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"The flagell ates are thought by sone to be
t he source of higher animls and higher
plants as well. As a group, they are
difficult to exclude fromeither the plant
or the ani mal kingdom "

I
_GENERAL ZOOLOGY
(Villee, et al 1963m165)

"For the things that happen in the mat eri al
world do offer a kind of mrror-view of
things in the spiritual world.:

|
- HEAVEN AND HELL '

( Swedenbor g 1990:58%
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| NTRODUCT1 ON:

Interspersed in the bits and swat ches of information
reveal ed about the PE, is an intriguing statenment that all things
were created spiritually before they were created nortally['].
This seens |ike an innocuous bit of doctrinal fuzz that is hardly
wort hy of much thought, and unlikely to yield nuch insight after
it is investigated. It appears to be a categorical statenent
that sunms up a m nor doctrine, |eaving nothing for discussion.
However, a few nonments exploring the inplications of the
statenent raise several legitimte, interesting -even startling-
guestions that are not answered in the present LDS canon. Let's
scrounge around in the nental rag bag again for rel evant
m scel | anea. [ 7]

LI ONS, Tl GERS AND WHALES:

If we |imt our speculation regarding this doctrine to the
spiritual creation of man him herself, the claimjust seens |ike
a nice, but obvious coment, which any clear thinker would
probably deduce eventually. GCbviously, we, honb sapiens, were
created before we cane here, if we believe we |ived before we
came here, and if we believe the Genesis scripture saying we were
created in H's image. Now expand the scope of the doctrine to
consider other "things' that exist on this old nudball.

Let's start with animals, particularly |arge ones, such as

lions, tigers and whales. Does the doctrine still fit? 1t seens
like it mght. Wales are pretty |large and maybe they needed
spirits to run their bodies. Such spirits would need to be

created, then. Perhaps the sane could be said about tigers and
lions. The only snag in the idea is the staggering nunbers: the
total nunber of those creatures who will have lived on the earth
-counting past, present and future ones- nust be stupendous,
doubt | ess out nunbering humans by magnitudes. Do we really want
to believe that the Lord actually created one individual, unique

1 sl . .
The specific scripture is:

"...For I, the Lord God, created all things, of which | have spoken, spiritually, before they were
natural ly upon the earth." (Mses 2:5)

Succeedi ng verses el aborate this theme, but the seninal concept is as stated here. This chapter revolves

around it. Note, please, that He uses the word "all". (O at |least Joseph chose to gl oss whatever he was
dealing with as "all'.) That seenms to cover the waterfront, |eaving no exceptions. But there ARE
exceptions as we will see here. Maybe you won't be persuaded, but you won't be able to explain away this
collection of factual nminutiae that sits in front of us all the time. In the Lord's created world. If this

tidy little scripture is to be strictly construed as quoted here.

2Wthout going into detail, | heartily recommend Swedenborg's HEAVEN AND HELL again. Chapters 12
and 13, regardi ng HEAVEN HAS A CORRESPONDENCE W TH EVERYTHI NG ON EARTH, offer some fascinating information
pertinent to the discussion which follows, which may actually be closer to the truth that our own
specul ati on.

We can't resist inserting one quote:

"The whol e natural world corresponds to the spirit world - not just the natural world in general,
but actually in detail." (1984:81)

That sounds |ike a paraphrase of the Mdses scripture in the above footnote. The nost fascinating thing
about this quote for LDS, froma historical perspective, is that it was witten by a non-LDS in the 18th
century, alnost 50 years before Joseph Smith was even born.
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spirit for each of those bodies? If we take the doctrine at face
val ue, that's what we conclude. That is possible, and that would
be a ot of them

He obviously could have done that. W don't deny the
possibility. But sonehow the idea that He created so many of
these animal life forns and created unique spirits for each
i ndi vidual seens to be a violation of the Parsinony Principle
proposed in our netatheory. Wy would there need to be so many
creatures whose purpose in the Plan is so limted?

At this point, the omi present philosopher will ask, "Just
what are you assumng to be 'purpose'?" Howis these aninals'
purpose limted? Definition, please. W nmake the assunption -
wi t hout foundation- that these critters have only m nim
significance in the POS, that they occupy particul ar ecol ogi cal
ni ches and conpete with each other and serve as neat substitutes
for each other[®. If that is their 'purpose', then we could be
per suaded that they didn't have unique spirits. But we recognize
that it is also possible that they, in fact, serve a higher
function in the POCS than we realize. That possibility cannot be
ruled out at this point. |If there were sone higher purpose, then
the possibility that they were all created spiritually first
woul d not seemto us to be a violation of the Parsinony
Principle. W'Ill return to animals in a mnute.

