ERCIAN TESTAMENT

ETH-COM----THIRD SESSION: Erc, Infinite and Eternal

10.    ETH-COM----THIRD SESSION
“Erc XE "Erc" , Infinite XE "Infinite"  and Eternal”

QUESTION 1:
How do you support your view of Erc XE "Erc" , in your eyes the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God" , the Cause XE "Cause"  of causes XE "Cause of causes" , God-Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious" ?


ANSWER 1:

I support it with philosophical concepts XE "concepts"  and arguments XE "arguments" . My fields of vocational interest have been Religion and Philosophy. I became a student of both when an insatiable hunger for knowledge XE "knowledge"  of God XE "God"  filled my soul XE "Soul"  and my life XE "Life" .

I read books XE "books"  on many subjects. Among them, there were a few on the subjects of evolution XE "evolution" , and on theories of how our universe XE "universe"  came about and how it will end. Suffice it to say, that does not qualify me as a physicist, an astronomer, or any other kind of scientist. I neither claim to be an expert on science nor an expert in my chosen fields of Religion and Philosophy. The only credentials I can offer come from my formal education XE "education" .

It took me a long time XE "Time"  to graduate from college, because I took time off in between the times I attended. Starting in 1962 or 1963 if I remember correctly, I began my studies in New York University. There I passed an English course for foreigners, but failed miserably in Calculus. I should have waited to take that course after gaining more proficiency with the language XE "language" . It was the first time in my life XE "Life"  as a student I got an F grade.

Throughout that course, I could not understand what the teacher was explaining. I left the final exam completely blank, just my name on it. Mind you, I did not leave the classroom early. I sat there in a state of catatonia and deep depression from the beginning of the exam period until the teacher called for the papers. When the teacher saw my blank masterpiece, he asked me what happened. I just lowered my head and nodded from side to side indicating my failure to know. There I was, the until-then top three percent of the class student failing an exam.

When I arrived at the subway station to go home, I looked at the rails. A dreadful thought crossed my mind, but I quickly dismissed it. Years later, I would realize that bad XE "Bad"  idea XE "Idea"  had come from the Beta-Minus field XE "Field"  of Mind-Space XE "Space" . It would be the last time XE "Time"  I received a failing grade in college.

In 1964 my parents, brother XE "brother"  and sister XE "Sister"  arrived from Cuba after making a six-month stopover in Spain. No longer on my own and with the warm support of my family XE "family"  I went back to school XE "School" . To make a long story short, up North I attended Bernard Baruch College, Hunter College and back to NYU where I made the Dean’s Honor Roll one semester. After I moved to Miami, I attended Miami-Dade Community College and Florida International University.  There, in the fall of the year 2000 at the age of fifty-seven, I graduated Summa Cum Laude with a Bachelor’s degree. My Major was English and my Minor was Philosophy. That same year The Phi Beta Kappa Society invited me to join its ranks. In the spring of the year 2001, I became a member.

Spare time XE "Time"  or part-time, if you will, is all I had for both my formal and informal education XE "education" . For over twenty-eight years, I worked full-time (including many hours of overtime) as a distribution clerk for the United States Postal Service. That was my final occupation before I retired. There, on March 2001 in the International Service Center of Miami, I received an award for superior performance, for doing my best to serve the American public and mail customers all over the world XE "World" .

Although I am a very private person, I give you this biographical information so that you have an idea XE "Idea"  of my educational XE "educational"  and occupational background. You are entitled to know that much about me, since I am in a sense intruding into your personal life XE "Life"  with my religious XE "religious"  beliefs XE "beliefs"  and concept XE "concept"  of God XE "God" .

Q 2:
In other words, you do not want to portray yourself as any more or any less than what you are. Is that right XE "Right" ?

A 2:
That is correct. I am not an authority on any field XE "Field" , I hold no Doctorate degree, and I have not been working at MIT or some other place where super intelligent people put ideas XE "Ideas"  together XE "together" . Just see me as a man doing his proligious XE "proligious"  duty, attempting to contribute to the common search for knowledge XE "knowledge" .

I did not have a microscope, a telescope, or any other scientific instrument to help me conduct my search. All I had was my mind. If philosophers prove my reasoning is flawed, I apologize XE "apologize"  beforehand for the deficiencies in my logical skills; and if science proves (or has already proven) my concepts XE "concepts"  false, I beg their forgiveness XE "forgiveness"  in advance. In neither case, however, do I feel embarrassment or shame. I have done my best.

The way I figure it, if one—just one—of the ideas XE "Ideas"  I present here prove to be new XE "New"  knowledge XE "knowledge" , then my efforts have not been in vain. Moreover, if it led to a new theory of the universe XE "universe" , that would be tremendous. That would make me very happy. It is in that spirit XE "Spirit"  of erthood (brotherhood and sisterhood) that I communicate this information.

Q 3:
Let us begin then. To rephrase this session’s first question, how did you begin your search for God XE "God" ? What is your first argument XE "argument" ?

A 3:
My first conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that something does not come from nothing.

It is a mistake to think that our universe XE "universe" , which is “something” was created or evolved out of “nothing.”

By definition, the word “nothing” denotes the complete absence XE "absence"  of substance XE "substance" , form, energy XE "energy" , matter XE "Matter" , or any other kind of “presence XE "presence" .”

There is no being in “nothing”: no actuality XE "actuality"  and no potentiality XE "potentiality" , nothing that exists there and nothing that can be born out of there.

