEO ObPiI1T OEA AAOOES 8 ! lToAyreddiightsEtle giedtad dnd to dodedn ' 1

the day, and the lesser one to govern the night, and he made the stars. God set them in the dome of
the sky, to shed light upon the earth, to govern the day and the night, and to separate the light from
the darknes. God saw how good it was. Evening came, and morning follgwkd fourth day .

AEA 'T A OAEAh O, A0 OEA xAOAO OAAI xEOE AAOI AA
AAT AAOE OEA AT T A T /&£ OEA OEUB8G6 !ehriongets artl @l kisds DDA’
of swimming creatures with which the water teems and all kinds of winged birds. God saw how
CiTA EO xAbh AT A 'TA Al AGOAA OEAi h OAUET Cch O"/

OEA AEOAO | O1 (erebihgltanie,landBriing folomettttedifth day .

4EAT "1 A OAEAh O, A0 OEA AAOOE AOET ¢ A& OOE Al
xEl A ATET AT O T &£ All EETAOGS68 !'TA EO O EADPPAIT.
caOOl Ah AT A Al1l EETAO T £# AOAAPEI ¢ OEET CO 1T & OE.

make man in our image, after our likeness. Let them have dominion over the fish of the sea, the
birds of the air, and the cattle, and over all the wild anats and all the creatures that crawl on the
coi 01 Aés "I A AOAAOAA 1 AT EIT EEO Ei ACAn EIT OE?Z
AOAAOAA OEAI 8 'T A Al AOGOAA OEAI OAUET Ccd O" A ££EA
dominion over thefish of the sea, the birds of the air, and all the living things that move on the
AAOOES8 'T A Al O OA Etkeaing®rn &l over)the €attOafd ellery@reeAh@A O U
has seeebearing fruit on it to be your food; and to all the animald the land, all the birds of the
AEOh AT A All OEA 1TEOEIC AOAAOOOAO OEAO AOAXxI
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so it happened. God looked at everything he had made, and he found it very good. Evening came,
and morning followedz the sixth day8 6

Genesis 2 (2:P5):

O4EOO OEA EAAOAT O AT A OEA AAOOE AT A All OEAEO
was finished with the work he had been doing, He rested onséneenth day from all the work he

had undertaken. So God lsiged the seventh day and made it holy, because on it He rested from all
the work He had done in creation. Such is the story of the heavens and the earth at their creation.

At the time when the Lord God made the earth and the heavemdile as yet there ws no field
shrub on earth and no grass of the field had sprouted, for the Lord God had sent no rain upon the
earth and there was no man to till the soil, but a stream was welling upon out of the earth and was
watering all the surface of the ground the Lord God formed man out of the clay of the ground

and blew into his nostrils the breath of life, and so man became a living being .

The Lord God planted a garden in Eden, in the east, and He placed there the man whom he had
formed. Out of the ground the kd God made various trees grow that were delightful to look at
and good for food, with the tree of life in the middle of the garden and the tree of the knowledge of
good and bad.

A river rises in Eden to water the garden, beyond there it divides and imasofour branches. The
name of the first is the Pishon; it is the one that winds through the whole land of Havilah, where
there is gold. The gold of that land is excellent; bdellium and lapis lazuli are also there. The name of
the second river is the Gihoiit is the one that winds all through the land of Cush. The name of the
third river is the Tigris; it is the one that flows east of Asshur. The fourth river is the Euphrates.

The Lord God then took the man and settled him in the Garden of Eden, toatgltand care for it.

4EA ,TOA '"TA CAOGA T Al OEEO 1 OAAOg 06910 AOA £&O
the tree of knowledge of good and bad. From that tree you shall not eat; the moment you eat from
EO Ui O AOA OOCOAI U AiTiTAA O AEAGS

ThRA , T OA "1 A OAEAR O)O0 EO 110 GCiTA &£ O OEA 1Al

the Lord God formed out of the ground various wild animals and various birds of the air, and He
brought them to the man to see what he would call them; attver the man called each of them
would be its name. The man gave names to all the cattle, all the birds of the air, and all the wild
animals; but none proved to be the suitable partner for the man.

So the Lord God cast a deep sleep on the man, and \wbil@as asleep, he took out one of his ribs
and closed up its place with flesh. The Lord God then built up into a woman the rib that he had

OAEAT mOi i OEA 1T AT 8 7EAT EA AOI OCEO EAO O OE!/
bones and flesh £ I U & AOEN OEEO i1 A OEAI 1T AA AAIIl AA
OAEAT 68 4EEO EO xEU A T Al 1AAOGAO EEO AEZAOEAO A

become one body. The man and his wife were both naked, yet they felitamoe8 06

This author takes the view that in interpreting the Genesis story in the light of modern
knowledge about cosmology, we mustot view the creation story as the creation of the universe
but only as the creation of life on the planet Earth; after althe writers of old would not have
known that the universe existedin the form currently known to Man. William Stokes (1964) in
EEO AT T E O4EA and Préa@sOCourthed Baktdlorhew in his bookA Scientist
Researches Mary Mother of All Natioriss(Chapter 2 : Creatiorg Where Science Meets Religion,
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Pgs. 920) attempted to explain the Genesis story as the creation of the universe, with planet
Earth being the end result. When the Genesis story is taken to reflect the creation of the
universe there will be problem linking the stages of creation as described to the stages of the
evolution of the universe and the formation of planet Earth.

However, taking the events of the evolution of the universe after the Big Bang culminating in the
formation of the planet Earth do not necessarily contradict what is noted in the Bible because
those events were not mentionedThe Genesis is not meant to be a story of the creation of the
universe, although God created the universe, but only the creation of humans avhve on planet
Earth. After all, the writers of Genesis and the readers at that time would not have understood
cosmology of the universe that is outside the realm of planet Earth. Taking this perspective then
we are able to make sense of our postulatiotinat follows:

4EArstBays EO xEAT OEA %AOOE EAAEI C OEA 061 | 61
thus giving rise to night and day. What are the preceding events or the situation at that point in

time in the formation of the solar systemE O T 1 O | AT OETT AA 1T OEAO OEA
formless wasteland, and darkness covered the abyss, while a mighty wind swept over the
xAOAOOGBGh AOO AO O1T T A PITETO ET OEA AOGI1OO0EIT 1
the Earth came into its exstent statein the form when it was a wasteland where there was no

light and then when caught into orbit around the sun the Earth started its axial rotationThe

Earth could be an asteroid that was caught into the su@® orbit and started its rotation in what

Richard Dawkins referred to as the@oldilock Zon&where conditions were rived for life to

evolve.

4 E Becodddayd EO xEAT xAOAO xAO & OIi AA 11 OEA OOOE
life began, thus distinguishing the surface of the eath iE OEA OOOAOT OPEAOA E
It is interesting to note that the mention of water, which is essential for life, was already formed

at this stage of the evolution of the planet Earth. This would suggest that aquatic plant and
animal life would hawe started first, giving rise to gases in the atmosphere. The aquatic plant life
would give rise to oxygen in the atmosphere and eventually the formation of ozone layer in the

outer stratosphere to prepare for the colonisation of the land by plants and aniais. It is
interesting to note that the appearance of landmasses only comes after the ocean of water and

this is what Genesis has written. How would the writer of Genesis at that time know abotite

vital component of water as an essential ingredient foiife to be evolved and that the first sign of

life started from aquatic plants?

4 E firddayd EO xEAT OEA 1 AT A APPAAOAA 100 1T £ xAOA
and terrestrial plant life began to inhabit the earth and giving out more lifegiving oxygen to the
atmosphere. It is interesting to note that the writer of Genesis mentioned plant life came into
existence preceding that of animal lifeg how would he know? In fact, being part of the human

race it would be more logical to state thaanimal life precedes or exists along side with plant

life, with the limited knowledge of the biological system at that point in timeThis could coincide

with the time of the Ice Age, when the waters receded and landmasses appeared. According to

the evolution theory all life originated from the sea, thus giving credence to the appearance of

the sea first and then landnasses

4 Ehoutddayd EO xEAT OEA %wAOOE OOAOOAA EOO 01 OAOQE
OAAOT 1T Gdi themin@rdtheliked times, the days and the years, and serve as luminaries in the
ATT A T £ OEA OEUh OT1 ThemobigotlinkGhE @bit OfEnk earthCaBdAotaded O O E ¢
around the Earth illuminating the night with a lesser light and the sun the full lightgiving rise to

different conditions in the ecosystem and theseasons and in turn, diversity in the ecosystem,
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thus adaptation of diverse forms of life. How the writer would at that point in time knows about

the Earth having to rotate around the sun and gesrated the seasons that account for the
diversities of life?

4 E Afth@ayé EO xEAT OEA AEOAOOEAZEAAOEIT 1T &£ ANOAOE
into existence and evolution of animal life beganonland®, AO OEA xAOAO OAAT >
IEOET ¢ AOAAOOOAOGR AT A 11 OEA AAOOE 1 AO AEOAO 4
sea monsters and all kinds of swimming creatures with which the water teems and all kinds of
winged birds. God saw how good it was, and God blessed thainEdaCh O" A EAOOEI Ah
OEA xAOAO 1T &£ OEA OAAON AT ALife dedtthOughtheAdsgpkotessi O1 O
of evolution into higher forms of life, extinction of species and the increasing diversity of life

form over a long pe&iod, culminating in the evolution of the hominids.

' T A EE1 AbikthdayidT ' OBRA AGAAOGAA - AT 8 )OO AT O1 A AA AGQ
Magnon Homo sapiens was destined to be used as the hardware and a soul was then implanted

to operate theOOUOOATI 8h OEA xEIT A 1T £ xEEAE ATl theJoddT A O]
God formed man out of the clay of the ground and blew into his nostrils the breath of life

and so man became a living being 8 [6was at that point that the Creator used the bilmgical
medium to manifest and detect part of its properties. At that point Homo sapiens as a
distinguishable species different from itspredecessos should be more appropriately called
Homo sapiensspiritulus and consciousness came into existence. At onteere is a spiritual
dimension that brought consciousness into existencet EA  O1 EOET ¢ AAET ¢8 1 OC
OEA OPEOEOOAI OAT OAh OEAO OEA OEI ACA T &£ '1AS
as representatives of the Homo sapienspiritulus species.

It is mentioned that God gives Man dominion over all living things, signifying that the human
species is the ultimate being of the biological chain of evolution; and if you take consciousness as
the unique feature of Homo sapienspiritulus then it is the ultimate in the creation process
where the universe is at once perceived to exist through awareness. The important sequence of
creation does not contradict our scientific knowledge about the formation of the Earth and the
order in the evolution of life and cosmology, with Homo sapienspiritulus being the final
product in the highest order of creation.

In Genesis 2, the narration gives more details as to how man was created and clues as to the

stages in the biological evolution where HOmMOADEAT O xAO OOAA AU "1 A OI
OEA AOAAAOGE 1 &£ 1 EAASGHh OUi Ail EUET C OEAO A Oi Ol |
Oi 601 OEAO EO I AAA O1 OEA OEI ACA T &£ "1 A8 AT A OEF

IT O A & hot tAd biblogical body. This proposition is not so difficult to accept, as we are talking

AAT 0O OEA ODPEOEOOAI DPAOO T &£ 100 AGEOOAT AA xEA
created andnot our biological body which is made of materialOEET CO | O&O0T I AOO
OEAIT 1 ORedliogical aly is only used as a medium of detection through the brain
where the mind resides, to detect the spiritual property of God in our dimension of existence.

God is spiritual and our relationshipwith Him must be spiritual and notphysical.

Genesis did not say that Adam and Eve were created perfect in their entirety. It is only
interpreted by the theologians by inference through God having breathed HiBreadth of lifed
into them that Adam and Ee were theorized to be created perfectquite apart from their
biological constituent. It is only the spiritual aspect of human nature that is perfect in the first
instant of creation, but later to be adulterated by the biological and psychological condbtis,
thus become part of our@allen natured
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In fact, from the beginning Adam and Eve were built from the earth (from dust), therefore
confronted by their biological nature and having to face each other they were at once affected by
the psychological faces at work. It is through the exercise of théree will & @ating the fruit from

the tree of knowledgey, symbolizing the realization of the impacts of these two forces that they
chose to focus on or realized that they are subjected more to the biologlcand psychological
natures, that the ®riginal sindwas committed, thus becamefallend thereby deemed to have
been banished from the garden of Eden and settled east of the garden of Eden (more on this
insight later when a new vantage position looking shuman nature is adopted).

We are told that Adam was put into the Garden of Eden and started to cultivate and took care of

the land. It sugges OEAO OEA OCAOAAT 1 £ wAAT 6 AAT A ETOI
was welling upon out of the earthAT A x AO x AOAOEI ¢ All OEA OOCOAAA
Il AAT xAO OAOAAOAAS (1117 OAPEAT O xAO AO A OOAC/

cultivation. This coincides with the period of the Homo sapiens in the evolution story. Homo
erectuswas the first hominid to exist and adapted to the Ice Age, then came the Neanderthal, the
first Homo sapiens. The precursor of the Crdagnon, the Neanderthal omo sapiens
neanderthalensiy, already had some forms of a community life and it is not so fetch to
propose that the Neanderthal was evolved in preparation for the coming of Man and that
somewhere along the evolutiomry path of the first Cro- ACT 11T AT A Oi 1T AAOT &
was used to be the first Adam.

The characteristics of the CreMagnon ae that everything Neanderthals did, CreMagnon did
better. Refer back to the above description of the characteristics of GMagnon. Physiological
changes, such as the enlarged palate, gave ®fagnon greater language ability, enabling them
to plan, orgarnize and ceoperate more efficiently. The tools CréMagnon used were more
elaborate than those of Neanderthals. Shelters and settlements were also more complex.
Intelligence advances, perhaps coincide with the convolution of the surface area of the cortdx o
the brain. The later CreMagnon was the first to develop art, an indication ofmotional
expression . Art and language are both critical milestones in human evolution because

they signify a mind capable of abstraction, symbolism, invention, communication, using
these as means of expression of the emotional element .

These characteristics are features of consciousness. Creating art is an abstraction of a world not
present and often a representation of a worldview or a spiritual system. These characteristic

AOA OECI EEZEAAT O ET O1 AAOOOAT AET ¢ OEA ZEEO0OGO
development of Homo sapienspiritulus and indications of the first creation of man, as we know

it. The defining moment in making Homo sapiens human is found in tt@eAOAAAOE 1 £ |1 E
image being breatle into the biological body through the source of the love emotion, a window

to the soul (more on this later). Modern man, Homo sapiens sapiengerhaps more
appropriately named Glomo sapiens spiritulus §, would have advanced in every aspect from
thereon.

