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	       My Ship Thought         

	        

	        

	I simple man, may from my heart believe, 

	 

	The truth of God and not my brain to doubt, 

	 

	And from a faith that others did conceive, 

	 

	Beset myself upon a path devout. 

	 

	But thought that weighs and reason measuring, 

	 

	Heart's sense bestills and credence plunder, 

	 

	And I, my contemplation treasuring, 

	 

	Blinded by sight, in darkness blunder. 

	 

	Drifting out of faith’s safe harbour walling, 

	 

	My ship thought on reason's ocean water, 

	 

	Objective tides, winds and fogs befalling, 

	 

	Far from God my charts and courses falter, 

	 

	And seeing science starry in the sky, 

	 

	Another light to follow, sextant raised; 

	 

	Though far I travel round to find out why – 

	 

	I turn again to see God should be praised. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 1 : Introduction 

	 

	You are here. All around you are life and matter. You must have noticed them and sometimes wondered how they got there. How did you get here? How did you get to be you? Are you the hapless out-come of a long continuous chain of random but fortuitous events and circumstances, or are you the out-come of another intelligence’s grand design and planning? Is there God? Is there God that scientists can prove the existence of? What is the purpose of it all?  

	There are things about creation that a small number of people have known and kept secret over the centuries; ancient mystics have kept their insights and divine revelations as rewards only to be given to those that they deem worthy to receive them. Darwin’s theory of evolution is feasible, though visibly incomplete; the extension of the process of natural selection into the gradual progression of one species into another is not supported by any physical evidence. The argument over creation verses evolution is still hotly debated in religious, educational and scientific circles; yet there need not be any argument at all. Both processes work together; creation and evolution complete each other. The puzzle assembles like a perfect jigsaw; you only have to have been lucky enough to have found all the pieces. 
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	The problems causing the creation /evolution arguments start with Genesis. Any scientist or other reasonably well educated person, on picking up the Bible and opening it at the first page of Genesis could be forgiven for giving up on its credibility from the start. They might easily come to the conclusion from what follows in the first few pages, that the book that they are reading is a work of pure fantasy and has no foundation in truth. 

	No doubt many a keen intellect stumbles in their acceptance of God and religion over the subject of creation and what caused it to happen. The biblical version of creation does not, for example, make any chronological sense. The first day of creation refers to day and night, yet the sun on which the concept of day and night is based, is not created until the fourth day. Even if the term 'day' refers to some other period of time more in keeping with the historical facts that we know about the formation of the universe and everything in it as some people suggest, then the sequence of events given in Genesis does not stand up to reason or established facts. The plants and trees that depend on the light of the sun for their existence, were supposed to have been created before the sun that was essential for their survival; yet we know for sure that the appearance of the sun in the universe preceded the 

	development of plants and trees by billions of years. So as a literal account of the formation of the universe by a creator being or God, Genesis is just not acceptable to the reasonable mind. 

	It is because of this unacceptability of the Genesis account of creation in comparison to both common sense and to scientific knowledge that the ‘anti-creationist’ lobby reject it. Although some of these anti-creationists are Christians and people of other faiths who question creation but not the existence of God, there are others who make the jump to the assumption: ‘As the book of Genesis cannot be true, there was not any act of creation and so there is not any God.’ Darwin and his observations on the evolution of species further convicts thinking people that 'creation' and everything in it is the result of a self-development resulting from natural processes not dependent upon any external activity from a ‘creator God’. They then, as Darwin did, make the same jump from this position that there is no such creator God. Frank Lloyd Wright summed up this point of view when he made the statement: “I believe in God, only I spell it Nature.” 

	Consequently, there are today two opposing factions, broadly termed ‘creationists’ and ‘evolutionists’ It is only necessary to search these words on Google or any other search engine to find multitudes of web-pages and blogs arguing the case for one side or the other. These two factions consist of those people who are prepared to accept the existence of God and his act of creation in pure faith or from some personal revelation or gnosis, those people who deny His existence and that He is the author of the created world on account of the ‘unscientificallity’ of it and the lack of credibility of the Biblical version, and some who inhabit a grey area not quite accepting creation but not denying the existence of God either. 

	Standing apart from all the arguments, one can see that half these people deny the existence of God from a lack of comprehension of how such a God could exist and have been responsible for the creation of the universe and everything in it, and the other half accept the existence of God the creator, in spite of not having any understanding of how God could have created the universe and everything in it either. 

	Who can say either side is wrong or right to take their position according to the information that they have at hand? Either side could either be commended or rebuked, according to your point of view. My assertion is that both sides argue from an incomplete understanding based on incomplete acts. There are some facts that have been known by some people for a very long time, that scientists are only just beginning to realise. Most of the things that I am going to say in this book had been known by someone somewhere long before I ever got hold of it; sometimes centuries before. Some things have been kept secret by those that knew them, because knowing them and proving them are two different things; mystics have been aware for thousands of years of the basic building block of matter, for example. Now only as science is catching up will some things become acceptable to the greater masses. By bringing together all these secret things and putting them into the picture of creationism and evolutionism, hopefully everything can become clear to everyone, and the dissension between all factions can be finally and permanently resolved. 

	The first thing to say about Genesis, the book of creation, is that it may, as are many histories written in the Bible, be purely allegorical and not meant to be taken literally. There are several Gnostic schools and institutions that teach that scripture is to be 

	comprehended on three levels: the face value or simple level, the covert or hidden level, and then the highest level which is a form of assimilation into one's own consciousness as wisdom. Western mysticism embraces this idea, as do the Ebionites and Nazirenes. Although the mundane thinking of religious clerics has for centuries taught otherwise, many of the stories written in the Bible can be found not to have any basis in historical fact, but rather have been written to depict some spiritual meaning in a covert and picturesque way. To give a personal example of this, I myself could never comprehend how a loving and compassionate God would order Saul to completely destroy the entire Amalekite nation - not even sparing the animals (Samuel: 15 v 3; NTL version).  One day whilst I was in a church meeting the Holy Spirit (who is the agency that discloses the covert meaning of the scriptures) opened my eyes to what this passage in the Bible was really about: it actually refers to the sacrifices and pruning that a person has to make to their lives in order to follow God. The fact that Saul did not obey and kept all the things he believed had value (Samuel: 15 v 7) is an insight into the personal struggle that an individual has in making those sacrifices and undertaking such pruning. The truth was and remains very satisfying when it is revealed in this way. God wants the Holy Spirit to instruct people in this way when they are ready to know (or rather when they are ready to ask). But that is a different subject entirely. The point to make here is that whether or not there is a God who created the universe and everything in it, is not dependent on whether or not Genesis is an accurate account of how things began. 

	It can be likened to an alien coming to earth and finding a copy of the book ‘Babar the Elephant’ by Jean de Brunhoff (a story about a fictional elephant that lives like a human being in Paris). The alien might go to Paris, see that there 

	are no elephants living there like that, and from there infer that there are no such things as elephants. 

	We know that elephants exist, irrespective of what may or may not be written about them in some book. We should know that God exists as well, irrespective of what may or may not be written about Him in the Bible. That knowledge is essential to our spiritual well-being and can be found without the use of the Bible, the real value of which is to comprehend spiritual truths and spiritual laws. The Bible is one of the means through which God chooses to speak to people, of which there are many. So, unless we want to try to understand what any deeper, spiritual meaning is that is hidden in the Genesis account of creation, it is better just to ignore it altogether and look entirely at the facts. 
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	Not everything in the Bible was meant to be taken literally  

	 

	Creation can be conveniently divided for the purpose of this discourse into two separate and distinct categories; they are the creation of matter and the creation of life. In both cases the automatic process of self-development from natural and physical laws is clearly evident. According to the available evidence, it is equally clearly evident that 

	these natural and physical laws would not have been able to accomplish creation alone, without the intervention of 

	the creative power and intelligence we call God. What is the physical law that caused matter to form itself in the universe? Where is the naturally occurring chemical laboratory that would have been necessary for the creation of life to occur against all of the hostile and opposing conditions that existed at the time of its creation? These things remain unaccountable without the inclusion of an external creative influence.  

	Hopefully then in these pages I will be able to present the complete picture of creation and evolution that I have enjoyed for many years by having access to all the facts and insights (by courtesy of enlightened people who have preceded me) which clearly show that science and religion can both be right. From there maybe satisfy and reconcile all conflicting arguments and arguers over the hitherto much debated subject matter of the creation/evolution of the universe and everything in it. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 2 : The Creation of Matter 

	 

	After Genesis creation isn't much mentioned in the Bible. The next significant reference to it occurs in John 1, 1-5 in the New Testament, which in the NLT version of the Bible reads as follows:  

	‘Prologue: Christ, the Eternal Word 

	In the beginning the Word already existed. 

	The Word was with God and the Word was God. 

	God created everything through him, and nothing was created except through him. 

	The Word gave life to everything that was created, and his life brought light to everyone. 

	The light shines in the darkness, and darkness can never extinguish it.’ 

	 

	In my schooldays (1964 - 1972), everybody knew that an atom was the smallest particle of matter and all matter was composed of atoms and molecules. We also knew that atoms were made of protons, electrons and neutrons. It is (to digress slightly) the number of these latter components of atoms in each atom that makes it an atom of any particular element. Hydrogen for example is the simplest of all atoms having just one proton and one electron, this also makes it the lightest of all elements. Lead however, one of the heavier elements, has 124-126 neutrons, 82 protons and 82 electrons. If we were able to take away a few of these components, so that there were 118 neutrons, 79 protons and 79 electrons, we could turn that piece of lead into a piece of gold. If we could split it in half, into two equal atoms having half the neutrons, protons and electrons each, 

	then we would have two pieces of silver instead of our one piece of lead. Interesting stuff - the stuff that (alchemist's) dreams are made of! 

	 

	Today however, we know what protons, neutrons and electrons are made of, and there is a list of both proven and theoretical subatomic particles that grows longer every year. The top of this list are particles known as leptons and hadrons, and in 1964 physicists Murray Gell-Mann and George Zweig inferred from the behaviour of the first two a further, unobservable particle known as a quark. There are other things on the list: we have bosons, gluons and femions, all of which complicate things further. Fortunately, now some scientists have made the next logical step and come to the conclusion that all of these subatomic particles are made up of different combinations of one basic building block of matter known as a STRING. The actual nature of a string is still to be determined but their existence as the ultimate particle of matter from which all matter is formed is now generally accepted. 

	To be honest this conclusion is as yet a theoretical one; proven on paper with a pencil and calculator but not by experimental observation. However, this lack of experimental observation is the result of the impracticality of being able to perform the experiments in the first place: they are prohibitively large and prohibitively expensive. It is not because any experiments have been done and failed to produce the results that were expected.  

	 

	 

	 

	 

	String theory has been called ‘The theory of everything’ because it mathematically satisfies the problems of physics in regard to all of its matter and all of its energies. Long before mathematics endorsed the idea of a basic building block of matter and energy, philosophers and alchemists had the same idea, some claiming to have perceived it through mystical revelation. The Rosicrucians for example; a school of mystical philosophy, have had this basic building block of matter as part of their teachings for a considerable time. Not only have they asserted that all matter is formed of one universal building block, which they originally called an electron, but as something distinct and separate from what is now generally accepted to be an electron by science, but they also give exercises in their teachings for the physical creation of such electrons (strings) using vowel sounds uttered by the human voice; a matter we shall touch upon again later. The results of these exercises are difficult to prove however, and if they have proved it in any of their laboratories then they are typically keeping quiet about it in accordance with their ancient mystical protocols. 

	No-one is sure as yet just what the exact nature is of these sub-sub-atomic particles except that they are little bundles of energy. Sometimes they appear to be linear, sometimes they appear to be circular, in keeping with the particular and/or wave theory of higher manifestations such as light. It is as though they were like a schoolboy's 'slinky' toy: (a large coiled spring) that could either by turned round back on itself to make a circle, or stretched out straight to make a line. Their exact nature is irrelevant. What is important is that every proton, neutron and electron is made of them. That means that every atom and molecule is made up of them too, and therefore every last ounce of matter in the universe has as its basic building block these elementary particles of energy called strings. 

	 

	These strings have a quality that makes them what they are. That quality has a direct bearing on where they come from and what they are able to do. There is a sub-theory of string theory known as super-string theory. This explains all of the particles and fundamental forces of nature in one theory by modelling them as vibrations of tiny super-symmetrical strings. Whether this theory is correct or not, the essential quality of strings is the quality of vibration; each one is a tiny oscillating piece of energy that cannot decide if it is a wave or a particle. Whichever of these it wants to be there is no escaping that it is a vibrating energy and that vibrating energy must have a rate of vibration or frequency. 

	Something else that has vibration and frequency are radiations that emanate as magnetic field from either an ordinary bar magnet or an electromagnet. All magnets have identical frequencies, the only difference being the pole at one end of the magnet and the pole at the other; so that the north pole has a slightly different rate of vibration than the south pole. What happens when two opposite magnetic poles come together is that they have sufficiently similar vibrations that they are attracted to each other and are drawn together with a magnetic pull. 

