ERCIAN TESTAMENT

ETH-COM----SIXTH SESSION: Laws of Causality and Aging Processes

13.    ETH-COM----SIXTH SESSION
“Laws of Causality, and Aging Processes”


QUESTION 1:
Before we deal with your sixth conclusion XE "conclusion" , and to refresh our memories, could you give us a quick outline of the first five?


ANSWER 1:

I will.

First conclusion XE "conclusion" : something does not come from nothing.

Second conclusion XE "conclusion" : something has always existed.

Third conclusion XE "conclusion" : Erc XE "Erc"  (God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious" ) is energy XE "energy"  and motion XE "Motion" .

Fourth conclusion XE "conclusion" : Erc XE "Erc"  (God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious" ) is infinite XE "infinite"  in terms of space XE "Space"  and eternal XE "eternal"  in terms of time XE "Time" .

Fifth conclusion XE "conclusion" : Erc XE "Erc"  is not one, God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious"  is not One being, not a person.


In my pre-Ercian XE "Ercian"  years, I used to think of God XE "God"  as a being living alone in space XE "Space" . All around Him was emptiness. Then He created the world XE "World"  with His mind and His unlimited powers.


Now I think that Erc XE "Erc"  is God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious" . Ert XE "Ert"  is EVERYWHERE. God’s energy XE "energy"  is present everywhere, throughout infinite XE "infinite"  space XE "Space" , in some form or another. This means that there has never been a chance for “nothing” to exist, since there is NO OUTSIDE where “nothing” could have existed as a LACK OF BEING or emptiness.


It is not as if God XE "God"  were limited in space XE "Space" , and then there is this “nothingness XE "nothingness" ” outside of Erc XE "Erc" . It is not that God then finds Himself (if God-Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious"  were a “He”) in the middle of nothingness and decides to make something out of it. God is BEING, and BEING is ENDLESS.


When you gaze at some patch of the space XE "Space"  of our heavens XE "heavens" , realize that the same area was once primordial space XE "primordial space" , source XE "Source" -space. During an eternal XE "eternal"  past XE "Past" , prior to the creation and first cycle of our universe XE "universe" , ERC’s space was there, taking up that “empty” space and the rest of the space in our universe.


Therefore, it is not that there was always emptiness and then God XE "God"  made something come into being to fill part of the endless empty space XE "Space" . Instead, there has always been fullness, except for the “empty” spaces that ERC has created in the process XE "Process"  of making something out of “Ertself.” To explain how that empty space comes into existence XE "existence" , think of the BIG BANG theory of creation for a moment.

If an explosion occurs in the compressed primordial space XE "primordial space" , that event must release a vast amount of energy XE "energy"  in a short period of time XE "Time"  and with great force, at great velocities. As that energy expands, gravity acts to pull it together XE "together" . Celestial bodies are born and, at the same time, that is how empty space XE "Space"  is born.

Q 2:
All right XE "Right" , let us proceed. What is your sixth conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 2:
My sixth conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that our universe XE "universe"  obeys laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality" .

All systems in a state of evolution XE "evolution"  (moving toward a higher state of order or toward chaos) are subject to the laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality" . This means that there are cause XE "cause"  and effect XE "cause and effect"  relations among events XE "events"  in accordance with the arrow of time XE "the arrow of time" 

 XE "Time" .

Within related phenomena, earlier events XE "events"  cause XE "cause"  events happening later. When a system is undergoing change XE "change"  from a state of chaos toward a state of higher order, integration XE "integration"  is taking place. When a system is changing from a state of higher order to a state of lower order or chaos, disintegration XE "disintegration"  is taking place.

Without the existence XE "existence"  of a chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality" , we could not tell if a system is moving toward integration XE "integration"  or disintegration XE "disintegration" .

A chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality"  is present when a system is stable XE "Stable"  enough for events XE "events"  to retain their being (survive long enough) to become the causes of further events. Effects become the causes of other effects, and those become the causes of other effects, and so on and so forth. Clearly, if the chain stopped with each effect, it would not be a chain. The system as a whole would constitute a series of disconnected events going nowhere, forming nothing sensible or stable, and moving neither toward integration XE "integration"  nor toward disintegration XE "disintegration" .

Therefore, our universe XE "universe"  is a system that obeys laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality" . It is stable XE "Stable"  enough for atoms to form molecules and for molecules to form compounds that combine to give us all the gaseous, liquid and solid bodies that we find here. According to science, there are at least four different kinds of physical forces governing these processes: gravitational, electro-magnetic, strong nuclear, and weak nuclear.