According to some theologians, based on the life span of the descendents of Adam and Eve, the
creation of Adam and Eve would have taken place somewhere between 6000 and 7000 years
ago; and this coincides with tle time of the first appearance of the late CkMagnon man Homo

sapiens sapiens7 EAT ' 1T A OAl Ax OEA AEAEOOO AOAAOE 1T A& 1 E
biological machine. Adam personifying the Homo sapiens sapiengspiritulus) species became

the EEOOO ODPEOEOOAI AAET C ET A AEITITTCEAAI AT AUN
was made.
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In re-interpreting Genesis in the light of modern knowledge laout the universe and the
formation of stars and planets, we must not imbue the modern perspective to interpret the
meanings of the words used by the writers, because they only described what they believed at

that time, based upon the limited knowledge thathey had. For example, when the words
OEAAOAT 8 xAO OOAAh EO T ECEO I AAT O1 AA A bl AA

OPAAA AAT OAh xEAOA OEAU AAT EAOAA OEAO 'T A 1EC
meant to be the geologicaldrmation of the landmass that makes up the planet Earth, but only to )
AEOOET COEOE EO A&£0OiT i OEA OOOAOI OPEAOAB8 )1 O1 AA

hair-OP1 EOOET ¢ AO OACAOA xEAOQOEAO OEA xI1 OA EAkAOOE
or solid matter generally, because imputing each of these meanings will give the interpretation
AEEEAOAT O &I AOI OO AT A AOET ¢ AAI OO AEAEEAOAT O
scientific knowledge could mean elementary particles ands such could not be the planet Earth.

All these hairOB1 EOOET ¢ ET O1T AAUBO AT T OAgO AT 1T £ 61 A O
look at the terrestrial rather than the celestial meaning. We must therefore look at the text to
decipher its celestid meaning in line with our present scientific knowledge of the formation of

the planet Earth and its evolutionary course of events. It is easier to present a simple version for

the creation of Man in the Genesis story than to reveal the complex scientiégplanation of how

Man was evolved biologically, especially when such knowledge was not availaliethat time.

%OAT ET O1F AAUG O OAE Afie apmErwith theQilitedkhovled§eithat the® OA |
can conceptualke how Man came into being, excepb tell them the simple story of Adam and

Eve.

Whether the creation story can be believed literally or even supported by some scientific facts
should not be the key to accepting the existence ad Creator The debate between the
creationists and evolutid EOOO AOA OAAOEEI ¢ O6b OEA x0Oil1c¢c 060
story in Genesis to determine whether there is @reator who create the Universe or not. The

issue of the existence o& Creatordoes not rest with settling this debate, nor does it rewal the
meaning of our existence. We must look for other indicator§ointers) to find God or aCreator,

whether our existence came about as described in Genesis or otherwise. Neither one of these
possibilities is going to reveal to us the reason for ourxéstence. The accumulation of these
pointers that points to the more likelihood of the existence of a Creator, the greater probability

in support of His existence.

People of other cultures will find it difficult to accept the creationissd OA O O Edribed idA O A A
Genesis and is of no concern to them because what people are more concerned about is their
here-and-now existence and to know the total scheme of things and not the mythology of the

past. We must not be more concerned with how we come to be, EBIOOO O ET 1T x OEA:
our pursuit for the meaning of life. While it is of interest to know how our physical existence

came into being, our concern is on the spiritualbecause the meaning of life can only be
revealed, not in the physical world, butonly in the afterlife. All that we need to learn from the

' ATAOEO OOI OUh xEEAE AiTAAOT O OO0 EO OEAO "TA (
Eve, symbolizing that of Homo sapienspiritulus as a new species of the | | E1 EA8 4EEO
o | EEAAS EO OPEOEOOAI AT A 110 PEUOEAAI 8 4EEO

point to the existence of our soul.

The evolution theory does not preclude the possibility that there is someone who is actively
participating and setting the direction of evolution. The act of creation does not stop at Adam
and Eve and it is still continuing. Here, it reinforces the proposition that the creator is also a
sustainer, directing the course of his creation in the evolutionary process. The hardwearcould
have been assembled and continuously upgraded through a series of stages and the softwares
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could have been installed at some point in time and there is still thavery possibility that an
operator has been put in place to run each individual compger and its associated software
programs (as in the creation of the first Adam). There is still room for a creator of the hardware

and software; and an individual spiritual entity of an operator, that is the soul. This soul was

Ei DI AT OAA xEATT Q' AAM 6/ Axi OBDIOE I OAdank ldpredetriAditdeOE 1
human race This Greadth of lifedcould have been blown into a particulahominid species in the

course of evolution that should be called Homo sapierspiritulus.

The body and the brain cartake care of running our biological life, analogous to the hardware

and software that are responsible for running the computer, but it is the operator that decides

Eix EO EO O AA OOCAA AT A AEOAAOO OEA TmeOll I A
AT AOEO o AAAT O xEOE OEA AQAOAEOA 1T &£ OEEO O&O0
IT OEA OOOAA T &£ ETiI x1 AAcCA88 )& OEA TETA A@GEO
residing in the brain, but through its freedom of choicedirecting the operation of all the other
abstract functions such as consciousness, emotion and our involvements in life, then there is
clear evidence that there is another realm of existence within us which is ngphysical but
spiritual. Perhaps our mindis a window to our soul (more on this in later text).

28*8 " AOOUh o001 ZAGOGI O T &£ ' ATAOGEAO AO OEA 51 E¢
%OT 1 OOET 1T 6h A £OAdépth Aehaté BetwEen Ghe Odatonists fand theologians,
concluded with this conviction, that:

OlL. God created the world and everything in it.

2. Genesis (indeed the whole Bible) is little concerned witbw God carried out His mighty
works.

3. The scientific description of events is complementary and not contradictory to Bitaical or
teleological explanation. This does not mean that either is superior or ening.

4. There is no scriptural reason for disbelieving that God worked through biologically understood
mechanisms of evolution by natural selection to produce the wiak we see it today.

5. But matter, animal life, and mankind can legitimately be regarded as special creations distant
from normal on-going divine creation.

6. Humans are distinguished from the animals only in their spiritual qualities. Consequently it is
reasaable to suppose (and Genesis 2:7 suggest it) that God placed His image in an already
existing animal.

7. In itself the Bible/evolution controversy is sterile and probably scares many young people
away from Christ, but:

a. It teaches us to recognize how muchair understanding of Scripture is derived from
its true meaning and how much is mere interpretation based on uncertain
preconceptions.

b.) 0 AT AAT AO 0606 O1 OAAIT ClI EUA 100 OAAOGECT I
such as sex, Sabbakeeping, famiy obligations, and especially obedience to God.

4EAOA AOA APGPOAOOAA EIT ' AT AOGEO AO OAOAA
arbitrary regulations laid down by a distant despot. N N N
c. -1 00 EI Bl OOAT 01 uh EO & OAAO OO OverydayA AT C

events. In other words, that God is relevant, active and powerful, completely distinct
from the transcendent watchmaker of the special creationists or the woolly immanent
urge of the liberal

If the Creator is a sustainer of things that exist ah actively participating and directing the
course of development, what indicators do we have to reveal how this works? If science is as
definite as it is and everything is predictable in accordance to physical laws and mathematics,
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then there is no room fa the creator to act in the world and Man will be in full control over the
course of development and history. In fact, the scientists who reject the idea of God are
upholding this position, that ultimately all the laws of physics will be revealed and ManiWthen

have the ability to take full control of creation and carve the course of history as Man thinks fit.
3AEAT OEOOO AOA OOEIT EITPAEOI ET AEOAI OGAOET ¢ A
believe that, knowing the mapping of the huma genome we can one day conquer diseases and
even death. We knowthat this is an impossible dream and even scientists are at odds to
understand micro-events such as the behavior of elementary particles at the subatomic level

and macroevents in our environ AT O OOAE AO OEA xAAOEAOh OEA
physical manifestations as in earthquakes and volcanic eruptions and ultimately the origin of

the Universe. Of more difficult aspects of understanding and control are the events of human
history, societies, politics and human conflict. If there is still the uncertainty in science at the

most exhaustive level, there will always be the indetermined consequence of events and the
AOAAOT O xEIl OEAT EAOA A bPi AAA (Gdveaktd udthe nichns OE A
by which He can carve the course of history in accordance to the design of Bisation. We will
examine this important point in the next chapter.

A Possible Explanation

Thus the mystery within our minds and ourselves remairs. Did the brain give rise to the mind,

or the mind directs the workings of the brain and only takes residence from within, manifesting
itself through the material substrate? The yeto-be answer as to the origin of our brain, and the
mind that is within and its purpose, is still beyond the realm of scientific enquiry. The
evolutionary theory of Darwin can be accepted as a scientific fact, but it is not necessarily as
heretical as religion first labeled it to be. The evolutionary theory is only germane to our
biological makeup, which includes the brain, analogous to computer hardware; but it still

s A sz A N £ 9~ A

cannot explain the origin of the mind,ano® EUOEAAI AAOOOAAO AT OEOU OE

Even from an evolutionary perspectivethere is as yet no answewith regard to the evolution of

the biological brain for its adaptive purpose. There is a big gap between its usage for adaptation

and its manifestation as in humans. There is the mind that cannot be accounted for by the
biological brain. Itisthe mnd EAO AOET CO AxAOAT AOGO 1T £ OEA OOA
into existence; and existence is defined in relations to this consciousness and awareness,
physical and abstract realties inseparable one from the other. Abstract realities such as
consciousR OOh OEA AQGAOAEOA tHe BOAADOMA CEEICICEIOEART ORI
archetype consciousness of the human spirit are as real as the physical things that surround us

AT A OEEO EO AiT1 £ZEOI AA AU O kiough thefbotai S A coMposditiom ET O
of all that brings physical and abstract things into existence.

Perhaps there is another explanation that can transcend beyond the mere existence of the brain,
yet embodying it and gives credence to the mind and a purpose for itxistence. To take on
another perspective that has all the mordogical understanding, as against those presented by
biologists like Richard Dawkins andosychologists like Robert Ornstein, our biological body and
our brain can be considered as analogous the computer hardware and software.

In the process of trying to understand how the brain processes information and solves problems

we have discovered the workings and construction of the computer, which essentially is a
replication of one of the vital brain functions. The fact that the computer is able to replicate the
OEOAI DOl AAOGO 1T £ OOEETEET C8 j xEOETI OO OEA ET OA«
is sufficient proof in itself that the brain processes works according to these principlesn fact,

58



intelligence can be explained in terms of these principles of memory, retrieval and problem
solving through a process of selective digital impulses of Os and 1s, guided by thebunlt

OET OOEOEOA OAOETT Al EOI 68

If we accept that the computer woks according to these principles, there is still the question of

an inventor and operator of the computer, the material substrate of the hardware configuration

AT A OEA OI PAOAOCEITAI OUOOAI 88 4EA Al i POOAO EA
thA AT Oeoi1i AT on AT A OEA OAOOOOAOOOEI ¢ 1T &£ OEA
upgrading of the hardware and operational system that are needed to respond to changing
forces of the external environment.Natural selection in the biological proces of evolution is
directive governed by®urvival of the fittestddue to adaptation and utilization. In this sense, the
evolution of the computer hardware andoperational systemat the physical materialistic level is

no different from that of natural biological selection.

The inventor of the hardware and software is responsible for upgrading the system in response

to usage; only in the case of the human brain the inventor has upgraded it far in advance of its
usage quite apart from its adaptive functioning. Operational system is installed to synchronize

with the hardware capacity and capability. The operational system software is installed to run

the autonomous intbuilt firmware that is attached to the computer. In the case of the computer,

the inventor of the machine brings about these adaptations/upgrading and an
operator/programmer is assigned to operate the machine to give it its distinctive usage and
identity.

For those who work with computers consistently he or she would soon be able to detect a
OPAIOl Al EOUS8 OEAO EO AOOI AEAOAA xEOE A AT i bPOOAC
A ATTBDOOAO EO 1T PAOAOGAA AU TTA ETAEOGEAOAT xA
individualistic features of that computer operated by that individud, by the different software

that have been installed and the sequences in which the programs work. There is a username

and ID associated with that computer. The uniqueness of that personality is personified in the
hardware configuration and the software hat were installed.

Parts of this software are installed by the operator/programmer who responds to the needs and
usage. When software fail, or part of the computer hardware becomes dysfunctalnit does not
mean that the operator at once ceases to bad there is never an inventor. The dysfunctional of
the brain or indeed any part of our body does not imply that this is all there is. The computer
hardware, or indeed the software may break down; it does not mean that the operator or the
inventor of the computer ceases to exist. Through the use of the computer over time the
operator learns more about himself/herself and is modified by it.

Sir John Eccles, the Nobel prizeinning neurobiologist and Daniel Robson, an eminent
psychologist, through their resarch and knowledge in their studies on the workings of the brain
and human behaviors have taken a very strong stand on maintaining the dualistic concept of the
brain-i ET A DPAOAAECI YT O4EA 711TAAO T &£ "AET C (Ol
attackdd OEA OOAEAT OEZAEAS AOOOI POEITO T £ 1 00 OEI A
that dismisses the human race as little more than biological robots. As a result of explaining the
brain-mind interaction and integration they brought forward the possibility by the following

comments:

~ s

Ot is useful to think of the brain as an instrument, our computer, which has been a lifelong servant
and companion. It provides us, as programmers, with the lines of communication from and to the
material world, which comprises both our bodies and the external world. It does this by receiving
information through the immense sensory system of millions of nerve fibers that fire impulses into
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the brain, where it is processed into the coded patterns of information that ngad out from
moment to moment in deriving all our experiencgsour precepts, thoughts, ideas, memories. But
we as experiencing persons do not slavishly accept all that is provided for us by our computer, the
neuronal structures of our sensory system awd our brain. We select from all that is given
according to interest and attentions and we modify the actions of the neuronal structures of our
computer, for example to initiate some willed movements or in order to recall a memory or to
concentrate our atention.