	When these poles are the same however, and the frequency of the vibrations radiating from the poles are exactly identical, then instead of there being any attraction between them there is a repulsion and the two poles push each other apart. It is something to do with the way the vibrations from each pole interact with each other. If they were waves on the sea, some coming from one direction and some coming from another direction, then what happens where they meet would depend on the frequency or pitch of the waves in question. If the pitch was such that two waves met at their maximum height, then the result would be a much higher wave. If two waves met so that one was up and the other 

	down, then you would get a cancelling out of both waves and the sea would be flat at that point. If two waves met so that they were both down at the same time, then that trough would be re-enforced. When the pitches of the waves are slightly different then a different reaction occurs when the two slightly different pitches intermingle. So it is with the magnets: when the vibrations exactly match you get an accentuated wave pattern that pushes the magnets apart; when the vibrations vary slightly then the vibrations intermingle in such a way so as the magnets are drawn in together. 

	So it is with these tiny strings that make up all matter and energy; each one has vibrations of a certain frequency that are attractive to other strings having similar vibrations. What is interesting about strings is that it is likely that they are monopoles, i.e.; they only have exactly one vibration, whereas magnets are a reflection of the atoms that compose them in that they are bi-polar, i.e.: having different vibrations at each end making the north and south poles that we are familiar with. Each string then has its own frequency that will either attract another string with a similar but slightly different frequency, or repel any other string that has exactly the same frequency, just the same as the poles of a magnet do. It is the slight differences between the rates of vibration of one string from the next that causes them to be drawn together by mutual attraction to form the atoms and molecules that make up matter as we know it. Think what would happen if every string had exactly the same frequency as every other string. They would all repel each other and there would be no matter. All that would exist would be trillions and trillions of individual strings. They would all be vibrating at the same frequency and repelling each other so as to be completely diffuse throughout the universe.  

	 

	Electrons make an excellent analogy of this. (We’re talking about the real ones here, not the Rosicrucian ones). Electrons all have the same rate of vibration and so are mutually repulsive. It is only because of the power of attraction of protons that they come together to form atoms. If there were only electrons in the universe, then they would all repel each other and spread themselves very thinly throughout space. 

	I want to hold the thought just for a moment of all these tiny strings being spread out and separate as though they had exactly the same rate of vibrations and repulsed each other the same as electrons do, and so be spread out thinly throughout the universe. We will come back to this thought again in a moment. 

	 

	Now what I want to consider is the thought of there being nothing in the universe at all; just a huge empty void from start to finish - completely empty. It is conceivable that the universe was empty like this at some point in time. Then from all that emptiness there suddenly appear all these vibrating strings apparently from nowhere, spread out and diffuse as though they were all vibrating at exactly the same frequency as we considered a moment ago. Only the strings are not of the same frequency. The strings that suddenly appear in the universe all have slightly different frequencies and are mutually attractive to each other. 

	 

	 

	These strings would then from this mutual attraction, come together to form protons, neutrons and electrons. These protons, neutrons and electrons would then come together to form atoms and molecules. All of these atoms and molecules, would then from their own mutual attraction be 

	drawn together to form clouds of gases. The same process would continue so that the gases condensed and formed liquids and solids. All matter would draw itself together. So whatever it was that was the cause of the vibrations of strings, it was of fundamental importance that it did not cause them to vibrate uniformly. If strings all vibrated at exactly same rate, nothing else in the universe would have been able to exist. Vive la différence! 

	Notwithstanding this, thanks to Edwin Powell Hubble and his observations on particular stars known as ‘pulsars’, we know that the universe is actually moving in the opposite direction and expanding. Hubble was able to perceive that the light being emitted from these pulsars was predominantly at the red end of the spectrum which means that it was being stretched out as its source moved away from us. If the universe was contracting this light would have been condensed and at the blue end of the spectrum. This observation on the part of Hubble has led to the 'big bang' theory of the origin of the universe. 

	The big bang theory might imply one large central explosion from which all matter was created and then blown out to form the stars, planets and galaxies. This is not however, the current understanding of the big bang. Rather than there being one big bang, science perceives that there were in fact lots of simultaneous little bangs with different centres of origin going off at the same time, and it is the cumulative effect of all these little bangs that has caused the universe to expand. It is of course, highly fortuitous for the universe that it is expanding in this way; a contracting universe would potentially continue contracting until in caved in on itself. 

	Getting back to our strings condensing and drawing themselves together to form matter; great clouds of gases would form into great spheres of matter. Not one large sphere in the centre of the universe, but lots of lesser 

	spheres spread throughout it, like raindrops and snow crystals forming out of water vapour. There is evidence to show that they must have condensed to the extent that they superheated themselves and exploded back out again. These explosions then spewed out the matter that then formed suns and planets that make up the galaxies of which the known universe consists. 
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	Matter formed itself into great spheres, like raindrops forming out of water vapour    

	 

	 

	 

	This process is observed to be still happening today. Astrophysicists have reported that this is the normal life cycle of a star or sun. The simplest element is hydrogen. It is logical to assume that this would be the gas to form after the first creation of the strings of matter. From hydrogen all other elements are created through the process of the life cycle of a star. The initial stage of any star is an immense 

	sphere of hydrogen, whose molecules come together and form a sphere by the mutual attraction of its simple atoms. Once these immense gas clouds have formed, the laws of physics relating to temperature, pressure and nuclear reaction start to act on the hydrogen and in this crucible of creation other, denser elements begin to materialise. The gravitational attraction of the hydrogen acting on itself condenses the sphere until immense pressure builds up inside it. This pressure creates heat, and the temperature rises inside the star to the degree that nuclear fusion takes place. The first nuclear fusion to occur in a star is that of the single protons of the hydrogen atoms fusing together in pairs to make the noble gas helium. This causes a great deal of energy to be released by way of nuclear explosions, which has the effect of counteracting the condensing of the star by the force of gravity. Once this happens it becomes a fully operational sun such as we have in our solar system, and as long as the nuclear explosions continue to counterbalance the condensing of the star by gravity, it will continue to exist and operate as a perfectly balanced, self-perpetuating system.  

	 

	With the passage of time more and more of the hydrogen in the system is fused into helium, and the energies in the system shift so that the pressure increases at the core. This increase in pressure facilitates the creation of heavier elements through the nuclear fusion that is occurring and carbon will appear as a result of helium atoms being fused together. The star becomes denser and greater pressures cause increasingly heavier elements to be formed. Neon is the next element to appear, then Oxygen, Silicon and Nickel. With all of these elements the process of fusion continues to release vast amounts of energy in the form of nuclear explosions that maintain a counter-balance against the force of gravity acting within the star. 

	 However, the appearance of Nickel heralds the end of that counterbalancing explosive energy and results in the death of that star. The reason is that this nickel is a radioactive isotope that soon decays into Iron, and once iron appears the star is doomed. This is because instead of releasing energy in the form of a nuclear explosion the formation of Iron absorbs it, and the star immediately collapses in on itself under the influence of gravity. There is then a recoil effect from this sudden and dramatic implosion that then causes the star to explode as a super-nova, and in the brief moments of this explosion all of the elements of matter are formed and spewed out into the universe, later cooling and solidifying to form new stars and non-solar features of the universe such as planets. 

	The process that is being observed of this happening today is one that is apparently random and intermittent, and also affected by the mass of the star in question, reflecting the chaos and disorder that has ensued following the big-bang. Given there was a fixed point in time when matter may have suddenly appeared, the first stars that moulded themselves from hydrogen would have been completely synchronised; forming more or less uniform masses and exploding in exactly the same time-frame, so that the big-bang would have been every star everywhere going super-nova at the same time.  

	 

	From the moment then that the tiny strings of matter appeared in the universe, the unvarying laws of physics, i.e. attraction, gravity and fusion, would cause them to form themselves into stars, condense and explode again as supernova, then the matter created by that big-bang gradually attracted itself together to form the stars, planets and other phenomenon that exist throughout the universe today, without God having to lift one finger to help it. 

	If matter then, formed itself into the myriad of expressions of it that exist today, what is the mystery of the creation of the strings that formed it? 

	Let's consider again the universe before matter appeared in it: an extensive void completely empty of anything at all. How do strings suddenly appear in this void to form matter? Unfortunately for atheists and those of the agnostic persuasion; the simplest and most convenient explanation is that God created them.  For the people of faith and belief; that would probably be sufficient explanation; from thinkers and agnostics there will be questions and objections respectively. There are answers that are reasonable and acceptable to everyone but the most resolute atheist.  

	To my mind, the most glaring questions would be: ‘If the universe was completely empty, where was the God that did this creating?’  And likewise: ‘If the universe was completely empty, what did He do this creating with?’ 

	In order not to lose the current train of thought we shall look at where God is presently. For the moment let's continue with our examination of the creation of matter. 

	Consider again these strings that are the building blocks of everything in the physical universe. They consist of nothing else other than vibrating energy, or according to superstring theory: vibrating super-symmetrical strings. The key words here are VIBRATING and ENERGY or STRINGS.  

	 

	Here is a question scientists or mystics have yet to answer: 'What would the nature of this energy be if it stopped vibrating?’ or just as significantly; ‘What was its nature before it began to vibrate?’ 

	I don't think that question can yet be answered, but one thing is clear, you cannot have a vibration unless there is something to vibrate. Super-string theory proposes some 

	sort of string, like a subatomic guitar string that hums when plucked. Alternatively, we are all familiar with the concept of a stone being thrown into a still, calm pond and the ripples radiating out from the centre of the splash. These ripples are a form of vibration, but it would be impossible for them to exist without there being a pond of water on which to form.  

	Going back to our empty universe before any matter was formed, maybe it was not so empty after all? Maybe it was just a vast, still pond of un-vibrating energy that had not had a stone thrown into it to make it ripple yet? Maybe it was a vast array of sub-atomic guitar strings that had not yet been made to hum? What stone did God throw into the pond to make it ripple? What plectrum did God use on those sub atomic guitar strings to make them hum? What was said at the very start of this chapter:  

	‘In the beginning the Word already existed. 

	The Word was with God and the Word was God. 

	God created everything through him, and nothing was created except through him. 

	The Word gave life to everything that was created, and his life brought light to everyone. 

	The light shines in the darkness, and darkness can never extinguish it.’ 

	 

	In this passage, the ‘Word’ of course, refers to Christ, on account of Him being the word of God. There may however, be in it a double meaning to the word ‘Word’; a play on ‘Word’, in fact. 

	Words are interesting things. There are hundreds of words written on these pages and none of them have anything to 

	do with energy vibrating. A spoken word is something different of course. Many people claim that a spoken word can have the power to affect us directly by its sound and to affect conditions and situations that we find ourselves in. Most people are aware of the word 'OM' that is incanted by yogis and Buddhists to improve their sense of well-being. Monks and mystics have a whole vocabulary of words and vowel sounds that they incant for different effects and purposes.  

	We make the sound of such words in our voice boxes, but it needs the medium of air with which to be carried across a room to be heard by someone else. So a word causes air to vibrate. In some cases, this vibration can be strong enough to cause ripples to form on the surface of water in a bowl. The great singer Caruso was able to cause a glass to hum with the power of his voice vibrating at exactly the right pitch. Similarly, if the right pitch is sung in close proximity to a guitar string, that guitar string will begin to vibrate in sympathy with that note being sung. I have already stated that Rosicrucians propose vocal exercises that result in the creation of (a few) strings. That’s what a human voice can do. What might God's voice do? We have already considered ripples on ponds and vibrating strings; couldn't God or Christ's voice have made still energy start vibrating, or still strings start humming, and either instance caused the formation of matter in all its glory? 

	 

	 

	Let’s assume then that the universe was filled with whatever it is that vibrates as a string before they were vibrating; strings that were perfectly at rest. Then an outside agent stepped in and caused the vibration that either activated or created all these tiny strings that then formed all of matter. Whoever or whatever that agent was, we shall 

	call that agent God and say that God spoke the universe into existence; that He actualised matter with His voice.  

	 

	Whether He is still humming the note that keeps the strings of matter vibrating and what might happen if He runs out of breath and stops is a matter of conjecture. God’s voice, it has to be observed, might not be a physical voice as we know it. We can all sing a note and then retain a mental continuation of that note purely in our minds. God’s voice may be more in the nature of that mental note rather than a physical voice that actually required a physical breath.  
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	God ‘spoke’ the universe into existence. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Notwithstanding that all God had to do from then on was sit back and watch as matter formed itself by the workings of the laws of physics into the creation that is all around us today. Neat eh? 

	 

	This then is the theme and argument of this book: creation on the part of God that set in motion a self-development resulting from the laws of nature and physics; creation and evolution working harmoniously hand in hand together. It applies to the actualization of matter; we shall shortly proceed to see how it also applies to the actualization of life. First though, let’s go back to the question of where God was when the universe was completely empty that He could have performed these actualizations of matter and life? 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 3 : Where was God?

	 

	 

	Before we look at the question: ‘Where was God?’  Let's look at another question: ‘What constitutes the known universe?’ 

