
Mod u l e : 9



Bui ld ing the  M od e l

•

“ Lo cat ion leads to  De f i n i t i o n”



Wh e re are we ?

Wh e re are We ?

?



We are getting closer to the question that has be e n
h a u nting us since ‘t i m e’ be g a n .

Wh e re are We ?

?



We are getting close be cause we are using a new te c h n i q u e.

Wh e re are We ?

?



We are using a technique outlined by science.

Wh e re are We ?

?s c i e n ce



We are building a ‘m od e l’.

Wh e re are We ?

?s c i e n ce Building a ‘m od e l’



Being a visual cre at u re, we are beginning to
understand what it is we

Wh e re are We ?

?s c i e n ce Building a ‘m od e l’

Un d e r s t a n d i n g



s e e,

Wh e re are We ?

?s c i e n ce Building a ‘m od e l’

Un d e r s t a n d i n g

Se e



be l i eve,

Wh e re are We ?

?s c i e n ce Building a ‘m od e l’

Un d e r s t a n d i n g

Be l i eve



re a s o n .

Wh e re are We ?

?s c i e n ce Building a ‘m od e l’

Un d e r s t a n d i n g

Re a s o n



We are beginning to ‘s e e’ w h at it is science, re l i g i o n , a n d
p h i l o s o p hy have been telling us for thousands of ye a r s.

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 h e r e  a r e  w e ?



We have a model of a universal philosophy half built and its
s h a pe is beginning to emerg e.

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

D e v e l o p m e n t  o f  a  ‘ m o d e l ’



We are at an exciting but cri t i cal po i nt re g a rding our mod e l .
The te n d e n cy is to rush ahead, but we must be pat i e nt .

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

D e v e l o p m e n t  o f  a  ‘ m o d e l ’ . . .



We will get there. We are close to answe ri n g
the question: ‘Why ? ’

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 h y  ?  . . .



Why do we ex i s 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 h y  d o  w e  e x i s t  ?



If we are ‘i n s i d e’ the whole, ‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l ,
‘i n s i d e’ God,

Wh e re are We ?

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



we must be a part, a piece of the ‘w h o l e’,

Our Si g n i f i ca n ce

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



we must be a part, a piece of the ‘to t a l’,

Our Si g n i f i ca n ce

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



we must be a part, a piece of ‘God’.

Our Si g n i f i ca n ce

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



At this po i nt, one may hesitate. But why do you hesitate ?

Our Si g n i f i ca n ce

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



Ph i l o s o p hy - reason - implies the ‘w h o l e’ is a summation of:

Ph i l o s o p hy the ‘w h o l e’



eve rything of which we ‘ca n’ co n ce i ve,

Ph i l o s o p hy the ‘w h o l e’ Eve ry t h i n g



eve rything of which we ‘will ever be able to’ co n ce i ve

Ph i l o s o p hy the ‘w h o l e’ Eve ry t h i n g



a n d

Ph i l o s o p hy the ‘w h o l e’ Eve ry t h i n g



eve rything of which we ‘will never be able to’ co n ce i ve.

Ph i l o s o p hy the ‘w h o l e’ Eve ry t h i n g



Location provides the means of defining what we are.

Locat i o n

De f i n i t i o n



The rat i o n a l i ty of philosophy - ‘I think, t h e re fo re I am’ t h e n
be co m e s, ‘and if I am, then just where am I?’

Wh e re

‘I think, t h e re fo re I am’



If we are within ‘ca u s at i o n’, within the ‘w h o l e’, within the
‘to t a l’, within ‘God’,

Our Locat i o n

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



if we are within the total summation of it all,

Our Locat i o n

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



then we must be a part of it, for the ‘w h o l e’
cannot be the ‘w h o l e’

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



without all of its part s, without you and I.

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



Ph i l o s o p hy gives us a clue: the whole is equal to the sum
of its parts and we are part of the ‘w h o l e’.

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



We begin with philosophy and through reason co n c l u d e,
‘We are a part of the ‘w h o l e’.’

Ph i l o s o p hy . . re a s o n . . ‘p a rt of the ‘w h o l e’’



Ta ke us out of the ‘w h o l e’, t a ke yourself ‘o u t’ of the whole
and the whole is no longer the whole.

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



It be comes a diffe re nt ent i ty.