MONKEY PUZZLES, YEW ‘] AND BROVELI ADS:

Let's nove now to the plant kingdom Think about big£ﬂ
trees first, like the giant of themall, the Douglas Fir.[°] The
doctrine did not exclude plants or any living group, so if taken
to its extrenme[’], we nmust conclude that these trees were each
created spiritually before they were created nortally.[®] Again,
like in the class of big animals, it seens |like an awful | ot of

3For a lengthy discussion of Darwinism-in several flavors, actually- and various theories of
evolution, dip into SJ Gould's THE PANDA'S THUMB. He even devotes several pages to the Wallace-Darw n
debate, alluded to above. He comes down on the side of Darwin, finding Wallace to be too nmuch of a
creationist. W politely denure.

4
No pun i ntended.

5 . . . R
W don't now why size seenms to us to be a consideration. That probably is irrelevant. Large
things probably are easier to conprehend in this discussion.

6No, the fanous, nuch touted sequoia and redwoods are not the |largest trees of this world. It is
one of the perverse paradoxes of history that the total devastation of the larger Doug firs was the inpetus
to protect these two species. The doug reined suprene in the Cascade Range east of Seattle, through the
Snoqual m e Pass and environs. The warm Japanese current supplied 60 inches of rainfall a year on the west
side of this range, which produced gargantuan trees. The surviving photographs taken by a | ocal
phot ographer fromthe Skagit Valley show stands of trees, each 14 feet in diameter. Humans are mites in
conparison. One of the largest recorded firs rose 200 feet to its first branches, and at that level, it was
still 9 feet in diameter.

7 .. ) ) ) ) )

Wi ch is what we keep doing here, and which we should do because that brings out salient
implications and ranmification that otherw se are opaque to us, but which are nonethel ess, germane whenever
one w shes to conprehend what s/he believes.

8 . Lo
Just what does this nean? Do trees have spirits? See 21. MALE AND FEMALE for sone thoughts about
classes of spirits.
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tree spirits[] to have hanging around up there, waiting their
turn to cone down. The sheer nunber of this group, which has
covered so much of the surface of the earth for so | ong, nust be
ast ronom cal

Did He intend to state in that scripture that He really
created individual spirits for each tree? It is obviously
possible for Hmto do that, but the nunbers are SO LARGE. [ ']
Al ternatively, it could be, according to the idea el sewhere that
there were four classes of spirits, that the spirits for trees
are nodified masses of intelligence that occupies tree trunks
somehow, wi thout a need for individual spirits to be created and
stored in a cosm c warehouse. This would satisfy the creation
requi renent of this scripture, and would al so seemnore in
keeping with the Parsinony Principle. But th|s really isn't nore
than a notational variant of the spirit idea['].

CRAB GRASS, TI MOTHY AND BAMBOO

Now | et's just expand our group of included things a bit.
Take grasses as the next exanple. Sinply overpowering. W can
hardly think about it. Dd He really create a spirit for each
one of those?!l W don't doubt a mnute that He could do it.
That's not the issue. The issue is that the Parsinony Principle
seens to us to be violated by the outrageously | ar ge nunber of
grass spirits that would have to be created.["] W think the
Lord is nore conservative and that He uses another system-a la
| arge trees just nmentioned- to acconplish Hi s purpose here.

M CROBES, ALGAE AND LI CHEN

And now if you will expand our exanple even a bit further,
you Wi ll short-circuit your brain. Wat about bacteria, and
viruses? And chlanydia? And al gaes and anpebas? And parasites
and lichen, etc.? Boggle. Tilt. Push RESET to conti nue.

Wrse, how about the things like slime nolds that grow on wet
surfaces, or the mldew that creeps and grows into and becones
part of a piece of noist cloth?

Do you think He created a spirit for each of these little
t hi ngs -many of which seemlike nasty, horrible little things
anyway? The Parsinony Principle suggests no. It seens |ike such
an exuberant waste of His time and resources to create all of
those tidbits of spirit protoplasm ectoplasm But in addition to

9
The druids weren't all wong!

0
Magni tude of nunbers is really irrelevant, isn't it. This is a purely personal response, an
inability to conprehend big nunbers. And a wish for sinplicity and patterns and al gorithns.

