its space, and its time. The key distinction is that it also includes

* anything that is beyond the cosmos. In other words, the term “Cosmos.
may include everything that science has defined; the term “universe”

¥ includes all that and everything glse as well What that everything

" else may be is the subject of the rest of this book.

* Although the cosmos is a finite system, it is_not stem
within the universe. On the contrary, even scientists speculate that

L there may be external systems. Rather than just accept four dimen-
sions of spacetime as being everything that exists, some physicists
have suggested that the universe comprises 11, 26, or_even more

dimengions. I am going to go further and suggest that therc.arc,
infinite dimensions. This suggestion is based on two concepts: one is

aé that the universe as a wholg is infipite; the second is that there are
infinite ways of wewing the upiverse.

This second point Is important. We are living entities embued with
a set of perceptions that force us to view our envirgnment i3 certain
way, There is no reason to presuppose that our perceptions are wrong

per se, but it is paramount that we recognize that our percepyons are

restricted. For example, our perceptions of time as a straight-line
P _ . o Lo

e, time, and atomical matter are probably

. . Thus, spac
different systems, T P ‘n fact, define the cosmos. If

o the'cosmos. These

properties,

Each aspect of nature has’its own properties and attributes. The
operties of the cosmos, for example; include space, time, matter
"#nd so on. These properties are unlikely to be resentM
stem, as other systems have theifown unique)properties. Yet all
g Sterhs have,as their ultimate source,the essential substance of the
universal field. This means that all properties Interact, théugfl there
may be many, many intermediate steps liriking any two properties
_chosen “at ‘random. With' the arrival of science, man has become
mter.ested in tracing interactions in a very specific way. This analysis
requires equipment that can sense the properties involved. As in

_The ‘essential properties of any system are{unique)within itself.

'{ There can be similarities between systems, but the factor
§??é%e?s sy}items separate—which .ives them their gﬁnition as
stems—is that they do have afunique}set of properties. When
properties are shared, interactions are obvious and easy To detect.
Thus, shared properties. tend to be part of a single system, or at

T P}.f\}.:f - '! Chapter Four
%'/, THE OPEN UNIVERSE

least
-~ sho

. : ore
orre were other systems with these properties, we would be m 4 Séience taday favors th d £
: i ! € ldea of a closed :
. xXistence. . i R sed uni
directly aw:;re (.)f ;}:ielr.zes and our corporeal bodies—receive energy \ ;- ontheé fact that the best available information 1‘;;3;18126 .tThlli pias is based
ur mechanical devices— : s io pace and everythi ates the cosmos—op
signals from compatible devices and material organizations. A r;izles | Bmits or bounc;,;;h'l ng within space—is finite, and that there are outell:
regceiver for instance, receives radio waves; the human eye Perfies e | hlstory of the COTICS to space. To that end, science has developed a
rece If’some other system outside the cosmos hfad the proper -~ | focuses on the smos. This view is somewhat myopic, however. It
ragdic; waves or light, our radios or eyes would recel\ée . 2;2;;368 we | open system in wr}lxli‘;;rse o 2 System of spacetime, as opposed to an
. e W ; pr Spacetime is j
roperties we are attuned to; pI i "E;"L* s S Just one subsyste
ourse. We perceive the propertics v ” . AW | n the open u hl\m'
;TC not attuned to escape our attent o Thecondusier » Cizecslr In : deﬁgése;se’w ave evolved, each with
{om this i< that major_systems each havd p— r‘(;':\ - cauSes ¥ "as a human bemg lsr(a)m llsttsl inteYfal prinaiples and_properties Just
e cti roperti 1 nct ith =
fact, the(@niquenes)ol ST 2 e:tn;et closed) systems  large-scale universa] § m%'wnhm a larger environment,
> as 1 tsout 1 - . ; N-}ﬂ-————ﬁl—_ —act, within iali
them to behf- Veﬁ %.m:nal Tretorn nc 2 oot Af nranertieg lr}teract while mamtaining an g Né?l‘gigl-idé'sllmeCla(l)lzed fc?].{]}:exrii They
JAT~ ~me o m T . . Of course, is : . SELL. at identi
; Wisdom can change our ways. And as wisdorg ultimately has but ‘ FOUISE, 18 a manifestation of the Brties that give them for -
y { one source, we can find that source in virtually any direction we turn, " T m.
. . . . : n .
' at source is the universal force',’a single thread we have in common {{ ¢ The .1_1;1_1,v_ersal force,A as the fundamental e ce of nature, is
by n - ~ M . * . . . -
ith all that exists and that stitches us into the fabric of the universe. : manifested In its most elemental state of organization as universal
%1 When the ancients speak of‘a single ce, or of the one Truth, they o gnergy. Universal energy is really just an inflection of the term
1] . . - . e . : H . .
: speak of the'universal forc&. This is the origin. Whatever we gainl{ o unfvgrsal force, or an expression of the unification of energy and
| from an experience, it is a reflection of the source. Whatever well _ = &at the most elementary level. Force is a product of nature that
‘®} become, we become more Of the source, and closer to the source. It o ‘mpites an active process or conveys a field; energy implies a condition
s N . Q g, i - e —— i
%is a mystic truth to understand oneness with the source, and a religi arangement of nature, a result of a force or forces. At its most
S ~ QO o, s KoY . (N . .
. truth. What we don’t understand in this world is that it is also a ytal state of being, the’uniyersal forcd’creates u sal energy,
scientific truth. — is _then copﬁgured into higher states of force and energy.

