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Is God’s survival dependent upon humans alone? No, God would not be foolish enough to put all Its eggs in one basket; but people would now understand that God has put some eggs in our basket. We have significance. You and 1 have significance beyond today, beyond life.’ 

The preceding documents flutter in the breeze as they are carried toward the morning sun shining on the streets of gray concrete. As the documents drift away, so too does the hope of creating a social ambiance generated in the future by the perception that people’s souls are a portion of God. Humans are not just creatures, servants of God, below God. You and I, all people, deserve respect for you and I are a portion of God. We have been given the free will to choose. It is our choice, your choice, my choice. 

Just as surely as we vacillate in our decisions, the gentle winds of time move on and carry with them the fluttering sheets of paper upon which a new perception is set. People, due to vacillation, end up making a choice by not choosing. Leaders of humankind, unwilling to give up their power and con​trol over others, have chosen to retain the status quo. It may be 2050 A.D. but people will remain people. People will remain who they have always been because their leaders choose not to change. The leaders of humankind have chosen to continue perpetuat​ing violence and conflict because they choose not to choose differently. 

People, always seeking ways to empower themselves, are never given the opportunity to accept the most obvious - empowerment through a new perspective of themselves. And so it is, as we approach the year 2100 A.D., people remain in subservience. 

 

 

End
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Choice Two, on the other hand, would elevate all people to an equal status of importance. It would change the concept of power. Power used as a means of subjecting others would become a means of facilitating the human journey through reality. It would create a social environment that would be warm, comforting, reassuring, nonjudgmental, inspiring while at the same time perpetuating an aura of excitement and desire within people to move on to their next journey, the journey of spirituality. Choice Two would create a social ambiance that would generate a realization that the next journey, the journey after life, will be even better than this journey. Society would be filled with the anticipation that, in fact, the next journey most probably will be even more intense in its compassion and warmth than our present reality. 

If society would choose to accept that people and God are tied close​ly together in a symbiotic manner then we begin to understand not only do people have significance, but people are actually needed by God for a reason. People have a purpose! People are not only a tool of God, but a useful tool that actually adds to the very significance of God! Imagine God needing peo​ple! Imagine people not just being needed by God but are a portion of God. Imagine you and I being a piece of God. Your soul, my soul is a portion of God! Everyone has a purpose for journeying. One’s journey is not over until it’s over Is productivity the purpose for existence? No! Traveling through life, experiencing life is the purpose for life. 

With choice two, the social ambiance is different. Now we would not see institutions to which moral people would go in order to terminate their socially defined nonproductive lives. We would see grand social centers to help the challenged with their life‘s journey. This would be a place for all of us because we are all challenged in one way or another We would see a mul​titude of safe homes for women abused by their husbands who don’t under​stand the significance of their spouse‘s journey in reality. We would see police officers working as and in conjunction with social workers. We would see schools mentoring and educating children viewed as the pillars of society’s future. We would see an environment sparkling and clean for all to enjoy as they journey We would see constant improvements within our parks, cities, countryside’s, and institutions. We would see, we would feel, a soci​ety intent on leaving behind a total planet better than the one it started with. We would see people reaching for the Stars, aware that space itself, is part of our environment and that all life forms have a purpose, significance in real​ity. 

 

 

 

To be continued: Part IX of IX: Is God's survival dependent upon humans...
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Without growth there are only two possibilities: permanent equi​librium, what we sometimes call permanent stagnation, or withering away into nonexistence. Maintaining a permanent state of equilibrium goes against everything we know, all laws of nature, all laws of logic. That leaves only one possibility for a God fitting the ideals of people and that is a growing God. That, in turn, opens the door for people to elevate their conception of themselves, their reality, and the very Creator of reality. And what does this have to do with social ambiance? Everything. A person, seeing him or her​self as a person, drives on the road, comes to a stop sign, stops, opens his door throws out cigarette butts and garbage cluttering up the car, closes the door and drives on. A person, seeing him or herself as a soul, as a piece of God, seeing others likewise, drives on the road, comes to a stop sign, stops, sees that others have littered or maybe that others haven’t littered, con​sciously decides to respect the environment belonging to all, and keeps the garbage until coming to a trash barrel to dump the garbage. Is this not a significant change in behavior? And this is on an almost laughable level. Consider how it would affect even more signifi​cant actions occurring in the 1990’s. 

People have reached a fork in the road - a time to pick out the decor of future society, a time to pick the theme which will permeate their social setting. The choices: 

Life is significant because it is life and as long as you live you have the potential to contribute to society; after the end of life, your life no longer has significance. 

Life is significant because it is life and life has a significant pur​pose beyond reality; not even death can diminish life’s contribu​tion to eternity and you are a primary player 

Choice One would lead to the perpetuation of our present system of social order It would, in fact, allow the historical acceleration of the accu​mulation of power in the hands of a few to continue unchecked. 

 

 

 

To be continued: Part VIII of IX: Choice Two, on the other hand...