11
See 15. CONSCI QUSNESS - COG TO, ERGO SUM for details on this matter.

2Renren‘oer that as we extend the inplications of our (neta-)theory, we will encounter problens.
This is one. Is is sufficient to persuade us to drop the Parsinmony Principle? W think not. The beauty of
al gorithms, manifestations of this principle, lies in part in their sinplicity and el egance, relegating a
host of minutiae to obscurity, freeing Hs attention for larger scale -nore inportant?- enterprises. So we
will keep the PP.
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the i ssue of nunbers -which is really red herring introduced for
your thinking enjoynment- there is a question of purpose and
resurrection and nortal biochemstry, etc.

VOLVOX GLOBULATOR AND HYDRO DS:

And what about the groups of funny little things that aren't
clearly plant or animal - |ike hydroids? And what about things
i ke vol vox gl obul ator which appear to be a set of col onies
wi thin colonies? How many spirits would it have? And what about
t he al gae nasses? How nmany individuals would there be in a nmass?
And what about |ichens?

Way should it be that size, nunber of creatures, and
conplexity of an organization -fromnman to anoeba- affect our
personal ability to accept this dictun? The manner in which
have presented the evidence here | eads one to think that size and
conpl exity are sonmehow i nportant factors. Are they? 1In a purely
| ogi cal sense, as a principle, it shouldn't nake any difference,
but sonmehow it bothers us. It just seens preposterous to think
that the Almghty created every single virus and bacteria and
giardia spiritually before they cane into exi stence down here.
| know, | know. He could do it. But sonehow | doubt he did.

(((STOPPED WORKI NG HERE AT M DNI TE 10-14)))

But these sorts of thoughts come to m nd when pushing a
sinply stated principle like this one to its |ogical extrene.
Lets's go further. Wuld the Lord expend resources -energy and
matter- in creating a nultitude of viral particles when they are
probably not going to be resurrected? It seens to ne that
resurrection mght be a razor that could be used to isolate

things that will be created spiritually.

Now consi der the notion of all mce and | enm ngs being
spiritually created in the PE. Since they are still |arge
enough to appear to probably possess their own spirit, one may
find it believable that in the spirit world there were trillions
of each specie of small creatures. A veritable living carpet of
them | imagine, a sight to behold indeed! Now. Hold still for

this one. Wat about evolution? Shudder. Could it be that
mul ti plication and extinction of species in response to changes
i n ecol ogi cal niches accounts for the variety of creatures we see
and that this is the nechanismfor the devel opnment of such
creatures, rather than having the Lord design each one of then?
That's heresy, isn't it. But. |It's closer to true than the
converse. In fact, evolution would be a wonderful way to explain
how t he phenonenal variety of living things that have |lived on
this earth came into being. It fits the Parsinmony Principle
better than the above dictum does. However, here as in nost
areas, the Lord's mnd is opaque so we don't know how he did it.
Let's return to the pathogens again for a mnute. Sone
m croorgani snms |i ke bacteria, viruses, chlanydia, etc. appear to
serve only the purpose of degrading the Iife of other organisns,
at | east the pathol ogical ones do- in the pursuit of their own
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life[*]. Does it seemlikely that Divinity woul d have
spiritually created any sort of organi smwhose purpose is only
mal i gnant? (Yes, what about neopl asns, oncogenes, etc. D d He
make those up as well? They are real things so if we strictly
apply the dogma to them we nust conclude that He did in fact
make them spiritually.) Sonmehow, that doesn't seemlikely,
though it is possible. It seens nore likely to postulate their
"creation" as a byproduct of nortality. And note the inplication
when one considers spirits and the resurrection again? Does it
seem|likely that these organisnms will be resurrected? Wy would
the Lord create anything spiritually that would not be
resurrected?

Once one grants the possibility of nortality-only creations
-adifficult thing to do in light of the dictumwe are
di scussing- one is faced, predictably, with knotty probl ens:
where does one draw the |ine between nortal-only creations and
spiritual creations? No answer, sorry.