	Isn't it true to say that the known universe consists of everything we can see; everything we can touch; everything we can hear; everything we can taste and everything we can smell? If this is the case, then the universe that we know today, is much larger and more comprehensive than the universe we knew a thousand years ago. With the advancement of science, we have extended our senses with aids and devices that enable us to see and measure things we were not able to before, and in some cases to hear things that we were unable to hear before. As science progresses further, we don't know what in future we might be able to see and measure that will extend our knowledge of the universe. The point being, that our knowledge of the universe is limited to what we are able to sense and perceive. 

	Let us examine for example, one of those senses: hearing. The human ear is designed to interpret certain frequencies of vibrating energy as sound. If we consider the keyboard or strings of any musical instrument, in general it will have the lowest note at one end and the highest note at the other, and all of the intermediary notes in ascending order in between. The range of notes of a musical instrument fits comfortably into the range of sounds that our ears are able to hear. We would still be able to hear for example, a note higher that the highest note on a piano, or a note lower than the lowest note on it. However, the range of notes or frequencies that we can hear is limited, so that there comes a point that a note played could be so high that we could

	 not hear it (as in a dog whistle), or so low that we could not hear it either (maybe an elephant might). We know that the notes still exist, as not only can animals hear them as in the above examples, but the sound can be measured with instruments other than our ears. We just cannot hear them ourselves. 

	The same thing is true of the sense of sight. We can see wavelengths of certain frequencies (between 9, 000,000,000,000 & 4, 000,000,000,000,000,000 cycles per second) with our eyes that our brains interpret as light and colour. It is quite possible that a creature from another planet could interpret what we see as light as sounds; and what we hear as sounds as light and colour. What is more significant to us, is that we only see hear, feel, smell and taste a very limited range of a potentially vast spectrum of vibrations. 

	 

	So what is it exactly that we are speaking of when we consider the universe prior to creation? Are we speaking of the whole universe; consisting of all possible vibrations or just that range of vibrations that our particular senses are receptive to? 
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	Elephants and dogs both can hear sounds that human beings cannot.  

	 

	Here is a mind blowing exercise that no doubt you have already done at some-time by yourself. Picture yourself at the centre of the universe; for our purposes, the universe before matter was created. Consider the three dimensions of length, breadth and height. Now whichever dimension or whichever vector from these three dimensions you decide to travel in, you will never get to the end of the universe; it just goes on and on forever. It has no length, no breadth nor height, because it is infinite in every possible direction. Furthermore, in this universe prior to creation, no matter where you look and in what direction you go, you will never find God! 

	 

	 

	Now let’s change the exercise slightly; instead of imagining ourselves at some point in an infinite universe, let us imagine ourselves at a point on this scale of vibrations. Focusing purely on the senses of sight and hearing; let our starting point be that we can hear the note ‘Middle C’ (256 cycles / second) and see the colour green. 

	Let’s think now of this scale of vibrations as being a dimension that we can travel along just as we travelled along the three dimensions of length, breadth and height that we considered in the previous exercise; so that now we have another ‘fourth’ dimension, and we can travel along it in the same way. We are starting at ‘Middle C’ and the colour green. If we then can hear only the note ‘G’ above Middle C, which has a frequency of 360 cycles per second, and can only see the colour violet. In both cases our perception has moved to a higher rate of vibration, and travelled upwards along this fourth dimension. 

	Now let us assume that we can only hear the note ‘A’ below Middle C, which has a frequency of 230 cycles per second, and that we can only see the colour red. Our perception would have changed to perceive a lower rate of vibrations and it would have moved downwards along this fourth dimension. 

	What we have to realize in this example is that we ourselves are not moving along this dimension; only our perception is. If we go back to our previous exercise where we were moving in any of the three physical dimensions: it is as though we were standing still and just looking along these dimensions to see how far we could see. So how far can we see along this fourth dimension of vibration and frequency? Only as far as the limitations of our senses will permit us. We can only see along it for the frequencies of light that we mentioned earlier (9, 000,000,000,000 to 

	 

	4,000,000,000,000,000,000 cycles per second) or hear along it for a range of between 32 cycles per second and 16,000 cycles per second. (The frequencies of sound). But how far does it actually extend? 

	Any figure that you can conceive as a number, can clearly be either halved or doubled. Therefore, any frequency you can conceive as a figure in terms of cycles/second can also always be either halved or doubled. What does this mean in terms of the range of this fourth dimension? It means that it is just as infinite as the three physical dimensions of length, breadth and height; no matter what frequency you arrive at, there is always a frequency above it and a frequency below it. The nature of these frequencies and what their qualities are is a subject of interest and study in itself; but for our purposes here it is enough that we are aware of them in their infinity. 

	Now as in this case it was only our perception that would have travelled along the fourth dimension and its varying rate of cycles per second; the question is: how does this answer our previous question as to where God is, or was at the moment of creation?  

	We cannot ourselves move along this fourth dimension because we inhabit physical bodies that are set at one particular frequency, and can only perceive a limited range of other frequencies. Our minds however, are slightly different; we can think and imagine at different frequencies independently of our body and the physical senses. We can think a high-minded thought with a high rate of vibrations or frequency; we can think a low-minded thought with a low rate of vibrations or frequency. Perhaps when we dream, we experience a completely different world that is on a completely different frequency range; but we remain nevertheless, firmly anchored where we are by the limitation of our physical bodies. 

	 

	 

	 

	Supposing then that God as a being, is a being of pure mind. As a being of pure mind, let us suppose again that He can change the frequency of His being at will. Being God, isn't it reasonable to assume that the frequency of His being is much higher frequency than that would be visible and perceivable in the spectrum of vibrations that constitutes the physical universe that we are able to experience? 

	So, though it seemed before the creation of matter, that the universe was completely empty and devoid of anything at all including God; in fact, it was only one slice of the complete spectrum of the universe that was so. It is as though the universe is a multi-storey building, and what is the perceivable universe to us, is just one storey of that building, and while we are only aware of what is going on in this particular storey, other things may well be going on in the storeys above and below us of which we are unaware.  

	However, we should not let our imaginations take over and start to entertain ideas of there being a fifth, a sixth and an umpteenth dimension. We have all heard about stories of  ‘A creature from the tenth dimension’ or something like it. When people speak of multiple dimensions in this way, they are not actually speaking about dimensions at all; rather they are referring to different ranges of vibration along the same (fourth) dimension. In the analogy given earlier of a multi-storey universe - the storey above us is not another dimension, but a particular location along one.  

	Think for one moment what the word 'dimension' means. According to the dictionary it is: ‘the measurement of the size of something in a particular direction.’ We measure spatial direction in terms of length, breadth and height, or 

	vectors relating to them. The rate of vibration of things can be considered to be a fourth direction that is capable of being measured; but there are not an infinite number of directions that have this capability. For arguments sake, ‘the creature from the tenth dimension’ should more  accurately be called: ‘the creature from the tenth storey along the fourth dimension of our multi-storey universe’. 
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	No matter where you looked in the physical universe prior to creation, you would never find God. 

	   

	 

	 

	Therefore, prior to creation, what appeared to be an empty universe, was in fact just a vacant storey in a multi-storey complex of universes. God is living and working in the upper levels of this complex. To create matter here, he had to come down to our level from above. How did He do this? The same passage from the Bible gives us a clue: 

	‘In the beginning the Word already existed. 

	The Word was with God and the Word was God. 

	God created everything through him, and nothing was created except through him. 

	The Word gave life to everything that was created, and his life brought light to everyone. 

	The light shines in the darkness, and darkness can never extinguish it.’ 

	 

	And in Colossians (vs. 15 - 17) NLT version: 

	‘Christ is the visible image of the invisible God. He existed before anything was created and is Supreme over all creation, for through him God created everything in the heavenly realms and on earth. He made the things we can see and the things we can't see - such as thrones, kingdoms, rulers, and authorities in the unseen world. Everything was through Him and for Him. He existed before anything else, and he holds all creation together.’ 

	It is evident from these passages that Christ is asserted as playing an essential part in the formation of life and the formation of matter. 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 4 : The Holy Trinity 

	 

	I am a ship out at sea, unconfined by harbour walls and unhampered by anchors and chains. I love the truth but never know what it is, only knowing the means by which to arrive at it, and as such I am ever arriving, for while one truth may steer my rudder and hold my course, my lookout is ever watchful and my sails are ever receptive that another truth may present itself and blow me on another tack. My destiny then is ever to sail and never to arrive at any port. My navigation ever prevents me from reaching land and running aground. The best I can hope for is to hold my position in the calmest waters by watching the horizon and the stars and skill-fully negotiating the breezes and currents that move me. Thus my position is never fixed and I am free to move in any direction at any time. I have nowhere to go except here, the moment I find myself in any other place I have lost my way. 

	What does this mean? It means that one truth can always be qualified by another truth and the wisdom of anyone seeking the truth is to incorporate the realisation of this characteristic into his philosophy and mentality. The mundane mind craves the security of fixed concepts, it builds its harbour walls and mooring chains from statements and ideas expressed by full stops and exclamation marks. Thus the sentences: ‘The sky is blue.’ and ‘The grass is green’ are safe moorings and secure harbours for it. No-one can argue against these premises because it is self -evident that these statements are correct. However, scientists can assert that it isn't actually the sky 

	that is blue nor actually the grass that is green, but the light refracting through the water molecules of the air and reflecting of the surface of the grass that has these colours. 

	So this truth qualifies the previous truth, and the scientist might consider himself more enlightened than a person who accepts only the first premises. But is the scientist more enlightened or has he just upped anchor and sailed out of one harbour only to go and moor himself in another? His harbour and moorings consist of the statements: ‘The light refracting through water molecules in the air has the colour blue’ and ‘The light reflecting off the surface of the grass has the colour green’. A truth is that these statements can yet be qualified further: ‘Actually it is not the light that has any colour, the blue and green is a subjective experience of the brain in response to the different wavelengths of the light energy’, This is another statement that can be considered as a safe mooring place, and the person asserting it may consider themselves to be more enlightened than those adopting the previous assertions.  

	The seeker of truth however, adopts a different attitude and mentality, he is always asking questions, and does not build harbour walls and safe moorings from full stops and exclamation marks. He knows that the only enlightened attitude is to reverse all the previous statements into questions; so his philosophy would be: ‘Is the sky blue?’, ‘Is the grass green?’ ‘Is the colour from refraction and reflection of light?’ ‘Is colour a purely subjective experience of the mind in response to light energy?’ Thus his mind is ever open to the possibility of any of the assertions proving to be correct on discovery of additional information or of any other condition being the case as yet unconsidered. Lao Tsu expressed the same idea when he said: “Other men are sharp and bright; I alone am dull and stupid”. 

	 

	The realisation of truth then is ever in a state of flux. It can be likened to the child's game, where several children stack the palms of their hands one on top of the other in a pile on a table. Then the scrabble begins- the child with his hand on the bottom of the pile has to pull it out and put it on the top of the pile, only to be rapidly superseded by the next child in line who does the same, so each hand takes prominent position only for a fleeting moment. Thus our concepts and realisations should constantly be re-qualified and re-adjusted as new information and awareness comes to light as we diligently apply our process for divining truth. 

	This chapter is being written a few days after the death of Andre Cassagne, the inventor of the ‘Etch-a-Sketch’ machine. Most people are familiar with this machine, and that it has two knobs that you can turn which move a cursor that traces a line on the screen in whatever direction you are moving it with the knobs. The beauty of the machine is that once you have completed whatever masterpiece you are creating with it, you simply turn over the machine and shake it, and whatever you had drawn on the screen is wiped out and you are presented with another blank screen when you turn it back over on which you can start all over again with a new drawing. 

	The picture that I am going to draw now should be considered as such an Etch-a-Sketch picture. It is the best picture I can possibly draw that fits and makes work everything I know and understand about ‘life; the universe and all that’, (as in ‘The Hitch-hiker’s Guide to the Galaxy’). When it is finished we may look at it and think it is a wonderful picture, a perfect representation of the answer to the questions of the meaning of life. We may, however, also look at it, today, tomorrow, or some time in future, and decide that we are not happy with it, that 

	something about it is wrong, that there are mistakes in it on account of some new understanding or insight. If this should prove to be the case, then, it not being carved in stone, all we have to do is to turn it over, shake it about and redraw a new and improved version that fits better our new and improved understanding. A useful phrase in keeping with this Etch a Sketch idea is to qualify my writing with the words: ‘It may be the case that’. 

	It may be the case that: 

	God, prior to creation, existed as a fully self-contained being. There is a theory of things that dictates that for everything that exists the opposite also has to exist. It isn't immediately obvious what the opposite of God could be, or if it is then you are probably thinking of the Devil which is in fact insulting to God as opposites tend to be equal, and the devil is certainly no equal to God. If you were to draw a circle on a piece of paper to represent God, such that everything inside that circle was God, then everything outside that circle would be the opposite of God or ‘not God’. God as a fully self-contained being, can be said to have the qualities of fullness and being. The opposite of this is void and emptiness. So if God is the circle then everything inside that circle is fullness and being, and everything outside that circle is void and emptiness. God then is the prime reality of existence, and everything else is non-existent non-existence. That could have been the condition of things for eons and eons of time, though this reality could indeed be completely timeless. 

