Synchronic Theistic Monism, a New Worldview

By Michael Perel, M.D. (4-4-25)

Synchronic (or Synchronistic) Theistic Monism explains Tarot, | Ching, psychic abilities,
and more.

Summary:

The cosmos: God created a system that makes divination possible, such as Tarot and |
Ching.

Scientific Facts: The cosmos began 13.8 billion years ago with the Big Bang, a singular
event confirmed by cosmic background radiation. It exhibits fine-tuning—e.g., the
gravitational constant’s precision suggests intelligent design. It’s interconnected, from
quantum entanglement to ecological webs, forming a holistic system. This origin,
precision, and unity point to a purposeful creation by a divine intelligence.

Conclusion: God intentionally crafted a holistic cosmos as part of His plan. From an
eternalvision, God willed a purposeful design into existence, systematically integrating its
parts into an interconnected whole governed by axioms and laws.

Axioms and Laws:

God’s Nature: God is omniscient, omnipotent, omnipresent, all-good, and the source of
truth (divine epistemology). Transcending cosmic spacetime, He enters the cosmos in any
form (e.g., talking animals), appears in multiple places, defies physical limits (e.g., walking
on water), is able to read minds, and inhabits all time. The Holy Spirit indwells humans as a
guide.

Metaphysical Laws and axioms: Identity (A is A); Causality (effects follow causes); Non-
Contradiction (Aisn’t non-A); Absolutism (reality is absolute); Necessity (parts relate as
they must); Synchronicity (meaningful connections reflect design).



The System: The cosmos is a complex, organic unity—one substance with physical and
spiritual attributes, distinct from God, integrated into a whole greater than its parts. This is
a God-designed reality where meaningful connections—like those in Tarot and |
Ching—reveal truth. God created a monistic cosmos where synchronicity weaves
physical events (drawing a card) with spiritual meaning (divine guidance), reflecting
His plan.

1 The cosmos had an origin

The Big Bang theory is widely accepted as the origin of our universe, supported by several
empirical observations and theoretical frameworks. Here's a comprehensive summary of
the current scientific discoveries and theories that affirm the Big Bang's role as the
universe's starting point:

1. Observational Evidence Supporting the Big Bang

Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB): The CMB, discovered by Arno Penzias and Robert
Wilson in 1964, is aresidual heat from the early universe. It was further refined by the
COBE satellite, showing a nearly perfect blackbody radiation spectrum, which confirms
the Big Bang theory[1][3].

Abundance of Light Elements: The Big Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) explains the observed
abundances of light elements such as hydrogen, helium, and lithium, which are crucial
evidence for the Big Bang[1].

Large-Scale Structure of the Universe: The distribution of galaxies and galaxy clusters is
consistent with the Big Bang model, particularly when explained by theories like cosmic
inflation[1][3].

2. Theoretical Frameworks



Cosmic Inflation: Proposed by Alan Guth in the 1980s, cosmic inflation addresses issues
like the horizon problem and the flatness problem of the Big Bang. It suggests an extremely
rapid expansion of the universe in its early moments, which has been empirically
supported through observations of the CMB[3][4].

ACDM Model: The Lambda-Cold Dark Matter model is the current standard model of Big
Bang cosmology. It includes dark energy (A) and cold dark matter, providing a framework
for understanding the universe's accelerating expansion and structure formation[1][4].

3. Recent Findings and Debates

Challenges to the Big Bang: Some studies, like Lior Shamir's work supporting the "tired
light" theory, have questioned aspects of the Big Bang. However, these alternatives are not
widely accepted and are generally seen as less robust than the Big Bang theory[5].

Future Investigations: Ongoing and future research aims to further explore early universe
phenomena, such as the detection of primordial gravitational waves, which could provide
insights into the universe's initial conditions[1][3].

4. Empirical Studies

Age of the Universe: The age of the universe, estimated to be about 13.8 billion years,
supports the Big Bang model and is consistent across different methods of measurement,
including observations of the oldest stars and the CMB[1][4].

