
Mod u l e : 8



Bui ld ing the  M od e l

•

“S i ze  le ad s  to  Pl a ce m e nt ”



So where do we be g i n ?

Le t’s begin with the question:



Wh e re are we? We are ‘i n s i d e’.

?



Inside what ? , be comes the question.

? ?



If the ‘w h o l e’ ex i s t s, and the ‘w h o l e’ is the ‘w h o l e’ of all things,
then we and the Un i verse are inside the ‘w h o l e’.



Re l i g i o n , s c i e n ce and philosophy all concur with this co n ce p t .

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

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



Le t ’s turn our at te ntion to a pro po n e nt of ca u s at i o n , w h i c h
has renamed ca u s ation with a te rm that has be come a

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

Ca u s at i o n

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



s o re po i nt for both science and philosophy.

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

Ca u s at i o n

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



Le t’s begin with a field of pe rception that has give n
ca u s ation the name ‘God’.

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

-  G o d  -

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



Le t’s examine what appears to be the ‘p ri m a ry’
t ruth of re l i g i o n ,

R E L I G I O N

•

-  G o d  -

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



which in turn appears to be suppo rted by
o b s e rvation and re a s o n

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

-  G o d  -

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



which appears to be suppo rted by bo t h
s c i e n ce and philosophy.

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

-  G o d  -

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



The pri m a ry truth of religion is that God
or ‘ca u s at i o n’ ex i s t s.

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

G o d  E x i s t s

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



All re l i g i o n s, in fact, begin their discussion and definition
of a Ca u s at i ve Fo rce, God, a s

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

G o d  E x i s t s

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



be i n g : the all pre s e nt, o m n i s c i e n ce within which
all kn owledge - omniscience - and all power - omnipo te n ce -

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

G o d  E x i s t s

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

O m n i p o t e n t , O m n i s c i e n t

&  O m n i p r e s e n t



re s i d e s.

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

G o d  E x i s t s

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

O m n i p o t e n t , O m n i s c i e n t

&  O m n i p r e s e n t



S c i e n ce suppo rts the co n cept of omnipre s e n ce.

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

G o d  E x i s t s

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

O m n i p r e s e n c e



Set theory is pe rhaps the most understandable
tool of science we can use

S c i e n c e

S e t  T h e o r y



to demonstrate the co n cept of an omnipre s e nt
ex i s te n ce beyond our Un i ve r s e.

S c i e n c e

S e t  T h e o r y



By placing a dot, re p re s e nting yo u, within a sphere
re p re s e nting the Un i ve r s e,



and then placing them both within a cube,
re p re s e nting ca u s at i o n ,



we can pict u re omnipre s e n ce.



At this po i nt in time, we cannot co n ce i ve of anything ex i s t i n g
beyond ca u s at i o n , re p re s e nted by the cube.



As such, the cube remains our pe rception of ‘God’
or ca u s at i o n .



Be cause we cannot co n ce i ve of anything ex i s t i n g
beyond the ‘w h o l e’,

?



be cause we cannot co n ce i ve of anything ex i s t i n g
outside the ‘to t a l’,

? ?



we can only conclude the Un i verse lies

?

?

?



within the ‘w h o l e’

?
O m n i p re s e n ce

?

? ?



within the ‘to t a l’

God



within ‘o m n i p re s e n ce’

O M N I P R E S E N C E



within ‘God’

G O D



Ph i l o s o p hy - reason - suppo rts this co n cept of place m e nt
‘w i t h i n’ the whole, ‘w i t h i n’ God.

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

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



Ph i l o s o p hy’s definition of God is “...the gre ate s t
thing of which we can co n ce i ve.”

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

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



Wh at gre ater ent i ty can we co n ce i ve, at this
po i nt in time, t h a n

O M N I P R E S E N C E



the summation of the ‘w h o l e’ - omnipre s e n ce,
(an all pre s e nt ) .

