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Exa mi ni ng the Im pac t

•

“ The  Pre s e nt ”



It is the pre s e nt which is the most elusive for it is
gone be fo re it has even starte d.

• has not yet been fo rm e d

• cannot be changed

• is the shortest of the three fra m e s
- past, p re s e nt, and future



It is the pre s e nt which is the most impo rt a nt of
the three time fra m e s :

The Pa s t
•

The Pre s e nt
•

The Fu t u re



It is the pre s e nt which fo rms the past and which
will shape the future.

The Pa s t
•

The Pre s e nt
•

The Fu t u re



The pre s e nt is so elusive, yet so impo rt a nt .

The Pre s e nt



We cannot change the past.

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e



The past is done.

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e



On the other hand, we are fully awa re of the fact that
we are re s ponsible for the future.

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e



Pe rhaps that is the reason why re l i g i o n , faith - what
we be l i eve is so impo rt a nt to us:

• As Individuals

• As a Spe c i e



We understand we are re s ponsible for the future.

• We are re s ponsible for the future

• This re s po n s i b i l i ty is heavy

• This re s po n s i b i l i ty is almost too heavy
for us to be a r



Although the pre s e nt is the shortest of times, the pre s e nt
is where our re s ponsibilities lie.

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e

R e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s



It is time to examine the impact Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism wo u l d
h ave upon the pre s e nt .

• The impact Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism would have

. . . u pon a pe ri od of time so short it does not ex i s t

. . . u pon a pe ri od of time which shapes the future

. . . u pon a pe ri od of time that is gone be fo re it start s



It is time to examine a pe ri od of time so significa nt
it affe cts ete rn i ty itself.

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e

R e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s



If symbiotic panentheism we re pre s e ntly acce p te d



How would it change our pre s e nt act i o n s ?

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e

R e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s

C h a n g e  O u r  A c t i o n s



We often think the at rocities of the past do not
and will not occur in the pre s e nt .

• s l ave ry

• g e n oc i d e

• pe r s e c u t i o n



We look at soc i e ty tod ay as humane and ca ri n g.



But let’s be honest about it.



If we co n s i d e red the soul, the essence,
to be a piece of G’d itself,

Soul - Es s e n ce



In te rms of the individual:

Soul - Es s e n ce - The Individual



How could we ever justify part i a l - b i rth abo rt i o n ?

Soul - Es s e n ce - The Individual

Pa rtial Bi rth Abo rtion ?



How could we ever justify Capital Pu n i s h m e nt ?

• e l e ct roc u t i o n

• h a n g i n g

• g a s s i n g

• i n j e cting a poison into a human labe l e d
by soc i e ty as a cri m i n a l ?



In te rms of our spe c i e :

• with Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place :



The co n cept of stoc kpiling nuclear, b i o l og i cal and chemica l
we a pons would be loo ked upon as pure lunacy.

• Nu c l e a r

• Bi o l og i ca l

• Ch e m i ca l

. . . we a pons of destru ct i o n



How could we ever justify inca rce rating millions of souls be ca u s e
t h ey had freely decided to take dru g s.

• Pri s o n

• I n ca rce rat i o n

• De te nt i o n



In te rms of our home, the env i ro n m e nt :

• with Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place :



How could we ever justify env i ro n m e ntal abuse?

• Tox i n s

• Po l l u t i o n

• Sm og

. . . e nv i ro n m e ntal abuse



How could we ever justify the co nt a m i n ation of our blood
supplies in order to make a pro f i t .

A I D S



As the past moves into the pre s e nt, o u r
s p h e re of influence grows.

The Pa s t
•

The Pre s e nt
•

The Fu t u re



With Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place, in te rm s
of other galactic life fo rm s :



How could we ever justify pe rceiving an
e n co u nter with other life fo rms as:



a ty pe of spo rt for our aggre s s i ve dominating nat u re,



a challenge for power we would re l i s h ,



another fro ntier for us to co n q u e r.



How could we ever justify fo rcing our re l i g i o u s, s c i e nt i f i c,
or philosophical viewpo i nts upon any E. T.’s we enco u nte r ?

• Co nve rt

• I m pose upo n

• Bra i n wa s h



How could we ever justify allowing ourselves to be dominate d
by a more aggre s s i ve life fo rm ?



If we pe rce i ved ourselves to be pieces of G’d journ ey i n g
with a purpo s e,



h ow could we ever give up the belief re g a rding the fre e d o m
to journ ey uninhibite d.



With a universal philosophy in place

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

Fa i t h

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

U N I V E R S A L   P H I L O S O P H Y



would we have the co u rage to passively allow abuse to oc c u r

• Preve nt abuse



with the understanding: “We must never fo rg e t .”

• We must never fo rget the abuses of the past



In fact, the co n cept of punishing pieces of G’d would be
seen for what it wa s.

• a cts of punishing G’d itself.



Pu n i s h m e nt would no longer be co n s i d e red a viable act i o n . Te rm i n at i o n
of any journ ey for any reason would be come an archaic act .

• Pri s o n

• I n ca rce rat i o n

• De te nt i o n

• Capital Pu n i s h m e nt



I n ca rce ration would only be used as a last re s o rt to
p ro te ct the journ ey of others.

• Pri s o n

• I n ca rce rat i o n

• De te nt i o n

• Capital Pu n i s h m e nt



Al te rn at i ve methods would take the place of the more
b a r b a ric fo rms of punishment .

• Ge og ra p h i cal re s t ri ct i o n

• El e ct ronic te t h e ri n g

• Co m m u n i ty serv i ce

• Re m u n e rat i o n



Pu n i s h m e nt for any action a person freely decided to take
which did not negat i vely impact the journ ey of another

• Freedom to choo s e, co nt rol one’s own journ ey,



would be dismissed as an archaic re a ct i o n .

• Freedom to choo s e, co nt rol one’s own journ ey,



With a universal philosophy in place :

• such as Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place



Would we at tempt to keep a soul, a piece of G’d, f ro m
i nte rfe ring with the journ ey of others? Ye s.

• Preve nt one soul from inte rfe ring with the
j o u rn ey of another. . . ?

. . . Ye s



Would we provide alte rn at i ve s ?

• Me ntor pieces of G’d ?

. . . Ye s



Would we question? Ye s, ye s, and ye s.

• Provide alte rn at i ves for what we pe rce i ved to be
s e l f - a b u s i ve actions about to be co m m i t te d

by pieces of G’d ?

. . . Ye s



Would we offer the necessities of life ?

• Ne cessities of life ?

. . . Ye s



Would we offer pro te ction from abuse? Ye s.

• Pro te ction from abuse?

. . . Ye s



Would we inca rce rate pieces of G’d to preve nt them fro m
i nte rfe ring with the journ ey of others? Ye s.

• i n ca rce rate pieces of G’d to preve nt them fro m
i nte r fe ring with other journ eys ?

. . . Ye s



So where does this lead us?

?

?



It leads us to the only remaining segment of time
we have left .

P a s t P r e s e n t



It leads us to examining the future

P a s t P r e s e n t F u t u r e



End of Module 13