An appealing analogy is to regard the body and brain as a superb computer built by genetic
coding that has been created by the wonderful process of biological evolution. On the analogy the
soul or psych is the programmer of the computer. Eactusf as a programmer, is born with our
computer in its initial embryonic state. We develop it throughout life. It is our Hié&g intimate
companion in all transactions. It receives from and gives to the world, which includes other selves.
The great mysteies are in our creation as programmers or experiencing selves and in our
AOOT AEAOGETT OEOI OCEI 600 1 EAZAnh AAAE DPAOOIT xEOE

Perhaps the discovery of the computer has given us a deep insight as to our place in the world in
relation to the OAAOT 08 wAAI A0 AT A 271 AET O1I1T BHOO A& Ox.
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already running. Just as any new computer there is already installed the operating systetime

brain has been wired to perform some human functions automatically. As the operator runs the
computer, there are other things that run automatically through the software programs that are
already installed.

The operator, however, can be at the samente a programmer. He consciously designs or

ET OOAT 10 1T Ax O #OxAOA DOI COAI O | OEOI OCE OEA A
meet his requirements. The operator only makes critical decisions and intercedes at critical
points in running only the installed programs to produce the outcomes that he wants. He cannot

be involved in the minute steps in the algorithmic course of events that is built into those
operating system programs that require autonomic functioning; otherwise the computer
becomes useless for its purpose. In the process, the operator through his installation and
development of the software programs brings into existence an identity reflected in the
AxAOAT AGO 1T £ OOAT £#8 AT A A ODPAOOI T Al néedshitieE OU S
environment.

Who then invented the computers, which is the biological body, the hardware and the
operational systenf? Who then create the operator? The inventor is analogous tiee Creator or
God who decides on the algorithm of physical lawsand the laws of evolutionto create the
hardware and by the autonomoussoftware programs that are installedas operational systemin
nature. Physical laws run by themselves and evolution obeys the laws of natural selection and
adaptation and is directive in this sense but like the operator of the computer, Godcan
intervene at critical points of the process of evolution to achieve an outcome He has envisaged.
God cannot be directing which leaves on a tree should drop to the ground, no more than He
directs which ants should be killed when the insects spray is applied to an anest. This is taken
care of bythe natural law of selection (taking on the evolutionist§position) or O A E AfasA A &
argued by the creationists)through the programs that He has instdéd, just as a computer
program discards some data that are irrelevant to the course of arriving at an outcome.

It is not heretical to propose then, that at some point in the evolution of the hominid, perhaps at
the point in the descendents ofthe Criag T T h 1T AAAET C BAdmo €pidndsamehsd | /
(more appropriately named Homo sapiensspiritulus), that the creator after upgrading the
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EAOAxAOA AT A ET OOAI 1 ETC OEA TPAOAOGEITAI OUOOAI
I £ 1 E &£A&tar toQuhAhatindhiGedand at once brought his creation into awareness
through Gollective consciousnes8of all the operators he created The biological body with the

brain is the hardware and the wiring of the brain for autonomous and responsive functic is

the operational system software. In the procesghe operator learns about himself/herself and
gradually develops into sefAT T OAET OOT AOO AT A to®E Affimtell ByEotherA OA |
operators through ©ollective consciousnes§ a nonphysical a biological aspect of human

nature. The inner part of consciousness, awareness, emotion and all the abstracts characteristics

of the mind will eventually be the identity of the operator, which is the soul.
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CHAPTERY

THE INDETERMINATIVE NATURE OF SCIENCHHE UNCERTAINTY PRINCIPLE

SAEATAA EO OODBDPI OAA OF AA £ 01 AAA 11T O AxO08
especially valid for macresystems to a significant extent. In migeventeenth century the

physics of Isaac Newton gave certainty to the physical world. In Newtonian mechanics
everything could be calculated with unlimited precision including its description with
remarkable accuracy of the orbits of the planets. The precision and deterministic nat of
Newtonian science reigned supreme and has had an enormous influence, not just on the way the
physical world was conceived, but also in the way we think more generally.

Through Newtonian mechanics scientific materialism was born. As a result of Né&wmian
mechanics, we have been rooted to thinking about life in terms of a linear causal relationship
and a deep belief that ultimately everything can be explained by the scientific method. It is
precisely this mode of thoughts that exclude the need of ao® as a noncontingent being, a
normal disposition that is held by many in the modern era of a materialistic worldulture.

However, this principle of a linear causal relation between objects appears not to work at the
sub-atomic level. At the beginningof this century, a revolution began to occur in our physical
understanding of the world when the science of quantum mechanics and thermodynamics was
developed. It was discovered that the very small particles within atoms do not obey Newtonian
mechanics. Anew sort of mechanics,quantum mechanics , was introduced which wasnot
nearly so deterministic.

According to quantum mechanics, which describes the behavior of the very small particles that
make upthe atom, the location and behavior of elementary parties can never be completely
defined; they have to be expressed as probabilities rather than certainties. Scientifically, the
position of the electron at any given time cannot be pinpointed and the characteristic it
manifests can either be a particle oa wave. In fact, this uncertainty condition is found to be
closely related to the observer. The results of observation are different with one observer on
different occasions and are not the same between observers and these are fremersible,
according to thelaws of thermodynamics.

The sequence of events is unpredictable and the outcome is always different, even starting from
OEA OAI A ETEOEAIT AITTAEOQGETITh AAAAOOA Oi A1l OA
seems that atoms and subatomic partles inhabit a shadowy world of halfexistencein the

material sense as we know it

This intriguing discovery in science baffled the scientists and remains an enigma even today.
When Newtonian laws are applied to specific bodies of two interacting objegtsolutions can be
established to a high degree of precision, but for more complicated cases in which three or more
bodies are involved exact solutions are not available. The principle of uncertainty seems also to
apply to larger systems where more than tw interacting factors are involved. It is the advent of

the electronic computer with its capacity for highspeed calculation, which showed the extent of
xEAO EO AAI 1 AA OAEAT OEA6 AAEAOET 08 4EA 1TACI EC.
infini tesimally insignificant, can results in vastly different noticeable outcomes. Principles of

O1 AAOOAET OuU AOA Ti1x AOEI O ET OI OEA AAOEA 00060
universally accepted in science as fundamental to descriptions ofd@lbehavior of the very small

and larger systems.
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The whole is greater than the sum of its parts. For example, the laws of thermodynamics
describe more the phenomena of the whole, which cannot be explained by the behaviour of its
parts z the laws hold only when the parts are put together, individually there is no law of
thermodynamics. In quantum mechanics its motion cannot determine the position of the
particles because at the same time it switches its identity to that of a wave. There is as yet no
noticeaAl A OAOOI 06 O1T AAAT O1T O A O OEEO AAGABOET I
dependent upon the observer in the whole context of the observed situation.

O4EA mEI AD T £ A AOOOAOAEI UBO xETCO ET " OAUEI A/
Edward Lorenz, a meteorologist professor from MIT who spent most of his life studying the
atmosphere and weather forecasting, indicating the chaotic condition of a mulfacet system.

AEA £ AP 1T £ OEA AOOOAOAI Ud O x E btieOseduehcedthaOcAiN O A1
cause the culmination of a storm. The outcome of a system, where there are many interacting
factors involved, cannot be understood and is greater than the sum of its parts.

Poncare, a scientist who worked on chaos in the 1908pmmended on what he observed in
applying Newtonian physics to larger systems in the prediction of outcomes:

@\ very small cause which escapes our notice determines a considerable effect we cannot fail to see,
and then we say that the effect is due to clea. If we knew exactly the laws of nature and the
situation of the universe at the initial moment, we could predict exactly the situation of the same
universe at a succeeding moment. But even if it were the case, that the natural laws no longer had
any seret for us, we could still only know the initial situation approximately. If that enabled us to
predict the succeeding situation with the same approximation that is all we require, and we should
say that the phenomenon had been predicted, that laws goverBut it is not always so; it may

happen that small differences in the initial conditions produce very great ones in the final
phenomena. A small error in the former will produce an enormous error in the latter.
Prediction becomes impossible, and we have the fortuitous phenomenon. 6

Despite the discovery of the uncertainty principle, scientistOOET 1  AAT EAOA OEAO
I £ %OAOUOEET C6 xEII AA AEOAT OAOAA OEAO AAI
mechanics. In the meantime, the lineacausal relationship in Newtonian mechanics is still being
OPEAI A AT A AOOOAAOO 0O06OITTCc AAEAOCAT O AI1T11TxAC
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The evolutionists believe that the natural selection in the evolutionary process happens by
chance but is directive through the evolved system of selection based upon adaptation and
utilization . Just because there are too many factors involved in a holistic happeniitgloes not

mean that things necessarly EADDAT AA AU AEAT AA8 ADE EAAMAIGAR
currently are unable to pinpoint the causal relationships between these factors and the myriads

of combination and permutation of causes and effects impacting on an initial condition.

yT OEi Ah EO EO AAI EAOAA wilDie Alfle tOundoverdi@Fcdube® bnd 1 A
effects of this multifactorial system. It is my contention that this is an impossible dream.
However, if we believe in a creator, this is not impossible and because he created the world and
OEA OT EOAOQEOADEQOEEOEAOOET EOEAIT AT TAEOEITTh E
physical and non-physical, in the sequence of events impacting on the whole as it progresses.
Because of His higher intelligence which is beyond our capabilitihe courses of everd could be

@irectivedin a purposeful way for desirable outcomes.

63



Knowing the combinations and permutations of these factorghe Creatoris able to select and
control their occurrences, bringing to bear the results that he wants. Just as a composeraof
symphony who knows the sound of all the instruments and he chooses to bring all these
together to make beautiful music, so can the Creator who bring all the instruments in nature
together to create a heavenly symphonyBut, in this analogy the music He e is spiritual,
evoking the emotional part of our being through the senses using the physical instruments
(materialism) as the media of communication.

Many academicians took the position that if things can happen due to what is conceived as
OAEAT & GreadE T A AT OT A 110 EAOA A PAOO O1 Dl AUs
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believed thatthe Creatorhas a hand in bringing about what is considereds chance events of
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happen in accordance to His plan. Who is to say thttie Creator cannot makes infinitesimal

things happen accurately that affects the whole wit an outcome that He has predestined,
whence He is the Creator?

Things happen not by chance but according to the uncertainty principle the outcomes are
indeterminate because we have not yet found the causal relationshiphe Creatorcan still act

within the scientific laws and need not violate them; but in addition he can use the spiritual

Ol Ax08 OEAO A@QEOO EIT A AEAEEAOCAT O AEI AT OGEIT 8
limitations and cannot be comprehended fully in our dimension of existenceéWhile it is
impossible for us to understand and control the infinitesimal combination and permutation of
factors the Creator, who has a much higher level of intelligence, can bring these to bear in
directing these factors for a desirable outcomeHe cana® 11 OEA OET AAOAOI EIl
occurrences, without violating the laws of physics.

The only time whenthe Creatorseems towork against the scientific lawsas we witness it at our

level is when He performed miracles (more about miracles later in th text) and these miracles

are the real demonstration of the working power ofthe Creator, a wakeup call to our fallen

nature as a testimonial to His participatory role in existence which is spiritualanother strong
possible pointer for His existence THA A GEOOAT AA T £ | EOAAI A0 EO OE
OPEOEOOATI O1 Ax08 xEEAE EO AAUITA 100 Aii DOAEAI
In the absence of certainty in our knowledge we often ascribe the occurrences of events and the
resultant causes to chance. There are many wlawgue that the Earth and its inhabitants evolved

by accident due to chance and that there is no need to justify its existence by bringing in the
concept of a Creator. However, in Chapter 3 on God and Cosmology, it is very difficult to uphold

this view in the light of the scientific knowledge about thdine -tuning that is needed for life to

evolve and for consciousness to come into being.

The concept of chance impliegqual probabilities of an outcome . In common understanding
chance means randomness. Whewe say that something is random, we generally mean that
anything can happen, with all outcomes havingqual probabilities . The shuffling of a deck of
cards by a competent and honest dealer produces a truly random outcome. The outcome is by
chance.Physical events and the forces of evolution are not at all random in this sense
because all outcomes are not equally probable .

The events seem to be directive and there is _afﬁltelligent designdin the holistic outcome.This
directive action resulting in thtelligent designdis built into the law of natural selection and is
analogous to the hardware and software in the computer modeThe possible locations of an
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electron around an atomic nucleus are given by a probability wave that tells us which locations

for the electron are most likely and which are so unlikely that they need not be considered as
possible. Likewise, in evolution there are forces that tend more towards a direction that
determines its probability and yet indeterminate. The uncertainty principledoes not say that
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they are indeterminate.

The existence of physical matters and evolution do not therefore happen just hanceéat
random but is directive. It is in the indeterminate nature of things thatthe Creatordirects the
course of evolution and the history of mankindwith the inbuilt laws of nature. In this sense
therefore the Creatorcan act to direct the course of events in the physical world arttie courses
of evolution and ultimately human life and history on Earth.

In ordinary life events, the future is indeterminate and no one can predict an outcome, only
probabilities. The weatherman can never predict accurately the weather despite all theisntific
information he has, but only to forecast the weather in terms of probabilities. How then can we
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A fallacy is often advocated when it is argued thaif the Creator has a plan and that He
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exercising the will, but we cannot go against the course of our bowel movements at the
biological level which is beyond our will. If we cannot control our bodily function, how is it
possble that we can exercise the free will to control our destiny? Our freedom to choose is
always within a context of limited space and time and this freedom is vital in choosing how we

want to act out a role that is assigned to us.

This is analogous to golay in which everyone is assigned a role to play, where the plot and
ending have already been decided upon by thgay writer. Within this plot the actor can choose
to act in a certain way to personify the role. His mental and emotional approach to theleowill
decide how therole is being played out, but the plot and story of the play cannot be changed
except by the play writer. There is no contradiction in saying thathe Creatorhas a plan and
directs the course of history and Man has the freedom to obse to act out the different parts in
this world in the order of things.

It is like the operator of the computerz he can choose to run programs that are at his disposal

and do what he thinks fit for a particular situation, but he cannot set the direadn in which the
computer technology advanceg he is only an operator and not the inventor of the machine. The
advancement in computer technology serves to achieve a more overpowering objective than any

one operator or a group of operators can decide. Juas in humans, the operator has the will to

choose to do good or bad with the computer. He can abuse the hardware or look after it with
meticulous cares. He can teach others to respect the hardware and software that have been
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internet with viruses and propagating confusing messages with ill intets. It is the inventor of

the computer and the software designer that determines the outcome of development and not

the operator.