~ 1 L3

finding a_way to trace a neutrino’s path, tracing the interactions
. . M
tween m systems can be next to impossible,
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A level of universe, then, is not just a simple layer of ar:
reality, but a‘ class of :hysical existence arising out af tin
_universal field. It 1s a primary subdivision of nature, an area in whidk

a set of laws and properties exist that give it some essential unity of
action. It establishes a potential range of behavior, based on that first -
step of differentiation within an otherwise homogeneous V.vhole. Al
though it interacts vath all other levels of universe, it primarily focuses -

its activity within itself. It acts virtually as a universe unto 1selt, just
as the various planes of Earth mﬂmc#___m____gﬂ M.
At the same time, you might say they act within each other, their
interactions controlled by their internal characteristics.
‘ jhe infinity of the universe is achieved by the fact that there is
infinite number of Tevels of universe (and infipite “potential” levels,
or levels that do M yepexist). Such infinity 1s possigie because {HeTe
0 limit to the ways the universal energy can manifest itse. h,
higher forms of organization. Each primary field established within ‘
[the universal context is essentially one aspect of the universe breaking
itself off into a finite sort of existence. It will have limits to its duration
{and self, just as any part of the universe does. Defining a part within
the whole inherently means assigning limits to that part. At the same
time, the infinite primary buildigg blocks, though they are finite
entities in and of themselves, also have infinite otential creativit
further differentigti nd organizatign withj selves.

B i it

levels. .Even within a single level such as ours, we can se: how the
potenual range of natural differentiation is astoundin : w2 Can see

that from studying just our atomical plane—one portion of vur level
of universe. ) L

My ije lve in presenting this theory is to reflect some of the
otentia ‘ f the universe, even in these superficiz! terms. 1
want us to realize that not only is there more to reality than this

atom1§a1 plane, but there is more than an entire set of planes. The
Material Level is just one potential construct within the universal

field; in.spite of its incredible internal diversity, it is just opg among

i of equally expansive aspects of reality. The uni-
Juegse IIsf xaster.and more come(lex than any theory ever devised, by
man. It we wish to understand how physica reality functions, we

must be aware of how extensive physical reality is. - B

#

The 'l}_i.g_lla_n_g was essentially a blueprint for all the laws and h’ - ’

t}}:at have emerged within the Material Level. It not only detertuingd
that the atomical cosmos should emerge, but also that the multi.g
:v ;tem ,arc;ugd, alomical bodies ywould develop and, similarly

ald evolve. ‘In these terms, every event of the Material s

T . N

X

. . . . . (A —.
similar principles in analyzing the interactions between our level and
others. -In fact, we can do the same at a mental level if we sensitize
ourselves to the existence of parallel levels and planes and thejr
interactive forces; the concept of antimatter itself 1s suggestive of a
related level of universe, perhaps an antimatter level. If the universal
energy can be distorted so that there 1s what we regard as a positive
field, might there be a_pegative field as well to counterbalance it?