Through experimentation and analysis, scientists have found the cause XE "cause" -effect relationships among certain events XE "events" . In these instances, they can predict future XE "future"  events based on the data available from earlier events.

A possible objection to this sixth conclusion XE "conclusion"  is the belief XE "belief"  by some scientists that the realm of subatomic particles is exempt from the laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality" . I do not think so. Maybe we do not have the experimental knowledge XE "knowledge"  or equipment required to see that the behavior of individual subatomic particles is not random. Then again, maybe these are random processes, but there are higher laws governing the collective activity of individual particles. In other words, although predicting the behavior of individual subatomic particles (or waves) may be impossible, predicting the behavior of groups XE "groups"  of them is possible. In this scenario, the physical laws governing group XE "group"  activity restrict the random behavior of individual particles rendering their activity “irrelevant and inconsequential.”

Q 3:
What is your seventh conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 3:
My seventh conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that a system has an age, if it obeys causal laws XE "Laws" .

Our universe XE "universe"  obeys causal laws XE "Laws" . It has an age, at least about thirteen billion years old XE "Old"  according to some scientists. Our planet XE "Planet"  Earth XE "Earth"  is a smaller system also obeying causal laws. It has an age, about four billion years old or so. Our human XE "human"  bodies are even smaller causal systems that also obey causal laws. They also have an age.

If you think about it, all systems that obey laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality"  have an age. Why is that so? The answer is that all systems subject to laws of causality have a beginning in time XE "Time" .

We all have an age because we were born on a certain date. A medical examiner can estimate the age of a cadaver based on the state of the body. He or she studies the latest effect (the present condition of the body), and based on knowledge XE "knowledge"  of anatomical causes and effects determines how many years have passed since that person was born. In similar fashion, scientists give us estimates of the age of our universe XE "universe" , our planet XE "Planet" , or any other “bodies” by studying their present state and applying their knowledge of physical laws XE "Laws"  (cause XE "cause"  and effect XE "cause and effect"  relationships) to go back to a beginning in time XE "Time" .

A causal system is one in which event A causes event B, event B causes event C, C causes D, etc. etc. until the system dies IF the system dies (note that although a beginning is required, an end is not a necessity. A causal system could go on forever, once it starts). The thing to realize in a causal system is that event B could not have come into being if event A had not happened as the beginning of this chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality" . Likewise, event C owes its being to event B, event D to event C, and so on.

Therefore, all effects that are the product of prior causes have only contingent or dependent being. They could not have come into existence XE "existence"  (could not have been born) unless those other causes were present, especially that first cause XE "cause" , the Cause XE "Cause"  of causes XE "Cause of causes" .

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

A 4:
My eighth conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that our universe XE "universe" , which is contingent or dependent being (because it obeys laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality"  and has an age), cannot be the product of an infinite XE "infinite"  chain XE "chain"  of prior contingent universes XE "universes" .

The reason XE "Reason"  our universe XE "universe"  looks the way it does now (its present state), and not any different, is because it has been evolving for a specific period of time XE "Time" , not one second more and not one second less. It was born at a certain time, and it has been evolving ever since up to the present.

This should not be difficult to understand. For example, a sixty years old XE "Old"  person looks different now from the way ert XE "Ert"  looked at fifty, forty, thirty, twenty, ten years old, and all the way down to when he or she was born. If we could take a photograph of our universe XE "universe"  and “freeze” its present state today, and then take another photograph tomorrow, we would realize that changes have occurred by comparing the two. The reason XE "Reason"  is that our universe has had twenty-four more hours to evolve XE "evolve" .

Q 5:
Could not our universe XE "universe"  system be the latest product or cycle of a chain XE "chain"  of universe systems?

A 5:
Yes, that is a possibility, but if that chain XE "chain"  exists, it must have had a beginning at some time XE "Time"  in the past XE "Past" .

Q 6:
Do you have any idea XE "Idea"  of how it might have begun?

A 6:
It must have been born from a universe XE "universe"  system or something else that was not the product of a prior universe. The chain XE "chain"  must have been the product of what I may refer to as “The Cause XE "Cause"  of causes XE "Cause of causes" ,” or “Uncaused Being,” or “God XE "God"  Unconscious,” or “Erc XE "Erc" ,” or “the primordial energy XE "primordial energy" 

 XE "energy" ,” or “the primordial space XE "primordial space" ,” or “the source XE "Source" -space XE "Space" .”

Q 7:
It seems to be that you are assuming a chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality"  has to have a beginning. Why could not a new XE "New"  universe XE "universe"  system be the product of the energy XE "energy"  of the universe system that died before, and that one the product of the one that died before, and so on ad infinitum?