Leave Comment  |  Permanent Link  |  Cosmos 

Monday, October 31



  2050 - Theism - theisms missing their prefix . . . Part VI of IX 

by Daniel J. Shepard on October 31, 2005 01:00AM (EST) 

 

Theism - theisms missing their prefix . . .
2050AD:
The Size Of God - Your God Is Too Small
Theism - theisms missing their prefix . . .
The Choice
 

Part VI of IX
 

 

Seeing people as having souls which are in essence nothing but a piece of God Itself is a perceptual shift. This perception would cause people to look at each other as pieces of God which in turn would cause people to treat each other with respect for now when dealing with others they would see them​selves as actually dealing with a piece of God. With an acceptance of this expanded perception of people and their function within reality as well as an expanded perception that God has a need for people, we developed a means of expanding people’s perception of themselves. With this concept in place, we would have developed a means of initiating a behavioral change in all people, a change that would expand the compassion and respect all people, including the most idealistic, would feel and sense regarding themselves and others. How would this change society? 

After refusing to redefine themselves in 1996, the violence and con​flict generated by the battle over abortion and capital punishment still con​tinues into 2050. Violence and conflict experienced over abortion and capi​tal punishment refuses to resolve itself. It is a struggle over simple definition, a struggle perpetuated over the lack of agreement 50 years ago about what constitutes “life” and “death.” Conflict and violence still runs rampant because people refuse to accept an elevated status for themselves. They still refuse to accept that they are more than just human, more than an animal. People refuse to accept they have significance in reality, significance to God. They refuse to accept the logic that they are a piece of God with a pur​pose for existence, and are needed by God to keep growing.

 

 

To be continued: Part VII of IX: Without growth there are only two possibilities:...
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Universally changing people’s perception of themselves seems like an impossible task. It would have to be a perception all could understand, beau​tiful in its simplicity, inspiring in its potentiality, thought-provoking in its universality. The new perception would have to raise all people’s level of thought and behavior towards not only others but towards themselves. Therefore, people must look to the motivation of the most idealistic to find what it would take to raise their spiritual glow, their commitment to the high​est of ideals they are capable of perceiving. The highest level of idealism usu​ally deals with the perception of the relationship between God and people. Presently, the most prevalent perception is what is known as a classical/traditional theistic concept. This is a perception that God is larger in size than our reality but separate from our reality. With this perception we are sub​servient to God. In essence, we are saying that God is limited in scope, for God and reality are two separate entities. God is not completely omnipresent, everywhere. since God ‘transcends the universe. 

The universe is outside God. The conclusion,  God has size, a limit since something lies outside God.. In short God is ‘almost’ omnipresent. Theism generates a size to God. In order to expand people’s perception of themselves and others, we are going to have to expand people’s perception of God, the outer limit of thought. The perception of God, even of the most broad-minded idealist, ori​ents around a God with size. We are going to have to change the concept of reality and people’s function within reality, expand God and people’s con​nection to God in order to include the deepest, most idealistic thinkers of humankind. Simply put, our God is too small. We will have to expand the concept of God. 

The only way is to establish a limitless model of God. This sounds complicated, but all we actually must do is blend the concepts of the​ism and pantheism, giving us panen theism. As in theism, panentheism says God created reality and is bigger than reality. As in pantheism, panentheism says God traverses reality through awareness, one life form of which is human. Unique to itself, panentheism says people and God live in a symbi​otic state, dependent upon each other; people have a significant purpose in connection to God, their souls come from God, their souls are a piece of God. Significantly, panentheism also implies there are many realities within God other than human reality. That, in turn, implies there are many universes within God, which implies many life forms with souls exist within God, which implies that although people cannot make do without God, God can make do without people. 

 

To be continued: Part VI of IX: Seeing people as having souls which are in essence nothing but a piece of God Itself is a perceptual shift.
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Seeing people as having souls which are in essence nothing but a piece of God Itself is a perceptual shift. This perception would cause people to look at each other as pieces of God which in turn would cause people to treat each other with respect for now when dealing with others they would see them​selves as actually dealing with a piece of God. With an acceptance of this expanded perception of people and their function within reality as well as an expanded perception that God has a need for people, we developed a means of expanding people’s perception of themselves. With this concept in place, we would have developed a means of initiating a behavioral change in all people, a change that would expand the compassion and respect all people, including the most idealistic, would feel and sense regarding themselves and others. How would this change society? 

After refusing to redefine themselves in 1996, the violence and con​flict generated by the battle over abortion and capital punishment still con​tinues into 2050. Violence and conflict experienced over abortion and capi​tal punishment refuses to resolve itself. It is a struggle over simple definition, a struggle perpetuated over the lack of agreement 50 years ago about what constitutes “life” and “death.” Conflict and violence still runs rampant because people refuse to accept an elevated status for themselves. They still refuse to accept that they are more than just human, more than an animal. People refuse to accept they have significance in reality, significance to God. They refuse to accept the logic that they are a piece of God with a pur​pose for existence, and are needed by God to keep growing.

