ERCIAN TESTAMENT

ETH-COM----TENTH SESSION: Three Logical Proofs of Erc’s Unconscious State of Being

17.    ETH-COM----TENTH SESSION
“Three Logical Proofs of Erc XE "Erc" ’s Unconscious State of Being”


QUESTION 1:
What is the theme of your first logical proof that Erc XE "Erc"  is not a conscious XE "conscious"  creator or mind system?


ANSWER 1:

The theme is that primary energy XE "primary energy" 

 XE "energy"  had no beginning. Therefore, it cannot be a mind.


I have already argued that primary energy XE "primary energy"  is God XE "God"  in its most ancient and pure form—Infinite XE "Infinite"  Space XE "Space"  / Past-Eternal and Future Eternal. Since, premise #1- All minds XE "Minds"  need a beginning (see Answer 5, Ninth Session) and, premise #2- Primary or primordial energy XE "primordial energy"  did not have a beginning (it is eternal XE "eternal" ), then the conclusion XE "conclusion"  that follows is that primary or primordial energy XE "energy"  (God) cannot be a conscious XE "conscious"  entity or mind system.


A personality XE "personality"  forms from the integration XE "integration"  of a specific number of experiences. For example, when I was ten years old XE "Old" , my personality and self-image were the product of all the experiences I had had from the time XE "Time"  I was born until the time I became ten. During that time I had learned certain things from my environment XE "environment"  and the people around me, I had made value decisions, and I had acquired certain habits. All of that, and whatever else influenced me as a child XE "Child" , made me what I was. Now that I am in my fifties, my personality and my values XE "Values"  are the product of everything that has transpired in all those years.

In general, when I was ten, I had the nature XE "Nature"  and disposition of a boy whose life XE "Life"  experiences molded a unique personality XE "personality" , and now that I am sixty, I have the nature and disposition of a middle-aged man whose life experiences have markedly changed that personality.


Now I ask you, what kind of personality XE "personality"  or nature XE "Nature"  could I possibly have, if I had never been born, if I had always existed, if I were eternal XE "eternal" ?

Q 2:
I see what you mean. If you did not have a beginning, then you could not possibly develop a personality XE "personality" . Am I on the right XE "Right"  track?


A 2:
Yes you are. Something that has never been born could never begin to form a personality XE "personality"  and, please, do not retort that God XE "God"  has always existed as a mature personality. Where could that “maturity” have possibly come from? It is a logical certainty that “something does not come from nothing,” and if God did not have a beginning, from which experiences (at what age), or from whose experiences (nobody else was around) could that “mature-refined-learned” mind-personality-self-image have come from?


In our Sixth Session, we dealt with laws XE "Laws"  of causality XE "laws of causality" , and my ninth conclusion XE "conclusion"  in answer number eight explained why the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  could not be subject to those laws. Things which evolve XE "evolve"  through a chain XE "chain"  of causality XE "chain of causality"  have an “age.” What has existed through an eternal XE "eternal"  past XE "Past"  is “ageless.” Erc XE "Erc" ’s primary energy XE "primary energy"  is past-eternal XE "past-eternal" , in a state of change XE "change"  but not of evolution XE "evolution" . There is no causal “chain” there. Therefore, primary energy XE "energy"  is ageless. Then, because minds XE "Minds"  must necessarily evolve subject to laws of causality, we can conclude that no mind can be past-eternal. Therefore, primary energy (Erc, the ultimate God) cannot be a “mind” or “consciousness XE "consciousness" .”


Q 3:
What is the theme of your second logical proof that Erc XE "Erc"  is not a conscious XE "conscious"  creator or mind system?


A 3:
The theme is that the instability of primary energy XE "primary energy" 

 XE "energy"  makes anything that we can call the “memory XE "memory" ” of a mind impossible.

The indeterminacy associated with the activity of primary energy XE "primary energy" 

 XE "energy"  rules out the sustenance of a “mental” or “conscious XE "conscious" ” system.


Because primary energy XE "primary energy"  units are the victims of repeated abortions (they only exist for a fraction of a second and then die), they cannot build a structure capable of storing or processing data. The network of communications needed to carry out mental functions is simply not there, because the primary units are too unstable XE "unstable"  to form such a network. Even if primary energy XE "energy"  could sense and store “the data of the moment,” it would lose this data “the next moment” because those energy units would die off. Thus, information cannot be stored and accumulated over time XE "Time" . As a result, there is no memory XE "memory"  mechanism possible. There is no possibility that a “mind” or a “personality XE "personality" ” could exist or evolve XE "evolve"  in such an inhospitable environment XE "environment" .


Therefore, since primary energy XE "primary energy" 

 XE "energy"  lacks the structure and continuity necessary for the maintenance of memory XE "memory" , Erc XE "Erc" , the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  cannot be a conscious XE "conscious"  creator or mind system.


Q 4:
Are there any more logical proofs?


A 4:
There are two more.