O M N I P R E S E N C E



As such, it would be unreasonable to discuss an ‘o u t s i d e’

• it is not ‘w ro n g’ to discuss it

• it is not ‘i m m o ra l’ or ‘b a d’ to discuss it

• it is just, at this po i nt in time, ‘i l l og i ca l’ to
discuss it be cause at this po i nt in time we

cannot co n ce i ve of any t h i n g, co n c re te,
a b s t ra ct, or otherw i s e, t h at would be

‘o u t s i d e’ of ‘eve ry t h i n g’.



to an omnipre s e nt ent i ty, for by definition,

• it is not ‘w ro n g’ to discuss it

• it is not ‘i m m o ra l’ or ‘b a d’ to discuss it

• it is just, at this po i nt in time, ‘i l l og i ca l’ to
discuss it be cause at this po i nt in time we

cannot co n ce i ve of any t h i n g, co n c re te,
a b s t ra ct, or otherw i s e, t h at would be

‘o u t s i d e’ of ‘eve ry t h i n g’.



an ‘o u t s i d e’ to the ‘w h o l e’, to ‘to t a l i ty’, to ‘the gre ate s t
thing of which we can co n ce i ve’ d oes not ex i s t .

• it is not ‘w ro n g’ to discuss it

• it is not ‘i m m o ra l’ or ‘b a d’ to discuss it

• it is just, at this po i nt in time, ‘i l l og i ca l’ to
discuss it be cause at this po i nt in time we

cannot co n ce i ve of any t h i n g, co n c re te,
a b s t ra ct, or otherw i s e, t h at would be

‘o u t s i d e’ of ‘eve ry t h i n g’.



Ph i l o s o p hy, re a s o n , would say that there cannot be an
‘o u t s i d e’ to ‘eve ry t h i n g’.



Re l i g i o n , p h i l o s o p hy, and science

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



w h at we be l i eve

S C I E N C E

R E L I G I O N

•

Wh at we Be l i eve

P H I L O S O P H Y

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



w h at we re a s o n

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Wh at we Re a s o n

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



w h at we observe

S C I E N C E

•

Wh at we Ob s e rve

R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



all agree on this essential tru t h ,

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



the ‘w h o l e’ within which the Un i verse must re s i d e

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

W e  a n d  t h e  U n i v e r s e  a r e

“ i n s i d e ” t h e  “ w h o l e ”



o m n i p re s e n ce

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

O m n i p r e s e n c e



to t a l i ty

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

O m n i p r e s e n c e

-  T o t a l i t y  -



is a reasonable co n ce p t .

S C I E N C E R E L I G I O N P H I L O S O P H Y

O m n i p r e s e n c e

-  T o t a l i t y  -



We are all familiar with the fundamental principle of
real estate : Locat i o n , l ocat i o n , l ocat i o n . . .

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n



We, pe o p l e, p l a ce gre at impo rt a n ce upon where
our homes are locate d.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n



Wh at we seldom think about is the significa n ce
of the location of our Un i ve r s e.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n



Understanding where our Un i verse is located helps
us understand

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n



w h e re we are located for we are co nt a i n e d
within our Un i ve r s e.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

D e f i n i n g  W h e r e

W e  A r e



O n ce we understand where we are locate d, we can be g i n
to define what we are.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

D e f i n i n g  W h a t

W e  A r e



And once we begin to define ourselve s, we can begin to
understand our purpose for ex i s t i n g.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

D e f i n i n g  W h y

W e  E x i s t



So where do we appear to be ?

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

W h e r e

A r e  W e ?



Ph i l o s o p h i ca l l y, we appear to be ‘i n s i d e’ the ‘w h o l e’.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

“ I n s i d e ”

t h e  “ W h o l e ”



S c i e nt i f i ca l l y, we appear to be ‘i n s i d e’ the ‘to t a l’.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

“ I n s i d e ”

t h e  “ T o t a l ”



Re l i g i o u s l y, we appear to be ‘i n s i d e’ God.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

“ I n s i d e ”

“ G o d ”



As such, w h at more significa nt location could we seek
than to be ‘i n s i d e’ the whole, inside the to t a l , inside God.

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

Locat i o n

“ I n s i d e ”

“ G o d ”



End of Module 8