 

 

To be continued: Part VII of IX: Without growth there are only two possibilities:...
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Universally changing people’s perception of themselves seems like an impossible task. It would have to be a perception all could understand, beau​tiful in its simplicity, inspiring in its potentiality, thought-provoking in its universality. The new perception would have to raise all people’s level of thought and behavior towards not only others but towards themselves. Therefore, people must look to the motivation of the most idealistic to find what it would take to raise their spiritual glow, their commitment to the high​est of ideals they are capable of perceiving. The highest level of idealism usu​ally deals with the perception of the relationship between God and people. Presently, the most prevalent perception is what is known as a classical/traditional theistic concept. This is a perception that God is larger in size than our reality but separate from our reality. With this perception we are sub​servient to God. In essence, we are saying that God is limited in scope, for God and reality are two separate entities. God is not completely omnipresent, everywhere. since God ‘transcends the universe. 

The universe is outside God. The conclusion,  God has size, a limit since something lies outside God.. In short God is ‘almost’ omnipresent. Theism generates a size to God. In order to expand people’s perception of themselves and others, we are going to have to expand people’s perception of God, the outer limit of thought. The perception of God, even of the most broad-minded idealist, ori​ents around a God with size. We are going to have to change the concept of reality and people’s function within reality, expand God and people’s con​nection to God in order to include the deepest, most idealistic thinkers of humankind. Simply put, our God is too small. We will have to expand the concept of God. 

The only way is to establish a limitless model of God. This sounds complicated, but all we actually must do is blend the concepts of the​ism and pantheism, giving us panen theism. As in theism, panentheism says God created reality and is bigger than reality. As in pantheism, panentheism says God traverses reality through awareness, one life form of which is human. Unique to itself, panentheism says people and God live in a symbi​otic state, dependent upon each other; people have a significant purpose in connection to God, their souls come from God, their souls are a piece of God. Significantly, panentheism also implies there are many realities within God other than human reality. That, in turn, implies there are many universes within God, which implies many life forms with souls exist within God, which implies that although people cannot make do without God, God can make do without people. 

 

To be continued: Part VI of IX: Seeing people as having souls which are in essence nothing but a piece of God Itself is a perceptual shift.
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When people have small conceptions of themselves, feeling no pur​pose in reality or society, they act erratically and detrimentally to others, what one would call “animalistically.” The random and be​wildering behaviors of murder rape, theft, intimidation, power play, abuse, infanticide, and suicide are active and passive forms of violence committed by people against not only others but to themselves as well. 

Violence continually surfaces in society as people react to their status of inferiority. Ironically, as the concept of the significance people have of themselves increases, so does the damage they do to others. There is, how​ever an interesting point where this acceleration suddenly shatters and is instantly replaced by a whole new behavior pattern centered around eternity rather than the time span of mortals. Those thinking in terms of today do damage today. Those thinking globally up to the time of their mortal termi​nation do global damage, i.e. Hitler. The thoughts of short sighted people sel​dom remain at a level beyond mortality. Their thoughts range from now to the end of their mortal existence. 

On the other hand, people who have an expanded conception of them​selves, feeling purpose in eternity and in touch with existence beyond mor​tality, act in a different manner than those with short-term visions. Long range visions extend from now past the time of death, into eternity itself. The further into eternity people think, the more compassionate they become, the more idealistic their ideas emerge. 

The point is that people generate actions based on perceptions they have of themselves. Expanding the perceptions of all people will raise them to new levels of action. 

If people think only of themselves, raising the level of their behavior to a more idealistic plane would seem not only advantageous for the rest of us in society but evoke a sigh of relief from us all. There is little doubt in the minds of most of us that there is plenty of room for positive behavioral mod​ification. Regarding the behavior level of more idealistic and farsighted peo​ple, the room for growth seems more limited. This perception however is false. There is no end to the degree of improvement anyone can make regard​ing their behavior Only if people reach the all-encompassing totality of God, becoming God in total, can they no longer raise their behavior But enough of this, for this is a discussion of relativistic limits, calculus, integration, and behavior. 

 

To be continued: Part V of IX: Universally changing people's perceptions of themselves seems like...
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Social ambiance has become a respected field of study and has gained respect through its success in maintaining the perception that people are lowly creatures, servants of another, servants of God, animals on a level below God. Status levels are being fine-tuned to the ultimate degree, even to that existing between people and God. 

This is truly a monumental moment in time for humankind. It is a time sealed by history itself. Simultaneous with the formal celebration of the establish​ment of a new socially engineered ambiance, a small group of the most prominent panentheistic thinkers, comprising the heart of a little noticed back room think-tank, are rounded up in the dark of night and are whisked away to some quiet unknown destination. 

Transported with them are documents containing the basic concepts and social designs they have generated, which they believed would lead to massive change within society a change starting at the very foundation of the perception we have regarding the purpose of life. Although these people would never be seen or heard from again, one item confirming the presence of their journey in reality was overlooked. A few paragraphs from some per​sonal papers were left to drift with the winds. 

…and so ambiance in an environment is established by people based upon their perception of who they are. When people think too small, too lit​tle of themselves, and feel they have no purpose in reality, in society, they often act in ways to satisfy their own personal short-term yearnings. “What do I want, what can I do now, at this very moment, to make myself feel good?” With sensory hedonism, the process of obtaining personal pleasure through sight, smell, touch, hearing, and taste can become so intense that out comes uncontrolled animalistic behavior such as rape, vengeance, power play, intimidation. 