Q 5:
All right XE "Right" , let us move on then. What is the theme of your third logical proof that Erc XE "Erc"  is not a conscious XE "conscious"  creator or mind system?


A 5
The theme of my third logical proof is that the lack of environmental support XE "environmental support"  rules out the idea XE "Idea"  that the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  could be a past XE "Past" -eternal XE "past-eternal" 

 XE "eternal"  omniscient Mind.


Q 6:
What do you mean by “environmental support XE "environmental support" ”?


A 6:
A mind deals with two different kinds of environments or worlds. There is the inner world XE "World"  of thoughts XE "thoughts"  and the outer world of people and things.


Let me first talk about Nature and instincts—the inner environment XE "environment" .


Babies come to the world XE "World"  possessing an inner environment XE "environment"  or nature XE "Nature" . Not only is the body formed but to a certain extent, the brain and nervous system are “pre-wired,” so that the body can respond instinctively to certain stimuli coming from the outer environment.


The instincts represent the environmental support XE "environmental support"  and contribution of “Nature” without which a body could not know or do what is necessary to promote its survival XE "survival"  and well-being. This first knowledge XE "knowledge"  is indispensable, since a newborn baby has not existed long enough to learn anything through its interactions with the outer world XE "World" .


This is true XE "True"  of all bodies with functioning minds XE "Minds"  or, if you will, for all functioning minds with bodies. The word “body” is all-inclusive. It could be a human XE "human"  body or any other kind of body, but a functioning mind must have a body even if by “body” we only mean the constituents of that mind. Since a mind is a particular “something,” whatever group XE "group"  of elements combine to make it a mind—and not something else—may be referred to as “the body of that mind.”


Now let me talk about Nurture and interactions—the outer environment XE "environment" .


Whatever a mind does not know by nature XE "Nature"  and instincts, it must learn through Nurture: interactions with itself, with other minds XE "Minds"  and bodies, and with the outside physical environment XE "environment"  make this possible. Without these kinds of exchanges—the usual “give and take” or “trial and error” of everyday life XE "Life" —a mind cannot learn anything new XE "New" .


Do you understand me so far? Can you think of how this applies to the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God" ?


Q 7:
I believe so. You are saying that there are only two possible ways of having or acquiring knowledge XE "knowledge" . Either a mind knows something by its given instinctual nature XE "Nature" , or it knows it because the nurturing process XE "Process"  made it possible through interactions or connections with the outside world XE "World" .


As it applies to the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God" , I guess one question becomes “Who or what could possibly give Erc XE "Erc"  instincts or a “nature XE "Nature" ”? The other question is “Who or what could possibly “nurture XE "Nurture" ” the ultimate God?” Am I right XE "Right" ?


A 7:
Yes, you are.


The problem with Erc XE "Erc"  knowing anything is that, by definition, no inner or outer environment XE "environment"  can exist PRIOR to the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God" .


Since the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  is past XE "Past" -eternal XE "past-eternal" 

 XE "eternal" , Erc XE "Erc"  could not have been “born” with subconscious-innate-instinctual powers, because that would require the existence XE "existence"  of the inner or subconscious environment XE "environment"  prior to God.


Claiming that God XE "God"  has always co-existed with these instinctual inner powers does not refute the argument XE "argument"  successfully. The subconscious is that part of a mind-body system which consciousness XE "consciousness"  cannot understand. It contains a reality and a type of knowledge XE "knowledge"  that is “hidden” from the conscious XE "conscious"  mind. Consequently, the subconscious is the base or foundation of the conscious mind-body system and not the other way around.


A conscious XE "conscious"  God XE "God"  would have no way of knowing how his subconscious nature XE "Nature"  came about. Also, since God could not have consciously known how to create his subconscious inner environment XE "environment"  (How could he, if he did not have a subconscious nature to support the conscious mind that would be necessary to “create” his own subconscious nature???...Can you see what the problem is?), that subconscious milieu would have to be in existence XE "existence"  earlier. Therefore, a conscious “God”—a “He,” like the one in the Bible XE "Bible"  or the Koran XE "Koran" —would be morally and logically forced to concede that “His” subconscious nature is the True XE "True"  and Ultimate XE "Ultimate"  God.


Of course, I am only using the line of argument XE "argument"  in the last paragraph in conjunction with the hypothetical “What if…” situation. “What if the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  were a conscious XE "conscious"  being, would ‘His’ instincts or subconscious nature XE "Nature"  exist prior to ‘Him’?” The answer is, “Yes, if the ultimate God were a conscious being, ‘His’ subconscious nature would be prior to ‘Him’ and, thus, the Ultimate XE "Ultimate"  and Truest God. In reality, however, according to my theology, ERC is not a conscious being, and “instincts” have not existed through an eternal XE "eternal"  past XE "Past" . Instincts are a product of the evolution XE "evolution"  of a species, and not something that can exist uncreated XE "uncreated"  and uncaused XE "uncaused" . Therefore, instincts could not have co-existed with the ultimate God or formed part of the uncreated and uncaused primary energy XE "primary energy" 

 XE "energy" .