The religious XE "religious"  belief XE "belief"  that God XE "God"  created the world XE "World"  out of nothing is what gives many people that notion. This kind of God can do anything, even if it is logically impossible.

One does not have to go any further than the definitions or meanings of the words “nothing” and “something” to know that this first conclusion XE "conclusion"  is self-evident and true XE "True" . Logic guarantees it.

Q 4:
What is your second conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 4:
My second conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that something has always existed.

Since something does not come from nothing, it follows that something has always existed. It would not make any sense to say that “nothing” existed for an “eternity XE "eternity" ” until the time XE "Time"  that “something” came into being.

The logical fact is that “something” is eternal XE "eternal" , and that something we should call “God XE "God" ,” and that God I have named “Erc XE "Erc" .”

Q 5:
What is your third conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 5:
My third conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that Erc XE "Erc"  is energy XE "energy"  and motion XE "Motion" .

Logic indicates that what has always existed must be “energy XE "energy" ” and be in “motion XE "Motion" .” How do we know that is true XE "True" ?

Our universe XE "universe"  has energy XE "energy" -matter XE "energy-matter" , and this energy-matter XE "Matter"  could not have come from a source XE "Source"  that did not have it.

By the same kind of reasoning that allows us to know that “something does not come from nothing,” we know that “something with energy XE "energy"  cannot come from something without energy.”

Likewise, something in motion XE "Motion"  cannot come from something that never “moved” through an eternal XE "eternal"  past XE "Past" . Why would it “move” all of a sudden?

Both concepts XE "concepts"  are related. For something to be “energy XE "energy" ,” it has to be in motion XE "Motion" , whether that activity takes place internally or externally. For example, internal activity would be something like the movements of electrons around the nucleus of an atom, and external activity the movements of an atom in relation to other atoms. Then, for something to be “in motion,” it must either contain self-energy XE "self-energy"  or borrow that energy (that initial force) from another source XE "Source" . In this case, we can affirm that the eternal XE "eternal"  “something” has always been in motion because it is self-energy. It could not have borrowed that energy from a prior source, something that existed before.

Erc XE "Erc"  is self-energized XE "self-energized" . If Erc did not have energy XE "energy" , Ert XE "Ert"  would be a total and eternal XE "eternal"  void XE "Void"  or a “dead XE "Dead" ” thing. This world XE "World"  would not exist. We can bring a dead car battery to life XE "Life"  with a “jumper,” by borrowing the electrical energy and motion XE "Motion"  from a “live” battery. When speaking of Erc, however, we are referring to the Cause XE "Cause"  of causes XE "Cause of causes" , what is eternal, what has been there always. Could Erc borrow energy from another source XE "Source" ? No, if God XE "God"  were “dead,” God could not get a “jumper” from some other “energized” source. If that were possible, then that other source would be God.

Q 6:
What is your fourth conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 6:
My fourth conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that Erc XE "Erc"  is infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space"  and eternal XE "eternal"  in terms of time XE "Time" .

Because the field XE "Field"  of self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy"  that is Erc XE "Erc"  is “uncreated XE "uncreated" ” or “uncaused XE "uncaused" ,” it cannot help but be “unbounded XE "unbounded" .” Think of God XE "God"  as a brute fact of nature XE "Nature" . It has to exist without limitations.

Let me compare Erc XE "Erc"  to a baby. The size of a baby is always smaller than the size of the mother XE "Mother" . God XE "God"  had no “mother” or source XE "Source" . There was nothing bigger than Erc.

You could say, “Okay, there was nothing in existence XE "existence"  bigger than Erc XE "Erc" , but that does not prove God XE "God"  is infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space" . Erc could be very big but still be finite. There could be a void XE "Void"  or vacuum surrounding Erc.”

I would respond as follows. The reason XE "Reason"  it makes no sense to say that God XE "God"  is only, for example, X zillion miles of primordial space XE "primordial space" 

 XE "Space"  and no more is that God is A BRUTE FACT of nature XE "Nature" , a kind of eternal XE "eternal"  PRESTO!!!!, in your face. Try to envision that: WHAMMO!!!!, here is all of me. BOOM!!!!, I am that I am.

God XE "God"  is Being itself. God is not a category of being that can be pre-empted or restricted by any other category that is physically more fundamental. Erc XE "Erc"  is either boundless self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy"  or a complete void XE "Void" . Only one of those two possibilities could be a given, a brute fact of primordial nature XE "Nature" . If Erc were a complete void, a nothing, we would not be here. We already arrived at that conclusion XE "conclusion"  before. Therefore, Erc is infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space" . God exists everywhere.

Now I will try to explain the reason XE "Reason"  Erc XE "Erc"  is eternal XE "eternal"  in terms of time XE "Time" . The first true XE "True"  premise of this argument XE "argument"  is that “energy XE "energy"  can be converted into another form of energy or energy-matter XE "energy-matter" 

 XE "Matter" , but it cannot be destroyed.” The second premise is what I argued above, that “the self XE "the self" -energy which is Erc exists everywhere,” throughout infinite XE "infinite"  primordial space XE "primordial space" . The third premise is that “bodies of converted energy XE "converted energy"  (like our universe XE "universe" ) are finite in terms of space XE "Space" .” Even if these bodies had an eternity XE "eternity"  at their disposal, they could never convert or exhaust the limitless quantity of self-energy XE "self-energy"  that exists throughout infinite primordial space. Therefore, there will always be primordial energy XE "primordial energy" , and Erc is eternal.

END OF ETH-COM----THIRD SESSION
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