	God could then, being a pro-active being, and maybe wanting new and different things, have decided to create the universe; the exact reason for that creation we shall explore later. A problem was that God was existing at a very high rate of vibration; too high for it to be possible for Him to create a material universe at the comparatively lowly rate of matter. For this reason, God had to lower 

	himself down to a level of vibration from which the universe could be created. That lowering down of His vibration resulted in Him manifesting in the form of Christ. That form was not immediately the physical form of the man we know as Jesus who was Christ on earth, but was the 'Christ emergence of God' who existed as the 'Word' of God before the material world on which Jesus lived was even created. 

	What do I mean by ‘The Christ emergence of God’? This is getting to the real point about this chapter. Christ is God and God is Christ, so why not just ‘God’? This question is further complicated by the third part of the Holy Trinity, which is of course the Holy Spirit, who is also God. The manifestations of God as itemised on a piece of clover by St Patrick as “God the Father, God the Son and God the Holy Ghost”, have often been analogised as water manifesting as liquid, ice and steam. For the purpose here, water is quite a bad analogy to use, as Jesus described the Holy Spirit as “living water”; whereas in this analogy the Holy Spirit could more appropriately be described as being the 'steam' manifestation of God. Another unique but inconvenient quality of water is that its solid form (ice) is less dense than its liquid form, which doesn't help this explanation of why there needed to be Christ.  

	Fortunately, the solid, liquid and gaseous states are qualities of all matter so another substance can conveniently be picked to illustrate the three manifestations of God. Let's use something more noble; gold for example. Gold, at a certain temperature is a liquid, just as fluid as water.  This then is God as his fully, self-contained, precreation existing self. In order to effect creation, God had to lower his rate of vibration and become denser, so that would be the solid form of gold, which represents Christ in this analogy. If Gold was heated to a high enough temperature to boil, then atoms of it would escape as a gas, 

	which shall denote the Holy Spirit. All three states of this metal are gold, just as all three states of God are God. 

	 

	If we imagine then, the first state of God as being liquid gold, and nothing else existed except this liquid gold; the opposite of this liquid gold being void and emptiness. God, in order to create matter, had to lower Himself in part by lowering His vibrations, similar to liquid gold cooling and becoming more dense. If a crock of liquid gold cooled down partially, there would be formed in the bottom of the crock a solid gold nugget; it was as though the liquid gold had 'given birth' to a solid gold nugget. So then did God lower his vibrations sufficiently to partially manifest as Christ, a denser form of Himself, better equipped to function in and over the realms of matter. 

	Now, something new has appeared on the scene, so there also now has to appear another and new opposite. What would the opposite of Christ be? Again the answer is not Satan or the Devil. Satan is not the equal and opposite of Christ, as the Bible makes very clear- something else is.  

	Gnostics, Mystics, Rosicrucians, Taoists, Buddhists and no doubt others as well, do not think in terms of a personal God as do the theistic religions of the world. Rather, they think in terms of a purely impersonal, automatic set of laws and functions that is loosely described as 'The Cosmic'. The essence of the workings of this Cosmic and the science of these philosophies is that of cause and effect. Whatever causes a person initiates in their lives and affairs results in an effect that is the response of this automatic, impersonal Cosmic. Included in its functioning are the workings of karma, and also the manifestation and actualisation of creative thought. So here straight away we can see two opposites: the impersonal and reactive Cosmic, complementing the personal and pro-active nature of 

	Christ.  

	 

	We have, from eastern philosophy, been made aware of the two opposing but complementary polarities of yin and yang, from which all things are created. Yin is the negative, passive energy and yang is the positive, active energy. Positive yang energy activates negative yin energy. In Chinese medicine there is kidney yang and kidney yin, which have to be in balance. If there is yin without yang, the energy is inactive and stagnant, if there is yang without yin, the energy burns itself out. It is like the workings of a petrol engine: the petrol is the yin energy, the spark in the spark-plug is the yang energy. If there is no spark, the petrol and engine remains inactivated, if there is a spark and no petrol, the plug just sparks away without doing anything.  

	So when God manifested as Christ; the positive, creative yang energy of the universe, the opposite, negative responsive yin energy that is the Cosmic also had to appear. Christ then did His act of actualisation as ‘The Word’ and with ‘The Word’, and the Cosmic responded by producing matter.  

	What is essential to the comprehension of the answer to the question as to ‘what is the meaning of life, the universe and all that?’, is the realisation that if Christ ‘melted’ back into the liquid pool of God, then all matter and this Cosmic too, would no longer be able to exist. I believe that is what is meant by the last sentence in Colossians; ‘and He holds all of creation together’. We will come back to this very important point again later in the book. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	So we have dealt with two pairs of opposites: God as fullness and being, with His opposite of void and emptiness, and Christ as the creative energy of the universe and His opposite of the Cosmic or responsive energy. Was God's opposite of void and emptiness compromised with the emergence of Christ and the appearance of the Cosmic? The answer is no. If you think carefully about the next sentence you will realize that it is correct however comical it sounds. The void and emptiness is still there, it’s just that now there is something in it.  

	 

	To conclude this chapter, we can consider the third part of the Holy Trinity i.e.: the person of the Holy Spirit and what their opposite might be. The substance of the Holy Spirit is that of both an energy and an entity. The essence of the Holy Spirit is truth and love; the nature of the Holy Spirit is to strengthen character and to keep people on the straight and narrow. What is the opposite? Another spirit that functions as both an energy and an entity, but whose essence is lies and malice; the nature of which is to corrupt and degrade character. This time the answer IS Satan. Satan may be the equal and opposite of the Holy Spirit as both entities, although one is equally God, appear to be subservient to God (Abba) and Christ. Christ (as Jesus) said “I will send a helper (the Holy Spirit)”, implying that the Holy Spirit does the bidding of Christ. This latter pair of opposites has little relevance to the subject of matter as their interplay consists of their interaction with ourselves and other animals as the manifestation of life, the creation of which we shall deal with next. 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 5 : The Creation of Life 

	 

	Now that we have seen how God could have come down from heaven as Christ, initiated the formation of matter by either being or using ‘the word’, then sat back and watched it form itself into the physical universe as we know it, let's have a look at the creation of life. 

	The basic scientific theory regarding this is that life occurred spontaneously from a primordial slime, and that it evolved naturally over eons of time through the processes of evolution and natural selection. These theories preclude the hand of God in any of these processes, much to the annoyance of the people of faith and belief. 

	In their book ‘Origin of Life’ (Creation - Life publishers) Richard Bliss, Gary Parker and Duane Gish present all the evidence in an apparently entirely impartial and scientific way, as to the pros and cons of whether or not the first primitive cells of life could have evolved spontaneously from naturally occurring chemicals and processes: 

	The first thing they point out is the probability of there being an adverse atmosphere, hostile to the creation of life, at the time when life first appeared. Oxygen, essential to supporting life once it is created, apparently is very destructive to the molecules needed for chemical evolution. Scientists have in general always assumed that oxygen was not present at the time life ‘formed itself’, but that a cocktail of hydrogen, ammonia, methane and water vapour formed the earth's atmosphere. This being a proton donating or ‘reducing’ atmosphere, conducive to the formation of the chemical building blocks of DNA and proteins. There is no evidence that any such atmosphere ever existed. For one thing, ammonia would be impossible to keep in the atmosphere being highly soluble in water, 

	and the rock deposits of the era in question show that the atmosphere was heavily laden with oxygen, which has both oxidised metallic deposits, and would have quickly destroyed the chemical building blocks that we are talking about. 

	Another salient point that they make is that the processes that produce these elementary sugars, amino acids and nucleotides, needed to begin the process of producing life, included them being bombarded by ultraviolet radiation, electric discharge and high-energy particles. These processes both produce the basic chemicals for life, but at the same time immediately destroy those same chemicals the moment that they are formed. Only with special apparatus can the chemicals be retrieved once they are formed prior to them being destroyed again. It is very unlikely that such apparatus could have occurred naturally and spontaneously. 

	 

	There is another complication even at this primary level of the process that is that the evolution of life chemically would require an abundant supply of short chain amino acids (Peptides). The molecules of these amino acids are asymmetrical. That means they are not the same on both sides of a line down the middle. They can therefore be either left-handed or right-handed. The same applies to sugars. The problem is that the processes in question would have produced all of these molecules both left-handed and right-handed, but only the left-handed short chain amino acids work, and only the right-handed sugars work. Long chain amino acids would also have been produced. The stumbling block is that all of these additional molecules are actually destructive to the formation of the larger molecules of carbohydrates, DNA and RNA that would be essential for the formation of even a simple life-cell. So once again, 

	the same process that might have created life, would most certainly have prevented its creation as well. 

	The biggest stumbling block of all for the spontaneous self-development of life, is that the chemical reactions that make life function and be possible, require an enzyme; catalase, which changes hydrogen peroxide into water and oxygen. There are other chemicals involved, but when this enzyme is present, the reaction speeds up several billion times. This is the difference between life being possible and life not being possible. Life then is dependent on the specific protein; catalase.  

	Proteins such as this are made up of a selection from 20 different kinds of amino acids; 300 - 500 such amino acids in each protein. The number of possible combinations of such amino acids on this scale is more than the number of atoms that there are in the universe several times over, say the authors of this book.  So the chance of the exact specific protein catalase being formed out of all the possible proteins that could be formed is given as being 1 chance in 10 to the power of 140. (1 with 141 zeros after it).  That means practically zero if not exactly zero. This alone means that it is practically impossible for life ever to have formed itself spontaneously. 

	The authors then go on to give further facts and details for the requirement of life to ‘self -produce’, none of which elevate the chances of it ever happening in this way anything higher than the ‘practically zero’ mark. It is a very interesting book, the authors leaving the reader to draw their own conclusions from the facts as they have presented them. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	The obvious conclusion to draw from the facts presented is, in case I hadn't already made it so; that life could never have occurred spontaneously in this way. If however, the creative mind of God was present maybe it could. He could see to it everything that needed to be there was there and everything that needed to be done was done. God would be after all, the master of master scientists that would at least give some explanation as to how all these things could have come together against all the odds in a hostile environment to both create simple life and to sustain it afterwards.  It is certainly a more reasonable idea than either of the bizarre notions that are currently presented.  

	The bizarre notion of evolutionists is that all of the right elements just happened to come together in a hostile environment. Then in spite of that hostile environment all of the right processes occurred perfectly naturally. Not only that these processes occurred naturally, but occurred naturally in exactly the right sequences and under exactly the right conditions so that ‘life’ suddenly popped its head up out of the primordial slime all by itself.  

	 

	The equally bizarre notion but less complicated is that of the creationist who thinks that God decided to make trees and grass and little animals; and suddenly there were trees and grass and little animals running around everywhere! 

	 

	Actually, this latter idea is bizarre in degree only. In nature it can be seen to have some substance, and substance in the event of the creation of the first primitive life. 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 6 : The Power of Thought 

	 

	When I was a boy, some bright designer invented a wonderful brain-testing game called ‘Mastermind’. It consisted (and probably still does) of a concealed row of four coloured plastic pegs and rows of holes in which to place other coloured plastic pegs to try to match the hidden ones. It is a marvellous exercise in logical thinking. I could have played with it for hours. The only problem for me was that it required two people to play it. One to place the hidden row of pegs, and to indicate the other player’s success at each row of guessing and the other to try to guess the colours of the hidden pegs, which was the fun part. I could never find anyone who shared my enthusiasm for this game to play it with me for as long as I wanted to. 

	Brooding on this problem I thought wouldn't it be wonderful if there was an electronic version of this game, so that I would only have to flick a switch and put in the coloured pegs, and everything else would be done electronically. I meditated on this persistently, working out all the circuits would perform the functions of this game.  

	Every day I would see this electronic version of Mastermind in my mind's eye, and add some new detail or solve some other problem that would stop it from working. I always had in mind to try to make this device, but never got round to it. After a few months I just forgot all about it.  

	A little while later I was very surprised and very impressed to see in the shops an electronic version of mastermind just as I had wanted. Not only was this what I wanted, but it was exactly the way I had been seeing it in my mind's eye all those weeks when I had been thinking about it. 

	 

	Different schools of mysticism have been saying for centuries that when you think about something and see it in your mind in this way, that you are actually creating it and causing it to become something real that will exist in the physical world. If I had visualized something and then made it myself, there would be absolutely nothing remarkable about it. The fact that I visualized something and then someone else made it, could be dismissed as nothing more than a coincidence. But when thoughts that are visualized like this are consistently seen to manifest as things in the real world, then one can concede that maybe the mystics are indeed correct.          

	 It is well recorded and documented that thoughts do consistently manifest as things. Jules Verne was an imaginative writer, he verbally created a submarine, decades before one was ever made. Who can say that it was not the power of his or his reader’s minds that caused a real submarine to appear in the world?   Here is something else that was written about that came into being: Morgan Robertson wrote about a giant iron ship named the ‘Titan’, do you know what happened to it in his story? It set sail and sank on its maiden voyage after being hit by an iceberg, again decades before the Titanic did it for real. Can something like that really be a coincidence? 
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	A thought will manifest as something real in the material world. 