A 7:
If you take away the beginning of a chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality" , there can be no specific state of the universe XE "universe"  system or body. If we were discussing a human XE "human"  being XE "human being"  and we took away his or her birth, there could be no specific state of the body or telltale signs of aging XE "aging"  on the face. Why would a body or a face be there at all if the person did not have a beginning in time XE "Time" ? Again, it is only because a specific length of time elapses between birth and some other time in the future XE "future"  that we can estimate a person’s age.

I can show you the difference between a human XE "human"  body that has been evolving for ten years or so and another that has done it for sixty years or so, but how could anyone tell what something that has been evolving throughout an infinite XE "infinite"  past XE "Past" , a non-specific duration of time XE "Time"  looks like?

No one could tell, because such a thing does not exist. A past XE "Past" -infinite XE "infinite"  chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality"  is not possible, because it would require contingency from all of its effects. Clearly, if all the effects that have ever existed had only contingent or dependent being, we could eliminate all of them from existence XE "existence"  and be left with “nothing.” Starting from the present, we could go back in time XE "Time"  indefinitely and erase each effect that is a caused cause XE "cause" . Because God XE "God" , the eternal XE "eternal"  “something” is, we know that there had to be an Uncaused Cause XE "Cause"  which cannot be “erased” because it is uncreated XE "uncreated" , necessary, independent Being.

In summary, contingent being cannot come into existence XE "existence"  in the form of a chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality"  without borrowing the first link in the chain from necessary, independent, uncreated XE "uncreated" , uncaused XE "uncaused"  Being.

Q 8:
What is your ninth conclusion XE "conclusion" ?

A 8:
My ninth conclusion XE "conclusion"  is that Erc XE "Erc" , God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious" , the primordial energy XE "primordial energy" 

 XE "energy" , is not subject to the laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality" .

Erc XE "Erc" , God XE "God" -Unconscious XE "God-Unconscious" , the primordial energy XE "primordial energy" 

 XE "energy"  is a brute fact of nature XE "Nature" , Nature Ertself, not derived from “nothingness XE "nothingness" ” and not derived from “something else.” It has always and will always be there in one form or another, always present, never to be extinguished.

Q 9:
How do you visualize this “given,” this “eternal XE "eternal"  something,” this “primordial energy XE "primordial energy" 

 XE "energy" ” that makes everything else possible?

A 9:
I will try to describe “that” as I imagine it, but words will fail me. Language is insufficient to the task of conceiving the imponderable and the ineffable.

Here it goes. What is “uncaused XE "uncaused" ” does not know what to be or what to become, because there are no prior causes determining or influencing its basic existence XE "existence" . The given-ness of the uncaused—its nature XE "Nature" —is the product of this uncertainty.

The primordial energy XE "primordial energy" 

 XE "energy" , which is God XE "God"  in its most ancient and pure form, exists in the only possible way that it can exist: UNDIRECTED…UNCHANNELLED…UNDETERMINED…UNDEFINED…NOT IN A DEFINITE OR SPECIFIC FORM…BUT AS A DYNAMIC KALEIDOSCOPE OF EPHEMERAL MANIFESTATIONS.

Primordial energy XE "energy"  is ACTIVE but UNSTABLE. There is no chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality"  in the infinite XE "infinite"  fields of primordial space XE "primordial space" 

 XE "Space" . The macro-world XE "World"  rules over the micro-world in that the physical laws XE "Laws"  of the field XE "Field"  must necessarily dominate the existence XE "existence"  of what we may call, for lack of a better word, “units,” primordial energy XE "primordial energy"  units. There, physical events XE "events"  or effects (primordial energy “units”) do not survive more than an instant. They are converted. The next instant, other forms appear on the scene, but they do not share a rational XE "rational"  or predictable relationship with the forms that were there before. THAT IS WHY ONE CANNOT TELL THE AGE OF THE TRULY ETERNAL PRIMORDIAL SPACE.

If we could examine primordial or primary space XE "Space"  and energy XE "energy"  (if we had the right XE "Right"  eyes to see it, which we do not, since our eyes and instruments are made of secondary energy XE "secondary energy" ), at different points in time XE "Time" , we could not tell when it was younger or when it was older. It follows no evolutionary pattern. There is no specific process XE "Process"  of aging XE "aging" , because it does not age. It is not moving toward integration XE "integration"  or toward disintegration XE "disintegration" . It is just EVERCHANGING.

END OF ETH-COM----SIXTH SESSION
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