John Houghton in trying to conceptualize God as acting outside our dimension of time brought in
the analogy of God as the author of the human drama. He commented:
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On our material existence we are so much creatures of time that the idea ofigp@iutside time
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the stage, the plot unfolds gradually; all may be mysterious until the very last moment before the
final curtain falls. Though the years covelldby the drama are compressed to an hour or two in the
theatre, the characters that take their places in the story come with a readgde history. They

have no knowledge of events in their future. The playwright, howegéne creator of the dramag

has caceived the whole plot from beginning to end. He or she knows the whole story, the order of
events within the play and how the final scene will emerge. Thus the author can be said to be
Ol OOOEAAS OEA OEI A 1T £ OEA AOAbfAhe pldywrighh li2doding OE A
one of the players and thus entering in some sense into the-firame of the drama 8
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with them their individual histories and interpret their respective role in the light of their own

history through the exercise of choices. In life, all of us have been placed in circumstances that
AOA 110 100 AEI EAAO AT A OEAOGA AEOAOQI OOAT AAO A
whaO EO AAOOAI T U 1 AATO0q AT A OEAOA EO xEAO EO 1
lives with respect to each of our situations.

John Houghton put forward a vital proposition that the universe must be made with humans in

mind, or some beings madeao less like humans. Human is here broadly defined to encapsulate

all that are characteristics of Homo sapienspiritulus x EOE  OEOI AT AT 1T OAET 601
factor. We are all players in the drama of time and space. We have a reason to be here.é&/alba

part of the universe, no more less than the stars and the cosmos. We can act out our role
assigned to each of us, appropriately or inappropriately. We can be a good actor or a bad one.
However we act the roleout, it does not affect the plot of theplay. No one role is all that
important without the supporting roles that enhance it. All roles are therefore equally important

in the drama of life. Through conscious beings the universe has generated selfareness and
human consciousness is actively pécipating in playing out a drama.

If the universe is created without humans, how do we know it exists, where is the drama, and for
what purpose? If it is not created with humans in mind, the end result of which the universe is
being perceived to exist,and no drama is being played out, then what is the purpose of the
creation of the universe and human consciousness? What is the purpose of creating a play
without the actors and with no story? Without the actors and a story there is no play, without
the perceiver there is nothing to perceivez the universe will be nothing. It is here vital to absorb
this point, that all things that are perceived to exist must have an observer and the acting out of
a drama on earth requires the actors and is for a purpose thin the context of the whole story.

This vital correlation must be there when we talk about existence both the object and observer
are inextricably tied together as a coherent whole to bring things into existence. The material
things and human consciosness must ceexist to bring existence into awareness. Once the
scene with the stage and furnishing set, the drama begins and we, as actors will play out the plot
of the story that is conceived by the writer.

This profound thought has elicited great ingghts among great men and is embodied in the

represents the deep realization of many:

O placidly amid the noise and haste, and remember what peace there may hkeircs.
As far as possible without surrender be on good terms with all persons.
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Speak your truth quietly and clearly; listen to others, even the dull and ignorant; they too have
their story.
Avoid loud and aggressive persons; they are vexations to thatspir
If you compare yourself with others, you may become vain and bitter; for always there will be
greater and lesser persons than yourself.
Enjoy your achievements as well as your plans.
Keep interested in your own career, however humble; it is a real ssion in the changing
fortunes of time.
Exercise caution in your business affairs; for the world is full of trickery.
But let this not blind you to what virtue there is; many persons strive for high ideals; and
everywhere life is full of heroism.
Be yourglf, especially, do not feign affection.
Neither is cynical about love; for in the face of all aridity and disenchantment it is perennial as the
grass.
Take kindly the counsel of the years, gracefully surrendering the things of youth.
Nurture strength of irit to shield you in sudden misfortune.
But do not distress yourself with imaginings.
Many fears are born of fatigue and loneliness.
Beyond a wholesome discipline, be gentle with yourself.
You are a child of the universe, no less than the trees and the gars; you have a right to be
here.
And whether or not it is clear to you, no doubt the universe is unfolding as it should .
Therefore be at peace with God, whatever you conceive Him to be, and whatever your labors and
aspirations, in the noisy confusion bife keep peace with your soul.
With all its sham, drudgery and broken dreams, it is still a beautiful world.
Be careful. Strive to be happy.
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CHAPTER 8

UNDERSTANDING THE MIND THROUGH OUR COLLECTIVE CONSCIOUSNESS

The mind cannotbe understood through the brain, or by any other physical means of science.
An abstract matter cannot be studied by a physical method of investigation and obey physical
laws. By its very definition the demand for physical proof for an abstract matter camt be
logically entertained. Its existence, however, can only be brought into reality bgome physical
media that can detect its properties. These properties aréo be reaffirmed by collective
affirmations.

As mentioned earlier, to understand the mind wehave to incorporate other disciplines with
AEEAZEZAOAT O 1 AOET Aybverdidg AeirinfeStigatiofs. 1Bis dilk pdssible to find the
spiritual realm of existence and theCreator through our collective experiences and intuitive
rationalism, not so much in terms of the physical or even metaphysical mode, but through our
collective consciousness and encounters in the spirituatealm of the human psyche, the
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through the methodological compilation of consistent and coherent@videncesof collective
affirmaton COEAAA AU 1 00 OETVvDICE &tltish the AdnkeisTthatl DT 6 h
fundamental truths can beaccepted andembraced.

As long as we Ire in the physical world we are bound by our reasoning powedictated by our

senses as a source of evident knowledge because we live in a material world that has causal
relationships governed by physical laws of nature. We have been conditioned to think this

way and it gives us a sense of security because things are brought into our awareness directly
OEOI OCE 100 OAT OAOG8 7A OEAOAMEI OA AAI ATA 006000
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cause. Even if we ascribe a cause to our inner experiences there is always the tendency to go
back to finding the physical causes. We tend to put logic of a physical sensory causal relationship

over that of our emotional andspiritual experiences that seem to have no apparent cause.
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deranged minds or just superstitions or mere imaginations. But, even deranged minds,
superstitions or mere imaginations are phenomena that are still real as we know them through
I 60 OAT 11 AAOGEOA AT 1 OAET OO1 AGbdh AAAAOOA OEAU
therefore need to be explained, maybe not by the scientific physical method, but by some other
means that is rationaland consistently logical, share by all.

v
AA

In fact, investigations and rational explanations have been undertaken to establish the
conditions of deranged minds, superstitions and imaginations in disciplines of biological and
psychological sciences, which are supported by collective affirmatioof some sorts except for

those outof-ordinary phenomena of a collective nature that still need tde explained, like
miracles, the archetype ontology of societies,shaman imaginings, blotropic consciousness, the
absolute consciousnesstranspersonal experiences, Near-Death Experiences (NDE), etc These

are realities that are experienced to be confrA A AU OAT 11 AAOEOA AT 1T OAET (
our physical means or otherwise, through our emotion or spiritual experiences, are something

we have to accept and come tterms with. All these are part of existence and existence is what

we try to understand.
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The Archetype of Ontology of Societies

According to the anthropologists, who study primitive cultures, many human experiences can be
traced to our archetype unconscious and therefore according to them have their causes found in
our historical past. These supposedly unexplainable phenomena are found to occur in all
cultures and confirmed by collective affirmation. The study of the collective unconscious or
consciousness is also a purview of psychologists who have detected the manifestations of this
phenomenon under various states of mind in the study of human behaviors. These experiences
cannot be physically and scientifically verified, except that they are verifiable only through the
collective encounters of the human species in different cultures a@nsocieties. There are two
levels of spiritual experiences found in humang one that is communal in nature, which has its
roots in primordial encounters with the cosmos manifested in rituals and customs, and the
other, is at the individual level in what & called norordinary experiences. The former is a realm
of study by the anthropologists and the latter comes within the purview of some psychologists.

Throughout centuries spiritual experiences of the kind seen in rituals and custom practices of a
culture and religions of old, have been described in the context of spiritual philosophies and
mystical traditions, such as Vedanta, Hinayana as in Hinduism and Mahayana Buddhism,
Taoism, Sufism, Shaman imaginings, Gstizism, Christian mysticism, Cabala, and amy other
sophisticated spiritual systems. The archetypical ontology of societies has been found to exist in
all cultures and traditions, manifesting the cosmological origin of collective experiences in the
past that seem to point to visions of creation am the cycle of lifetraceable back to our
OPOEI EOEOAS AT A AT AEAT O AOI OO0OAOS

The mystical traditions and spiritual philosophies of the past have often been dismissed and
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often unwarranted and unjustified. Many of these great spiritual systems are products of
centuries of indepth exploration of the human psyche and collective consciousness that are
experienced by different cultures, culminating in the developmet of religious philosophies, and

in many ways resemble scientific research, in that they are emperatively verified and
authenticated.

These systems originated from experiences derived from collective consciousness of a tradition
within a culture, and offer detailed instructions concerning the methods of inducing spiritual
experiences that are based upon their experiential and derived philosophical insights. They
have systematically collected data drawn from these experiences and subjected them to
collective consensus validation, using over a period of many centuries. Furthermore, these
systems are not just instructions of methods of going through the spiritual state, but in actual
fact successfully verified by being induced (demonstrable and repeatable@nd confirmed by
ardent practitioners. These systematic records and gatherings of data are exactly the stages
necessary for achieving valid and reliable knowledge in any area of scientific endeavor.
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Asia, Australia, Europe and the Americas. Many of these forms of practices have been
transcended, modified and disguised in modern cultures of today. The acceptance and embrace

of 7 days in a week by modern Man, faexample, essentially mimic the events in Genesis of the
stages in creation. What is astounding is that this 7 days cycle fits in with the scientific scheme of

the cycle of a year and the rotation of the earth around the sun. These spiritual systems are
manifested in the forms of communal rituals, customs, mythology, and symbols and are-re
enacted repeatedly through specific human acts and customs/rituals corresponding to the cycle
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of life symbolizing an act of cosmic creation and what Mircea Eliade (1974¢ferred to as the
OAOAOT Al OAOOOI 68

According to Mircea Eliade, for archaic man, reality is a function of the imitation of a celestial
archetype. These rituals and customs show how reality is conferred through participation in the
OOUi AT 1 EOI Abga AQEDEADhOOAI pi AGh ET OOAO AAATIT A
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attributed to them, and materialize that meaning, only because they deliberately repeauch

and such acts positedb origineby gods, heroes, or ancestors.

The objects and human behaviors associated with these communal acts acquire intrinsic values
transcending that of the physical nature of these objects symbolizing a reality of cosmic
dimension. For example, among countless stones, one stone becomes sacgednd hence
instantly becomes saturated with meaningg because it constitutes a hierophany, or possesses
manna, or commemorates a mythical act. The object appears as the receptaclamfexterior
force that differentiates it from its milieu and gives it a meaning and value. Thus all the precious
stones like sapphire, diamond, pearls and metals such as gold and silver, have been impregnated
with a magical or religious power by virtue ofits properties, symbolic shapes or its origing
thunderstone because it is fallen from the sky and pearl, because it comes from the depths of the
sea, both believing to have mythical powers. Gold, which is conceived to be pure in its essence, is
conceived to be worthy of the gods. The offering of bread and wine in Holy Communion
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this historical event of the past. The pyramids, an assemblage of stones, represdm sacred
sites of the pharaohs that points the way to the eternal recycle of life. Thus all objects that are
used in rituals and held in prestige, symbolize the mythical occurrences of history in the past
associated with some spiritual figures or gods.

The archaic belief in the celestial archetypes of cities and temples is also symbolic of creation
AT A EAO AEOET A T OECEI 8 4EA AOEI AETI ¢ 1T &£ AEOEAO
representing the pre-eminent cosmogonic act the creation of the world. Every community lay

claims to their cities or symbolic structures as the centers of the world. Every ritual has a divine
model, an archetype; marriage rites too have a divine model and human marriage reproduces

the hierogamy, more especidy the union of heaven and earth and the regeneration as akin to
agriculture and continuation of life. All dances were originally sacred. Struggles, conflicts, and

wars for the most part have a ritual cause and function. They are a stimulating opposition
between the two halves of a clan, or a struggle between the representatives of two divinities.
Justice and sacrifices also have their origin in mystical past.

The collective consciousness as manifested at the communal level of ancient societies and any
particular human cultures in the forms of rituals, customs, mythologies and
philosophical/religious beliefs point to the spiritual part of our being that seems to link to our
past in the cosmological recount of creation and of being from where we originatd.he
customary celebration of the cycle of a new year in all cultures signifies the rejuvenation in the
act of creation. It is believed that with this recurring cycle of creation, life and existence aagl
infinitum and mankind goes through a cycle of beingon-being and rebirth that has its origin in

the cosmos and the divine, combining the happenings of the beginnings between heaven and
earth.

Ancient societies believe that history is a reenactment of the events of this cycle. Hinduism and
Buddhism hawe their source this cosmological realization and taken up as a core belief in their
religions. This collective regeneration of the past has been verified and embraced by all human
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civilizations of the past and its mystical manifestation cannot be explaineoly science in a linear
causal way. This ontological archetypal recurrence of events seems to be a feature found only in
the human species. It remains a mystery to be recognized and accepted as part of our spiritual
being that is as real as our biologicadenses.

It is interesting to find that since the arrival of Jesus and the revelation He brought, the cycle of
time is revealed to have an end and modern history began with a linear unfolding of events as
part of history that point to an end state in theexistence of humanity. However, this cycle of
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coming of Christ, as revealed by Jesus, when the estadte will be verified. Until then the eternal
return will remain very much a part of human history and embedded in the human psye as a
trace from where we originated.

The cycle of birth, death and rebirth, with the repetition of life in the forms of the same
manifestation of human nature, human conflict between good and evil, wars that are fought for
supremacy of power, each claing to be on the side of righteousness, will continue as long as
human history continues; disregard the advancement of science and technologies the eternal
return will always be manifested (subject to the contra verification with the second coming of
Christ). Perhaps this@ternal return8at our level of existence is a manifestation of our spiritual
nature that transcend into the fourth dimension where God dwell in eternity where we hope to
merge with in the perfection of Creation.