	 

	There are occult (hidden) forces outside of our everyday perception that can cause things to happen in response to our thoughts and our actions. Consider another example which although quite possible, I am not aware has ever happened in reality. It is given as an illustration only. Supposing that a horticulturist has a good idea for a new variety of flower. He might see the qualities he would like to see in that flower in his mind's eye, just as I saw the details of my game in my mind's eye. The horticulturist would then by contrivance try to crossbreed various appropriate similar varieties in order to obtain the qualities he wanted in his new variety. But supposing his efforts fail, even though he does everything in his power to succeed. If he has created this new variety completely in his mind’s eye, then the laws and principles that apply will see to it that this new variety will come into being. So our grower might give up on his interbreeding program, only to go out one day to find the flower of his imagining growing in the wayside-an apparent hapless accident of natural crosspollination. A thought will out as a thing in the material world. This would be an example of one way that it might happen.  

	In the website: www.worldpeace.org.uk, on the last page I am conducting an experiment along these lines. I am directing the readers to imagine a blue apple. As far as I am aware no such apple exists at the moment. By putting the thought of a blue apple into the minds of a lot of people, and getting them to create it mentally, I anticipate that sooner or later, a nice bright blue apple will appear somewhere someday.  My purpose in so doing is to convince people that we can create peace in the world by using the power of our minds, as a condition can be created every bit as much as an object. The problem we are facing is that the majority of people are unwittingly creating conditions of war without realizing it.  You may wish to visit that website and partake in that mental creation of a better world, but here I am only describing the principle as it relates to the creation of life. 

	 

	There is said to be a body of people amongst mystic circles known as 'unseen masters'. They are supposedly former human beings living on a higher plane whose function is to aid human evolution and constructive endeavour. Madame Blavatsky is said to have formed her theosophical society under the guidance of these masters. They attain their status by the mastering of mental powers and metaphysical principles. One of the characteristics of these masters is the ability to create something out of thin air - a flower is a typical example of something they might choose. In them the creative power is said to be so strong and well developed that their thought of a flower manifests immediately, without having to go through all the usual natural processes of development that it might do otherwise. There have been reported incidents amongst mystics of perfectly formed flowers appearing out of nowhere indicating the presence and contact with one of these unseen masters. These flowers were said to have a 

	unique characteristic which showed that they had not been grown on any plant; it was that the stem tapered away to nothing without any sign of a cut or tear to indicate that it had been severed from something else. I cannot verify that these reports are true. I have only included it to illustrate the idea of a thought materializing as a physical object or organism. 

	The bible states that God made man in His own image. This doesn't necessarily mean with two eyes, two ears, a nose and a row of pearly-white teeth. It can mean that what God can do, we can do also (but not to the same degree). If then man has the ability to create something in his mind and see it manifest in the world (whether or not he does anything to facilitate it), it is very clear that God would have the same ability, only much more developed and powerful. 

	God then could have created in His mind, the image of the first primitive cell, and THAT THOUGHT could have caused all the disparate and unlikely chain of events and conditions, that enabled the first primitive cell to be produced in some primordial slime, against all the odds that we looked at previously.   

	                      [image: Image] 

	 

	Someday, somehow, somewhere, a bright blue apple is  

	


Chapter 7 : The Progression of Life 

	 

	Whether or not God was present and directly involved in the creation of the first simple-cell life, whether He was 

	   responsible for it remotely by a single, creative thought, or     whether it formed itself without any help by the highly 

	improbable spontaneous chemical evolution, once it was created, the next main issue is how did it progress from being single cells floating around in a chemical soup to the myriad of life-forms that we see and have seen in the world more recently? 

	 

	Over 100 years ago Darwin shook both the scientific and the clerical worlds with his theory of evolution. His claim was that the processes of natural selection and the survival of the fittest were responsible for all the divergent life forms that exist today, and that the hand of a creator God had nothing to do with it. His case, arguments and observations were based mainly on his observations of the plants and animals of the isolated natural habitats the Galapagos Islands, and from experiments in breeding. They are sound and intelligent, and no-one can reasonably refute that the processes that he brought to our attention are mechanisms that play a part in the natural development and testing of species. 

	 

	It is after all a fairly obvious thing; if an animal goes up a tree to live and breed, it is clear that after several thousand years that animal is going to be very good at climbing and living in trees; or if something goes to live and feed in water, then after several thousand years that something is either going to be better at living and feeding in water or it will have become extinct. Every living organism has the 

	ability to adapt and develop according to the circumstances that present themselves to it. 

	 

	The idea that Darwin presented to the world was that as an animal or other organism changes and adapts to its environment, in order to master it better, it gradually evolves into a completely new species. So that, for example, a rat that took to living in the trees as in the example given above, would gradually have evolved into a squirrel; a completely new species of animal. Or as in the other example; a dog in taking to the water might gradually evolve into a seal. Darwin proposed that these gradual changes were brought about through natural selection, which operates through the principles of the survival of the fittest, and the best adapted being more successful at attracting mates and breeding, 
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	Charles Darwin 

	 

	 

	According to this theory, each successive generation of animals, would have had less rat features and more squirrel features, until it could no longer be considered to be a rat and would be a complete squirrel. Or less dog-like features and more seal-like features, until it could no longer be considered to be a dog but a complete seal (I am only speculating here that seals are related to dogs, or rats are related to squirrels, on account of their similar characteristics).  Darwin shocked the Victorian establishment by proposing that we ourselves gradually went through this process of evolution, and that our ancestors had once been some form of ape. 

	However; as creationists are very enthusiastic to point out, the fossil records do not support Darwin's theory of evolution in its entirety. There is no clear record of fossilised remains showing a smooth and continuous progression from any of the lower, primitive animals to the higher ones and ourselves. There has been a long and fruitless search (barring hoaxes) for the 'missing link' that proves our own evolution from a species of ape; there have only ever been found remains of ourselves as a unique species and of apes as a unique species. According to Darwin's theories there should be a gradual progression of remains from one to the other. No such progression of remains has ever been found. 

	This would in itself, not prove anything. The absence of this evidence might mean that it just has not been found yet in this case. The problem for the evolution theory is that no such missing links have been found for any species, not for rats turning into squirrels, not for apes turning into men, not for any species turning into any other species. If it was the case that one species of animal develops gradually from another species of animal, then with all the species that have developed and evolved, there should at least be remains showing one progressing into another. There aren’t any.  

	 Evolutionists such as Niles Eldredge (author of ‘Extinction and Evolution. What fossils reveal about the History of Life’; Firefly Books), and many other researchers acknowledge that the fossil records show different species appearing in the fossil records, and remaining unchanged for long periods of time, before disappearing again.  

	The isolated snapshot evidence that we have from fossils therefore does not even infer the gradual progression of one species into another; such a gradual progression in any case, is not the only and conclusive idea that can be had about the creation of new species. 

	It is a matter of debate and conjecture amongst biologists as to what the mechanism of the creation of a new species or ‘speciation’ actually is. The logical assumption is that members a same species became geographically isolated from each other so that it was physically impossible for them to interbreed. As a result of that physical isolation, either one or both of the geographically separated groups gradually developed different characteristics and features to the extent that they became genetically isolated from each other as well, and could no longer interbreed. The problem with this assumption is that whilst speciation might occur in such geographically isolated groups, it also occurs in groups that are continuously cohabiting throughout the event. 

	So whilst it might have been the case that at some time in the past, a group of rats decided to live in trees, and because they were up in the trees and the other rats remained on the ground, their paths never again crossed and so a genetic divergence occurred as a result of that isolation; the reality is that irrespective of whether both groups were physically isolated from each other, or whether they intermingled throughout the event, speciation occurred that isolated them from each other genetically.  The only aspect of Darwin's theory that is upheld by physical evidence is the 

	adaptation of species within those species. Darwin observed this phenomenon in nature through his studies of the Galapagos Islands finches and tortoises. This is where different breeds of the same species appeared through the processes of natural selection and the survival of the fittest, according to the environments that they found themselves in. 

	 A very simple example of this is the way animals develop natural camouflage. If an animal species was subject to predation by another species, and that other species hunted by sight, then the more visible any member of that animal species was, then the greater its chances of being seen and eaten. Natural variation would cause different colours and shades to appear in that animal, but only those of the most concealing colour and shade would evade the predator and survive to breed, so that eventually the optimum shades of colours for concealment in their own particular environment would be bred into that animal as a fixed characteristic making it a distinctive breed. Other members of the same species who lived and bred in a completely differently coloured environment would become established with different colourings appropriate to their own particular environment. This is what is meant by natural selection and the survival of the fittest (fittest meaning best adapted in this case). Breeders of domestic animals had of course been utilizing the natural flexibility in any species characteristics for hundreds of years prior to Darwin's observations, by selective breeding in animal husbandry. No-one so far has managed to breed a completely new species through these processes. 

	 There was a contemporary of Charles Darwin named Alfred Russell Wallace. He also accepted the scientific evidence for evolution and embraced it as a reasonable hypothesis. However, he later felt he had to qualify that endorsement so as not to include ‘acquired characteristics’. 

	An acquired characteristic is one that was not present in the genetic make-up of the original animal, and so must have come from somewhere else. It used to be considered that one animal developed such a characteristic through use (extra-large muscles for example) then passed it on to their offspring. The theory of the inheritance of acquired characteristics is as old as Aristotle, but was made popular just prior to Darwin by the French naturalist Jean-Baptiste Lamarck. In modern times this theory is no longer given credence, so acquired or new characteristics in species must be arrived at by some other mechanism. Two such acquired characteristics in man are his large brain and hairless skin. Of these Wallace wrote: “Two characters could hardly be wider apart than the size and development of man's brain and the distribution of hair upon the surface of his body, yet they both lead us to the same conclusion-that some other power than natural selection has been engaged in his production.” (Wallace 1895: 197, Natural Selection).  

	This implies that some sort of mutation occurred that resulted in the creation of man with these new characteristics or in any new species with any new characteristics. The theory that mutation is the key element in speciation is the one that biologists are currently most in favour of, though all experiments in trying to produce such mutations have so far been unsuccessful. 

	Wallace was very interested in spiritual phenomenon in conjunction with his studies of natural history, and the acquired characteristics of man he was most concerned with were the spiritual qualities, that clearly don't exist in lower animals, and could not have come from any inherited genetic sources. 

	 

	 

	Conversely, there is also a phenomenon that could accurately be described as ‘lost characteristics’ which could be of more concern to us as a species. An example of a lost characteristic is that of snakes, who at one time in their evolution used to have legs, but over thousands of years of not using them eventually lost them completely. There is another example of lost characteristics in that of certain species of fish, who haplessly swam into underground caves at some time, and after generations of swimming around in the dark no longer have eyes. It is known that these fish would ordinarily have had eyes because their externally living counterparts have them as normal. Succeeding generations of snakes and eyeless fish continue to display the loss of the characteristics that they once must have had so this would appear to be the principle of acquired characteristics in reverse, meaning that whilst a species cannot gain a characteristic by use and development that can be passed on to succeeding generations, a species can lose a characteristic by non-use and atrophy, and that loss can be passed on to succeeding generations. 

	So, whilst it appears possible that the characteristics of any species are highly plastic and can be bent and moulded by nature or selective breeding to any convenient and useful form within the parameters of the genetic characteristics of that species, there is no evidence to support that that bending and moulding can be applied to the extent of creating any characteristics outside of the default characteristics of that species so as to result in the appearance of a new, completely different species. 
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	There are no fossil records showing one species progressing into another. 

	 

	What creationists infer from the preceding statement, supported by the break in the fossil records from one species to another, and the impossibility of 'acquired characteristics' to have come from any process of inheritance, is that each species was created independently. Although the theory of mutation can be asserted as an argument against the theory of independent creation, it can also be asserted as an argument to uphold the theory of the independent creation of each species as well. There is nothing to refute that argument, other than the impossible chronological account of it given in the book of Genesis that we have decided to ignore. As one species has appeared and disappeared after another, God's act of creating them is clearly progressive and continuous, and we have no reason to think other than it is still ongoing. 

	Another factor in the argument against purely spontaneous self-developing evolution is the evidence of conscious, intelligent design in many of life's manifestations, including the world itself that we live in which has many amazing and critical properties that enable to sustain life: the position from the Sun; the protective atmosphere and magnetic field; the oxygen and carbon-dioxide cycles, the water cycle. These are all things we could not be alive without.  All plants and animals appear to have an intelligent design that make them ideally suited to the niche they occupy and the way they survive, but in some cases, it 

	is impossible to fathom how such a design could have arisen from natural selection alone. 