It is theoretically possible to identify each and every one of the
infinite levels of universe based o interactions between the
ractically, however, this 1s not even remotely feasible{No lifeform,
I suspect, is sufficiently evolved to perceive more than a few closely
related levels of universe)Still, the principle that there are infinite
levels is accepted in soul-worlds because the principle of the infinite
universe is accepted. It is not conceivable how the universe can have
any true limits in the sense of having a beginning, end, or edges.
Ergo, it must be infinite. There are limitations to aspects or parts of
the universe, but the universe jtself is infinite. 4

odern science has yet to develop the concept of the universal
level..Even if existing tools were adequate to detect interactions
between our level and others, no scientist I'm aware of has yet framed
the concept of multidimensional existence in these exact terms so.
that he would mW. However, interactions
between our level of universe and others can indeed be detected with
atomical instruments, providing the instruments are calibrated to do
so. We only need to know what to look for and how to develop the
appropriate tools. It is a similar exercise to that of isolating anti-
particles. The formation of a genuine scientific theory of pargllel
levels of universe, however, is some time away yet. Still, scientists do
like to speculate about “parallel universes”. There is no reason that
these speculations cannot be fulfilled, though I prefer the term “level
of universe”. From our single vantage point (or, equally, any other
vantage point in the universe), it j retically possibl nravel
the entire universe, piece by piece, level by level. Because gvery aspect
of the URIverse s linked to every other aspect by upiversallaws, these
relationships are discoverable.

Even so, the most far-reaching attempts to explore other levels of
universe, theoretically or otherwise, will ultimately be stymied by the
alien natures of the different levels. There are physical limits_for
contact betwe ne level and another, The very natures that give ¥
each its coherence and, independence also cloister it to some degree

from even thg_ ‘most closely related levels. By nature and definition .
any level of universe isﬁ astly differentyhan the most clos€ly related




The transformation_of energy is something that is not perfectly
nd'erstood. However, it has long been known that each ?ransfory a
ation occurs according to perfect laws of conservation. When ener .

s transformed, nothing is lost. Whatever results from a transformatigy

exactly equals what existed before. Though not all the kinetic ener .

of water can be transformed to electricity, the remainder is absorbgzl’

by the ground, transformed into heat, or carried on down the rive A

as a lessened kinetic force. Whatever is present on the left-hand s'gr

Qf a physical equation must be fully accounted for by the ri ht-halng

side. Eve.:rything in the physical universe operates accordin gto these

demanding laws of conservation. Regardless of what changes occur 3

within the universe, the whole 1s maintained.

' Vlewe(.:l as a whole, the universe 1s a single, uninterrupted field, 1t
is Fhe ultimate system. We divide it into subsystems, because our own ¢
ex1s.tf:nce {n;ﬂ(es it feasible to do so. In fact, our ex’istence as discrete ‘
entities within the universe demands that we differentiate betw.
s].lbsystems. This differentiation, however, occurs within our perczegn;
tions of ‘our environment.@hou’gh we can function as independent *
entities, we do so within an environment that is ultimately th [entire) €—'.I
verse, (_)n a larger scale, the cosmos has its own form of independ-
ence. But it, too, depends on its context. No aspect of the univep;s
fully independent. Everything that exists in some we :
howeve.r remot'ely or indirectly, with everything else that exists 7
he interaction of parts within the universe means that wher.e on
system such as the cosmos ends, another must begin. The endi "
point may be gradual or abrupt, but a transformatj : cen
all systems. You could define your body,

A g
L

occurs between
for example, as ending at

Naturally, this law is not fully defined. There remains the question
of ‘zlv-igz.t Js all existence. This question is the hard one, for it means
devoting Snes entire future to defining the universe. In human
terms, deﬁning the universe is the same as deﬁning the word infinity.

Ultimately, it is meaningle gpt in the ¢ ex‘?@n\ understanding
«» that jt continues forever infevery ppagimable}ay. However, it is @

possm parts of infinity, and parts of the universe, in very

" specific terms. This is the effort of science, and the fruit of our quest

for knowledge.