When people expand their thoughts and concepts of themselves, feel​ing their purpose in reality, in society, they move from personal short-term goals to personal long-term goals. Long-term goals orient around spiritual needs, needs of the soul, people’s essence or what might better be called spir​itual hedonism. A spiritual orientation leads to questions such as, “What do I want out of life? What can I do now to obtain my long-term goals, to make myself feel satisfied with my life’s journey even when l am about to face death? How do I maximize my journey through eternity? What must I face after death?” 

 

 

To be continued: Part IV of IX: When people have small conceptions of themselves, feeling no purpose in reality...
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Social engineers at the bottom of corporations designing new social plans are unable to persuade their superiors of the need to change the basic perceptions we have of each other. Fundamental and dramatic social change is not what the powers to be nor those holding power presently have in mind. In fact, rather than the replacement of status and power, the main design being developed intends to consolidate and amplify the status and power of those already in high places. The elite have made their choice and it is more of the same. Their choice is to continue a sterile, cold, calculating, judgmental, and guilt-ridden society, while at the same time perpetuating an aura of fear and anxiety towards mov​ing on to the next journey. It initiates a sense that the next journey, the jour​ney after life, will be no better than this journey and will probably be even more intense in its inhumane aura. 

Society accepts the direction provided by social engineers, scientists, politicians, intellectuals, economically elite, religious institutions, and gov​ernmental agencies. Society has, through its leadership, chosen. Society chose to maintain that people and God are separate entities. God is greater than us; we are subservient to God; we have no real significance other than in reality. Therefore, once we are no longer able to contribute constructively to society, we have the obligation to terminate our existence so the resources of society may be directed to those that are productive. 

Throughout society arise countless warm, compassionate places for nonproductive people to terminate their existence. The depressed, the suici​dal, the differently abled, the disfigured, the elderly, the loners, and the “leaches” on society all have a place to which they can retire. Warm nurtur​ing places are available to all seeking an acceptance of their decision to move on to a new journey. All children have been oriented and educated in the cul​ture of social efficiency. They will never fear doing what is best for society when they are no longer productive. Death is truly a righteous and moral act to take by those truly concerned with others and society. Leaders in power have done much to improve society, but nothing can compare to the conve​niently located termination centers. 

 

To be continued: Part III of IX:  Social ambiance has become...
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Speculation 2050 A.D.: Social ambiance becomes a major crisis for humankind and, as in the case of WWIII, humankind isn’t even aware of it being a problem. What innocent and unaware creatures we are. 

Social scientists begin to look at the overall picture regarding the ambiance of society as a whole. Civil and social engineers begin to con​sciously culture the established social atmosphere. They begin to acknowl​edge that wherever people are or have been, we leave behind a type of scent or presence that is almost impossible to eliminate. Once humanity has visit​ed, our presence always lingers. Sometimes we like passing through what people before us have set in place and sometimes we abhor it. It exists in homes, religious centers, government institutions, cities, recreational set​tings, whole nations, entire continents, our total planet, and space itself 

Social engineers begin studying the scent of humankind, the feel one obtains, the atmosphere that one becomes immersed within and surrounded by as one moves in and out of a particular environment touched by people. Some environmental ambiances give a sense of compassion, love, awe, warmth, trust, security, happiness. Other ambiances give a sense of fear, anx​iety, insecurity, depression, sadness, paranoia. 

Social scientists and engineers do not fully comprehend that we can all “improve” our behaviors. The leaders in power feel they know best, are above others, and have no need to improve. This is not surprising since change in behavior only comes about with a change in a perception of our​selves. To elevate the behavior of everyone from the most socially abhorrent to the most socially idealistic would require a change in perception in reali​ty, a change in the perception of our purpose in reality, a change for all at the same time. 

 

To be continued: Part II of IX
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Winners and Losers

Who will “win” and who will “lose” with a universal acceptance of this definition of “life” and “death?” The winners will be on both sides of the bat​tle: 

•
Fathers who want a say in the life and death decisions of their offspring. 

•
Women who want control over their bodies. 

•
Couples who want to determine if a raped wife is pregnant with the husband’s child. 

•
Souls who would have had the potential to journey through life. 

•
Society that may lose a “pillar” of strength or creativity. 

•
Unbending parents whose religions would deny their children the mercy of abortion after being subjected to rape or incest. 

•
The judicial system as it attempts to rationalize partial birth abortion. 

•
Religious organizations that wrestle with moral conflicts within their membership. 

•
Abortion clinic employees wrestling with the conflict of “right” and “wrong,” what’s best for the mother to be, what’s best for the infant to be. 

•
Political parties presently lined up on each side of the issue of abortion or capital punishment, etc. 

