
Mod u l e : 1 4



Exa mi ni ng the Im pac t

•

“ The Fu t u re”



We examined how Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m , a test model of a
u n i versal philosophy, would impact the past and pre s e nt .

Pa s t Pre s e nt



Now it is time to examine how this universal philosophy
would impact the future.

Pa s t Pre s e nt

Fu t u re



It is re a s o n , p h i l o s o p hy, to which we look when we examine a
u n i versal philosophy and its impact upon the future.

R  E A S O N

U n i v e r s a l  P h i l o s o p h y T h e  F u t u r e



It is re a s o n , p h i l o s o p hy, to which we look for the future has
not yet oc c u rred and there fo re we cannot measure it.

R  E A S O N

U n i v e r s a l  P h i l o s o p h y T h e  F u t u r e



We look to philosophy fo r:

• We must examine the impact a universal philosophy
would have upon the future

• The future has not yet oc c u rred and there fo re . . .

. . . we cannot be l i eve it will be what we fear it
will be come and . . .

. . . we pray it will be diffe re nt than the pre s e nt .



It is re a s o n , p h i l o s o p hy, which gives us the hope that thro u g h
our actions the future will be be t ter than the pre s e nt .

R  E A S O N

U n i v e r s a l  P h i l o s o p h y T h e  F u t u r e



It is re a s o n , p h i l o s o p hy, we will use to examine the impact a
u n i versal philosophy would have upon our future

• As individuals.

• As a spe c i e.

• As other species in the Un i ve r s e.

• As the Un i verse itself.

• An d. . .



and most significa nt of all, m ay impact what lies outside
the bo u n d a ries of our unive r s e.

• u pon what lies outside the ve ry bo u n d a ri e s
of our Un i ve r s e.



We can change the future for the future has not yet oc c u rre d.

Te rm i n ation Ce nte r s

Ge n oc i d e

I n f a nt i c i d e

Wa r

Fa m i n e

Pove rty



Inhumane co n cepts can be re l e g ated to the tragedies of the past:

• If we choose to do so . . .

• If we have the co rre ct pe rceptual outlook . . .



If Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism we re acce p ted in the future as the
m odel re g a rding the reason for our ex i s te n ce :

• . . . then how would it change our
f u t u re act i o n s ?



In te rms of the individual

• With Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place . . .



We would never establish te rm i n ation ce nters for the old and dy i n g.

The El d e rl y



We would never enco u rage “u n p rod u ct i ve” m e m bers of
s oc i e ty to te rm i n ate themselve s.

The El d e rl y

The Ho m e l e s s



We would never judge or condemn suicide.

The El d e rl y

The Ho m e l e s s

The Suicidal



We would never allow pieces of G’d to suffer unnece s s a ry pain.

We would not . . .

• Keep painkillers from pieces of G’d be ca u s e
we did not wa nt them to be come ‘a d d i cte d’.



We would never allow pieces of G’d to suffer needlessly.

We would not . . .

• Al l ow pieces of G’d to suffer needlessly.



In te rms of our spe c i e :

With Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place . . .



We would never accept murd e r.

We would never . . .

• a c cept killing doctors who pe rfo rm
p a rt i a l - b i rth abo rt i o n s.



With the universal philosophy of Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in
p l a ce, we would understand that



to kill is to end the journ ey of a piece of G’d itself.

Ki l l i n g
•

Ending the journ ey of another

Ending the journ ey of a piece of G’d



Under Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m , f reedom to
j o u rn ey would be re s pe cte d.

• the individual would wo rk within a free soc i e ty
to change the free soc i e ty for it wo u l d

understand that . . .



Under Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m , f reedom to journ ey
would be understood to have a purpo s e.

• a free soc i e ty was established by free souls as the
e nv i ro n m e nt within which free souls may journ ey.



We would never judge another soul for their personal be l i e fs.



We would never accept actions of re j e ct i o n

E xc l u s i v i s m
El i t i s m

Ra c i s m

Ge n d e ri s m

Ge n e rat i o n i s m

Sex i s m



In te rms of our home, the env i ro n m e nt . we wo u l d



understand the env i ro n m e nt is a place, a home, w i t h i n
which pieces of G’d journ ey.



We would never accept polluting the env i ro n m e nt,

We would never allow . . .

• poisoning the ground wate r

• s e c retly dumping toxic wa s te s

• m a rketing fresh foods enve l o ped with
i n s e ct i c i d e s

• fouling the air with noxious gases in the hopes of
a c h i eving short - te rm financial gain.