Anot her note: viruses are not able to replicate thensel ves.
True, they do manage to propagate thenselves, but it is in an
abnornmal sense that doesn't seemto fit the concept that each
creation contains within itself the "seeds"” for its propagation.
The way viruses succeed is to physically violate the nmenbrane
whi ch serves as a boundary for a cell, then enter into the
prot opl asm comrandeer the replication mechanismof the cell,
twsting it toits own end, thereby causing the nechanismto spew
forth copies of the viral particle which then burst fromthe

cell, destroying it in the process, and then these repeat the
sequence el sewhere in other cells. But the viral particle cannot
replicate itself. It must have this access to soneone el se's
replication device. In this light, then, one nmust ask whether

the Lord would create a fragnentary organismthat did not conply
with His requirenment that |iving things contain their own seeds

for re-creation. 1It's obviously possible - | guess- but doesn't
seem | i kel y[ *].

13 ) . . Lo .
One of the forenpst inmunol ogists today, Ivan Roitt, said it succinctly:

"We live in a potentially hostile world filled with a bewildering array of infectious agents...of
di verse shape, size, conposition and subversive character which would very happily use us as rich
sanctuaries for propagating their own 'selfish genes' had we not al so devel oped a series of defense
mechani snms at | east their equal in effectiveness and ingenuity." (1991:1)

Qur nortal bodies are beset with a fearsome array of 'creatures' that can cause illness and even take our
lives. W speculate here that this characteristic suggests, though it doesn't prove, that perhaps these
pat hogens are sonehow basical |y expressions or byproducts of nortality. W say this because they are 'bad'
and not hing bad comes fromthe Lord.

However, we can sneak into the philosopher's den again, and argue definitions. Perhaps causing
death isn't not a 'bad" thing, not that it is a good thing, but perhaps it there is a neutral value in which
case this note has no merit as an argunent.

14Per haps the nobst exotic of viroids are the pathogens responsible for the transm ssible spongiform
encephal opat hi es, Kuru of New CGui nea, Creutzfeld-Jacob D sease, scrapie in sheep, varieties in mnk, mule
deer,and strains in elk and cattle. Various theories have been postulated to account for their nature and
life, but none seens persuasive. The term'prion' was developed after the term'viroid was found to be
i nadequate, to describe these entities believed to contain little DNA which makes them smaller and nore
primtive even than viruses. Bockman states:

"The agent or agents of these di seases have many unusual physi ochem cal and bi ol ogi cal properties,
particularly their resistance to treatnments that inactivate known viruses. (1991: 11)

Sone of the bizarre qualities are: long incubation periods up to 20 years for Kuru, ability to withstand
standard sterilization treatments |ike high tenperatures and resistance to sone chenical s and i oni zi ng
radi ati on. None have been visualized, though there are electron micrographs showi ng structures attributed
to these organisns (or their pathol ogical effect), nor have they been cultured although they are filtrable
and titratable.

The reason for bringing themin here is to point out that it seems to us to be nost peculiar to
theorize that there are individual spirits for each of these bits of protein, which one nust doe if s/he
mai ntains that the spiritual creation referred to above nmeans that ALL |life fornms had individual spirits
created for them W doubt that these organisms will be resurrected, and conjecture that they are nerely
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Look at anot her consideration here. If we allow for
separate grass spirits to be created spiritually, we still run
into a difficult problem Let's grant their existence, and then
pl ace one grass spirit into a crabgrass seed and plant it. Now,
when it hatches and grows, we will have a mnute plant which
seens OK. As the plant grows, it starts the wonderful crabgrass

trick of sending out tough pointed rhizomes laterally which then
start sending up what appear suspiciously |like separate plants -
little clunps of blades- but that's OK for the nonent. W'l

just assune that the grass spirit can "fill" whatever extensions
of the parent plant that develop fromit and remain attached to
it. Seens odd, but does seem possible. Now the problem let's
pl ace a fanatical gardener into this little picture. Before the
poor plant is even aware, this man has ripped out the original

pl ant and some of its extensions, and in the process has broken
of f some of the still-buried rhizones that haven't yet erupted
into individual plants. Now what do we have? We have a
problem thank you. W have bits of roots off the original plant
that will EACH turn into individuals - so whose spirit fills

t hem now? The original one that extended to fill the rhizones
that were still attached now nust sonehow be asked to splinter
itself so it can occupy separate individuals w thout there being
any physical link. O else maybe the spirit will sort of exert
a sort of force-field that covers or inhabits any of those plant
types that are under the field? Does that worK? | think not.
This may seem preposterous, but the POS is nothing if not | ogical
and nethodical, so if we extend any argunment to its reasonabl e
extension, we will discover sone interesting things about the
basic idea. W may not find any answer, as in this case, but we
wi || understand nore about what the basic problens are.