The psychological andspiritual problems that Man faces will remain the same, irrespective of

time and history. The psychological problems our parents and indeetheir DA OAT 006 DA«
have with their subsistence in their societies and weas children with our children in today®

society are the samead infinitum; the spiritual problems our parents faced as to the meaning of

life is the same as weare facing today despite the advancement in knowledge, and so it
continues ad infinitum. The longing for a reason for existence wikkontinue to be part of the

human psyche, deeply embedded in human nature.
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spirit that is found among the human specieslhis same pattern of the eternal cycle continues to
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good and evilare the same and the wars that are fought are no different from the pasttoday
and the future, despite the imaginary advancement technologies. The same theme of a story
continues, intersperse with the same theme of love and hate to accentuate the continuous battle
between good and evil as the altruistic part of human nature; and this repeats itself in human
dramas from here to end of historical time. The eternal return is not a myth for the important
aspects of human life. The rituals and customs may be modified, manifedtin different forms
and may even appear to be nullified, but these same aspects of human naturgler disguise in
any form will remain constant andbe repeated throughout the course of human history until the
end of time as will be verified by the secondcoming of Jesus Christvhen we will enter into
eternity where perfection will be found.
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Holotropic and Absolute Consciousness
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technologies spiritual experiencesin the realm of existence at the individual and communal

levels have been subjected to systematic investigations and verifications in a way similar to that
enunciated through the perennial philosophy of the mystic religions and religious practices of

old. The findings of contemporary research in general, essentially confirm and support the
position of these ancient teachings. They are in radical conflict with the most fundamental
assumptions of materialistic science concerning consciousness, human natused the nature of

reality. These systematic researches clearly indicate that consciousness is not a product of the
brain, but a primary principle of existence, and that it plays a critical role in the creation of the
phenomenal world.

In our daily life, everything that happens involves complex chains of causes and effects. The
assumption of strict linear causality is a necessary prerequisite for traditional Western science.
Another fundamental characteristic of material reality is that all processes in owvorld follow

the law of conservation of energy. Energy cannot be created or destroyed; it can only be
transformed into other forms of energy. This way of thinking appears to be adequate for most of
the events in the physical macro world. However, it breakdown when we trace the chains of
causes and effects back to the micro world, the beginnings of the universe and the spiritual
dimension of our existence. When we apply it to quantum mechanics and the process of cosmic
creation, we are confronted with fomidable problems: If we cannot grasp the fundamental
elements of physical materialistic existence and if everything is causally determined, what is the
original cause, the cause of causes, the Prime Mover? If energy has to be conserved, where did it
come fom in the first place? And what about the origin of matter, space, and time?

The current Cosmegenetic theory of the Big Bang, suggesting that matter, time and space were
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be accepted as an adequatkgical explanation of the deepest mystery of existence. And we
generally cannot imagine that a satisfactory answer could be anything else but rational.
Stanislav Grof (1998) commented that:

(rhe solution to thee problems provided by transcendental experiences is of an entirely different
nature and order. Experiencing Absolute Consciousness, the Void, and their mutual relationship
makes it possible to transcend the baffling paradoxes that plague scientists theq about a
material universe governed by causality and mechanical laws. Holotropic states can provide
satisfactory answers to these questions and paradoxes, howekiese answers are not logical,

but experiential and transrational in nature 8 0

As a resilt of over thirty years of investigation, Stanislav Grof made the following conclusions:

(This research also radically changes our conception of the human psyche. It shows that, in its
farthest reaches, the psyche of each of us is essentially commemrswisth all of existence and
ultimately identical with the cosmic creative principle itself. This conclusion, while seriously
challenging the worldview of modern technological societies, is inf@aching agreement with the

image of reality foundinthe ghAO OPEOEOOAI AT A [T UOOEAAI OOAAEC

Advancement in the fields of psychiatry and psychology, guided by their own discipline,

bordering between methods of scientific investigation and analytical reflection, has compiled

many cases of expeAT OEAI AT TAEOCETI OAENAGU GOAOAID 11 £
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which embraces consciousness of the whole of creation and th&periences of the spiritual

world, excluding the other nonordinary states such as trivial deliria and organic psychosis,

which are caused by disorientation and intellectual impairment theseexclusions havethe basis

of the brain dysfunction.

There are other experiences of consciousness, the nesrdinary states that are outside the
realm of the brain function that are well documented and verifiable by collective affirmation
Other researches on the study of the dying, such as documentations of interviewf those who
are in the states of terminallyill patients (Elizabeth Kubler-Ross, 1969), the cros®ver death
studies such as NeabDeath Experiences of Raymond Moody (1977) an@herrie Sutherland
(1992), and the crosscultural and religious studies of tre spiritual crossover experiences of
Sukie Miller (1997), support the view that there is a general belief of a life after death. This
suggests that in our everyday state of consciousness we are not really whole; we are fragmented
and identify with only a small fraction of who we really are in our total consciousness and that
our physical realm of existence is just part of a journey to enter into the spiritual world.

These cases of holotropic state of consciousness can be observed and documented through
psychedelic therapeutic treatment, spiritual emergencies, and a method of facilitation called
holotropic breathwork. In psychedelic therapy the nonrordinary states of consciousness are
induced by chemical means; in spiritual emergencies they develop spont&ously sometimes for
unknown reasons and in others under traumatic happenings in the middle of everyday life; and
in holotropic breathwork they are facilitated by a combination of faster breathing, evocative
music, and a specific form of focused body work.
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meditation. Perhaps the first Buddha must have mastered this saliduced technique and
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with a lot of people, but not necessarily to all; but in all of these there are identical emotional
experiences confirmed by collective affirmation. Often it happens when a person is undergoing

great emotional experiences or consciasly through the development of techniques to enter into

the state. The fact that this norordinary state of consciousness is experienced by significant
number of people requires it to be recognized and explained.

Grof described the holotropic state of cosciousness as:
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in all sensory areas, intense and often unusual emotions, and profound alternations in the thought
processes. They are also usually accomeanby a variety of intense psychosomatic manifestations

and unconventional forms of behavior. Consciousness is changed qualitatively in a very profound
and fundamental way but unlike in the deliriant conditions, it is not grossly impaired. In holotropic
states, we experience intrusion of other dimensions of existence that can be very intense and even
overwhelming. However, at the same time, we typically remain fully oriented and do not
completely lose touch with everyday reality. We experience simultangousio very different
realitieso 8

Through many welkdocumented cases, Stanislav Grof discovers that in holotropic state of
consciousness the emotional component is highly charged and covers a very broad spectrum
that extends far beyond the limits of our eeryday experience; and it includes feelings of ecstatic
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rapture, heavenly bliss,feeling of great loveand deep sense of peace and calm, to episodes of
abysmal terror, overpowering anger, utter despair, consuming guilt and other forms of extreme
emotional OO EAAOET ¢8 (A xAT O 11 O AAOAOEAA OEA OOA
state of achievement of the holotropic state as:

Muring the state of Absolute Consciousness the intellect dissolves itself and transcends beyond the
limitations of the analytical mind, all rational categories and all the constraints of ordinary logic.

The emotional experience gives answers to all of creation, without the logic and rationality that
are demanded in our ordinary consciousness in the materialistic wofltlis emotional state of
experience eludes any attempt at adequate description or explanation. The language that we use
to communicate about matters of daily life simply is not adequate for this task. Individuals who
have had this experience seem to agréattit is ineffable. Words and the structure of our language

are painfully inappropriate tools to describe its nature and dimensions, particularly to those who
have not had it. In the state of Absolute Consciousness people experience the presence of the
Swpreme force and the Void with the emergence of the creative Cosmic Consciousness of,
conversely, its return into the Void and disappeara@ce

He went on to describe the holotropic state of consciousness, after compiling many caseworks of
people who have atered into the state and extracting the essence of their experiences to which
all have in common:

AVhen we experience the transition from the Void to Absolute Consciousness or vice versa, we do
not have the feeling of absurdity that we would have in thsual state of consciousness, while
considering the possibility of something originating out of nothing or, conversely, disappearing
into nothingness without traces. On the contrary, there is a sense ofesaifience, simplicity and
naturalness about thigprocess. The experiential insights in this regard are accompanied with the
feeling of sudden clarification and unquestionable acceptance. Since on this level the material
world is seen as an expression of Absolute Consciousness and the latter, in tpearago be
interchangeable with the Void, transcendental experiences of this kind provide an unexpected
Ol 1 OOETT A O OTT A T £ OEA 1100 AEEAZEAOI O AT A O/
an inadequate instrument for the analysis of tranendental dimensions of existence and of
principles that operate on a very high metaphysical level. Ultimately, true understanding in these
matters is possible only through direct personal experierice.

Transpersonal and Near -Death Experiences

The phenomaion of Out of Body Experience (OBE), in particular the nealeath experiences

(NDE, a term coined by Raymond Moody who first studied this phenomendrms another one of

those holotropic experiences that have been reported and confirmed by many. Thanatologlye
researches into the dying and neadeath experiences(NDE), has confirmed many important
aspects of holotropic state such as powerful visionary including among others, a condensed life
review, passage through a tunnel, encounter with archetypal beingscontact with
OOAT OAAT AAT OA1T OAAT EGEAOh AT A OEOEITTO 1 &£ AEOEI
out-of-body experiences (OBEh AOOET ¢ xEEAE OEA ET AEOEAOQOAI &
accurately perceives what is happening in various ake or remote locationsln such encounters

there is no feelings felt as a result of all the sensory receptors that are tied onto our biological
body, exceptGightdand QounA @hich all experiencers attributed these as communication only
through the mind, but only an upsurge of emotional experience3here are always theemotions

of great happinesspeace and abandonment to the divine will of the cosmos.
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There is none of the intellectual explanation needed to account for the experiendéere appear
to be unanimous similar descriptions of these events by survivors, who undergo profound
spiritual insight, personality transformation, and radical changes in their life valueshereafter
upon revival. The acceptance and the embracing of their emotional encotans are paramount in
the transformation and not the intellectual explanation that is needed.

RaymondMoody, notes that an overriding love for humanity is often reported. He writes:

QUpon their return, almost all NDErs say that love is the most impott#ning in life. Many say it is
why we are here. Most find it the hallmark of happiness dntfillment, with other values paling
beside itd

In a comprehensive research on those who have gone through the nedgath experience (NDE),
Cherrie Sutherland (1992) who has gone through a NDE herself, described similarities of
experiences right through all cultures, races, religious affiliation, age groups and genders. She
discovered, irrespective of these background, factors the descriptions of the encounter as
described above are the identical and confirmed by all. This spiritual experience surely cannot
be due to psychological factors for these are the derivatives of cultures which should bring
about different experiences in the NDEILt cannot be attributed to the biological factor as well
because every resultant brain structure is different, due to different process of conditioninghe
fact that the experiences are identical cutting across cultures, races, religious affiliation, age
groups and genders suggest very strongly that this collective affirmation must surely be
representing the spiritual dimension of experience that is universal.

Interesting in her research are the dramatic changes in the lives of those who have been through
the near-death experierce (NDE). Although there are difficulties in adjusting themselves to the
material world after their experiences, most neardeath experiencers (NDErs) had changed in
the positive direction towards being more spiritual, strongly motivated by the love emotion
Sutherland summarized that in all cases altruistic attitudes developed and concern for others
becomes a focus for posNDE activities in many cases. Neateath experiencers have been
found to develop compassion, patience, tolerance, love, acceptancejghs and understanding,
and have been described as radically transformed human beings showing unusual serenity.
They came to treasure spirituality more than just being religious, indicating that we can
decipher the @nage of Godin us by looking deep intoourselves rather than being justbeing
religious. Through her research Cherrie Sutherland found that all those who had undergone
NDE make a distinction betweemeligiosity and spirituality. For example, one such NDEer said,

® dond like the word @eligioudibecause it has church connotations. | thirlkpiritualis the
stronger becauseit® only between me and the Higher IntelligencBeligiou$concernsreligion
where Qpiritual 6concerns your own spirit and your own will and soul environment.

Another said,

@\ religious person is one who believes in a particular dogma, who takes sides. After the experience
| studied religions and | found that at the basis of all religions there is an almost identical principle,
so all these factions and schisms were me an absolute nonsense. Whether you believe in one
religion or another is like barracking for one football team or for the other. Why take sides? So
looking at thisz I1an not at all religious. | would describe myself as spiritual.

Research into the ear-death experiences (NDE) is madpossible because of the advancement
in medical technologies which enables the near dead to be biologically revived from tkeath
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cross-over. This aspect of advancement in sciences hiaadvertently confirmed the existerce of
the spiritual part of our being, although there is no direct physical causal relationship, but
nevertheless has been verified through collective consensus validation. Many of the nekgath
experiences have been systematically documented by famoussearchers such as Raymond
Moody (1977) who first coined the word @ear-death experiencé George Ritchie (1978), Cherie
Sutherland (1992) and lan Wilson (1997).

The many cases of proper documentations of many NDE survivors and what appear to be
uniform descriptions of common theme of encounters under the state of death across different
age groups, social backgrounds and cultures cannot simply be dismissed as mere hallucinations
and the method used as simply noscientific. The statistics and cross validabn of data
gathered across significant large samples of cases cannot said to be coincidental and
undisciplined in approach. There is no doubt that the NDE must have existed even before the
discovery of medical methods and is manifested in the forms of sgual ontological experiences

of the sages through the ages that gave rise to religious insights and religion. With modern
medical techniques of reviving, sustaining and prolonging life of the biological body, the belief in
the spiritual dimension of our being and continual existence has now at least gained some
credence and warrants some degree of acceptance.

Sukie Miller (1997), who is a psychotherapist, is one of the first researchers to study the cress
cultural dimension of the spiritual crossover, who herself had gone through the experience of

AOT OOET ¢ 1T OAO OI OEA ObE OBW @GeadarchAad adclis@iddimg to 3 E A
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back by shamans, dedptions embedded in the culture, mental maps of the aftbrath geography,

and accounts of the inhabitants there these are all integrated without awe into daily life. For

many people of the world, realms after death are as indisputably there as San semds to New
Yorkers, as Africa is to Balians. It is a @se of living within the whole of reality, not just the parts

one can seeé.

This consciousness of crossingver to the spiritual world and at the same time aware of the

current world iswhat SEEA OAZEZAOOAA O At cedttel ofiti@selindektigatiohsA 1 1 &
lies the work of French Islamic mystic and scholar Henry Corbin. Corbin made the now classic
AEOOET AGET T AAOxAAT AT EiI ACET AA OAAIT I mightBe x EA
the Egun as you, the reader, apprehended them in your mind in response to my description of them.
A4EA OEI ACET Al OAAIT 16 EO A OAAI x1 Ol Ah ADPPOAEAI
sensitized, transformed imagination that functics in and of itself as an organ of perception. In

other words, not fantasy, not dreaming, not hallucination, but the perception of an aspect of a
greater reality not ordinarily seerd 3 EA EAA OOOAEAA AT A AT AOiI Al OA
who had experid AAA. OEEO OOEOAI EIi ACET AOET 18 AAOT OO
those who are nonreligious.