Similar arguments XE "arguments"  apply with respect to an outer or nurturing environment XE "environment" .


The ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  could not have been “born” with an outside environment XE "environment"  and in the midst of beings that could nurture XE "Nurture"  “Him” and teach “Him” what “He” did not know by instinctual nature XE "Nature" . If that were the case, then that outer environment and those attendant beings would have more of a claim to be the true XE "True"  God, since they were there earlier.


Again, as with the subconscious nature XE "Nature"  argument XE "argument" , a conscious XE "conscious"  God XE "God"  could not have created co-existing outer environments or beings without knowing how to do so, and that knowledge XE "knowledge"  could not have come about without the prior presence XE "presence"  of a nurturing environment XE "environment"  and the prior residence of nurturing beings.


Q 8:
Well, let us say that no inner or outer environment XE "environment"  existed prior to the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God" . Is it possible that “He” could eternally exist in a hypothetical “blank” environment?


A 8:
I do not see how that can be logically possible. A mind cannot know or learn anything if it “exists???” in a “blank???” environment XE "environment" —without inner or outer powers, stimuli, and support.


Without an inner environment XE "environment" , there are no elements to constitute the mind XE "the mind"  or to give it an instinctual nature XE "Nature" . It is a “nothing,” not a “something.” It does not “exist.”

Without an external environment XE "environment" , there can be no (incoming or imported) stimuli to elicit responses from this hypothetical mind.

If there are no inner instincts to determine certain “actions,” and there is no outside world XE "World"  to draw out “reactions,” then nothing can be known by nature XE "Nature" , and nothing can be learned from experience. Therefore, God XE "God"  cannot be a mind “existing” in a “blank” environment XE "environment" .

Q 9:
Could you summarize this third logical proof to make sure I understand it correctly?

A 9:
Well, I can try to explain it a little differently, but I am afraid most of it will be repetition of the basic points.

Here it goes. The idea XE "Idea"  that the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  (Erc XE "Erc" , not Ellael XE "Ellael" ) could plan XE "Plan"  and create universes XE "universes"  does not take into consideration the fact that it would be impossible for any mind to “know” or “learn” anything in isolation from other minds XE "Minds"  or in isolation from an environment XE "environment"  which provides support for the learning experience.

When we are born, our bodies already contain programs that determine certain behavior patterns. This is our base, the base that our inner environment XE "environment"  (body, brain) has given us. It is part of our nature XE "Nature" . In addition, those who have come before us teach us how to deal with our outer environment (the world XE "World" ). They pass on to us what they themselves had to learn. This is the way it is for us human XE "human"  being XE "human being" s XE "human beings" . But who or what was there before the Ultimate XE "Ultimate"  God XE "God" , to program XE "program"  or to teach God?
Because the ultimate XE "ultimate"  God XE "God"  is eternal XE "eternal" , there could have been no one being in existence XE "existence"  that could have “taught” God what to do or how to think. Therefore, the only other possibility of having knowledge XE "knowledge"  is through the instincts, but God could not have “inherited” instincts. An “inheritance” indicates that something is “handed down” from someone or something that had prior existence, and this cannot be the case with the ultimate God. By definition, there is no environment XE "environment"  that could have been in existence prior to what is past XE "Past" -eternal XE "past-eternal" .

I also argued against the hypothesis that God XE "God"  could exist as a mind in the midst of a “blank” or “dark” environment XE "environment" . A mind cannot perceive or learn anything from inner or outer surroundings that provide no feedback.

In environments like ours, there is a reaction of some sort to every action, and we often learn through trial and error. But the “nothing” environment XE "environment"  of a hypothetical maker of all environments does not have any “substance XE "substance" ” “physical reality” or “information” available to sustain any meaningful process XE "Process"  of deductive or inductive reasoning.

Related to the problem of how a conscious XE "conscious"  God XE "God"  acquired “His” omniscient knowledge XE "knowledge"  is the problem of language XE "language" . Although knowledge of those symbols and signs we call “words” is not necessary for the simple perception of our environment XE "environment" , it is essential for conceptual thinking.

We learn our languages by interacting with others that coexist with us, and as we learn words and abstract concepts XE "concepts" , our thinking becomes more complex. If a human XE "human"  being XE "human being"  is isolated during the early stages of ert XE "Ert"  development, that creature will think and behave like a wild animal. Without the support of others and a common language XE "language" , subconscious instincts and conscious XE "conscious"  perceptions are all that remain, and there is no chance for the unfortunate creature to cultivate his or her rational XE "rational"  powers.

Therefore, what makes anybody think that if the Ultimate XE "Ultimate"  God XE "God"  had a mind “He” could have “developed” language XE "language"  or reason XE "Reason"  in isolation from other minds XE "Minds" ?

Q 10:
What is your fourth and final logical proof?

A 10:
Because it requires a long exposition, let me develop the fourth and last logical proof in the next session.
END OF ETH-COM----TENTH SESSION
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