Large-Scale Structure Surveys: Projects like the SphereX mission will provide more
detailed data on galaxy distributions and non-Gaussianity, further testing the predictions
of the Big Bang and inflationary theories[3].

In summary, while there are alternative theories and some debates, the Big Bang model
remains the most comprehensive and well-supported explanation for the origin and
evolution of the universe. The empirical evidence and theoretical frameworks continue to
be refined, but they consistently affirm the Big Bang as the starting point of our universe.
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Next:

To structure the support for the Big Bang theory in the form of [evidence + warrant = claim],
we can outline several key points:

1. Cosmic Microwave Background Radiation

Evidence: The discovery of cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB) by Penzias and
Wilson in 1964, which provided strong evidence for the Big Bang.

Warrant: The CMB's blackbody spectrum and uniform temperature across the universe
support the idea thatitis a remnant from an early, hot universe.

Claim: The cosmic microwave background radiation confirms that the universe began from
a very hot, dense state, aligning with Big Bang predictions[1][2].
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2. Abundance of Light Elements

Evidence: The observed abundance of light elements such as hydrogen, helium, and
lithium matches predictions from Big Bang nucleosynthesis.

Warrant: These elements must have formed during the universe's first few minutes, as
conditions later were not suitable for their synthesis.

Claim: The observed abundance of light elements in the universe supports the Big Bang
model's prediction of element formation in its early stages[1][2].

3. Expansion of the Universe

Evidence: Hubble's observation of galaxy redshifts, indicating that galaxies move away
from each other, and thus the universe is expanding.

Warrant: This expansion suggests that the universe began from a singular point and has
been expanding ever since.

Claim: The expanding universe, as described by Hubble's law, supports the Big Bang
model's prediction that the universe began in a compact, extremely dense state[1][2].

4. Large-Scale Structure of the Universe

Evidence: Observations of galaxy distributions and large-scale cosmic structures are
consistent with predictions based on the Big Bang and inflationary theories.

Warrant: These structures evolved over billions of years from tiny fluctuations in the early
universe.

Claim: The large-scale structure and distribution of galaxies in the universe align with
predictions made by the Big Bang model [1][2].

5. Age of the Universe



Evidence: Independent estimates of the universe's age from stellar ages, supernovae, and
CMB measurements all converge on approximately 13.8 billion years.

Warrant: Such a consistent age estimate supports the Big Bang theory, which predicts a
finite age for the universe.

Claim: The consensus on the age of the universe across different methods supports the Big
Bang's prediction that the universe began a finite time ago[1][2].

6. Cosmic Inflation and Dark Matter/Dark Energy

Evidence: The observed homogeneity and isotropy of the universe on large scales,
explained by cosmic inflation, and the necessity of dark matter and dark energy for
structure formation and accelerated expansion.

Warrant: These phenomena provide a framework for understanding the universe's
evolution after the Big Bang.

Claim: The inclusion of cosmic inflation and dark matter/dark energy in modern models
further supports the Big Bang theory by addressing issues like the horizon problem and
accelerating expansion[1][4].

Empirical Data Summary

The Big Bang theory is supported by a wide array of empirical data, including the CMB, the
abundance of light elements, the expansion of the universe, and the large-scale structure
of galaxies. These observations are well-documented in scientific literature and
consistently provide evidence for the universe's origin from a singular, hot, and dense
state[1][2]. The consensus on the universe's age further strengthens this model[1][2].
While alternative theories like Lerner's have been proposed, they are not widely accepted
by the scientific community[3].



Studies and References

COBE and WMAP Missions: These missions have provided precise measurements of the
CMB, supporting the Big Bang theory[1][2].

Observations of Galaxy Redshifts: Hubble's Law has been extensively validated through
observations of galaxy redshifts, which indicate universal expansion[1][2].

