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"Leto said: "There's no single set of limts

for all nen, Universal Prescience is an enpty
nmyth. Only the nost powerful |ocal currents

of time may be foretold. But in an infinite

uni verse, LOCAL can be so gigantic that your

mnd shrinks fromit."

|
- CHI LDREN OF DUNE '
(Her bert 1976: 257)
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| NTRODUCTI ON:

The third principle of this work is that there is an attribute
called "free agency"” inherent in human spirits. It is perhaps the
fundamental characteristic differentiating between hunmans and non-
humans. The latter, whether they are nenbers of the animl or
pl ant ki ngdons, respond to their environnent through a genetically
encoded set of algor|thns{} These algorithns superficially
mmc free agency in the sense that particular responses are
delimted to particular stinmuli, this variability suggesting free
will. However, the inventory of responses is snall, when conpared
to the variability of responses available to humans. Those

genetically and neurologically determ ned algorithns represent a
drastically truncated version of free agency, if they represent it
at all, in spite of their sophistication.

Free agency is necessary for us to direct our actions in the
schenme of sal vation we use. And we behave as if we really believed
that this free agency is unlimted, that we are truly the sole
masters of our destiny, and that it is a divine attribute.

Volition, being able to do what "I" want to do, is assuned to be
possi ble, that no forces or influences can or will limt us if we
choose to exercise it. This latter is only possible actually in
certain political systems, or wthin our mnds, but it is

nonet hel ess possible in the m nd.

PREDI CTABI LI TY CONFLI CTS W TH AGENCY?
However, we have all faced the enigna that derives from

(a) the belief that we do have unlimted agency and
(b) the belief that the future is foreseeable.

Most of us have struggled briefly at least with this dil enmm,
t hough not too strenuously for nobst of us, and then passed on to

the nore practical struggles of nortality. But it remains a
problem if the future is foreseeable, as suggested by I|saiah's,
Abraham s, Enoch's, etc. visions, then we nust ask: is there

really free agency? |If it is foreseeable, aren't we then sinply
nmoving frombirth to death on a greased rail that exists in sone
manner to guide and control us? If we believe the futurereally is

1I have no proof that there is a genetic code involved. | base this claimon the fact that the
repertoire of responses available to the nmenbers of any specie is narrow, when conpared to the possible
responses that are theoretically possible in any settings. Further, this repertoire is present in succeeding
generations of the specie, even in cases where the parents have no opportunl ty to teach and the young have no
opportunity to learn, as for exanple in the reptile famlies. These facts -(1) the consistent repertoire of
responses, (2) the uniformdelimitation of those responses and (3) their expression in succeeding generations-
are highly suggestive of genetic transmission. This information is encoded in the DNAso it is thereby passed
between generations. |f one denies genetic encoding as the mechanismof transmission, then s/he would be in
the nost peculiar position, vis a vis science, of having to claimthat this information is transmtted across
generations in some netaphysical way, i.e. via spirits, or by invisible forces, etc.
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foreseeabl e, then how account for real free agency?{?%

This question is neither sophonoric nor trivial, though a few
readers may respond to that way.{°% Enoch saw what was to be
according to guiding angels who took himinto the future. | f
t hose futures that he saw were predictable, and were the ones that
were going to come to pass, then the inplication is that the very
process of living nust be predeterm ned, guided or directed, else
how could it be predictable. |f each of us was going to nmake non-
predi ctabl e choices through the exercise of agency, and if each
generations's decisions and choi ces were equal ly unpredictable, a
conmpoundi ng of deviations in all directions from a predictable
course should develop such that there should practically be an
infinity of possible futures for this world with its billions of
humans. And with that nunber of possible futures, then it should be
i npossi ble to prophecy and state that a specific thing is going to
happen, at least it should only be possible with a snall degree of
confi dence. But it seens that the Lord doesn't allow this to
happen, or He doesn't feel it necessary to tell us or it just
doesn't happen.

OWNI SCI ENCE CONTRADI CTS AGENCY?