As living beings, we each quest into the nature of existence because
he quest sustains our awareness. In whatever form awareness coggg;
it eventually causes a preoccupation with the self. We need,to define

our environment because we need to define our selves—one can only
R} D¢ defined in relation to the other. Lhe universe as a total unit has

N _-—-‘*‘

5y

“aime===The bottom line is that our perception of time as progressing in a

linear fashion from past to future requires review if we are to
understand how our system interacts with other systems of nonlinear
orientations. Time outside our system isrmt____l_i't_l_e_:z_l: as we perceive it.r
Instead, i olistic; from outside this system, it 1s apparent that _a_ll_

. tim urs in 2 universal instant. When outside the corporeal frame-,
work, this fact is evident to the soul. It can also be evident to the
upper conscious—that is, our usual waking conscious—if we choose
to expand our awareness somewhat. Although this expansion is not
essential to our healthy functioning within this environment, it would

help us to understand our overall place in the universg; On the whole,

however, it is safe to assume that although time cannot survive without
the universe, the universe can survive quite easily without time.
Time, like space, is a subszstem of thg"cosmos'f Time, coupled with
e I - it LI S 2.
space and its composite matter, forms the* cosmos. The cosmos, in
turn, is a subsystem of a much greater entity still. The universe has

many such layers. My guides describe a universe in m

OF very large systems, many orders of magnitude greater than the

cosmos, interact in an ever-mixing, ever-changing way. The universe

is alive with great systems forming, borrowing from others, selfs
destructing, and undergoing internal transformations of all kinds.

All these systems and their subsystems have Jimits which define them

finite entities, The model of universe my guides present, therefore,

as
\ is that of an infinite entity composed of infinite numbers of finite Barts.

Each event is Iﬁ

ge.
balance, when all aspects of

4

- wreeagaaile vvALIl LIAC ULLICT,
(Balancelis achieved by the actions off
b S AR LS. Mgt T AR

‘2 universal struggle to achi

BT e

- cve ultimat
4 § the universe are’in a form of uim vorrSTasts” “this unjxg;sal, stasis is
. . ) N o, . . .
. «=g® } the point at which the universal force is at its simplest configuration.

# In a sense, th’e"gniversal forcewat this point of halance has.no configu

E ration. It is perfectly uniform, unidimensional, and simple. And from
eI, of the complex forms of natufe ‘emerge. The emergence @
§ something co@ex from the ultimate in simplicity is a form o

geamplexTorms only so that it may reduce them again to their simplest
ficommon denominator, then start the whole process over. What actu-
ahy occurs aurlng each incarnaton oI the universe, or each cycle,

" "we can only surmise from what has occurred so 1arin this universal
ncarnation. From our point of view, the obvious starting place 1s our

e ... own existence.




In the course ot universal evolution, even the four Diiion years
our planet has existed is¢an_instant) As
universe exists forever. But eyerything vylt}ms for

B life to survive something as cataclysmic as the Bi SCrinch must |
hecessarily involve the contemplation of either changing the event
or changing the self to adapt to the event. Existence on a small scale
such as our planet can offer practice for such a future. How many
species on our terrestrial plane alone have come and gone? How
_many lifeforms have used the biological organisms of terrestrial earth
to learn the techniques of adaptation, of change i 2 violent
upheavals in environment? Each day of our liyes is a learning experi-

ence, a microcosm of{the universal experience. JEverything we do,

no matter how trivial or insignificant, provides us with a map to the

destiny of the universe.
TTie seas of the universe may ebb and flow from simplicity to

d back again, b

he whole is always maintained. It

P exists_ag i MWMder
perfectly organized control. What we vieweas an increase in qrder ?
disorder is really just our limited view gf a universal balancing a L
We can see life evolving to ever higher forms, and inanimate energies
devolving. Because we don’t see the whole picture, we may not be

aware of what becomes of one state of organization, or how another
arose. But we can be certain of a few key principles, one of which 1s

that life infalliblx creates more life,
4 Sm— . ~ . e .