The key to understanding human consciousness is the key to understanding that unique part of
the human psyche, which makes us different from the résof the animal kingdom. Some
scientists argue that consciousness is a result of the brain function. There are ample clinical and
experimental evidence showing deep correlations between the anatomy, physiology, and
biochemistry of the brain, on the one had, and conscious processes, on the other. It is common
knowledge that a blow on the head leading to brain concussion or compression of the carotid
arteries limiting the oxygen supply to the brain can cause loss of consciousness. A lesion or
tumor in the temporal lobe of the brain is often associated with very characteristic changes of
consciousness that are strikingly different from those observed in persons with a pathological

76



process in the prefrontal lobe, which enable the neurologist to identify area ttie brain afflicted
by the pathological process and surgically or physiologically correct the situation.

In the studies of the states of waking, sleeping and dreaming, neuroscientists such as Allan
Hobson (1999) was able to construct a model based ondhntensity, memory and modulation to

explain the different degree of consciousness and thus able to postulate the brain mechanism
responsible for consciousness. These facts are usually presented as conclusive evidence that the
brain is the source of humanconsciousness. However, these facts only show the close
correlation between the changes in the brain function and specific changes in consciousness, but

do not address the problem of its origin and natureThese facts failed to explain the phenomen

of the neardeath and other experiences which have been significantly verified by collective
affirmation. 4 EAOA AOA EOOO AEIT 1T CEAAI AT1TOAET 001 AoC
AEEEAOAT O A£OT 1 OAI T OET 1 &rhspofse Felatidisip iwhil©theRakté 51 ¢ A
spiritual in nature which manifests itself only when our biological state dominates or ceases to

be.

Perhaps there are differential biological, psychological and spiritual consciousnesses, with the
latter transcending beyond the phical. Biological consciousness is determined through the five
senses via the brainwhich is being restructured through a process of conditioning while
psychological consciousness has been conditioned as a result of the socialization process and
also stored in the brain as the material substrate. Thus biological and psychological
consciousness can correlates with the degree of damages to the biological brain. Howevbke, t
dimension of consciousness that is outside the realm of the correlation between spkci
conditions of the brain and consciousness, such as in seifluced holotropic state, neardeath
(NDE), out-of-body experiences j / " %q AT A OOEOAI Ei ACET AOET 16
experiences demonstrate that consciousness can, under certain circatances, operate
independently of its material substrate and can perform functions that reach far beyond the
capacities of the brain.

With death the biological and psychological modes of existence or consciousness die with it and
it is perhaps at that manent the spiritual consciousness come to the fore and expresses itself as
the spiritual dimension of our being.In all these situations consciousness then separated from
various close and remote locations unvisited beforeThis spiritual consciousness will then be
not bounded by material substrates.There are many other types of transpersonal phenomena
that can mediate accurate information about various aspectsf the universe that had not been
previously received and recorded in the brain as uncovered particularly in out of body
experiences (OBE).

There is a vast body of observations indicating that human consciousness can exist and function
independently of the body and of the physical sense3here is a spiritual consciousness which,
through life experiences, incorporates that which is acquired through our biological and
psychological consciousnessThese evidences come from parapsychology, anthropology, LSD
research, experiential psychotherapy, thanatology, and the study of spontaneously occurring
non-ordinary state of consciousness. All these disciplines have amassed impressive data
demonstrating clearly that human consciousness is capable of doing many thmthat the brain

AT O1T A 1106 T OOEAT U AT AT A AOA AZEZEEOI AA AU OATI
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stated that studies into consciousness research is not incompatible withe findings of science,

but only with the philosophical conclusions that were inappropriately drawn from these
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at is important to emphasize that the cosmology described in this book is not in conflict with the
facts and observations of any scientific discipline. What is beguestioned and challenged is the
appropriateness of the philosophical conclusions drawn from these observations. The ideas in this
book do not change any of the specifics described by materialistic science. They simply provide an
overarching metaframework for the phenomena constituting consensus reality. According to the
materialistic worldview, the universe is a mechanical system that essentially created itself and
consciousness is an epiphenomenon of material process. The findings of transpersonablpgyc

and consciousness research strongly suggest that the universe might be a creation of superior
cosmic intelligence and consciousness an essential aspect of existence.

There exist no scientific findings that demonstrate the priority of matter ovemsoiousness and

the absence of creative intelligence in the universal scheme of things. Adding the insights from
consciousness research to the findings of materialistic science provides a more complete
understanding of many important aspects of the cosmdsr which we currently have
unsatisfactory and unconvincing explanations. These include such fundamental questions as the
creation of the universe, the origin of life on our planet, the evolution of species, and the nature and
function of consciousness.

Through human consciousnessjear-death experience(NDE) and other researches, it has been
established that there is a spiritual dimension of existence that is found in the human psyche.
AEEO ODPEOEOOAI AEI AT OCEIT 1T £ AddEGBATIRE O QA EIAAG
previous chapters challenge the ideas put forward by material monism when it comes to
explaining consciousness and the meaning of human existence. It is also established that the
traditional understanding of the scientific methodof investigation especially that applied to the
physical sciences cannot be used to establish the truth of the existence of human consciousness,
but nevertheless the method used to study the spiritual realm of our existence can be no less
scientific than the traditional scientific method. The following chapter will take on a different
perspective to establish the existence of the spiritual part of our being, using the same scientific
methods of deduction and induction as applied in establishing the traditinal physical sciences.
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CHAPTER 9

TAKING ANOTHER PERSPECTIVE IN UNDERSTANDING

Logic and Rationality

Traditionally in the philosophy of epistemology, that is the study othe nature and validity of
knowledge, Man does not know things @rectly but grasps only their impressions (phenomena).

It was reasoned that there are two approaches to the establishment of knowledge. Rationalism

Is concerned with the impressions made on the intellectan inbuilt sense of logic called
@ntuitive rationalismd h xEET A Al PEOEAEOI AOOAAI EOEAO ET T x
made on the senses. The former uses what is callddductive logic , while the latter uses what

is known asinductive logic.

In deductive logic, propositions are derived from prenises that are latent or intuitive, while
inductive logic ventures conclusions from particular knowledge through the senses that appear
to serve as evidence for themDeductive logic seems to find its source in oufhtuitive
rationalism@ an inbuilt source of reasoning that has no link to material physic&diological
substrate, which is spiritual in nature (more on this in later text).Deductive logic ismanifested
and used in mathematicsas a discipling while inductive logic isdemonstrative andused inthe
experimental sciences through some forms of instrumentationto be detected by the physical
biological senses

However this division is just academic because in real life the discovery and affirmation of
knowledge in the physical world requires both deduction and induction. Both types of reasoning

are observed to be used in mental processes by all humarend are essential in the
establishment of knowledgeOEAO AT 1T &£ 01 6 061 A OAi 1 OEOOAT O
question of a clear line of demaration adheringonly to one mode of reasoning or the other but
each isneeded to establish truthin general, particularly in a physical sense where induction is
needed.Only in inductive knowledge the@videnceédneeded is demonstrated differently for the
physical sciences and other nomphysical abstract phenomena.

11 PEATTTATA T &£ OEA xT OTA ET OEEO AEI AT OET T 1
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This includes all the physical and abstract phenomena; only in the physical field there is a higher

I AOGAT 1T &£ OOAAI EOUG j AAROOAET bugq AAAAOOA 1T &£ OEA
guestion that are confirmed by human consciousness throigthe common biological senses

that are universal. There are other abstract phenomena such as ideas or concepts that are
related to the political, philosophical, social and economic fields, for example, that are just as

6Q/§A‘|6 Al A DA’g‘)@‘)6'|'HAE~A@'|KA©K)~A©EOCE’”‘~/¥\L‘JO}A’AO’“lAEOOOEi‘| DAO
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acceptance.
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certainty adds on towards establishing the fundamental truths. All fundamental truths are
OAOOAA OEOI OCE EEGCEAO AACOAA 1T &£ AAOOAET OU OIi
universals and holistic, and theyconform to a n overall consistent logical framework which

can pass the test of timeln this respect, all fundamental truths can be established through

this method of deduction including abstract ideas and concepts that meet these criteria
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All scientific knowledge is discovera through deduction, to be verified by induction. Both

PDOi AAOOAO ET OAOAAO O1 AOOAAT EOE ETT xI AACA AT A
higher degree of certainty of these knowledge r&A T | A 01T AA Al AOOEZLZEAA AO
becawse of the repetitive nature in demonstrating the properties of occurrence of the concepts

IO EAAAONn AOO AOGAT AO OEA EEGCEAOO DI ETO 1T &
postulation, founded upon the probability principle. The higher degree of ceainty through
repetitive verifications detected by the physical senses has a higher degree of probability. This
higher degree of probability is verified by collective affirmations through the senses via some
direct or indirect media of detection.However, at the most fundamental level of physics ware

still talking about probability of occurrences of events, as in quantum mechanics and
thermodynamics where determinism is still uncertain (see the uncertainty principle in science,
Chapter7).

Problems ealier subsumed under induction are now apportioned to the methodology of the
sciences with physics being more scientific than biologgnd psychology for examples Scientific

knowledge is established first by deduction to be followed by induction which appals to the

senses that has material substrate, affirmed by collectiveerification through some media of
detection through our senses

The source of our deduction is found in oufintuitive rationalism 8a spiritual part of our being,
perhaps imaging a baracteristic of our Creator. Tle source of thisinnate quest for reasons
(deduction) which has an inbuilt logic cannot be explained by the biological brain. Scientific
thoughts (induction) are motivated by the extension of our imaginationz the curiosity to
introduce out-of-the-ordinary possibilities based on our@tuitive rationalism &to be tested by
induction in the attempt to establish a consistent logical frameworklater to be confirmed by
collective affirmation.

The geniuses are those who have laigher level of expression of their extendedinaginationd
(through the brain with a higher level of intelligence) and they postulate what appear to be far
fetched postulations to be tested by a higher form of deductive logic through mathematics (an
already accepted andis a disciplined form of deducive logic), and to some extent further
supported by induction of a physical nature through the senses. Mathematics is a discipline that
is an attempt to establish a consistent logical framework that has been miirmed by collective
affirmation. This is the basiswhich eventually leads tothe establishment of secalled scientific
knowledge. The acceptance ascientific knowledge is basedupon logic that conforms to @
overall consistent logical framework to beaffirmed by @ollective AT T OAET OOT AOOGA OGS

Not all accepted knowledge could be demonstrated through the senses, especially in the realm
of abstract matters. It is held by many that in deductive logic there is this inherently rational
interpret the reality that surrounds us. This @ntuitive rationalismdalways demands reasons for
the existence of phenomena that are affirmed bgollective consciousnes§ but not all reasons
are necessarily logicdly consistent The quest for the fundamental truths is to find answers to
establish the fundamental premises that conform to an overall consistent logical framework.

Logical reasoning is a discipline thatadheresto a casistent logical framework. The higher
AACOAA T &£ O1 AEAAOEOA OAAIT EOUS8 EO AOI OCEO AAI O
AT1 £ O0i 6 01 A OAI T OEOOAT O 11T CEAAT EOAI ATheOES
discoveries of scientfic knowledge follow this path of maintaining a consistent logical
framework in the process of induction.This type of reasoning is guided more by deductive logic
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and arrived at through a logical framework and this requires clear thinking, a consistentne of
reasoning that adheres to the fundamental premises that have beestablished

Thus logic is here taken to mean deductive logic with all of its ramification®eductive logic
always comes first before the call for induction, but in the realm of nommaterialistic
phenomena, deductive logic guided by clear thinking and indirect evidences through the
establishment of pointers accepted by collective affirmatiorthat are universals and holisticis
just as acceptable as knowledge established through theisnces by induction. To find logical
answers to postulations that arise as a result of adopting a consistelagical framework (clear
thinking through insights) and remain strong adherent to the fundamental premises arrived at
affirmed by ©ollective corsciousnes$ is no less a stroke of genius than geniuses in the scientific
field .

Inherent in rationalism is the belief in nativisim, which holds that certain perceptual and

AT1T AADOOAT AADPAAEOGEAO AOA OEIT 1T AQ#Betaampeltherl®@BEA 0O
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in the human mind itself. These presetingwtAE EAOA OEAEO AAOEO ET OE?-Z
pattern for all experiences, fix the rules for the formation of meaningful sentences, and explain

why languages are readily translatable into one another.

It should be added that what rationaliss have held about innate ideasare not that some ideas

are full-fledged at birth but only that the grasp of certain connections and sed#fvident
principles, when it comes, is due to inborn powers of insight rather than to learning by
experience. Such conceptsGa OAAAD OOOOAOOOAOGE 10O OETT AOA ¢
ET AOGAOGETTh AOO 1T AOAOOEAI AOGO AAAAPOAA AO 060600
explanation to a reality that we all concur through collective consciousnessand subsequent
affirmation) and conform to a n overall consistent logical framework that has universal
application . Collective affirmations of phenomena hae a universal characteristic that points to

the discovery of truths as we know it. Mathematics is another example @finate presettingdthat

enables us to grasp certain connections and sedvident principles that have inborn powers of

insight guided by innate rationality that conforms to a consistent logical framework.

Yyl O1T AAUBO Al 1T OA@O OE A Opostitatedtd lizidetebriineddog) e gends, ET O
but how these genetic materials interact to produce these insights are still to be understood by
science.Since insights are abstract characteristics of the phenomenal world the attempts to tie

these to any physich or biological substrate, by definition is futile and impossible.lt is
something we have torecognize and accept as real but are realms that are in a different
dimension of our being.Until such time, these concepts arbelieved to bearrived at through
AAAOGAOGEITT AT A EAOA AO OEAEO I felie@OtAd be la GuituaDET OO
dimension of our being This deductive logic is welfounded upon our intuitive rational mind

called Gntuitive rationalism 8and is a prerogative of the human spees, not found anywhere else

in nature among the other animal species.