In te rms of other galactic life fo rm s, we would re f u s e

With Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place . . .



to be dominated or subjugated by other galactic life fo rm s
t h at we may enco u nte r.

With Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place . . .



Neither would we at tempt to dominate or subjugate other
g a l a ctic life fo rm s.



Re cognizing ourselves to be pieces of G’d, we would neve r
a l l ow ourselves to be dominated and abused.



As the pre s e nt moves into the future :

• Our sphere of influence grows



In te rms of the ‘w h o l e’ i t s e l f :

With Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place . . .



We would ackn owledge the ri g ht of a soul to journ ey fre e l y



without inte rfe re n ce from another soul.

• We would be unwilling to accept someone else. . .

. . . i nt i m i d ating us or others

. . . abusing us or others

. . . using us or others



We would not turn our backs on the needs of others.

• We would not turn our backs on the needs of others



Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism would cre ate a pe rce p t u a l
s h i ft for humanity.

Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m

Pe rceptual Sh i ft



Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism would not shift pe o p l e
away from their re l i g i o n s.

• Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism would bring them
closer to their re l i g i o n s.



A universal philosophy, such as Symbiotic Pa n e nt h e i s m , is not
a “be l i e f ”. It is a reasoning proce s s.

• Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism is not a belief in something

• Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism is a reasoning proce s s



A universal philosophy

• Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism is not faith in something

• Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism is a philosophical pe rce p t i o n
t h at acts as a fo u n d ation for established faiths



A Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy is not a “f a i t h”. A Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy
is a philosophical pe rce p t i o n .

• Faith deals with what we cannot prove

• Ob s e rvations deal with something we ca n
m e a s u re



Re a s o n , on the other hand, a l l ows us to make sense of
w h at we “be l i eve” and “o b s e rve”.

U N D E R S T A N D I N G . . .

• Wh at it is we be l i eve Re l i g i o n

• Wh at it is we observe S c i e n ce



Pe rceptions are not co n s t a nt s

Pe rce p t i o n s



Pe rceptions change co nt i n u a l l y

Pe rce p t i o n s
Ch a n g e

??

?

?

?

?

?

?



Pe rceptions change fre q u e nt l y.

• not on a ce nt u ry basis

• not on a ye a rly basis

• not on a daily basis



Pe rceptions change co n s t a nt l y.

• on a moment to moment basis



Pe rceptions act as fo u n d at i o n s.

• the fo u n d ation of our re l i g i o n s

• the fo u n d ation of our science s



Would a universal philosophy act as fo rm of religion or a
fo rm of science ?

• a fo rm of re l i g i o n ?

• a fo rm of science ?



No more so than other basic pe rceptions such as “You Exist”.

• the reasonable co n cept that we ex i s t

• the reasonable co n cept that the Un i verse ex i s t s

• the reasonable co n cept that ca u s ation ex i s t s



With the co n cept of Symbiotic Pa n e ntheism in place,
would we ever again act negat i ve l y ?

• te rm i n ate, a b u s e, s u b j u g ate, d o m i n ate, a n d
i nt i m i d ate another soul, the journ ey of G’d



Pro b a b l y,

• but we would never again do so without co n s t a nt l y
t h i n king that we are doing so to G’d itself



but we never would do so without re f l e cting upon the effe ct it
was having upon pieces of G’d.

• re f l e cting upon what it is we we re doing to another
s o u l , a piece of G’d

• re f l e cting upon what we we re letting others do to
another soul, a piece of G’d



But ‘n ever again’ is a long, long time



Does the wo rd “n eve r” mean the same to
us as to the “w h o l e” i t s e l f ?

No



For you and I

You & I



“ Neve r”, is most likely unat t a i n a b l e.

• it will ‘n eve r’ be able to be re a c h e d



“ Neve r” is an altruistic level of be h av i o r.

• as an ideal we ‘a l ways’ t ry to at t a i n , but never re a c h



Howeve r, with a model of a universal philosophy in place,



we would have an understanding re g a rd i n g : Wh at
we are and Why we ex i s t .

• w h at we are

• w hy we ex i s t



As such, with a universal philosophy in place, we would have a
co n c re te understanding of why it is



we should show the utmost re s pe ct for the individual and the
j o u rn eys they are taki n g.



End of Module 14