1°ne_

complex;
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Even though science is more eager to seek out the elemental nature
of atoms than that of the soul, the quests are ultimately one and the
same. To find the base matter of an atom is to find the base matter

of the soul. Atoms and souls are just different expressions of the base

matter energy. In terms of their outward characteristics, atoms and
souls behave very differently, but they are both manifestations of
matter energies.

v TMponent parts is a reductionist mode of thought
that results in a paradigm of a whole based on the sum of its parts.
We can view all of nature in terms of parts; the same set og RaLLs can
be recombined in many ways to create vastly different entities. Ulti-
‘mately, the entire uniyerse can be conceptually reduced to the simplest
terms:From that single source comes every organ-
ized form in the universe. Each levelmas its base or lowest §
common denominator, and each progressively higher order of organi

zation has a2 common denominator shared by a layer of interactin

parts. These parts can be viewed as building blocks, each set gf '
building blocks being responsible for a particular subset of nature.,

1

e~

an infinite construct, the'n
9 1

|

nts or building blocks of nature. Each layer, from the quarks,
Mpeutrinos, electrons, and other seemingly indivisible particles to the
eomplex molecular structures of the macroscopic world, offers a
patentially jofinite ranﬁe of creativity. It just happens that a_combi-
1 es,exists that has resulted in a more or less fixed set of
parts at any given layer of organization. These parts then govern the
types of activity that can occur at the next layer of organization.
Science will eventually trace the component elements of our cosmos
below the level of quarks, neutrinos, electrons, and so on. The base
matter energy can be described as a basic particle (or waveform) that
f@s all the higher orders of matérial organization. Below the level
of the base matter energy 1s '

M,

the universa energz."Below that, hatu_re
seems to peter out into the formless void of'the universal force’,‘where
action and reaction no longer exist. There 1s only existence, or
not-existence, depending on how you choose to think of it. You might
choose to.call this primary manifestation “nothing”, to say that the
universe 15 anlinfinitely complexy
to call it the universal force! How something can be both “something”
and “nothing” may seem to us an unresolvable paradox, but at its
most elementary state of being, this is the essence of the universe.
Both our sciences and our mystic traditions point us to this conclusion.

I have already mentioned Genesis, which describes the universe
as being created out of nothing. Science similarly tackles the universal
paradox, touching it most closely with its concept of forces. To date,

v
¥
v

tity formed from nothing. I choose atipe

4

four atomic forces have been identified, the strong and weak nuclear |

orces, ggavity, and electromagnetism. To better visualize and work
with the fuzzy world of subatomic forces, physicists have extended
the concept of particle to forces. The concept of particles may not
be completely accurate in describing such activity, but is so far the
most useful tool we have to help us grasp what occurs at that level
of reality. Physicists may therefore talk about gravitons as being the
particles responsible for gravity, W and Z partﬁam'g responsible
for t eak nuclear force, the gluon being responsible for the stron

uclear force, and photons being responsible for electromagnetism.
*og—efﬂ?fﬁ'ese four forces form the essence of “atomical Nature;
without them atoms would not be able to cohere as units. They are
believed to have an underlying unity that represents some superforce;

already, all but gravity have been demonstrated to be unified through

the Grand Unified Theory. Essentially, I am saying that such a

conceptual model can be carried to even

X greater degrees of unifica-
ition, ultimately to the universal force itself. ' |
SR —




The oscillating cosmos theory describes a system that 1s closed @

* Jeast-n: terms of space. It can only get so big before it collapses. Lyl ’
reasonable to assume that an entity that exists totally within one set

of conditions—that enclosed by the conditions of space—is able to

sBontaneouslx generate and destroy matter? Or are agents external
to'the cosmos acting to create the conditions we know as the cosmos
from some other set of conditions, that is, does something else create
matter and the cosmos? If so, Then the cosmos 1s not a closed system,
but a Jinite one that Tnteracts with other systems.

At the moment, the scientific consensus seems to be that the Big
Bang occurred spontaneously. So far, scientists haven't mapped
cosmic history quite to its Very beginnings, although they do generally
understand what has happened since the barest fraction of a second ;
following the Big Bang. But no evidence exists as to what caused the ‘

Big Bang, or what went before, if not another cosmic incarnation.