This still may not illumnate the problem so let ne try
anot her way. One nmay argue that the Lord is omiscient, therefore
that is why he can foresee what the future is going to be, that he
can identify which of the possible futures is going to happen.
That sounds pl ausible, the, and begins to convince us that there
may be no contradiction, but |I still have the msgiving that this
really doesn't explain away ny reservation. |t appears to ne that
if He is ever able to state precisely what it is we are going to
do, that we are then being restricted. Qherw se, He should only
be able to specify a subset of possible futures that are LIKELY to
happen, because if we do have neaningful free agency and are
al l owed to nake our own deci sions, then there should be at |east a
smal | degree of unpredictability to our actions that cannot be

2
Gary Zukav stated the problemthusly:

"The ability to predict the future based on a know edge of the present and the | aws of notion
gave our ancestors a power they had never known. However, these concepts carry within thema very
dispiriting logic. If the laws of nature determine the future of an event, then, given enough
information, we cold have predicted our present at some tinme in the past. That tinme in the past also
coul d have been predicted at a time still earlier. In short, if we are to accept the nechanistic
determ nati on of Newtoni an physics--if the universe really is a great machine--then fromthe nonment
that the universe was created and set into notion, everything that was to happen in it already was
det er mi ned.

According to this philosophy, we may seemto have a will of our own and the ability to alter
the course of events in our lives, but we do not. Everything, fromthe beginning of time, has been
predetermined, including our illusion of having a free wll. The universe is a prerecorded tape
playing itself out in the only way it can." (1979:51)

Interesting possibility which actually could be attributed to sone LDS.

3

This dilemma is noted by various authors, for exanple, by Rudy Rucker: "I was disturbed by the
traditional paradoxes inherent in time-travel...|l was also disturbed by the fact that if the future is already
there, then there is some sense in which our free will is an illusion." (1982:180) This problemseens to be

ei ther not be conprehended by nmost LDS, or it is ignored.
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foreseen until we have actually passed those decision nodes and
conm tted oursel ves to one or another of the alternate choi ces open
at those points. |If we are not allowed that freedom if we are
conpletely predictable, then it appears to ne that we are no truly
free agents.

| suppose one mght argue here that there is in fact a
cal culus of human behavior that the Lord has devised that allows
Hmto predict the general, overall pattern and flow of human
civilizations and societies. This type of mathematical treatnent
of human psychol ogy is well described in Isaac Asinov's stupendous
FOUNDATI ON series wherein one Hari Seldon does transform
"psychohi story"” into a "profound statistical sciences" that could
predi ct human behavi or when the nasses being treated were | arge
enough and the spans of time |ong enough. That may in fact be
what happens.

ENOCCH S VI SI ON:

There anot her consideration to nmake here. Wen the angels
t ook Enoch up and showed himthe future, it nay be that there were
infact a nultiplicity of specific futures that he coul d have been
shown, but that he was shown just one of them wthout any
reference to the possibility of other futures.{? That was Enoch
saw a video of POSSIBLE futures |linked together as a plausible
unfol ding of human life, not as a specifically correct down to the
final detail view If the one he saw isn't the one that is
actually unfolding at the present tine, it matters little because
t he purpose of his tour was not to show him precisely what was to
transpire. CGeneral outlines would be sufficient. He was being
taught things for his own devel opnent and the edification of his
Sai nts, none of whom would see the details he saw, nor would it
matter to them what those details were.{° And since human
behavi or does appear to be generally predictable, even with free

4 . .
Zukav el aborates on the doctrine of superdeterm nismthusly:

"According to superdeterm nism not even the initial situation of the universe coul d be change. Not
only is it inpossible for things to be other than they are, it is even inpossible that the initial
situation of the universe could have been other than what it was. No matter what we are doing at any
given nmonment, it is the only thing ever possible for us to be doing at that moment." (1979: 319)

So what | am asking here, is whether superdeterminismis real, is it how the POS actually works? It would
certainly support the concept that the Creator knows, before hand preci sely how each of us is going to behave
and what choices we will nake. But, sonmehow, that bothers me because it seens |ike our testi ng inthenlittle
nore than an enpty charade that we act out, ending up precisely where we were foreknown to be headed. Do you
l'i ke that idea?

5 . . . . Lo
A problemwi th this concept of approximate truth is that the Lord's systemtol erates no deviations from

absolute truth. So it would seem unlikely that what an angel showed a nortal would be anything |ess that
absolute truth. The doctrinal basis for this claimderives fromD&C 129:7, which states:

"Ask him [ed. the heavenly nessenger] to shake hands with you, but he will not nobve, because it is
contrary to the order of heaven for a just man to deceive...", but if the visitor is a devil "...he
will offer you his hand and you will not feel anything; you may therefore detect him"

This is the same principle.
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agency thrown in, it is likely that what Enoch was shown was
accurate to wthin a few degrees.



