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A Un i versa l  Ph i l o s o p hy

•

“ The I mp ac t ”



Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism is a model of a Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy.



It is what we could call a “beginning po i nt”.



If Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism is to act as a “beginning po i nt”,
it must, l i ke all universal philosophies,

Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy
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s atisfy a number of co n d i t i o n s.

• Re l i g i o n

• S c i e n ce

• Ph i l o s o p hy



Fi r s t : a Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy must re i n fo rce our thre e
means of developing pe rce p t i o n s.

Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy
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Se co n d : a Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy must re i n fo rce our
s ocial pe rce p t i o n s. This is kn own as a pra g m atic appro a c h .

Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy

Re i n fo rce Social Pe rce p t i o n s



With this said, l e t’s begin our ex a m i n at i o n
of the po te ntial impact of Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m .

Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy

St u dying the Impact



As we examine the impact of Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m , keep in
mind this model is just a beginning po i nt .



A more accurate model could have even gre ate r
benefits for our spe c i e s.

?



We are, pe rh a p s, the only ent i ty on Ea rth which stri ve s
to be come what it ‘pe rce i ve s’ itself to be.

P e r c e p t i o n

B e c o m i n g



We are, pe rh a p s, the only ent i ty on Ea rth which stri ve s
to be come what it ‘d e f i n e s’ itself to be.

D e f i n i t i o n

B e c o m i n g



This is a ve ry impo rt a nt chara cte ristic of our spe c i e s.

P e r c e p t i o n

D e f i n i t i o n



Keep this in mind as we move into the last po rt i o n
of this pre s e nt at i o n .

P e r c e p t i o n

D e f i n i t i o n



Wh at does this have to do with our model ?

P e r c e p t i o n

M O D E L

D e f i n i t i o n



It is panent h e i s m , i nt rod u ced by religion and suppo rted by
s c i e n ce and philosophy which defines our locat i o n .

S C I E N C E

•

Ob s e rvat i o n

R E L I G I O N

•

Belief - Fa i t h

P H I L O S O P H Y

•

Re a s o n

P a n e n t h e i s m



We are ‘i n s i d e’.

You ex i s t
The ‘w h o l e’

ex i s t s

The Un i ve r s e
ex i s t s

Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy



It is panent h e i s m , i nt rod u ced by philosophy which defines
w h at we are :

• S u p po rted by Ph i l o s o p hy

• S u p po rted by Science



We are a ‘p a rt ’, a ‘p i e ce’, of the ‘w h o l e’, of the
‘to t a l’, of ‘God’.



It is symbiosis, i nt rod u ced by science, and suppo rted by
p h i l o s o p hy and re l i g i o n , which defines our purpo s e.

• S u p po rted by Ph i l o s o p hy

• S u p po rted by Re l i g i o n



As we grow, so grows the ‘w h o l e’, ‘to t a l i ty’, ‘God’.



Why we exist is pe rhaps the most difficult question
for a model of a Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy to addre s s.

Why do we exist ?

?



In this mod e l , the ‘w h o l e’ is depe n d e nt upon each of its part s,
just as the parts are depe n d e nt upon the whole.

the ‘w h o l e’ its ‘p a rt s’



If any of the parts of the ‘w h o l e’ a re re m oved from the
‘w h o l e’, the ‘w h o l e’ c h a n g e s.

the ‘w h o l e’ its ‘p a rt s’



Whether the whole changes for the be t te r
or worse is subject i ve.

the ‘w h o l e’ its ‘p a rt s’



It is science, o b s e rvat i o n , which illustrates the ‘w h o l e’
would not be the ‘w h o l e’ without yo u.

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’
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It is science through sys te m s,

• Set Th e o ry

• Eco l og i cal Sys te m s

• Sys tems in genera l



which strongly suggests we have a funct i o n ,

• we have a funct i o n



which strongly suggests we do not ‘j u s t ’ ex i s t,

• we do not ‘j u s t’ ex i s t



which strongly suggests we are not ‘j u s t ’ a part
of the Un i ve r s e.

• we are not ‘j u s t ’ a part of the Un i ve r s e



It is science which strongly suggests we
a f fe ct the gre ater Re a l i ty.

• we affe ct the gre ater Re a l i ty



It is science which suggests we impact the ‘w h o l e’.

• we impact whatever it is we and
our Un i verse lie “w i t h i n”



S c i e n ce, t h rough symbiosis, g i ves us a clue.

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’
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It is science, t h rough symbiosis, which asks:

• How can we exist ‘w i t h i n’ the ‘w h o l e’
without changing, i m p a ct i n g, the ‘w h o l e’ ?

• How can we exist ‘w i t h i n’ the ‘w h o l e’ w i t h o u t
c h a n g i n g, i m p a ct i n g, the chara cte ri s t i c s

of the ‘w h o l e’ i t s e l f ?