	Convenient to illustrate this are certain plants that interact with insects for their survival. The Venus-fly trap is a simple example. An insect lands on the plant's especially designated leaf that is equipped with both a closing mechanism and hair like extensions that immediately trap the insect and slowly kill it. That same leaf also has the capacity to digest the corpse and assimilate it as the food it cannot otherwise obtain from its natural habitat. More remarkable are some of the mechanisms plants employ in trapping insects - in particular various species of beetle - in order to take advantage of their mobility to facilitate pollination for them. There are a number of plants that do this including water-lilies and some orchids. They all display similar characteristics which include a means of attracting the beetle into the flower of the plant, by creating the illusion that either food or sex is on offer in it; a means of trapping the beetle inside the flower until such time as pollen has been produced and deposited onto the beetle, and then a means of releasing the beetle unharmed so that it can visit other plants of the same species and deposit its pollen in them. The ingenuity and complexity of the mechanisms involved in this relationship defies the possibility of them having occurred without the application of any intelligence in their creation. 

	Although the evidence definitely points to each species being created individually, the scientific and thinking mind is still going to ask the question: 'How could this be possible?' Using our own species as an example: was it then the case that all the different animals were happily going about their business, and then God (in the form of Jesus) appeared in the skies, said: “Abracadabracasham!”, there was a big puff of smoke, and suddenly all these animals were being chased and hunted by men running around with

	 spears. Of course not. Or when God decided that a bear would be a good idea for a species, was there then another puff of smoke, and suddenly the woods were full of fully grown bears snuffling about and fighting each other for caves, food and mates? 

	If these are the case, are we to assume then, that God might, when he is again feeling in a creative frame of mind, suddenly decide at any time to create more dinosaurs, and we could suddenly find ourselves being chased and hunted up the high street by a giant lizard or other reptile? It is not very likely, is it? What then would a reasonable act of creation be that is both credible and consistent with the evidence? 

	In order to present a scenario of what might have happened in fact, I am going to refer to two works of fiction: ‘The Midwich Cuckoos’ by John Wyndham and ‘Jurassic Park’ by Michael Crichton. For people familiar with both of these stories I probably wouldn't have to say any more. For anyone else let me explain:  

	‘The Midwich Cuckoos’ is a story about a village that is mysteriously isolated for a period of 24 hours, and no-one knows, not even the villagers, what happened during that time. After the event it comes to light that all the women in the village are pregnant. The babies that are born nine months later are not normal babies; but have special supernatural powers and abilities. They were, for all intents and purposes, another species. 

	In the story: ‘Jurassic Park’. A group of scientists are able to recover dinosaur DNA from blood ingested by insects millions of years old, which had been preserved in amber (solidified tree sap). In order to re-create a dinosaur, the DNA had to be put in an egg of a host species; one that was as close a relative as possible to the dinosaur that they were trying to re-create. The egg was then developed by the host 

	animal, but hatched into a pure-bred dinosaur. What will the fossil records show in millions of years’ time after that enterprise? There would not be any link from one species to the next would there? 

	Just think for one moment how fragile and delicate a strand of DNA must be; a long molecular chain just a few atoms wide. If a creative mind with power over matter could influence and affect anything, it could influence and affect a strand of DNA, and could do it in the womb or the ovaries or testes of a host species. We know that we can alter the features and qualities of living organisms through the processes and techniques of genetic engineering; just by changing a few sections on one strand of DNA, new characteristics can be created in any organism. If we can do this with our laboratory techniques and procedures, couldn't a creator God do this with sheer power of mind? After creating a whole universe, and original single celled life, changing a piece of DNA would be a breeze wouldn’t it? 

	 So going back to our own appearance on this planet; isn't it possible that God selected a troop of apes that was to be our closest relative, and changed the DNA in eggs fertilized in their females’ wombs, from the DNA of an ape to the DNA of a human being, much the same as in the ‘Midwich Cuckoos’ scenario. Given the story of the virgin birth of Jesus in the bible, it is even possible that the human race was conceived entirely through ‘virgin ape’ births without any fertilization on the part of any males. The apes would be sufficiently like us to have these human babies and rear them as their own, but these new humans would be sufficiently different so as there to be a jump in the fossil records from one species to the next.  

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Given that I have referred to the story ‘The Midwich Cuckoos’, and anyone familiar with that story knows that the implication is that the village of Midwich was visited by aliens during this episode who were responsible for the impregnation of the village's women, and given that there is some considerable international support for the idea that we are in fact visited by such alien beings who perform such biological manipulation of life on earth and have been so doing for many thousands of years, it will no doubt cause some voices to be raised asserting that these aliens are the creators of life and not the single, universal creator we call God. 

	I cannot say that there are not aliens visiting our planet and that they are not responsible for manipulating life here, but such a concept cannot by any means be said to preclude the existence of a creator God. If it were ever proven to be true, and visiting aliens were found to be responsible for the development of life and different species on Earth, all that does is to transfer the question about the origins of life and the evolution of species to another or other planets in the universe; i.e.: ‘Who or what created those aliens and how did they evolve to be whatever beings they are?’   

	 

	 

	 

	 

	       

	The DNA molecule is only a few atoms wide; so delicate it could easily be influenced by the mental power of God. 

	[image: Image]It is very obvious that if God (or aliens for that matter) creates species in this way, that it would have been impossible to have made the jump from a single-celled animal to a higher species like us in one single step; there has to be a certain amount of compatibility between the host species and the new species. 

	So God's act of creation will have been, and could still be, done in stage after stage after stage after stage; from the single-celled animal originally created, then left to its own devices to adapt and develop and then depending upon how it adapted and developed; another act of creation resulting in more advanced single-cell animals, again left to adapt and develop, to be tested by the rigours of life and survival, until they were ready for further acts of creation resulting in slightly more advanced creatures, and so on. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Consequently, when more advanced species had been developed and evolved through these processes of both creation and evolution working hand in hand, it would be possible for God to create several new divergent species from one host or stock species, according to what qualities or characteristics it had: gorillas, chimpanzees and orangutans for example, from one single species of primitive ape. 

	 

	Just as in His creation of the matter and the universe, God performed one act of creation, then allowed natural laws and procedures to complete the task; so with each stage of evolution, it could be the case that He performed the act of creation that brought each species into being, then allowed the natural and automatic process of evolution, selection and development that Darwin correctly observed and presented to us, to test, try and develop that species until God saw that something even better could be made from it. That means that both the creationists and the evolutionists are correct, and that they can (if they so choose) all live together happily ever after. 
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	From our personal point of view (as a species), that means that although we were created as a unique species, we also have the capacity to evolve and develop, survive or fail just as any other species. Taking our intelligence and abilities into consideration, the direction that we take in this regard is entirely in our own hands. Who knows - if we make the right choices and develop to our fullest and best potential, maybe God will use us as his host to create yet another, more advanced species than ourselves. We also need to be aware however, that if we fail to utilize those characteristics and abilities that we have, especially those that we have had and longer use as much as we used to, then we could in fact devolve into lesser beings than we were actually created to be. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Chapter 8 : The Purpose and Meaning of Life. 

	 

	 

	From the preceding chapters it might be understood that the purpose of creation is evolution. That would mean that we are here to evolve into better and more sophisticated creations than we are. There is a problem with that theory which is that eventually the whole of creation and everything that has evolved in it will come to an end and return to nothing, and every ability and characteristic that evolution developed and refined will no longer have any useful application. 

	In chapter four I described the possibility of Christ being an expression/manifestation of God operating at a lower, denser frequency than is normal for Him. I asserted that it could be the case that as Christ emerged from God (Abba), the opposite of Christ - the Cosmic- had to appear. The Cosmic includes as its substance the material expression of creation. Christ's holding of all of creation together referred to in Colossians is accomplished by His remaining at a lower, denser frequency and emerged from God (Abba), thus maintaining the existence of His opposite the Cosmic and everything in it. Should Christ raise his vibrations once again and merge back into the principle expression of God (Abba), then the Cosmic and all of creation with it shall disappear and no longer exist. Everything then will once again become exactly as it was prior to the emergence of Christ and creation. 

	 

	That would make the billions of years involved in the formation of matter and the creation of life a bit of a waste of time and energy, wouldn't it? 

	 

	Philosophers assert that time has no reality and scientists know that energy is indestructible so neither can in actual fact be wasted, but the question remains as to what is the purpose and meaning of life? 

	 

	A critical consideration in answering that question is the additional question of whether or not any aspect of life survives after death, and just as significantly, did any aspect of life exist before it was alive?  Here is another question that might not generally have been considered: ‘Does God know what He is doing’? 

	 

	If God knows what He is doing, then that implies a preconceived plan for a preconceived purpose. Another possibility is that creation is unfolding and God is finding out what happens when either He or it does certain things. The eternal outcome of that possibility is that when everything goes back to how it was at the beginning and once again only God exists, the pay-off from the exercise of creation would be that then God would know things that He didn't know before. 

	Origen Adamantius was born in Alexandria, Egypt at the end of the 2nd century AD. He was a Christian who upset the established church there by suggesting that humanity had a pre-existence before it came to live on earth. This is not the issue of re-incarnation that was already well established and prevalent in that time and place, but rather a new concept of pre-incarnation, the essence of which was that humanity existed on another plane before the universe was even created. One wonders if he thought it up off the top of his head or whether he had some deep, metaphysical experience or illumination on the matter such as was 

	common in the early history of religion. In any case, such a concept would be possible in the multi-story universe that was proposed earlier in this book. It is more than feasible that heavenly realms and spiritual beings were created in upper levels of the universe prior to the lower levels of creation being formed and spiritual beings coming to live here in physical bodies. 

	Pre-incarnation extends the possibility of creation being for humanity and other living things to gain experience and knowledge before returning to higher spiritual realms where presumably such experience and knowledge is not available, or not available in such an assimilateable form. It also extends the possibilities to include the idea that we might have had to come down to this existence in order to suffer and be punished for something; as could be reasonably interpreted from the story of Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden.   

	 

	Buddhism and some western mysticism embraces the idea of pre-incarnation, and include in it the qualification that humanity as a whole has come down to live in earthly planes and that only humanity AS A WHOLE can return to live in its former spiritual realms when each individual human has satisfied the conditions for that return. In the case of Buddhism that means when every last one of us has attained enlightenment and liberation from mortality with similar ideas being embraced by the other philosophies. That means as long as one single human being remains either bad or unenlightened then the rest of us are precluded from returning to our heavenly estate. It also raises the issue as to whether humanity as a whole can be condemned to an eternal damnation irrespective of the illumination and liberation of the saintly few, who presumably would then have to suffer along with the rest of us. 

	 

	There is an interpretation of the parable of the prodigal son, (Luke 15:11-32), which has the father's estate as being the pre-incarnation realms of humanity and the brother who remained behind as being an element of humanity that did not descend into matter. The prodigal son is humanity descending into matter and returning again to its previous estate having benefitted from the experience if only to appreciate what it had before and temporarily lost.  

	The parable of the talents (Mathew 25; 14-30) can also be interpreted in a way that supports the idea of humanity coming to earth to gain something. I don't know if there is any semantic connection or not, but talents as in talents of gold can also be interpreted as talents, as in talents of gifts and abilities. Something God would have more interest in than gold presumably. Those given (or having earned) a quantity of gifts and abilities come down to earth and use them to develop more gifts and abilities (or knowledge and understanding). The one with only one talent buries it in the earth, which in this interpretation means that he spent his time pursuing earthly pleasures and pursuits rather than cultivating himself, thus in the end he had nothing to take back with him to his heavenly estate. This implies that the purpose and meaning of life and creation is the cultivation of talents, knowledge and abilities that we can take back with us and use in paradise. 

	The church however rejected this idea of pre-incarnation on the basis that their Saviour clearly stated that “No-one has ascended into Heaven, only He who has descended from heaven - the Son of Man”, (John 3:13 NTL version). This book is interpreting that descent as being Christ’s emergence from God, and that heaven as being the realm of God that He emerged from. There would on that emergence have been higher spiritual realms created in the Cosmic that would have appeared on that emergence of Christ from God 

	where a pre-existence might have been possible without compromising the statement made by Jesus in John 3:13. 

	From what I have said so far in this book, Christ's mission was creation. Various verses quoted from the Bible support that assertion. However, every Christian knows that Christ's mission was salvation, and it is this issue that has to be squared with everything else that is experienced and asserted in philosophy and religion in order to have an understanding that is complete and comprehensible. 

	Most people know that there are only two certainties in life: death and taxes. Actually, death is the only certainty as taxes have just been around a few thousand years and may only last that much longer. Death has been around ever since life first manifested millions of years ago.  

	Some people speculate on what might happen to us after we die and some people have experiences on which they base that speculation. There was an experiment conducted a few decades ago by some Russian scientists who wanted to find concrete evidence of anything spiritual in a human being that survives death by weighing a human being at the point of death and then again just after death had occurred, and noting any difference. There were consistent differences in every case, but not what the scientists were expecting;  

	In every case they observed each body was slightly heavier just after death than just before death. That might imply that something was added to the body at death rather than left it, unless you think of the body as a heavy weight and whatever left it as a helium filled balloon attached to the body and taking some of its weight. As soon as the attachment is separated (as by death) then the body's full weight would press down onto the ground by gravity. 

	 

	So the big question that has to be confronted in order to understand what could be different about the scenario of Christ merging back into God, and everything going back to how it was before, is that of what happens to us when we die. There is no doubt that we do die, and if the Cosmic and all of creation did come to an end, then we would surely all be dead with it. 