The losers will be potential life, fetal material before the brain starts to function. If potentiality, however, is one’s definition of “life,” then one needs to go much further than protecting the fetal tissue in its primary stage. With potentiality for life as the definition of “life,” one would need to prohibit any form of birth control ranging from the withdrawal method to vasectomy, since any act of sexual union would have “potential” for life. With ‘poten​tiality of life’ being the cornerstone for understanding when life begins, soci​ety, religions, and government would have their work cut out for them. Intrusion into the privacy of the home, not to mention the bedroom, would be all pervasive. 

The alternative to defining life, reality, and what lies outside the uni​verse upon a philosophical topic known as metaphysics is to define “death,” “life,” “killing,” and “murder” in ways that are most expedient for our own self interests, our politics, our religions, our particular social setting. The problem is that by generating definitions as basic as these on the foundation of expediency allows the generation of other definitions on the same bases. Definitions based upon expediency rather than universal rationality leads to dangerous situations such as infanticide, genocide, racism, genderism, sex​ism, bigotry, etc. 

It is your choice and my choice. We can end World War III or we can live life as usual and extend the war indefinitely. History indicates we will not be ready to take the simple step of ending violence and conflict. It may be the year 2000 A.D., but we will not be ready to take the small step of redefining our perception of ourselves, the step up to a different status and position of responsibility within reality. Instead, a new war is about to break out in 2050 A.D.

 

 

End
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Philosophy 
Theism basically states that God and reality are separate entities and, therefore, that humans and God are separate entities. Pantheism basically states that God and reality are the same and thus humans are not separate from God, that humans are a portion of God. Neither philosophy has been able to bring solution to the issues. Quite the contrary. Pantheism has only increased a state of pacifism towards the issue and theism has only added fuel to the fire. If we take the best of both philosophies and accept the classical/traditional theistic concept that God is larger than reality, and add to this the concept of pantheism that God and reality are important to each other, you have basically panentheism. Panentheism adds the concept that reality is not separate from God but contained within God, and that although God may be all knowing, all powerful, and all present, It becomes even more so by journeying reality. 

Acceptance of this philosophy does nothing to destroy religions. The majority of religions are built on a philosophy of theism or pantheism. To broaden their philosophy base significantly enough to incorporate panenthe​ism does not alter their credibility. What it does do, however, is make room for a rational understanding and acceptance of the definition of “death” put forward by medical ethics commit-tees. A panentheistic philosophical base opens religions up to accepting a definition of “life” that coincides with the definition of “death.” 

 

How does this all come about? A panentheistic philosophy would argue that God travels what we call reality through the machine of humans and other intelligent life forms. When the machine is no longer viable, God’s journey, our journey in reality, is over. Our soul, God, leaves the body. Lack of brain activity indicates the end of the journey, at which point a person is proclaimed “dead.” 

When the machine is viable, God’s journey, our journey in reality, begins. Our soul, God, enters the body. The indication of the start of this jour​ney is the beginning of brain activity, at which point a person is proclaimed “alive.” 

Panentheism produces the same result. The war finally ends with little more than a sigh. The war is actually defined out of existence through hav​ing defined what the essence of an individual is within reality and what the function of an individual is within reality. This result may be the same as the previous process but it is much more significant, for it manages to establish our identity and purpose in reality in understandable terms. It establishes what reality itself is in an understandable fashion, while at the same time reinforcing our religions, cultures, and traditions. In addition, it would not only end the war, but would also end many perplexing problems we have faced and that we will face in the future concerning controversial issues such as capital punishment, abortion of a fetus after brain function begins, use of early development fetal material for medical research, use of the placenta for medical purposes, growth of fetal tissue for the purpose of producing organs for organ transplants, acceptance of organs grown from early fetal tissue, abortion of early development fetal tissue caused by rape or incest, termina​tion of a patient not on life support systems whose brain is still functioning, and on it goes.. 

 

To be continued: Part V of V: Winners and Losers
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Life 

With “death” defined as the termination of brain waves by the brain, the definition of “life” should logically flow into place as the initiation of the production of brain waves. This occurs at a specific time in the development of the fetus. It doesn’t start at birth and it doesn’t start at conception. 

This definition of “life” is not going to please either side in the war we are experiencing, but in terms of logic, it is going to be difficult to refute since it is based on the opposite of society’s definition of “death.” The defi​nition of death is one developed by medical ethics committees in their attempt to diffuse the issue of what to do with brain dead patients that med​icine was capable of keeping alive for decades. The definition of “death” is a definition that society generally recognizes and accepts. Society also accepts the concept that the opposite of “death” is “life” and thus the logical definition: “life” begins when the brain starts emitting brain waves, when the brain becomes a viable organ, when the brain begins to function. 

 

If we accept this definition for life, then the solution to many problems becomes simplistic and acceptable to the general public as well as to acade​mia. The result: the war over abortion and capital punishment finally ends with little more than a sigh. The war is actually defined out of existence. There will still be discussion and dissension, but for the most part, heated conflicts based on “principle” will have had the wind taken out of their sails. 

But what if we approach the issue from a more philosophical stand​point? What if we approach the issue from the direction of first defining who we are in reality and what our function in reality is and then tackle the issues of “life” and “death?” Will the outcome still be the same? To find out, let’s attempt to approach the war from the aspect of the second statement, ‘How we define ourselves and our function in reality, will define what we perceive “life” and “death” to be’. Surprisingly, it will lead us to the same solution, just more emphatically. 
 