Just as an animal is part of the ‘w h o l e’ e co s ys te m , s o

• is part of the ‘w h o l e’ e co s ys te m

• i nte ra cts with the ‘w h o l e’ e co s ys te m

• i m p a cts the ‘w h o l e’ e co s ys te m



we are part of the ‘w h o l e’.

• we

• yo u

• you and I

• you and I tog e t h e r

• i nte ra ct with each other



Ph i l o s o p hy - reason - re i n fo rces the co n cept of symbiosis
i nt rod u ced by science.



It is philosophy which suggests you can never take yo u r s e l f
out of the ‘w h o l e’.

• you can never take yourself out of the ‘w h o l e’.



It is philosophy which suggests the past alre a dy ex i s t s.
Nothing can be done to change it.

• the past alre a dy ex i s t s. Nothing can be
done to change it.

• w h at you have done in life.



It is philosophy which suggests the pre s e nt does not ex i s t .

• The pre s e nt is simply a po i nt that separates why it
is you are about to do from what you have

a l re a dy done.



It is philosophy which suggests it is the future to
which we must loo k .

• when we examine where it is we be l i eve
our purpose lies.



It is philosophy which suggests you can change the future.

• You can change what it is yo u : -

plan to do

h o pe to do

wish to do, a n d

can d o



It is philosophy which suggests you affe ct the ‘w h o l e’.

• you affe ct the ‘w h o l e’

• you affe ct the growing chara cte ri s t i c s
of the ‘w h o l e’

• you affe ct the expanding chara cte ri s t i c s
of the ‘w h o l e’

• you affe ct the co ntinuing evo l u t i o n
of G’d itself.



It is re a s o n , p h i l o s o p hy, which suppo rts science
in the pe rce p t i o n ,

Re a s o n
Ph i l o s o p hy

Ob s e rvat i o n
S c i e n ce



if we do exist within the ‘w h o l e’, we are a piece
of the ‘w h o l e’.

Yo u . . . the ‘w h o l e’

p i e ce of . . .



As such, we add to the ‘w h o l e’.

Yo u The ‘w h o l e’

vital to . . .



We affe ct the ve ry outcome of what the ‘w h o l e’ i s.

Yo u The ‘w h o l e’

vital to . . .



We affe ct what the ‘w h o l e’ is in the proce s s
of be co m i n g.

Yo u The ‘w h o l e’

vital to . . .

?



It is philosophy which would suppo rt science
in suggesting

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’
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you and I are immensely significa nt to the ‘w h o l e’.

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’

“ I”Yo u
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It is philosophy which suggests you and I have a gre at deal of
re s po n s i b i l i ty to live up to.

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’

“ I”Yo u
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Religions re i n fo rce the co n cept of symbiosis int rod u ce d
by science.

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’

“ I”Yo u
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Religions stress the co n cept of nothing ex i s t i n g
without a funct i o n , a purpo s e.

Symbiosis & the ‘w h o l e’

“ I” . . . P u r p o s eYo u
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Religions suppo rt the observations of science
t h rough their own means.

• It was religions which initiated the re cog n i t i o n
of the co n cept of to t a l i ty.

• It was religions which began the re cog n i t i o n
of the te m po ra ry state of the phys i ca l



It was religion which began the co n cept of time be i n g
only te m po ra ry.

• time being only te m po ra ry

• e te rnal ex i s te n ce



It is religions that have given us the co n cepts of



O m n i p re s e n ce

• all things must be inside G’d

• all things must be a part of G’d be ca u s e

- G’d is the ‘w h o l e’ of all things

- G’d is the summation of all things

- G’d is the gre atest of all things we are
able to co n ce i ve and will ever be able

to co n ce i ve

- G’d is the gre atest of all things we are able to
co n ce i ve and will never be able to co n ce i ve



O m n i s c i e n ce

• G’d has the kn owledge re g a rding how to learn
w h at is not yet kn own even to G’d be ca u s e

G’d kn ows eve ry t h i n g.



O m n i po te n ce

• G’d has the power to implement this
kn owledge be cause G’d is ‘all powe rf u l’.



S c i e n ce, p h i l o s o p hy and religion all agreeing to the
basic fundamental co n ce p t :

Re a s o n
Ph i l o s o p hy

Ob s e rvat i o n
S c i e n ce

Fa i t h
Re l i g i o n



We impact the ‘w h o l e’ be cause we are a part of
the ‘w h o l e’.

• we are a part of the ‘w h o l e’

• we are a part of the ‘to t a l’

• we are a part of the what it is our Un i ve r s e
is immersed within

• we are a part of the ‘u n i versal set’

• we are a part of the ultimate eco s ys te m



End of Module 11