REPRODUCTI VE STRATEG ES:

Then let's talk a m nute about asexual versus sexual
reproduction. 1In the grass story above, we brought this matter
in. Plants are wonderfully adept at this sort of process, as are
star fish. |If we whack off a starfish leg and throw the piece
back into the sea, it will insist on form ng an entirely new,
conpl ete individual of the same specie! So whose spirit fills
the laterconmer? Part of the spirit of the original one -hardly
likely- or a newone? And if it is a new one, we have to deal
then with what the nmechanismis that sorts out creatures into
"parent' groups that retain the original spirit, and offspring
groups for which it collects new spirits and inserts them Seens
sort of silly, doesn't it? Especially when there is an alternate
expl anation: that these |evels of creations do not have
i ndi vidual spirits, rather are essentially expressions or nortal
ectoplasns that were originally set up fromsone sort of
spiritual tenplate but which continue on their own through the
DNA replication process. The problemw th this explanation is
that there is no explanation for why these creatures should be

byproducts of the rich biochem stry of this world. (An excellent review of this group of organisns is
Bastian 1991.)
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"alive", seemng to have spirits.

Let's ook at other reproductive strategies for a bit now,
since this pertains to the present discussion. Wat about
part henogenesis? This is the process wherein new generations
arise froma single individual wthout the use of ganetes? Does
that violate the commandnment for nultiplication to occur between
individuals? O aml| wong in believing that the Lord intended
for two individuals two have to share in sone way to create the
next generation? And what about the business of spirits? |If the
new generation derived fromone individual s-keep the crab grass
story in mnd- does the new individual get a new spirit even
though it is nmerely an extension of the original protoplasnf
This is a trick used by sone fish and plants so this isn't just

idle speculation. It nmust be accounted for in the nodel.
And here's another curious tidbit that has inplications for
the nodel: sonme of the live-bearing tooth-carps, like swordtails

in the xi phophorus genus, can undergo a nost peculiar
transformation in that sonme females nutate into the formof nmales
and functions physiologically as a male fromthen on.

The questions, then, are:

Are there male and female spirits for fish?

O did the Lord nmake special bi-sexual spirits for these
particul ar individuals who woul d undergo mnutati on?[*°]

| f so, what are the consequences of the nortal body being
transforned into the opposite gender?

Is the spirit thereby affected, or is the body affected or
does it matter?

And | ook at bacteria and viruses again. They don't even
have gender! So what does that nean? He conmanded that things
on the earth be created, to contain seeds within themfor
reproduction. But these critturs don't conformto that rule.

And how about asexual reproduction |ike hydra, where an
individual allows a portion of its body to bud into a new
i ndi vidual that is then separated? Crab-grass technol ogy agai n.
Whose spirit fills the new guy? And is it male or fenal e?

And how about defornmed bodies of all types? Does that have
any relationship to the spirit enmbedded in it? Just too many
guestions and too few answers |n this area. Tinme to nove on into
sonmet hing el se equal Iy murky. [']

DARW N S FI NCHES:

5 . . . Lo
Doesn't that seemlike an outrageous thing to suggest - a bisexual spirit?

16
Quickly, we will quote from Goul d, because he vindicates our (feeble) efforts here:

"Nature's oddities are nore than good stories. They are material for probing the limts of
interesting theories about life's history abnd nmeaning." (1980: 75)

We take sone of these oddities and bend themto our end, trying to figure sonething out. Though we aren't

al ways sure what it is we are trying to figure out. Larre huh? Gould does in his essays, which originally
appear as editorials in NATURE magazines after which they are conplied into volumes |ike THE PANDA'S THUMB,
is the same thing that started this frenzied work.
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Look at the ugly duckling called evolution again. W cannot
ignore it. It is real. How else account for Darwin's finches,
or, for that matter, how account for good ol' Luther Burbank's
phenonenal success? Mitations are the primary, incontrovertible
proof -yes, they are proof- that there is a nechanismthat allows
species to undergo nodification and yield new species, which is
evolution. So whether it is radiation fromthe sun, gamma rays
from nuclear interactions, chemcal irritation/alteration, freak
genetic nmutations, or just the highly skilled manipul ati on by
people attenpting to speed up the natural process of evol ution,
the result is the sanme: evolution