In the field of epistemology, or theory of knowledge, rationalism hold that some, at least of

i AT6O0 ETTx1 AACA EO CAET AA OEOI OCE A POAaktn®E | B
from sense experience, which too ofterseems toprovide a confused and merely tentative
approach. Rationalists hold that some knowledge, though not all, arise through direct
apprehension by the intellect. What the intellectual faculty apprehendsare objects that
transcend sense experience universals and their relations . A universal is an abstraction, a
characteristic thatis found across all human species anuay reappear in various instances.
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abstraction affirmed by others (through ®ollective consciousnes8 (6] OAT 11 .
OT AT T OA B, whiéhlinrdsoriedinstances reflect the archetype unconscious of things of the

past in what Mircea Eliade refers to as th OAOAOT Al OAOO60OT 86 AO OEA
Stanislav Grof refers to as the holotropic state of consciousness at the individualistic
experiential level. This kind of knowledge, which includes the whole of logic and mathematics as

well as fragmentaryinsights in many other fields, is in the rationalist view the most important

and certain knowledge that the mind can achieve.

30AE OA DOEI OE ETI xI AACA8 EO AiI OE TAAAOGOGAOU
humans is observed to be univerdaamong Homo sapiensspiritulus. In critical philosophy,
epistemological rationalism finds expression in the claim that the mind imposes its own
inherent categories or forms upon incipient experiencs. It is within the grasp of understanding
OEAO OEEO®EOCAT®H x1 AACA6 1 AU AA OOAT Oi EOGOAA OEOI
still being expressed throughthe brain function, but the originating source 1T £ OEEO AAOC
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deductive logic with the other pointers leads us to believe that thisa priori knowledgedhas a

spiritual source, imaging the @nage of Godin which we are created.

)T OAIECEiITh OAOEITAI EOI EO Al inkdgd aboutddlighodsO O O
beliefs comes through the use of his natural faculties, without the aid of supernatural revelation.
O02AA01 18 EO EAOA OOAA ET A AOI AAAO OAT OAh OA
opposed to supernatural grace or faith. Bwever, this author opposes to the argument that this

view of rationalism is incompatible with faith, where faith is generally understood as without

reason. It is reasoned here that man is required to use his faculty to reason for the existence of
something that transcend the realm of the physical reality as we know it, by implication,
supported by deductive logic or ntuitive rationalism 8 However, the Geasonsin religious
rationalism may not beconsistently logical, but they need to beso if the fundanmental truths are

to be established

Whether the conclusions drawn can be regarded as fundamental truths depesidn establishing

a consistent logical frameworkto be concurred later by collective affirmation. This argument is

TTO0 OEA OAI AnotiérOof ratidralsm wherd Medbelieved that knowledge seen by his
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revealing the fundamental truths fromany outside divine warrant. Here, it is argued that using
rationalism to indicate the direction of beliefs and upon the acceptance of the reasons
supporting these beliefs it is not a case of divine revafion, but faith. These kinds of faith have

some rational bases of understanding but not necessarily founded upon a consistent logical
framework and therefore do not necessarily constitute the basis for the fundamental truth

When we cross over the realnof reality as we know it, we are talking about probability and
plausibility and beyond this we have ttAAAAD O OE A3 ORADERABAAAEOIbY OAO
the many pointers that have been established conforming to a consistent logical
framework through fai th. Through this then there is stronger ground supporting the belief
systems and therefore generate stronger conviction and commitmenguchfaith is therefore

Al 01 AAA OPiI 1T OAOGET Tbhnt it BwhighGs simplypdmbricing Kddwledde
confirmed by many but without proper understanding that is founded upon a consistent logical
framework.
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Both faiths nevertheless have their roots the foundation of intuitive rationalismRationalism
cannot be conceived to mean that you can only accept knowledgiher through reason alone or
through divine revelation, when reason can only apply to the realm of reality as we know it and
cannot be applied logically beyond things that are supernatural. Rationalism can only point to
the direction in which certain bdiefs could be heldby some reasoning or logical deduction,
beyond which faith takes over.lt is in establishing the pointers through logical deduction
within a consistent logical framework based upon universalism and holism that the
fundamental truths can be revealed and accepted. When rationalism is applied to religionor
Gpiritualism Gwe must be prepared to accept this tenet.

Scientific truth of knowledge is accepted because it was first conceptualized by deduction to be
verified by induction which is concurred by collective affirmation through the senses by way of
some measuring instruments that conform to a consistent logical frameworthat has universal
applications. The verifiable facts in science are founded upon a consistent logical
framework that has universal applications and can pass the test of time . It is therefore
possible, using deductive logic to arrive at the fundamental truths through this process, which
have as their core affirmations made by all those who encounter the experiencesiversally to

be guided by a consistent logical framework.

If you introspect, you will find that the @uths &(in the form of @Gawsd in the physical sciences are
first formulated through deductive logic later established through induction  that conform to

an overall consistent logical framework , which is affirmed collectively through repetitive
recurrences, verifiable through colletive senses. Mathematics as a science is an example that is
disciplined along this schema, although it is not of a materialistiphysical nature. Deductive
logic also allows us to accept the fundamental truths collectively affirmed by all those who
experience them through deduction (intuitive rationalism) that conform to a consistent logical
framework that is universally applicable

It is therefore possible to arrive atthe fundamental truths in our sphere of existence, only up to
the point as determined by all those elements of our creation. It is not possible to arrive at the
absolute truth because this will transcend beyond ousphere of existence and outside the realm
of physical creation as we know it. Even the physical sciences cannot claim to have uncovered
the absolute truths. The best that could be achieved is to establish all those pointéestablished
hypotheses and veifications) using an overall consistent logical frame of reference basedpon
deductive logic.

Problem in arriving at the fundamental truths is found in our shifting terms of reference there

is no consistency in maintaining the fundamental premisesWwiOEET AT U AAZEET AA
OAEAOAT AAG OEAOA T AU AA OI T A OAITEA 11 CEAAI AO
consistently logical across all situations. There is therefore no universal application. The
fundamental truths can only be establishA A EAZ OEA OOAOI O T £ OAEAOAT
overall logical framework. This refusal to accept an overall consistent logical frameworks
influenced by our psychology and in turn by the derivativesThey are many people who

refuse to accept logi cal deduction that is founded upon a consistent logical framework

simply because of the complexities of their psychological makeup of pride and up -one-
man-ship or at the psychosocial level as part of the derivatives

Because of the strong biological angsychological forces that bind us there islso a greater
tendency to adopt an anthropomorphic approach to analyzing things, even that which are
pertaining to the spiritual. Anthropomorphism is a result of our biological and psychological
conditions. Evenybody has his or her ownmultiple frames of references basedipon his or her
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psychological makeup and further complicated by the shifting of references to concur with their
conditioned emotional dispositions.

We need to look for the basic premises that arfundamental, premises that are common and
acceptable bythe majority (that is tending towards universal application). We must avoid
anthropomorphism when we come to @ciphering all that are spiritual, based upon biological,
psychological and derivative &ctors. We must then hold steadfast to these fundamental
premises within the established logical framework and be consistent to pursue further
knowledge and the understanding of issues that arise therfom to be dictated by this
framework. It is by this mean that we hope to establish the fundamental truths concerning the
existence ofa Creator orGod, about the existence of our spiritual nature, human nature and the
meaning of life, all of which are in the spirituatealm of our existence.

Logic paradigm starts with fundamental premises . Validity of any logical arguments starts
with the acceptance of thanore likelihood of truth of these fundamental premises.In logic, the
argument form or test form of an argument must fit in with the logical sequence where the
first two fundamental premises have been forwarded as the more likelihood to be true. A test to
establish a new fundamatal truth that is hopefully within an overall consistent logical
framework is demonstrated in the following example:

0A O{EA AO ) ,,fi'Pst@@dﬁngnEI Qe~m[§))'. I Ao j
*AOOO08 EO sdooddAroadhilipmisg| OAS 8 j
EAOAEI OAR .(éwhodi@iehBirawk tdt is @alid ithirBhormal sequence of deducijon

Thus theargument form or test form is:

Pis G
Jis P.
Therefore, Jis G

All we have done in theargument form ortestfom EO O ©O0O 008 Al O
and'J' for 'Jesus'; what results is théormT £ OEA 1T OECET A1 AOCOi Al

Oh xE
AO 1T OA TEEAI U 61 AA O1 EOAOOAI AOOEOAA AO £EOI
universally accepted.
In fact, thefirst fundamental pr emise x EEAE EO AOOEOAA AO EO1T i 10
how we define God in the first place, which is universally conceived. The second fundamental )
premise is a preposition (thetestformq OEAO xEI I AA OOAEAAOAA O E

be based upon deduction upon evidences (pointers) found elsewhere. Each individual sentence

of the agument form is the sentence fornof its respective sentence in the original argument.
Following this sequence of logical deduction will present a valid gument. However, to accept

the conclusion as the fundamental truth we have yet to establish an consistent logical
AOAI AxT OE ET OEA 1T OAOAIT O1T AAOOOAT AET C 1T &£ OEEC(

Subsequent premises are derived from the acceptae of the fundamental premiss and the
conclusion drawn, O * Etdat i$ Within the logical sequence of deduction. The second
fundamental premise is put forward as dest form to be tested by induction of a physical nature

I O OEOI OCE AOOHA|I BEGRADOA AORBI EAIIOOEOOAT O1 U 11T CEA/
OOOOE 1T £ OEA OOAOGAI AT O OEAO O*AOOO EO 0AOEAAOD
"1 A0 8
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4AEOO0 EA OEA Ai 1Al OOEIT AOAx1T OEAO O* &OOwisE O

"'T A8 AT A O6*AOOO EO 0AOAEAAO ,1 OGA8h xEAOA PDPIEITO
OEAOAh OEAT xA EAOA O61 AAAADPO OEA Ai 1Al OOEIT I
EAT Ah EZA£ OEA AEO0OO A£OT AGA Al AT E ® OAI ADAE DDA ARAC
EAOA OF AEAIT T AT CA OEA OAATTA AOT AAT AT OA1 DOAI I
AOAxT OEAO O0*AOOO EO "1 A8 EAO O AA AAAT AT T AAc

(I xAGAOh EAZA OEA OOAOANOAT O A GbkiAg challehgkd theéd @A | E O
AEAT 1T AT CAO EAO O bDPOhdAT A& A DO O OrABIEEHEOABOT ,OIAD AR
AEAT 1T AT CAO EAOG O AOOAAI EOE ODPOIT £0O8 10 i OEA
alternative fundamental premises. Failue to do this, then this paradigm of argument or test

£ O0f 1T AAAET ¢ OI OEA OAnEAl Ad TBAOGOBI T AAEABADA
follows the sequence of thaest form.

As another example of trying to refute a fundamental premise when weput forward the
AT 1T xETC A£0O01 AAT AT OA1 DPOAI EOA OACAOAET ¢ xEAOE
stated in the affirmative as:

EEO O1 A O @élActive lodiclC I &€piritual given and not learned 6,

Then using scientific rationalismto refute this is to put forward an alternative contra
explanation that

(his @atural light 8(deductive logic ) is determined by our genetic make -up and is then
learned 6

(as an alternate fundamental premise)that this has somehovl/ an impact on the brain mcesses
Ol CEOA OGa&uwehlighddthat @ deddintable for theOET OECE088 , AO OO0 C
contra- preposition based upon the argument or test form.

We have to accept thighsight8as real as any other physical objects because it is agrtomenal
feature confirmed by collective consciousnesg\ccepting this rational, then the next stefor the
scientific rationalist is to find the mechanism that ould account for this. The scientific
rationalist will pursue this kind of proof by induction or to find other pointers to support his
contention; but, as yet no evidence has been discoverext pointers put forward to support this
contra fundamental premise It does not mean that the assumption is wrong, but until such time
when empirical demonstration or other pointers can be presented thisundamental premiseis
still a postulation. If scientific evidences or more pointers based on deductive logic can be
established to demonstrate otherwise refuting the first fundamental premise, then thdirst
fundamental premise has to be revised to be consistent with the established pointers.

On the other hand, ifmore pointers based on deductive logic, without the conventional
scientific evidence of an inductive nature,can be established to support thefirst proposed
fundamental premise, that is Ghis @atural light 6(deductive logic) is a spiritual given and

not learned @, then this first fundamental premise has to be accepted because it conforms to a
overall consistent logical framework as a more credible &rnative than otherwise.

Thusd AARO OEEO AEOAOI OOAT AAh EO EO ANOAI T U bIAO
come from the spiritual part of our being(the first proposed fundamental premise), not related

to our biological and psychologichmakeupAT A EO A OA &I AAOEI T 1T &£ OEA
are made.
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This @atural light8is what | would call our natural Gntuitive rationalism § which is universal
among the human species. Its universality seems to support that it is not genetigaubstrated
as it is manifested consistently among Homo sapierspiritulus in all conditions of variation in
the species.This is one of many pointers that support the fundamental premise. It is not a mere
form of spiritual @evelationdeither because ofits universal manifestation with a common in
built rationalism. Further efforts to establish the fundamental truth concerning this is to find
other pointers that logically support the higher probability of this contention. Since the
postulation is founded upon a spiritual premise as opposed to a physical (biological) premise,
evidences toestablishthis premise can only be gathered from those pointers consistent with the
acceptance by our intuitive rational mind and not necessarily one of direct materialigt nature.

The above arguments and consciousness research put forward in the earlier chapters atbaer
pointers more supportive of this position and it seems more convincing than the scientific
rationalist position with its yet-to-be established evidene of a materialistic natureor other
pointers to refute the contention. After all, the fact that science has its roots the inherent
deductive logic is another significant pointer that this@tuitive rationalism 8has no source of a
physical or biological rature.

The above logical argumert for the existence ofa Creator orGod using cosmology (Chapter 4)
have helped us establish pointers that point to the existence of a spiritual part of our being or
for some quarters a Creator or God, along with the otherhapters (Chapters 3, 5, 6 and 7) that
dealt with the sciences of cosmology and biology, the archetype ontology of societies and
collective consciousness. We will now use the same basis of scientific rationalism to establish
another pointer for the existence ofthe Creator orGod by adopting a spiritual perspective using
our @htuitive rationalism &in maintaining a consistent logical framework.

The Existence of A Creator through Scientific Rationalism

The basic tool of science is builupon deductive logc to be affirmed by empiricism. This
deductive logic must conform to a consistent logical framework  first and later verifiable

by collective affirmation , before the fundamental truths can be accepted . This same
deductive logic, as it is used to establisthe sciences, can likewise be used to establish the
existence ofa Creator orGod, unless we reject the notion that it is through deductive logic that
OAEAT AA &£ OT A EOO GCOAAOAOO DPOI T £#8 4EOO EOOO A
universal OOT 118 1T £ AAAOAOE O Aspititilug, EhA exidiende o Cré&atorof T 1 1
T A AAT Al 01 AA DOl OAAdikehhédd & De eRistedc@ BFfA CrlatoOdr O D C
God just as it is possible to prove thdikelihood existence of tle atoms and electrons, using

exactly the same deductive and inductive logic that are supposedly ascribedth® sciences.