To be continued: Part IV of V: Philosophy
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The first place to start should probably be “death.” Although this has accelerated into an explosive issue, it is nevertheless the least explosive of the two social issues. It is also, oddly enough, a key to defining life. If we can agree upon what death is, we may be able to resolve the issue of life. 

Webster’s Dictionary states that death is “a permanent cessation of all vital functions: the end of life.” The words, “the end of life” aren’t going to help since we are starting with “death” and have not yet defined “life.” So we will have to explore the definition, “a permanent cessation of all vital func​tions.” 

 

Fortunately, the definition of “death” has already been put in place by medical ethics boards composed of doctors, religious leaders from various religious backgrounds, laymen, etc. 

 

Originally, death was thought to mean the cessation of breathing. If no breath was emanating from the body for a period of time, death was formal​ly declared. Today, we know people can go into comatose states where breathing is almost impossible to detect without proper equipment. We know people can be submerged for long periods in icy water and be revived with no mental dysfunction. We can, with medicine’s new technology, also dis​connect people from their lungs and keep them healthy for long periods of time using heart lung machines. Other people can be kept alive without the use of their “vital” organs, i.e. the kidneys. Even half the brain can now be removed without death or total incapacitation. 

Because of these advances, the medical ethics committees had to cre​ate a different definition of “death.” They moved to what laymen would term “flat-lined brain waves” on an EFG, electroen​cephalograph. 

 

Religions, doctors, lawyers, society, the general public, fathers, mothers, sons, daughters, government - almost everyone accepts this as a time of “death” or, in other words, a time when one’s journey in life has ended. When a flat-lined brain wave signal shows up on an EEG, everyone accepts the concept of pulling the plug on any life support systems the patient may be relying upon to keep their “vital” organs functioning. It took us a while to accept this definition of “death,” but it is now almost universally accepted.

With this established we then need to step into the violent fray of defining “life.” 

To be continued: Part III of V: Life
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World War III –defining the terms ‘Life’ and ‘Death’
2000A.D.:

Defining The Beginning/End

World War III –defining the terms ‘Life’ and ‘Death’
Only Words
Part I of V
2000 A.D.: WWIII, Roe vs. Wade, continues. This is a war of phenomenal proportions and magnitude that is not recognized as a war. It is a war defining the “beginning” and the “end” of each person’s journey through life. It splits families, reeks emotional personal havoc, scars young and old alike, and takes countless lives. It has been going on for over thirty years, laying siege to our very souls. Ironically, we don’t even see it for what it is. We don’t understand it is a war because we don’t even know what the war is about. 

The war is over the definition of life. When does life begin and when does it end? Actually, the war is not only over a definition of when life begins and ends, but rather a statement of philosophy, a philosophical perception of what life is. If we do not understand what life is, we cannot define when it begins or ends. The struggle continues over the right to control one’s body, the right to die with dignity, the rights of the unborn, the rights of the father, the right to one’s privacy and the right to life. 

The concept of who has the right to terminate the journey of another centers around two fundamental definitions: that of life and of death. This is not an insignificant exercise. This is one of the most crucial battles in our his​tory. This affects every man, woman, and child alive today and who will be alive in the future. 

The conflict taking place is not just a conflict; it is a war. World War II had fifty million casualties. This war has had far more than that already and isn’t close to being over. It involves religious institutions, governmental insti​tutions, political groups, social groups, activists on both sides, and pacifists in the middle. It involves millions of people banding together to wage the war. It involves the fundamental moralities of our future societies. This is a war of desperation, a war of principle, a war to protect one’s own journey, a war to protect the journey of others. 

 

This is a war in which members of both sides can be proud to have participated.This is a global war, having extreme​ly large casualty counts, inflicting extreme pain and suffering both physically and emotionally upon unbelievable numbers of people, and pulling every aspect of almost all cultures into the fray world​wide. This is certainly World War III. 

The war is essentially over two words, “life” and “death,” and what we find acceptable in terms of their definition. The war is as legitimate and noble a war we, as a species, have ever engaged in. This is a war over the very def​inition of who we, as a species and as individuals, perceive ourselves to be. The two words, life and death, are key to our perception of our very existence within reality. 

The results of this war, WW III, will set the ambiance of our social and environmental reality well into the future of humankind. The repercussions of the war will affect our perception of ourselves and our species well into the next millennium and possibly beyond. In fact, the outcome of the war could very determine the survival of our species. 

 

The war has been taking place for over three decades and the end is not in sight. What will end the war? Nothing we presently have in place within society will end this war. The element needed to end the war and resolve the issue in an acceptable manner to all sides is missing. We are missing an acceptable perception of what reality is, who we are as a people and as indi​viduals, and what our purpose is within this reality. Understanding what real​ity is and what our purpose is within reality would lead us to an acceptable consensus regarding what life is and what death is, which would end the war. 