And now, 20th century man, through the bl ending of the
mar ket pl ace and the research | aboratory, have added anot her
mechani sm for nutating individual s: genetic engineering. And
sonme phenonenal things are being done. M m nd boggl es when
see the photographs of tobacco plants that have been given the
| uci ferase gene fromfireflies so now phosphoresce! And nedi ci ne
has already capitalized on this technol ogy. Escherichia coli, a
lowly bacterium of rather distasteful procedence, has been
engi neered now to produce human insulin by the tubfuls. No nore
bovi ne or porcine reactions, thanks to this process. But the
point now. did the Lord foresee these genetic mani pul ati ons and
prepare special spirits for then? A phosphorescent tobacco plant
certainIY is not the normal type, so does it need a new type
spirit?[*] Maybe it does, and maybe it doesn't.

W really don't understand very much about evol ution, but
it's only a probl em of understanding, not of whether it exists.
Let's ook at Darwin's finches again. |f we disapprove of
evolution as a nmechanismfor "creating"” all the separate
subspeci es that each occupy a uni que ecol ogi cal niche on each of
one of the Gal apagos I|slands, then we have to postulate a God who
created the nyriad of types, species, and subspecies, sinply
maki ng one tiny adjust of this bill for this island, and that
bill for that island, and then assigned each to the proper
habitat. Seens |ike the Creator of the cosnpbs has better things
to do than play tiny little ganes like this. ©h, He could, He
could, but the question is, will He? He conserves energy
jealously, | believe, and will avoid wasteful expenditures of it.
So | believe the is nore |ikely than not to set up an al gorithm
or process that operates independently of himto acconplish his
pur pose of populating the world with His creations.

My own opinion regarding the mllions of mllions of species
of all types is that the Lord created spiritual tenplates for
many of them thereby avoiding the need to create separate
spirits for all of them Those -and it would be difficult to
determ ne where the boundary is in the hierarchy of conplexity-
that were created with a tenplate and all owed to sinply propagate
t hrough the DNA mechani sm woul d not have spirits while those of
the other type would have their individual spirits.

17It seens possible that the A & P of a nortal body might diverge fromthe theoretical -or
theol ogical ?- '"nornal'. This would allow the consequences of purely nortal processes to be nanifested,
wi t hout their having any inpact on the spirit. Ganma rays, nuclear radiation, etc. could weak their
results.

The interesting level to look at evolution -at |least to us as non-specialists- seenms to be even
bel ow the | evel of the amino acids. Those are still conparatively massive structures. Getting down to the
quantum | evel where the particle zoo is acting up is where the action probably is. Indeed, after learning a
bit -admttedly a dangerous thing to do- about that bizarre world, we are persuaded that the fact that there
aren't nmore frequent and mgjor nmutations is suggestive of something extraordinary in the way of organization
or powers.
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We nust touch on the evolution of man for a nmonent. | do
not believe that Adam was the end product of an evol utionary
chain of homnids. They are real. They did |live and they did
resenbl e man, but they were not the precursor of Adam | don't
believe. Adam was a special creation, just as stated in the
various creation stories, and the Lord sinply nade hima body
when the tine was right and stuck himin it.['] The reason
believe this is because | believe that Adanmis spirit was so
different fromthat of any homi nids[*] that there was no way he
could arise fromthem

To end now. These exanples could be multiplied (ha!) nany
times, but they suffice to show the surprisingly conplicated
i ssues raised by this little scripture that all things were
created spiritually before they were, nortally.

HOUSES, HOW TZERS AND HUARACHES

| can't resist adding a trailer here. The little scripture
is also interpreted to refer to the earth itself, so if we take
THAT perspective, a new vista of confusion materializes. |If
sonmething non-living is spiritually created before it is created
nortally, then we have to think about all non-Iliving things.
Li ke bassoons, bonmbs and bunper cars. O houses, howtzers and
huar aches, etc. Al'l of those things are real, all of themare
non-living and so appear to fall into the category of the earth.
Did they in fact merit a spiritual creation prior to their being
created nortally?[?*] |If so, then there was an astoni shing
war ehouse of spirits for these things.