	Unless of course, we have got an immortal soul. 

	This section has been revised from the 2015 edition. It may be revised further in future as more things come to light.

	Some philosophies assert that the human soul is immortal. The Bible however, makes it clear that the soul can either be saved or destroyed, and that its immortality has to be attained rather than assumed.

	 There can be some confusion on this matter because as well as a soul, we also appear to have a spirit as a separate entity. This human attribute has the capacity to survive death, and appears to exist before we are born, as it enters the body with the first breath where the soul already appears to be in residence.  It  may be inherently immortal. This is what can exist after a person dies as a ghost. This is what can be reborn into another body after death by way of reincarnation. It also can suffer death on the death of the physical body, depending on the life and behaviour of the individual in question. If there is a hell, then it is this astral body that will experience it,

	 

	We can for convenience call this phenomenon the ‘inner man’. It is the residing place of everything that makes an individual an individual. It is the seat of a person's mind, memories, attributes and abilities. It manifests their energy and personality. It has the capacity to be cultivated and developed over many incarnations, but that does not necessarily mean that it will be. It can be trapped as an earth-bound spirit for many centuries. It too can suffer death; after its first incarnation as a human being, or after many. It is not the Soul. The more we consider the nature and nurture of this inner man, the more we realize we are looking at the purpose and meaning of life. 

	Having said that, God’s interest appears to be in the soul, not the spirit. The Book of Revelation refers to the souls of those who died for Christ awaiting resurrection under the Throne of God. It is asserted that the soul activates the body, and the spirit activates the soul.  If God’s interest is in the soul then that gives as a clue as to what the nature of eternal life might be.

	The essential point here is this: if, when all of creation comes to an end and the manifestation of the Cosmic no longer exists, a person's inner man is trapped in creation or in the Cosmic, then that person's inner man will disappear with those things. If however, that person's inner man resides in Christ and is perfectly blended with the immortality of Christ, then when Christ goes back into God then that person's inner man goes with Him. Therefore, when Christ remerges with God and all of the Cosmic and creation disappears again, all of those individuals whose inner men that have found residence in Christ will go back to God with Him, which presumably, was the whole purpose of the endeavour. 

	To be clear, it may be the case that though the Buddhist has attained nirvana and liberation from the wheel of life, if his spiritual existence is lodged in the Cosmic and not in God, then his existence is limited to the existence of the Cosmic and will cease to exist when does the Cosmic. By the same thinking, though the Muslim finds himself in his paradise of a hundred virgins or whatever their individual concept of paradise is, then if that paradise is located in the Cosmic and not in God, when the Cosmic ceases to exist then so 

	will their paradise, and if the good but unreligious person finds themselves in good place after they die, if that good place is in the Cosmic and not in God, then it too will disappear when does the Cosmic on Christ’s remerging into God. In all of these cases the inner man is known to survive death irrespective of being saved and born again in the Christian sense, this knowledge has to be weighed carefully against the promise of Jesus of eternal life. Surviving death does not necessarily equate to having eternal life, and the salvation of Christ must count for something significant. 

	 

	It may be the case then, that; after everything returns to how it was prior to creation, and there is once more nothing outside of God except emptiness and non-existence; that there will again exist only God as fullness and being just as before, only now, after what may have been either an instant or eons of creation, He may have some of us with him. 

	 

	We can look now at the third pair of opposites that was mentioned earlier in the book: The Holy Spirit and Satan.  

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 9 : The Dynamic Duo 

	 

	The biggest mistake any religion or philosophy can make is to deny the existence of Satan. I subscribed to such a school of philosophy for many years whose precept was that everything in the universe is good and constructive, only to lose out in the end on the greatest possible blessing in life by the insidious and surreptitious workings of Satan and eventually to have him manifest in my living room scornfully gloating at the unhappy situation he had put me in. It was after that I turned to Christ and experienced the reality of being born again by being baptized with the Holy Spirit which, I have to say, was by far the better of the two experiences. 

	It is the nature of the Universe that for everything that exists the opposite also has to exist. The presence and existence of the Holy Spirit dictates the presence and existence of an unholy spirit, though it suits that unholy spirit’s purposes very well if people remain in ignorance or denial about him. The nature and substance of these two opposing spirits does however remain cryptic and mysterious. In either case, the spirits manifest as both entities and energies, and it is difficult to determine where one manifestation ends and the other begins. In both cases, the spirits can be considered as persons, with personal characteristics and personal interactions: you can for example, ask the Holy Spirit a question and expect to receive an answer. It will be a very dependable and truthful answer, which is what makes the Holy Spirit the best friend and advisor you could possibly have.  

	 

	 

	 

	Satan is also keen to communicate and express ideas, but his very nature is to lie and misguide, which is what makes him the worst enemy you could possibly have. They also manifest as energies, people pray to be filled by the Holy Spirit, after which they are empowered and energized to do certain things, or restrained from doing other things. The energy of Satan is similar, but the difference is in the things these energies empower or restrain us from doing. The applying of these energies is the way these spirits both strengthen character and weaken it respectively. 

	The dynamics of human life are all bound up in the interplay of these two spirits and ourselves as human beings, and the sad thing is that most people are totally unaware of this arena of interaction and go through life unguarded as to both the causes and the consequences of our activities on all levels. The choices we make on a daily basis will elicit responses from either of these two spirits that will either be beneficial to our absorption into God or the instrument of our total separation from Him which is what hell and our eventual destruction is. If everyone was truly aware of the interaction that we have with these two spirits, then our culture would be structured so as to guard against intrusion of one and preclusion of the other.  

	The spirit we need to interact with in order to have eternal life and return to God is the Holy Spirit, and we can interact with the person and energy of the Holy Spirit either by conscious choice or by unknowingly making the right choices that will initiate that interaction. The same sadly is true of the unholy spirit, the interaction with either knowingly or unknowingly making the wrong choices results in separation and death. In view of the import of the consequences of our relationship with either of these spirits it is fundamentally essential to understand the mechanics of those relationships so that we can manage them accordingly and come out winning. 

	An essential characteristic of the Holy Spirit is Truth. Anyone who actively seeks ‘The Truth’ as a philosophical concept, or the truth about any particular affair or expresses, ‘The Truth’ and is truthful, begins to attune to the Holy Spirit. An essential characteristic of the unholy spirit is untruthfulness, the very name ‘Satan’ means liar. Anyone who misrepresents ‘The Truth’ as a philosophical concept, or seeks to distort the truth about any matter or affair, begins to attune to Satan, the Unholy Spirit.  

	The same is true of any other characteristic of these spirits: when you act or think according to the nature of that spirit, you begin to attune to that spirit. Love is a quality that is great importance in the bible, because love is a fundamental quality of both God and the Holy Spirit, and when we love we attune to them both accordingly. Hate and malice of course, bring us into attunement with the unholy spirit. It is simple enough to determine what will or will not bring us into attunement with either of these spirits through the basic understanding of the nature of either of these spirits and their objectives. It boils down to what is a virtue and what is a vice, and whether there is any neutral territory in between. What is more important here, is the nature of that attunement and its consequences, which is something that everyone should know and understand. 

	I am going to make a simple and very self-evident statement: ‘A person is the consequence of their thoughts and actions’. As a person has control over his or her thoughts and actions then this statement implies that each individual is responsible for what they are or what they become. This is not 100% true because a person is also the consequence of their parent’s thoughts and actions and their grandparent’s thoughts and actions and to a certain degree the society in which they were brought up in, which we shall deal with later. But to simplify the principles of a person’s interaction with the Holy and unholy spirits let us 

	assume a first human being appearing on earth and having before them nothing but their own choices of thought and action such that they would be completely responsible for what they are and become. 

	 What has to be explained and is a matter society is seriously ignorant about is that that person is a not only a human being, but also a natural receptacle for either the Holy or the unholy spirit, by that I mean that the Holy Spirit can cohabit in the same body of that person as can the unholy spirit, and it is this combination of possibilities that determines the fate and destiny of that person. Now, this is not an arbitrary process, it is the individual in question who decides which spirit resides in him and to what degree, whether they make that decision knowingly or unknowingly. How does this work?  

	Going back to our very simplistic idea of one person appearing on earth for the first time with their character and destiny completely undecided, and having around them these two spirits either one of which can co-habit with them in his own body, what is going to happen and why? As they stand the person is neutral territory and neither spirit has any legal right to enter that person’s body. Notice that I used the term ‘legal right’. I did so because spiritual matters are very legalistic in nature, and are governed by very binding rules and regulations. Thankfully so, because it is by evoking these rules and regulations that we have control over spiritual entities which otherwise we would be at the complete mercy of.  

	Both of these Spirits surrounding this person, want to move inside them and co-habit, but as a general rule cannot do so until that person gives them a legal right to do so.  

	 

	 

	Now it is not as simple as that. The whole of the Holy Spirit is not trying to enter that person nor is the whole of the unholy spirit. It is a further testimony to the mysterious nature of these spirits that not only do they manifest as both an entity and an energy, but also with another characteristic that I can only describe as fragmentation. The best way to clarify this is as follows: if you were to take a tray of water, and pour onto it a measure of clean, new oil. That oil would form a large fully cohesed blob on top of the water. That represents the Holy Spirit If you then took a stick and stirred up the blob vigorously, you would then eventually have hundreds and thousands of tiny blobs, which represent fragments of the Holy Spirit.  

	Now on another tray of water, you pour a measure of black, dirty oil, and that formed a fully cohesed blob on top of the water, then that dirty black blob would represent Satan, then you broke up that blob with the stick, you would then have hundreds and thousands of tiny blobs or fragments of Satan to consider. Each fragment of these spirits has a partial characteristic of the spirit from which it came. The person then, rather than being surround by one complete Holy Spirit, or one complete unholy spirit, is in fact surrounded by hundreds and thousands of fragments of these spirits each with its own characteristic pertaining to that spirit and each with the desire to enter that person’s body and cohabit within it. In reality these fragments the two spirits spread themselves amongst the millions of humans there are alive and are not just surrounding the one person we are using in our explanation. 

	 All of these fragments of spirits have at least one dominant individual characteristic that pertains to the spirit that it relates to. For the Holy Spirit fragments, it could be the quality o of love, or patience, or healing, maybe wisdom. For the unholy spirit it would be something degenerate such as lust, violence, murder, hatred, obscenity etc. There 

	are many different characteristics and qualities relating to each spirit. These fragments of spirit, which are entities in themselves, have the capacity to move into the human body and co-habit within it.  

	For the fragments of the unholy spirit (demonic entities) the reason for it is that it is a nice place for them to live, giving them the moisture that they need to feel comfortable, and also gives them the opportunity for the expression of their own particular characteristic, which is a matter of some consequence for us.  

	The fragments on the Holy Spirit may not have such an intrinsic desire to co-habit within our bodies but may have to be courted by us by our supplication or behaviour for the benefits to ourselves of having them there. 

	Anyway our person arriving on earth in pristine condition is immediately faced with choices of thought and action and it is the decisions that they make which will determine which of these entities sets up home inside him. The first problem is that if they did nothing and thought nothing, such as many of our youth do today hanging around street corners or laying on their beds, then negative entities would take up residence inside them and start them on path of ever increasing negative behaviour in accordance with their natures. If the person were to sit down and meditate on love, peace, health etc. or undertook some useful activity or service to their fellow man, then the fragments of the Holy Spirit would be attracted to that person and take up residence, and also set a trend of behaviour in that person. In the real world we are confronted by many opportunities to do either good or bad, to behave wisely or foolishly, and it is the choices that we make that give these spiritual entities licence to move in and influence our future behaviour.  

	 

	Now then, a demonic entity without a human being to inhabit is a very frustrated entity, it feels homeless and wants somewhere to live; it will try to prompt anyone it can find to behave in the way that will give it licence to move in and express itself through that person. That is what society needs to wake up to and deal with. In an ‘anything goes’ society any behaviour may go, but any demonic entity may come and move in as a consequence. 

	 Let’s use a not too offensive example of how a negative entity operates. There will be a demonic psychic entity that has the characteristic of theft.  It will be discarnate and seeking somewhere warm and moist to live, and actively looking for a human host. It will approach various people and prompt them to steal something, so that it will have licence to move into their body. It cannot make that person do anything against their will. So if the person resists the prompting because they know it is wrong then that entity will be severely repulsed by that person and distance themselves from them. If, however, that person agrees with the prompting and undertakes whatever act of theft had presented itself, then that entity has a victory and can move in that person’s body, because that person has given them a licence to by their action of theft. Various things can then happen. One is that this entity now has a stronger influence over that person and can prompt them to steal again and again, which then opens the door for more entities of the same ilk to move in that person; these entities are infinite in nature and appear to have the capacity to clone themselves, so that in this case every time that person steals, another clone of the entity manifests in residence inside them. A person becoming full of such entities would be a compulsive thief with all of the consequences to themselves. 