How we define “life” and “death” will define what we perceive our​selves and our function in reality to be. This is thinking backward and that is why the war still rages and no solution is appearing on the horizon, in spite of over thirty years of conflict and pain. Actually, the words of the above statement are correct but they are not in the correct order. The statement should be, How we define ourselves and our function in reality will define what we perceive “life” and “death” to be. 

 

Let’s first attempt to approach the war from the aspect of the first state​ment. The most logical place to begin would be to look in a respected phi​losophy dictionary. It is interesting that both R. Audi’s The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy and W. Reese’s Dictionary of Philosophy and Religion contain over 4,000 entries each over 850 pages each, but neither reference defines “life,” “alive,” “death” or “dead” (interesting omissions considering the significance of the terms in relationship to our existence within reality). 

We accept the termination of existence within this reality as death and we accept existence within this reality as “life.” These two statements, how​ever, are not going to be adequate definitions for the general population, let alone academia. Let’s look at each term individually to help reveal accept​able definitions. 

To be continued: Part II of V: Death 
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To Begin

Part IV of IV
The light from star three - a universal philosophy, a universal morality defining reality and our purpose within it:
 

The solution to the dilemma comes from star three, a distant star so far away, its light is barely discernible. But we have the tools, the technology, the rationality to focus in on that star and magnify its significance. We have the ability to begin the initial, in-depth study of star three in earnest. We can understand.

The message from this star is clear. Reality has a purpose, you are in reality, you have a purpose in reality. No one has the right to terminate anyone’s journey for any reason. The message is simple, clear, uncomplicated. The implications are simple, clear, uncomplicated. The message emanates not from the star of social morals and social laws and not from the star of religions and faith. The message emanates from a star of logic, a star of philosophy, a star with the message of a universal philosophy. The star’s name is panentheism. It is not a religion. It is a philosophy. Religion is a subject of faith. Philosophy is a subject of reason.

The star is far away from our thoughts because the light is very dim in its infancy; the star is nothing more than a fetus. Our understanding of who we are in reality has moved through the primeval period, animism, polytheism, henotheism, theism, pantheism, and is now coming to the panentheism stage. Panentheism is a message from a star that says all humans are created equally; we are all equal for our essence is our souls, not our bodies or minds. The soul comes from outside this reality through which it travels, and is located within its Creator. The soul journeys this reality to increase the very magnificence of the Creator. What is the soul? The soul is none other than a piece of the Creator Itself. In other words, the soul is, in essence, God.

If the star had been older and if the star had been embraced by society and religions, what then? Then two youngsters would have been sitting in a small motel room in Delaware, holding an infant, and seeing a piece of God, and that would have made all the difference.
 

 

End
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To Begin

Part III of IV
The light from star two - religious morality as defined by faith:

Having barely begun their journey in life, the two frightened youngsters are confused and dazed by the intense starlight of social morality, social law, as it fades into the blackness of the heavens only to be replaced by the self-righteous light generated by the star of religious morality. The starlight radiates its message with the force of indignation, beaming down from the star of compassion, the star of religious morality - faith:

"It is very clear that it is not moral to take the life of a living entity. it’s the law of God. Everyone knows it. There is no excuse for not understanding the simplicity of it. You are eighteen and should know better. What would become of society if we tolerated murder? Therefore, we feel it is only right that you suffer the consequences of your action."

"We, therefore, are going to sentence you to death. No, this is not murder; this is something that needs to be done to make an example of you so others will not also take the heinous action you performed upon that poor innocent child. No, we will not be inhumane and we will be merciful by choosing a non-traumatic method of termination for you. We will use lethal injection rather than suffocate you in a bag as you did to your innocent baby. You will not be terminated through the process of having your brain sucked out by means of a small tube inserted through a hole punctured into the base of your skull, as is performed in partial birth abortion allowed under Delaware law. That is inhumane and we could never allow such action to be directed toward you."

"We have listened to your excuse for committing such an abhorrent act. We understand your logic of following the starlight of social morality and law. We do not accept your decision to add some sense of rationality to that law because it goes against morality, religious morality. Have you no faith ?!"

"Your sentence is now pronounced. You are to die for your actions. We are going to kill you in the name of justice, in the name of morality, a morality that transcends social morals. We are going to kill you because you killed and killing is wrong. The means of death: lethal injection, and may God have mercy upon your souls."

And just whose soul needs the mercy of God? Yours and mine, for we are a part of this society. We are a part of this confusion. We are a part of this constant state of moral confusion and chaos. Why did the two eighteen-year-olds terminate the journey of their newborn? Does it matter? Whatever the reason, the starlight of faith was not enough. Whether they chose to follow the light of social reason because it served their own ends or because they really believed in the established social morals and laws is not important. What is important is that social and personal conflict and confusion will continue to exist unless we find a means of resolving our moral conflicts.

 

To be continued... 
Next: Part IV of IV - The light from star three - a universal philosophy, a universal morality defining reality and our purpose within it:
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The light from star one - social morality as defined by social laws:

The brightest light, the closest light, the most promising light emanates from the star of social law and social institutions. The message is clear. The local radio stations have broadcast the information for a year. The local TV stations have painted the visual pictures for all to see. The local papers have been a battleground for the controversial debate. The public schools have used the concept as an exciting source of debatable material for their youngsters. Regardless of the general trend in public opinion, the fact remains that society had made a commitment.