Actually, it is this matter, nore than bacteria and |ichen,
t hat begins to persuade us that the scripture nust apply in a
speci al way, rather than across the board for everything. What
about dirty nmagazines, or childrens' toys? They are real and
non-living, but |I doubt they were created spiritually.

Non-living things seemto be exenpt fromthe scripture in
some way, although | do believe the earth was spiritually
created. Perhaps the spiritual part derives fromthe m nd-set of
the creator of the thing. If they are spiritually, or positively
notivated, the creation is in sone way spiritual, otherw se not.
In the latter case, the world and universe will need to be

8I am puzzl ed at sonme of positions taken by Christians of various ilk, positions that are untenable
to us. They all admit of a Savior who suffered, died, resurrected and atoned for us. How extraordinary!
M nd- boggling. |npossible to conprehend. This denmigod was clothed with nortal tissues, and underwent the
ultimate nysteries of the universe. Those nysteries are accepted in the canon. They are received, as it
were. We tend to believe them too. No, nore than that, we accept it as an article of faith, a postulate
i mpossi bl e of proof. But only because it is part of the canon. Not because we see no alternative. (Gven
t he haphazard nmanner and late tine in which the NT was col |l ated, one nust harbor sone reservations about the
validity of at least part of the canon.)

Yet some of these faithful who swallow that story hook, line and sinker, turn up their noses at a
special creation for homo sapiens. Wuy? |Is it any nore radical than the Inmmacul ate Conception, the only
one we know of, which produced a hal f-god who acconplished what we just mentioned? W think not. No, not
any different at all. Ganted, science doesn't allow for such, but that is only an indictment of the
(necessarily) limted strategies available to a scientist. Do note, also, that scientists do actually
operate on the basis of hunches and intuitions and hope and belief and faith. So when they are in those
nodes, perfectly sane, reasonable states of mind, are they really doing anything different than the clerics

intoning special creation of Adam and Eve? No.
19 .
See Chapter 15. CONSCI QUSNESS - COG TO, ERGO SUM for nore on this matter.

20 . . .
Swedenborg's HEAVEN AND HELL has a long section dealing with what he called 'correspondences’'. It
is relevant to this discussion.
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resurrected.[*] W knows!

SHADOWS, FI RE AND W NTER:

Lets now | ook further into this before-earth-creation
busi ness by tal king about wind and fire. Fire is a sort of
physical thing, as is wind. Aren't they? Oher nmatter is
af fected one way or another by these processes, which are nerely
t he expression of energy transfers. So one begins to ask the
obvi ous question: did the Lord "create"” fire and wind in heaven
before they were manifested on earth? Strict application of the
doctrine seens to suggest He did. And | suppose | even agree
with it inalimted, special sense.

What about shadows cast by the sun? And what about wi nter,
spring and fall? Wat about nonths and nunmbers and di nner
pl ates? What about carpets made from sheep wool, or spandex and
bi cycl es? O sandals and hi ghheel s? Conputers? Testtubes?
| cecrean? Ferrari's and machi ne guns? Bonbs and books? Tofu
and spaghetti? Wat about thoughts, and principles, and
t heori es, and hypot heses, and scientific experinents, and
gl assware and cyclotrons, fighter airplanes, etc.?

Sonmehow the latter things seemto be bel ow the | evel that
CGod involves Hnself in. Oh, He could, but will He? That's the
guestion. W believe that on the basis of the Parsinony
Principle at least, He will handle these things through el egant
algorithnms, or will sinply not be involved with them allow ng
themto be result fromthe p@ysiology, chemi stry, of this world,
of be created by us dunmies[?**]. dobal things |ike nonitoring
t he Powers of Heaven m ght be His, but not tricycles.

21_ . . .
Tristan Englehart converted to the Antiochian orthodoxy three years ago. Today, he expressed the
belief that the universe will be resurrected. So even conpetent, reasonable people believe it is possible.

22To use a repul sive, but real exanple, we doubt that He is responsible in any manner for
por nogr aphi ¢ magazi nes, toys, novies, etc. Those "things" were not "created spiritually" by H mbefore this
world was created. W have done that all by ourselves, under the influence of A) our own wilful ness, and B)
the influence of the nalignant powers surrounding and acting on us.