	 

	 Another scenario is that after committing the first act of theft, either that person’s conscience or an element of the Holy Spirit might convict them that what they had done was wrong, and if they confess and repent what they did then that demonic entity would have to leave again. Praying for forgiveness and the strength to resist any future temptation would invite a fragment of the Holy Spirit to move in that person and help them to be honest in future.  

	 

	There are, all manner of demonic entities with differing degrees of malevolence and malpractices. Some are associated with sickness and disease. What is of concern is that once a person has these entities inside them, they pass clones of them onto their children and their grandchildren, so that in the example given, if a person had become a thief, then their children would inherit from them a clone of the stealing entity, and be impelled to steal by it, unless remedial action was taken. This is why some people display similar characteristics of behaviour to their parents and grandparents, even if they were separated from them at birth so as not to be influenced by them in any way as a role model. It is what is meant in the Bible by God putting our sins on three generations of our families, such that our grandchildren can suffer for what we have done, and probably of greater concern to most of us, we can suffer because of what our grandparents did! 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	When Christ came down to earth as Jesus His services to humanity consisted of healing the sick, exorcising demons, and forgiving sins. Religions claiming that their prophet is greater than Christ because they came after Him should look at whether or not their prophet was or is able to do any of these things. When you confess your sin to Christ and ask his forgiveness, the entities you have inside you relating to that Sin will be cleansed from your body. You will be physically cleansed of the consequences of your sins. These entities association with moisture and water is fully taken advantage by the process of full immersion baptism, which when the baptized resurface and leave the water they leave their demonic entities behind them in it. By receiving the Holy Spirit in their place you install something inside yourself that prevents their return. These religious practices make perfect sense when you fully understand what is going on. It is possible, simple even, to exorcise these entities from yourself or your family. When you do it you have to be careful where you send them however, because straightaway they are looking for somewhere else to live. When people die too, their demons leave their bodies and immediately seek new hosts. That can be anyone touching or dealing with the corpse if they are not suitably protected. Jesus sent demons He exorcised into pigs and then into the sea (the water element); they can be sent to a watery uninhabited planet deep in space where they can do no more harm to anyone. 

	When I first started studying religion and philosophy, the religion I was most attracted to was Taoism, the pure essence of which I still have a high regard for. (The translation of Taoism is ‘The Way’ and its objective is the attainment of immortality or eternal life.   I can’t help but note that Jesus who is the giver of immortality and eternal life, said ‘I am the Way’ (John 1:4), and make some connection - but that’s just me; mainstream Christian 

	churches proscribe anything to do with Taoism).  Anyway, I read a book called ‘Taoist Tales’ by Raymond Van Over.  

	It contains many stories relating to the principles of Taoism. In it is also one story about a drunkard who had been infected by a ‘drinking slug’ that eventually crawled out of his body and left him, after which he stopped drinking. This story seemed like a fairy story in relation to the other stories in the book and I had always found it strange and out of keeping with the down to earth facts of Taoism and wondered how it had gotten to be in an otherwise perfectly respectable book.  

	There are special church meetings dedicated to the deliverance from demonic entities called, not surprisingly, deliverance meetings. Certain people there are able to see the demonic entities leaving the congregation and they report that they take the form of toads, slugs, snakes etc. anything in fact appropriate to the nature of the entity that is being exorcised. When I learned of this I immediately remembered the story of the drunken slug which suddenly made sense and restored it in my mind to its rightful place with the rest of the Taoist principles, which by it recognizes the existence of such entities, as does Buddhism, which proscribes sleeping during the day as a danger of being inhabited by such an entity. 

	 

	 Some Christian churches advise that playing around with Tarot cards and Ouija boards can result in such entities moving in and taking up residence inside of us as well. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	Not wishing to give predominance to the unholy spirit, let’s look at the Holy Spirit. The most important passage in the Bible is said to be the Sermon on the Mount and the beatitudes. What Jesus is describing in them is those attitudes that will court the Holy Spirit and encourage that Spirit to set up home inside our person. This is of value to us because when you are full of the Holy Spirit there is no room inside you for any unholy entities, although it is debatable that both manner of entity can have occupancy side by side if that presence of either one is not completely filling. You can also simply ask for the Holy Spirit to take up residence inside your person, and specifically select which fragmented characteristics of it you would prefer. (These fragments being referred to as the ‘gifts’ of the Holy Spirit). There is a prayer given in the ubiquitous Alpha Course, that facilitates the whole process of becoming a Christian by having your sins forgiven, (and thereby removing the license for any demonic entities to remain in your person) and to be given the gift of the Holy Spirit to take up residence inside you in their place. 

	It is a simple prayer, directed at Christ and better prayed in the company of other Christians or supplicants: “Lord Jesus, I am sorry for the things I have done wrong in my life (think or name actually things you have done- and don’t think you haven’t done anything because it won’t be true), I ask your forgiveness and thankfully accept your gift of the Holy Spirit.”  

	Some people say that this prayer is all you need to do to became a Christian and be ‘saved’ by Christ, such as to be with Christ when Christ returns back into God, as I have been asserting could be the destiny of things. The fact is, it may be what you do after you have said that prayer that will secure your destiny in Christ or otherwise, but in any case, what I am saying here is that if you say this prayer and mean it, with genuine confession of sin, the negative 

	entities associated with your sin will have no more legal right to reside within you and you will enjoy the presence of the Holy Spirit instead. 

	Now although all of these entities are fragments of the Spirits that they represent, they are all interconnected within their own boundary. Satan’s nature is to lie and to promulgate distortions of truths and falsehoods that serve his purpose and work against the Holy Spirit. Some of the voices he uses are people serving host to his entities residing within them. These entities can lie dormant within a person for twenty or thirty years with manifesting themselves in any way, then suddenly when the occasion arises, spout lies, resistance to good behaviour, or otherwise promote evil either to the person they reside in or to other people that person has dealings with. This is often the reason when someone tries to better themselves in some way the closest members of their own families suddenly become their worst enemies and cause problems for their endeavours. 

	I described a seeker of truth as a ship at sea constantly shifting position as new realizations dawn on them. It would be easy for such a ship to be blown to the four corners of the earth chasing different ideas and understandings if it didn’t have something dependable to guide it on its way. Every ship has a compass to guide it, and in this analogy the ship’s compass is the Holy Spirit which is the only guide it can truly depend on. The intrinsic nature of the Holy Spirit is truth, and if you really want to know the truth then you have to cultivate a relationship with the Holy Spirit. 

	 

	 

	 

	There are schools of philosophy that teach their students to seek Cosmic guidance in their lives, but as I have tried to show, not everything in the Cosmic is truthful and dependable; there is an element in it that seeks to lie and misguide, and the consequences of such lies and misguidance are readily apparent in the troubles and strife’s that this world has to endure. Even Jesus said that we can question God and we can question Jesus, but there must be no slander of the Holy Spirit, meaning that we can and should have absolute faith and confidence in anything revealed by that most dependable of spirits. The question is, how do we know that it is the Holy Spirit that is telling us something and not the other one that is going to lie to us in a most cunning and deceitful fashion? 

	Here is something I will tell you that you can depend on 100%. If you are gathered together with two or more other Christians, or even non-Christians but gathered together in the name of Christ (or Jesus), you can have what I describe as a séance of the Holy Spirit. One of the functions of the Holy Spirit is to explain the hidden meaning of the obscure passages of the Bible that make no sense. The reason that they make no sense is so that you have to cultivate a relationship with the Holy Spirit to understand them, and it is that relationship that is the object of the exercise. It says in the Bible that no-one can understand it alone, and this is what it meant, it did not mean that you had to go to a bible study professor in order to take on his intellectual understanding of it. The Holy Spirit will only tell you the real truth. So, in your group you pray in the name of Jesus for the Holy Spirit to come and guide you, then you ask the Holy Spirit the meaning of any particular passage or sentence in the Bible that you do not understand. Whoever asks the question will get the answer, if two people want the answer to the same question then they both have to ask it. Do not expect an immediate answer and do not allow 

	anyone else in the group, even if they are the Pope or the Archbishop of Canterbury, to presume to give you the explanation that you are looking for. Sometime later when you don’t expect it, you will have a sudden revelation of the truth of whatever it was that puzzled you that comes with a deep conviction that it is the truth about it. This has been tried and tested to work, and though it is sadly lacking in organised bible study in general, it can be incorporated with great effect. The point is that because of the conditions under which the questions were asked, it is known that it is the Holy Spirit that is going to respond and answer. This is clearly different than just asking into space a question about anything and leaving it to chance the entity that responds with an answer. 

	  

	There is of course, no reason to restrict the questions asked of the Holy Spirit to passages of the Bible, as long as they are good and virtuous questions. Asking who is going to win the Grand National or how you can do away with your mother-in-law won’t solicit any response from that Holy of God. You could however, and I wish that you would, question any of the words of this book and ask if I got it right or otherwise. The response that you get will be far more convincing and dependable than what I can tell you as a fallible author. 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	


Chapter 10 : What To Do Now.

	 

	Everyone in their heart knows that God exists. Atheists know it as well as believers, you can tell that some atheists know it by the way they 'protest too much' to the contrary, in some sort of personal battle to convince themselves otherwise. Some people struggle with the concept of God, because other people’s concept of God does not agree with what they intuitively feel to be the truth.  Other people say that they do not believe in God, yet cry out to him in times of danger or sorrow, or as they breathe their final breath: many an atheist has changed their mind in the last five minutes of their lives, and have been recorded as such. Sir Thomas Scott; former chancellor of England on his deathbed said: 'Until this moment, I thought that there was neither God nor hell, now I know and feel that there is both, and I am doomed to perdition by the just judgment of the Almighty'. Many ardent atheists have made similar deathbed reversals. This is why it says in the Bible: “Only the fool in his heart says there is no God”  

	 

	The people I have hoped to reach in this book, are those who know, and have always known in their hearts that God exists, but whose brains and reasoning argue against it.  I have tried to show that the concept of there being a creator God is a reasonable one, so that what is going on in the heart, can be supported by what is going on in the head.  I was inspired to write the poem presented at the beginning of the book ‘My Ship Thought’ to summarize the situation, I hope that it struck a chord somewhere. 

	 

	 

	Once anyone is aware of the existence of God, the single most important thing is to communicate with him. No-one has to be afraid to do this, it is exactly what God is waiting for us to do. The communication He likes to hear most are the words: ‘Thank you’. God made us and gave us life, the most appropriate thing we can ever say to Him is thanks for doing that. If each person reading this book and either accepting the reality of God for the first time, or admitting that they were already aware of that reality but their brains hadn’t caught up with them until now, just went through the rest of their lives thanking God for those lives and everything in them, then that would in itself be sufficiently worthwhile. However, once an avenue of communication is opened up and a person starts to talk to God in this way, God will soon respond and start to talk back to them, change things in their lives, direct them to where they ought to be and what they ought to do. 

	Obviously my opinion is that everyone needs to accept Christ in the prescribed manner if they are to survive beyond the end of the Universe. 

	Not only do I hope to have convinced evolutionists of the existence of a creator God, but also, just as importantly, to have convinced creationists of the principle of evolution, because as I said earlier, our evolution is in our own hands, and will unfold according to the choices that we make.  One of the problems that we are facing in society today, is that our environment and lifestyles are changing much faster than our physiology can adapt to. 100 years ago, most of the population was working with their hands on the land outside in the fresh air. Now most of the population is parked in front of a computer screen sitting down all day in a stuffy office somewhere; practices that our bodies and our psyches are just not adjusted to, so we suffer accordingly. The question is: do we want our bodies and minds to adjust 

	to these practices? If man spends the next two or three thousand years sitting in front of a computer, won't we evolve into a short sighted large buttocked species with long delicate fingers for pressing buttons and keys? Do we want to evolve into a species like that?  

	When you watch a child develop and grow, it is very clear that its greatest joy is the attainment of some new ability or skill; they love to be able to do something that they were unable to do before.  Conversely, as an old person deteriorates and gets weaker, isn't their greatest sorrow the loss of some ability or function that they once had? 

	If we as a race all spend life after life sitting in front of televisions and computer screens, aren’t we as a race going to lose abilities; physical, mental and psychic, that the physical struggle for survival against the elements, environment and even against our fellow man, has developed over the centuries? If you embrace a philosophy of reincarnation, won't it be us ourselves who inherit in some future life, whatever avenue or avenues of evolution that we choose to take now? 

	God created us and gave us life. In that life, He has given us a freewill to choose how we grow and develop as a species. We can leave it to chance, or we can take control. We can try to do it by ourselves, or we can ask God for guidance and direction. We can allow ourselves to deteriorate and lose abilities to our future sorrow, or we can work to maintain and keep the abilities that we have, and develop new and better ones, to our future joy and happiness. That is a decision that young people and future generations are going to have to make.  

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	 

	This book has not been about the future however but about the past and what might have happened in it. From that very remote past that was the dawn of creation itself, to the relatively more recent creation of life and its subsequent evolution and re-creation from species to species. The theme throughout has been that the creative acts of God work in conjunction with the natural processes of physics and evolution. Both ways indeed working harmoniously together to the same end: life.  

	 

	What we do with that life is another book entirely, and every last one of us are the authors and are writing it now.  
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