Two youngsters, eighteen years young, saw what they perceived to be society’s decision, society’s final decree through the sacredness of the law itself. The decree: a fetus is not a viable entity. Society has clearly declared that it is okay to intrude on the inner sanctum of the woman’s body and physically turn the fetus at nine months in order to force it to emerge feet first. The purpose: to stop the birthing process at the point when the feet, body, shoulders, and neck emerge into what should be its reality for the next 90 years, a reality to which it was sent for a reason.

A nurse holds the red, wet, helpless body while the head is forced to stay within the birthing canal. A doctor, a protector of life, drives scissors into the base of the skull, into the brain itself. The point is not to kill the fetus, but rather to open a hole, a small hole with a sinister purpose. Methodically, the protector of life takes a small tube and prepares to insert it into the hole created in the skull.

The fetus struggles in the hands of the nurse, the cornforter of the sick. With its head held in the warmth of the birthing canal, the fetus listens to the reassuring heartbeat of its mother, the sound it has always known, always took comfort in. The fetus is overwhelmed with the warmth of its mother against its head, the strength of forceful hands around its body, the coldness of steel penetrating its neck, and the pain of the world surging through its skull.

Then, with all the skill of a trained professional, the protector of life methodically inserts a small tube into the "expertly" created incision. Reaching over, he turns on a machine and the brain is slowly sucked out of the "unborn fetus." The journey is terminated.

The starlight the two youngsters see emanates from society, a society that says sucking out a fetus’ brain seconds before birth is okay, that says capital punishment - murder - is okay. The two youngsters see a society that says a man who viciously rapes women and children needs only serve a few years in prison in order to fully pay his debt to society. They see a society that tells the same man that if he behaves in prison, they will absolve him of part of his debt.

The starlight of morality emanating from the star of social morality proves confusing. Add a little rationality from an 18-year-old brain and all of a sudden it is just as moral to terminate the fetus’ life four minutes after birth as at birth as long as it is done quickly. The 18-year-old brain asks, "Does four minutes make anymore of a logical difference as to when taking a life is moral or immoral?" Continuing with the semi-sophisticated logic of an 18-year-old, if one offsets the time of four minutes with a less traumatic, less inhumane means of dying, then the two should balance each other. The method in mind is a quick blow to the head and then simple suffocation in a trash bag, a dark environment similar to the one the fetus has experienced during its total existence.

But society disagrees with the rationality of the two youngsters and has built into its laws a technicality. Delaware law requires prosecutors to seek the death penalty for the "murder of any person under fourteen years of age." Using a technicality in the law and the social outline of morality, Delaware will pompously make a decision to either kill the two teenagers or ignore its own laws. All the while Delaware debates its decision, the two teenagers huddle in fear for their own lives and shame for what they did to a living entity, an action they believed to be more humane and less traumatic than that of a doctor during partial birth abortion.

Their crime involved rationalizing a decision they had to make using the light of society as a guide. We are all forced to follow this starlight; if we do not, we will surely suffer the consequences of our actions for society has little tolerance for those that do not abide by its laws.
  
To be continued... 
Next: Part III of IV - The light from star two - religious morality as defined by faith:
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1996 A.D.: Where do we begin? We begin with truth, as revolting as it may seem. The place? The most technologically advanced country in the world, the epicenter of humankind’s quest to protect the species’ vulnerability to annihilation via global cataclysmic events perpetuated by nature and by humankind itself.

The action? Two 18-year-old teenagers, one male, one female, prepare to eliminate a crisis hanging over their lives. The crisis? A life altering event, the introduction of a life into the world, a life that would cause a commitment, a lifestyle change of major impact upon two young lives - a change neither teen is ready to accept.

In a small motel room in Delaware, two youngsters journey their dark hours together, alone. In their minds, the waters they must maneuver are so black they must confide in no one. They have only each other, soul mates, in which to confide. Their passage is so bleak, so sinister; it is as if they are navigating the muddy waters of morality by the light of a moonless night. The only source they have to guide them comes from three stars high overhead: the star of social law, the star of faith, and the star of logic.

The young girl is quietly crying. He is holding her as they wait for the "beautiful" event to happen. She experiences the fear of life filled with possible pain from social rejection and parental disapproval over an event that will control and consume her life. This event will remove any control she feels she has over her life’s journey. Emotions coming in sharp cascading undulations of regularity rack her mind with pain greater than the pain of the labor. He holds her with trembling hands as he tries to reassure her, comfort her, comfort himself. He empathizes with her emotional pain while fearing her physical pain. Inundated with fear and confusion, she looks inward for a sense of direction but sees only the muddied waters within an eddy of contradicting principles.

Between the pain of contractions, they each gaze inward, desperately searching the imaginary heavens of their minds for the light. The only emanating lights come from three stars. 
To be continued... 
Next: Part II of IV
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