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



Ta ke yourself out of the whole, t a ke yourself out of the
‘s u m m at i o n’, t a ke yourself out of ‘God’ a n d

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



w h at we call the ‘w h o l e’, the ‘to t a l’, ‘God’

Pa rt of the ‘w h o l e’

‘i n s i d e’ the whole

‘i n s i d e’ the to t a l

‘i n s i d e’ God



be comes something diminished

• be comes something less than the ‘w h o l e’

• be comes something less than the ‘to t a l’

• be comes something less than what it wa s

• be comes something less than ‘God’



Religion has long suppo rted this co n cept through its
f u n d a m e ntal belief in the idea of the ‘all pre s e nt’, o m n i p re s e n ce

Re l i g i o n

O m n i p re s e n ce



the location of ‘all kn ow l e d g e’ and ‘all powe r’.

Re l i g i o n

O m n i p re s e n ce



The co n cept of omnipre s e n ce implies we are ‘w i t h i n’
the ‘w h o l e’, a fter all

O m n i p re s e n ce

Re l i g i o n



h ow can something be ‘a l l’ kn ow i n g, be the total summat i o n
of ‘kn ow i n g’ without co ntaining your ‘kn ow i n g’ ?

O m n i p re s e n ce

Re l i g i o n



This would imply your having now h e re else to be but within
the whole and thus a part of the whole, a piece of the whole.

O m n i p re s e n ce

Re l i g i o n



If religions stand by their co n cept of omnipre s e n ce
and omniscience,

O m n i p re s e n ce
O m n i s c i e n ce

Re l i g i o n



then religions and we have little option, in te rms of re a s o n , but to include
o u r s e l ves as part of the ‘w h o l e’ and of ‘to t a l i ty ’.

O m n i p re s e n ce
O m n i s c i e n ce

Re l i g i o n



It is science that now be l i eves our Un i verse is not
the end all and be all of the whole.

S c i e n ce

The beginning . . .

?



It is the mat h e m atics of Set Th e o ry which models your be i n g
inside the universe and



the universe being inside the ‘w h o l e’, inside the ‘to t a l’,
inside ‘God’.



This is a picto rial drawing of the model we are building.



Th e re is a Greek te rm for this pe rce p t i o n .



It is called Pa n e nt h e i s m

• pan - all

• en - in

• theism - God, Ca u s at i o n , the ‘w h o l e’



And just how big a piece of God are we talking about be i n g ?

Side Po i nt

• Do not confuse this te rm with Pa nt h e i s m .

• Pa ntheism means we are God.

• PanENtheism d oes not mean we are God.



We are talking about being a ve ry small part
i n d e e d, but a part neve rt h e l e s s.



This is what is meant by a ‘pe rceptual shift’.



Never be fo re have we co n s i d e red ourselve s, co n s i d e re d
o t h e r s, to be of such significa n ce.



The co n cept of a model defining what we are, the proce s s
of developing a model of a ‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’,

Wh at we are

. . . d eveloping a ‘m od e l’ . . . of a ‘u n i versal philosophy’



is ext remely impo rt a nt .

Wh at we are

. . . d eveloping a ‘m od e l’ . . . of a ‘u n i versal philosophy’



Our histo ry of abusive be h av i o r s, of inhumane be h av i o r,
has been long and vicious.



Each outbreak of vicious be h avior was ent renched within
a pe rception we had of ourselve s.



A universal philosophy we come to accept as individuals
within a specie and there fo re as a spe c i e

Wh at we are

. . . of a ‘u n i versal philosophy’. . . d eveloping a ‘m od e l’



has the po te ntial to generate major re pe rcussions not only
for ourselves personally but

Wh at we are

. . . of a ‘u n i versal philosophy’. . . d eveloping a ‘m od e l’



Major Re pe rcussions fo r. . .

for all individuals within soc i e ty

‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’

Individuals within soc i e ty



as well as others we may meet as we begin our
ex p l o ration of outer space,

Major Re pe rcussions fo r. . .

‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’

Other spe c i e s



others of diffe ring solar sys te m s

Major Re pe rcussions fo r. . .

‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’

Other spe c i e s



others of diffe ring galaxies

Major Re pe rcussions fo r. . .

‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’

Other spe c i e s



and others of diffe ring universes themselve s.

Major Re pe rcussions fo r. . .

‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’

Other spe c i e s



Th at’s why it’s called a Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy.

Major Re pe rcussions fo r. . .

‘ Un i versal Ph i l o s o p hy’

Other spe c i e s



End of Module 9