Big Bang, or what went belore {which iffnminsically diomrtcicls o Furiclional iy cx
The cosmos, to the best of modern knowledge, appears to have ly different irom all the ot I:ecrt;(’nal units, each of

hraich of
? crmnla thic ;o od:
popped into existence quite literally from nothing. Some scientists 2 Lif "'m;
beg the question of universal origin altogether and point the curious { | leaswe kno%i.t is just gpn extension of u;ive 1 bei 59 }
in the universe ghafés in :?uknlve?s:n) - _T.r.sé_SﬂE- Everything,

$eetiectitisa
3 o means .
. Iterms of an inﬁniteb,};: hi)ch @@Ml_ecan b
ey 1 ,&E.e SOUPW ofﬁ#m. € contemplated

; .
€rm 1s offered g5 much to

m .
Munications as to define

he un;j
: uqurse does lend itself
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to the disciplines of philosophy and theology for further discussion. ~dlin et TR |

The origin of everything is indeed a great metaphysical question. o feXleer respect. This univmfe called (C;_O%_S.glg)_!msilf;

‘Interestingly, human cultures have universally concluded that some- that that Is, all knowledge, and all that can ev ob 2 Sufnmati()n

thing as wonderful as the universe is no accident. They ascribe the livi atoms are a part of that univem-q._e.  This means
has ~apn } [ living being. In fact, atoms Trm&‘ﬁ%as %luch }::s an

€. They have 3.

process of Creation to 2 conscious power. Although this power life-s
been assigned many names, The idea of a Creator is universal. This pan, and t have a consci .
and eve gusness at the physical level ’
ry aspect of each and every atom knews e evel. Each

Creator may be seen as one or more entities, but even in multi-god L.

! fg I fs , di Iy viewed 1h C 8o 1s in the universe, and T xactly what its place

systems of beliet, 2 paramount goc is usually viewed as the reator. T , and unfailingly responds to every for o

This 1(}ea neatly provides an answer to the question of what created am additiona] O the same; the only difference is cht Iifzg acting on:

the universe, but begs the question of who or what created the Creator} - . itional ability, though limited, in determini orms have

J - - e . tions will be. They h : mining what their r

Creation is too big a question to be amswered here. However, I think of self-direct: ey have, in other words, limited (and i coe

it is fair to at least adopt a strategy for dealing with it. My strategy is ‘ & -direction. varying) degrees

to include the Creator, whoever or whatever it may prove to be, as

part of the p ysical universe. The Creator is therefore included in RoBERT A

“the physical paradigm that I am expressing here. As 1 noted earlier, 166 ‘. " THE INFINITE UNIVE " ¥ CES

it is not necessary to understand all ‘aspects of the universe to hold b STE ,WRRT‘ H ' 4 7 q' 182 P

the notion of “all that exists”. If a Creator exists, then as far as Iam . /

concerned, the Creator is part of the universe. In fact, there s a §

Creator, and this Creator is very much alive in every aspect of the
e universe, What this means 1s

¥

taken by our guides to teach us the higher ideals of our ‘world indicate
that they share visions of these same ideals, There are indeed striking
differences 1n application and interpretation of ideals in their worlds

universe. In effect, this Creator@t
and ours, but the essence of the ideals is the same, Love is by far the'
- d

hat the universe created itself; this does not mean necessarily that it
y my guides, is the fundamental

ST eI 70 cmerge from nothing, but that it creates its current | Py "E"__F-_T_-hl hest of these ideals. This ideal, sa
e S N Durpose of our learning €x erience on this plane. Of all the 1acals
e B learn—freedom, Justce, Tonor. and many others—lgyg, is theé

- ,
—= and to the limitations of their human charges. We ¢ . ] \
most basic to our existence. It Telates to the essence of our being and

of our guides as gods, if we wish, for they often present themselwes g A ! :
to us as such. But we cannot se€ them as God the Creator of All that e l2S lgoverx;mg fac;lqr ﬁn wlllen and unde what circumstances we,
Is, because that is a_stat universal being. In the truest terms, (_m ~\,as.souls, evolve to a higher plans —
GoD is the infinite universe; the infinite_poiverse is God. FAaLcoN FRE\;{:‘" | LAS VE RAS, Né vA DA, ) g. A .
_ - — et = o e . - ) 1

an therefore think