To start with we have to accept thighsight8of the possible existence of a Creatas real as any

other intangible physical objeds (or concepts)because it is a phenomenal featurkke any other

intuitive concepts confirmed by collective consciousnessvhich is universally recognized It is

OEAT A POT AAOGO 1T £ AGAOAEOETI ¢ 100 AAAOAQGEDOA 11
Ob1 ET OAOOGE OEAO AiT & Oi O1 A AiT1OEOOAT O 11 CE
fundamental truth.

In science he inductive proof is found in the physical instruments that have been created to
measure the deductive notion of the properties othe phenomenon in question detectable
through the sense8 4EA 111U AEAEZAOAT AA EO OEAO OEA
differently in the realm of science that has its basis deductive knowledge, and the deductive

T 1T OET iCredtofé Blrytiing about science, the existence of something is inferred through
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demonstrable repetitive occurrences of events of its behaviors (induction) arrived at through
deductive logic.

In physical science the instruments used to demonstrate the properties are linkedith the
physical equipments that have been invented, which in real essence is indirect from the
observer and the phenomena in question, while thehstrumentsdused to demonstrate the
properties of the @reatordare more complex (not so much physical imature) and may involve
more indirect means, collectively affirmed byother pointers.

4EQOO0 OEA AQEOOAT AA 1T &£ OAI AAOOITOG8 10 1TACAOEO.
demonstrate the laws of their properties. Can we see and feel electrons? Ge@ see and feel
negative particles? Surely we cannot. How do we know they exist? Our knowledge of them
comes indirectly, via intermediary equipmens, the data from which must be processed and
interpreted. Indeed the discovery of the electrons was inferredhrough a process ofdeductive

logic even beforesome instruments were invented to detect their properties. The idea of the
electrons must have been conceived first through deduction. It is through this deduction that
means were devised to empirically estblish their existencevia the senses

They can be demonstrated to exist repeatedly through media that utilize the properties and law
of physics to transform them into something that we can detect through our sensgse.g. gases,
light spectrum, electrostatic charges, electricity, radio waves, electromagnetic forces,
gravitational forces, the strong and weak nuclear forcesand a lot of other electrical and
electronic phenomena Their existences are only accepted when these media can be
invented to detect them and use the discovered properties to further invent other
equipments which our senses can detect .

The existence of many of the basiphenomenaof nature, e.g. electromagnetismiadio waves,
transmissions of light and sound, the atoms and moleculesquantum mechanics,
thermodynamics,quasars, etc., alreadgxisted in pre-historical times and pre-scientific agesbut
were discovered only when media were invented to transform them into something that our
senses could detect, which confirmed their exisihceby collective sensoryaffirmation.

(T xAOAOh OEA bDi 0001 AGAO OEAO AT AAT A OEA AQ@EO
deduction. The properties of electrons were postulatedby deduction and tested empirically by
induction. It is through the i nvention of media of detection that we begin to understand

OEA DPOI PAOOGEAO 1T &£ OEAOA DPEATTIT AT A AndwepdefeeA T OA
the media we can then measure and define these properties more accurately. As the media
become more refined ad perfected, the more we get to know about their properties and the
greater we can draw benefits from them and utilize these properties for thenaterial benefits of
mankind. This is the secalled scientific method. At the heart of the scientific method is
deductive logic to be affirmed by induction.

Within limits we are able to discover the fundamental laws governing the phenomenon in
question, but it is not possible to discover the absolute laws, which transcend beyond that which
no medium can detect.Even with the discovery of the quantum theory of the atom and the
composition of light, there still remains a great mystery as to whether a photon or electron is a
particle or a wave. In fact in quantum theory there is as yet no definitive conclusion, or iadd
whether it is at all possible to draw any concrete conclusion as to the nature of matteecause
this knowledge seems to transcend beyond our sphere of existence

87



The indeterminative nature of the electron points to its norexistence if not for the doserver.

4EA NOAT O00i OEAT OU AO TTAA AOETI CcO OEA O1 AARAOOC
between the observer and the observed object and this is 4&firmed by other observers.

Without this complementary interaction, to be reaffirmed by other like beings, sensory or
otherwise, nothing exists. Thus it brings to realization that the spiritual part of us is very much

I ETEAA xEOE OEA 1 AOGAOCEAI x1 Ol A AT A OEA OATI11A
things into existence.

What is the measure by which we say something exists? Take for example, a concrete block. We
ETTx EO AGEOOO AAAAOOA xA AAT EEAE EO AT A 1060
own personal experiences through the senses we make the assumption thilaé existence of the

AT 1T AOAOA AiITAE EO Ol i AOGEET C OEAO EO ET AAPAT AAI
sense organs affirm this existence, independent of our senses, and therefore we can accept that

it exists independent of our own personal gperience. We accept its existence through our

OAT 11 AAGEOA Avher® AE iov@r@helning Ahddity of like species affirm its
existence This example is a clear indication that even at the biological levels it requires a

i AREAT EOT 1T OOIOARKOEDA A1 @BA AGEOOAT AA 1T £ O i AOEE
OEAOAS EO Al TOAT U TETEAA xEOE OEA 1 AAEATbEOI 1
induction of some sorts either materially or phenomendy. Thus an induction of a di#rent kind

from the physica,l OE OT OCE AT 1 OAT 6000 1 £ 1 EEA AdhdEdogoimsi O O
to a consistent logical framework can also be a valid form of induction

To take this one step further, in the case of those people who have colomlness, a deficiency

01 OAA OEA Ail11 0O OOAASh & O AgAi Pl Ah OEA ATT

COAODP8 $i1 A0 OEA AT11 0 Oochdatceph @ef  Exists Hetadsehd 1 1 T O

overwhelmlng majority of the people say thatt O A@GEOOO AOAT OEI OCE OEAL
i AETx EET A A xAU Ol AEOOET COEOE OEEO AEAOAA

elther directly or through any medium of detection, then it does not exist.

This same deductive logic & be used to prove the existence @ Creator, in the same way that
electrons or other QhysicaldphenomenaA OA OPOT OAAE OI AGBEOO8 4EA A
OE1 OA ipl9sicAlithhds in our sphere of creation is through the invention of media fo
detection. The existence ofthe Creator can be proved by the medim that He has already
createdz CreationandUs.7 A AOA OEAT OEA 1 AAEOI 10O OET 60000I
image is being detected! Only the medium is more complex and indirect and itenanifestation

is to be affirmed collectively through the species Homo sapierspiritulus, an instrument that has

been naturally created to measure the existence of the Creatdihis fact of indirect detection by

the medium is a form of induction, just asnstruments are invented to detect the electrons,
electromagnetic waves, etc. in the science3he idea of God or a Creator is thefurther
established by other pointers(by induction) that conform to a consistent logical framework.

In evolutionary term the structure of the brain must have evolved to the point where it is able to
attune to receivethe Creator® spiritual image just as the computer, being the hardware, must be
attuned to receive the wireless signals from the internet. Just as the maker dfet computer
hardware has to gradually allow theconfigurations of the motherboard and the wiring of the
CPU to evolve in order to receive the radio wavethe Creatorhas designed the evolution of the
brain to arrive at Homo sapiensspiritulus to receive Hs image.

Our very existence on earth with all its complexities and ingenious design must be created as a
medium to receive something that is the ultimate. The complexities of the human form, the
intricate design of the human brain with all the human faglties of consciousness, knowing,
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insights, intuitive rationalism and our emotional states, are demonstrative that wenust surely
be the medium in which our Creator or God is beingevealed

Recently in the study of the human brain it was discovered thatt the inner centre of the brain
OEAOA EO A ci AT A AAI 1T AA OEA OPET AAT CIATAG8 10
found that the size of this gland correlates closely to the spiritual conditions of humans and past
cultures have proven hat the spiritual expressions are closely related to this gland. It has been
found that the size of this pineal gland correlates closely to the spiritual states of the individuals
when they are undergoing holotropic state of consciousness. This pineal gtars found unique

to the human species and cannot be found among other animal species. This scientific discovery
thus supports the concept of the medium by which the invisible spiritual force is being detected

in humans.

AEOOh OEEO OET 1td €Aréh foE th® Qitinét& ferreddtd @rAviously or the
OPEOEOOAI EOI OEAO EO OAAT CI EUAA AO DPAOO 1T &£ 060
the emotional part of us, our natural propensity to love, all of these affirmed by others, reflesc
OEikag® 1 £ 'IT A OEAO EO ET 008 4EEO OEI T AOA8 E
Ol AAROT UET ¢ & OAA 100 OET OOEOEOA OAUWHEE urdel t& O1 & F
understand the source of our being. In as far as we hawet to understand how the genes

ET OAOAAO OiI CEOA OO OEEO OEdsakBpit part of bur BEelh@® A Ol
which cannot as yet be explained by our present knowledge of chemistry, neurology and
DPEUOGEI 1T cU8 4ikO0donkiEAe3A0T DAODAOAA AU 1T 60 OAITI1I
are indications that our mind exists8 4 EA AQGEOOAT AA 1 &£ OEA OI ET AS
understood in a physical sense, points to the existence of a spiritual order of a higher lewadle

are therefore, in our existing biological form (with the structure ofthe human brain included,

the material substrate in which the properties of the mind is being manifested), is the medium

by which the existence of Godr our Creatoris being detected.

~

T ZAAOh OEEO OAT 11 AAOEOA Ai 1 OAEI OO1 AOOGS ETAI O
the non-ordinary states of consciousness mentioned above but also includes all things that are
perceived to exist, because our individual experiences of ophysical senses are affirmed by the
collective consciousness of the human species. If the collective consciousness does not affirm
those physical aspects of our experiences they do not exist and are regarded as deliria and
considered to be unreal and imginary, caused by the malfunctioning of the brain, again a
contra-state being affirmed by the collective. Our collective consciousness does not only share to
bring the material world into existence, which is indirectly a measure of Ga# creation, but it

also shares our spiritual part of our being.

Interestingly enough are the many studies of the Near Death Experiences (NDE) of those who
have undergone this and the collective affirmations of very similar descriptions of the
phenomenon across all ages, gendrs and cultures that point to the existence of the spiritual
part of our being and the affirmation of the afterlife.Thus, it is through this sharing of the
spiritual part of our collective consciousness just as the sharing of the material existence that
demonstrates the existence of the spiritual part of our being and our collective intuitive urge for
the existence of a Creator that is God.

There can never be any scientific proof for the existence of God because He exists in a different
dimension of beng. His existence can only be detected indirectly through the instrument that is
attuned to receive the transmission signals and that instrument is Homo sapierspiritulus. We

can further deduce His existence through the pointers which are sedvident guided by our
intuitive rational mind. Ultimately, as expressed by a great mathematician who is the one that
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thinks most logically there is only in the mygterious equation of love that the most logical reason
can be found.

Until a robotic model can be preseBAA AO AOEAAT AA T &£ 100 OETT AO/
accept the tenet that we are the medium in whictthe Creatos or' 1 A8 O OPOT PAOC
detectedand brought into existence in the realm of our dimension of life through our collective
consciouslA OOh AO Ai AT AEAA ET OEA OiI ET A8 ET xEEAE
existence ofa Creator or God, the humanity that is found in all of us must surely mean
something that is a reflection of an extrinsic being; otherwise the spiritual part of o human

nature cannot possibly be accounted for. Our spiritual dimension of existence which is
undeniably real from the previous deliberations must be a measure of the spiritual existence of

A Ol OOAA8 4EAO OiI OOAA EO xEAOOXKCEADI ADAROB A
conceived to be.

yl OEA ' ATAOGEO 00T OU xA AOA OT1 A OEAO OEA 0OiC
AOAAAOE 1T &£ 1 ELZA88 4EEO OAOARAAAOE T &£ 1 EEARE EO C
OEEOI OEAB8OQBET AA xA AOA OI 1 A OEAO xA AOA 1106 A
i AAOOOA OEEO OES theQricdpropekids AEGoddk e Brdadr, but only some
aspects of His NatureWe exist in our biological and psychological forms wibh interfere with

our spiritual form, but God by definition exists only in spiritual form.Just as the invention of
instruments measuring the electrons defining their properties becoming more accurate and
exacting, which as yet not perfected, God or thed&ator has to create (recreate) a more perfect

human being in order that somemore of His true properties can be known.

Taking this perspective it then makes more sense to understand why Jesus Christ has to come
and He is referred to as the new Adam, wi@kA OEA E£EOOO ! AAi EAA-OEAI
born perfect medium came into being. Thus it i®nly through Jesus Christ thathe concept of

God or the Creator can be directly verified andome aspects of the true properties of God, as is
humanly possble as the receiving medium yet not entirely, are made known. We have thus to
examine closely this man Jesus who has claimed that he is God incarnate. Our next focus in our
pursuit must therefore inevitably lead to examining this one individual in the whée of human

history who is the only human being who claimed to be God. How much can we believe this
claim? We will examine this claim more closely latercollectively using our intuitive rational

mind which is commonly shared among the Homo sapienspiritulus species As an imperfect

i AAEOI h ET x 1 OAE Al xA O1T AAOOGOAT A '"TA80 OO0OO0OA 1
that we have been created? We shall examine these issues at a later part of this book.

If the argument above is convincing enough thahere is a Creator of the Universand life, or

that there is someone who is preserving the nomxistence of the universe and that there is a
OPEOEOOATI PDPAOO 1T &£ OO xEEAE EO OEA OO01 01 8h xE?Z
O' 1 A3 Eotvediwith@ur BvbsGwhere does this lead us? Now that we provthrough the

pointers that have been established through deductive log®EA O A # OAiklkéydo T O C
exist and that we have a spiritual dimension of existence, then why vage here, whither are we

going and where do we stand in thetotal scheme of things? The next direction of our

ET OAOOEGCAOETT xEIl AAiT1 OO0OAOA OEAO O' 1T A EO x
purpose in mind.

The problem in establishing other pointersthat conform to a consistent logical framework is to
find a vantage position that can explain other aspects of the human condition, such as why there
are so much apparent sufferings and injustices in the world, the meaning of life in our existéadt
form, all of which appears to contradict the belief in the fundamental premise of a loving Creator
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