ERCIAN TESTAMENT

ETH-COM----FOURTH SESSION: Erc Is Not One Being

11.    ETH-COM----FOURTH SESSION
“Erc XE "Erc"  Is Not One Being”


QUESTION 1:
Before we proceed, I am not sure your fourth conclusion XE "conclusion"  is sound. Your arguments XE "arguments"  there appear to be circular. If they are to form the basis for whatever future XE "future"  conclusions you may have, I do not want to view them as premises you have proven to be true XE "True" , but as assumptions that could be false. Instead of using “Erc XE "Erc"  IS infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space" ” and “Erc IS eternal XE "eternal"  in terms of time XE "Time" ,” as true premises, I believe you should use “IF Erc is infinite in terms of space” and “IF Erc is eternal in terms of time” as conditional premises. What is your response to that suggestion?


ANSWER 1:

Fair enough, except that if I use the conditional “IF” in all my future XE "future"  arguments XE "arguments"  concerning space XE "Space"  and time XE "Time" , my explanations will become much more convoluted than they already are. So let us make a deal. In principle, we agree to think of those premises as assumptions, even though I may treat them as true XE "True"  premises.


Q 2:
That is fine with me. Getting back to your fourth conclusion XE "conclusion" , I still do not understand why Erc XE "Erc"  must be infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space" . Why is it that a void XE "Void"  cannot coexist with Erc’s self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy" ?


A 2:
My assumption is that it cannot. I think of a void XE "Void"  as nothing, as the absence XE "absence"  of something. A void cannot be something hard, something that can prevent Erc XE "Erc" ’s self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy"  from existing everywhere.


My intuition is that God XE "God"  is infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space" . If I had to place a bet, it would be on that conclusion XE "conclusion" , and not on one that limited Erc XE "Erc" .


Q 3:
But suppose a void XE "Void"  can be hard, suppose a void can be something, would your intuition change XE "change" ?


A 3:
It would change XE "change"  as follows. If a void XE "Void"  could be something hard, it would not be hard as dead XE "Dead"  matter XE "Matter"  can be hard. Instead, it would be compressed space XE "Space" , self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy"  compressed to such a degree that space seems to disappear, but it does not.

Imagine crumpling a paper bag. Part of the space XE "Space"  that was the surface on all sides of the bag is now hiding within its folds. Then imagine you can keep crumpling away until the bag disappears from view. Now you have a void XE "Void"  made up of energy XE "energy"  or compressed space.

Therefore, to answer your question according to my intuition, if a void XE "Void"  can be something, it is compressed space XE "Space"  teeming with self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy" . If a void can be something, it is that something which exists EVERYWHERE. If a void can be something, that something is God XE "God" , the God XE "the God"  I have named Erc XE "Erc" .

Q 4:
That is an interesting argument XE "argument" . Now let me ask you another question. In that fourth conclusion XE "conclusion" , you spoke about “primordial” space XE "Space" . Is that space different from our kind of space?


A 4:
To answer you I must do an about face. Now that you know that what may seem like a void XE "Void"  can be something, as I have just finished explaining, I can reveal Erc XE "Erc"  as that void, one that is compressed space XE "Space"  full of self-energy XE "self-energy" 

 XE "energy" . To tell you right XE "Right"  from the start that a void can be something would have been confusing, a contradiction at first sight. I had to lead you through stages, so that you would ask the right questions.


I believe primordial space XE "primordial space"  is different from our kind of space XE "Space" . To use the paper bag analogy, it is that space hidden within the folds of the crumpled bag. It is compressed space, not the expanded space we see in most of our universe XE "universe" .

I also believe the self XE "the self" -energy XE "energy" 

 XE "self-energy"  in primordial space XE "primordial space" 

 XE "Space"  is another kind of energy, different from ours. Rather than explain that now, I would like to give you my fifth assumption, my fifth conclusion XE "conclusion" .

Q 5:
All right XE "Right" , what is your fifth assumption or conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 5:
My fifth assumption or conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that Erc XE "Erc"  is not one, God XE "God"  unconscious XE "unconscious"  is not One being, not a person.

Since God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious"  is, among other attributes, infinite XE "infinite"  space XE "Space" , Erc XE "Erc"  cannot be One Being, One Entity, One Mind, One Spirit XE "Spirit" , One Light, or One any other thing.

If Erc XE "Erc"  is BOUNDLESS, existing EVERYWHERE, Erc can never add up to a whole, or a one hundred percent. Ert XE "Ert"  is always more than any “one thing.”

Anytime we use the article “a” before a noun it means one of that kind of thing, one horse, one car, one house XE "house" , or one some other class of thing. It means that you can see, feel, or conceive of one hundred percent of that thing.

If you have “a” table with its four legs and a top and there are no parts missing, you can say that you have one hundred percent of that “one” table. If you now cut it in half and throw a half away, fifty percent of the table is all that remains. Likewise, if you buy “a” gallon of milk and drink twenty-five percent each day, that “one” gallon will be gone in four days. You would have consumed and exhausted one hundred percent of it.

Infinite XE "Infinite"  space XE "Space"  does not make a whole. We cannot break or split infinite XE "infinite"  space into percentages that add up to one hundred percent. Think about it. Can you ever say you have conceived of one hundred percent of infinite space? Try it.

It is impossible. Let us say you begin thinking of a “very large” area of space XE "Space" . You know that is not one hundred percent of infinite XE "infinite"  space, because now you are thinking of “very-very-large” space. Again, that does not fulfill the requirements of something that is infinite, so you realize that there has to be “very-very-very-large” space. You can go on doing this FOREVER, and you will NEVER reach a limit or boundary where you can say you have conceived of one hundred percent of infinite space.

This is the reason XE "Reason"  I conclude Erc XE "Erc"  is eternal XE "eternal"  in terms of time XE "Time" . If primordial space XE "primordial space" 

 XE "Space"  is infinite XE "infinite" , and if universes XE "universes"  like ours convert primordial energy XE "primordial energy"  into our kind of energy XE "energy" , they would only be able to convert part of that energy. They would NEVER be able to convert ALL of it because it will always add up to more than one hundred percent.

Primordial space XE "Space"  was there through an eternal XE "eternal"  past XE "Past" , primordial space XE "primordial space"  exists in the present, and primordial space will be there through an eternal future XE "future" .
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