Big Bang Nucleosynthesis: Studies on the formation of light elements in the early universe
have been critical in validating Big Bang predictions[1][2].

Dark Matter and Dark Energy Research: Ongoing research in these areas continues to
refine our understanding of the universe's evolution and support the Big Bang model[1][4].

Overall, the Big Bang theory remains the most well-supported explanation for the
universe's origin, with a strong foundation in empirical evidence and theoretical
consistency.
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2 Intelligent design of the cosmos

The concept of intelligent design (ID) in the cosmos suggests that the universe and its
features are not the result of random chance but were deliberately planned by an
intelligent agent. While not universally accepted within the scientific community,
proponents of intelligent design highlight several lines of evidence that they argue support
their position. Here's a comprehensive summary of the current empirical data and
arguments:

1. The Big Bang Theory and
Cosmic Origins

The Big Bang theory indicates that the universe had a beginning, evolving from an initial
singularity. This theory is supported by evidence such as cosmic microwave background
radiation and the large-scale structure of the universe[4]. Proponents of ID see the Big
Bang as evidence of a creation event, suggesting that the universe's origin required
intelligent causation[3].

2. Fine-Tuning of the Universe

The universe is finely tuned for life, with physical constants (like the gravitational constant,
the cosmological constant, and the initial entropy of the universe) precisely set to allow for
biological life[2][5]. Examples include:
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e Gravity: The strength of gravity is tuned to one part in 103410"{34}1034.

e Cosmological Constant: The value is finely tuned to one part in
10120107{120}10120[5].

e Entropy: The initial low entropy state is estimated to have odds of occurring by
chance asonein 1010123107{107{123}}1010123[5].

Such precise tuning is difficult to explain by chance and suggests a deliberate design[5].
However, critics argue that a multiverse hypothesis could explain this fine-tuning without
requiring intelligent design.

3. Irreducible Complexity

Biological systems often exhibit irreducible complexity, meaning they require all their
components to function properly. This is argued to be difficult to achieve through gradual
evolutionary processes, suggesting intelligent design[3][4].

4. Complex Molecular
Machines

Molecular machines, which perform specific functions within living cells (e.g., ATP
synthase), are highly complex and precisely engineered systems. This complexity is seen
as evidence of intelligent design by some, asitis challenging to explain how these systems
evolved through incremental natural processes[4].



5. Cosmic Background
Radiation

The discovery of cosmic microwave background radiation supports the Big Bang theory,
indicating a beginning for the universe. This, combined with the expansion and fine-tuning
of the universe, reinforces the ID argument[4].

6. Philosophical Arguments

Philosophical arguments often linked to ID include the cosmological argument (the
universe had a beginning and thus a cause) and the teleological argument (the apparent
design in the universe requires a designer)[5].

Criticisms and Controversies

While these arguments are presented as evidence for intelligent design, they are not
universally accepted in the scientific community. Many scientists and philosophers argue
that:

e Natural Processes: Evolutionary processes and natural laws can explain much of
the complexity without requiring intelligent intervention.

e Multiverse Hypothesis: Some propose the idea of a multiverse to explain fine-
tuning without invoking intelligent design.

e Methodological Naturalism: Mainstream science typically operates under the
principle of methodological naturalism, which excludes explanations that invoke
supernatural causes.



Empirical Studies

Empirical studies supporting ID are mostly interpretive and focus on highlighting the
improbability of certain events or the fine-tuning of the universe. However, mainstream
science predominantly relies on empirical evidence that can be tested and falsified, which
is why ID remains controversial and outside the mainstream scientific consensus.

In conclusion, while there are arguments and observations presented as evidence for
intelligent design in the cosmos, these are not widely accepted as scientific evidence by
the broader scientific community. The empirical data are often subject to interpretation
and are not considered conclusive proof by many scientists.
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In addition:

Intelligent design (ID) is a concept that suggests certain features of the universe and living
organisms are best explained by an intelligent cause rather than natural processes like
evolution. While proponents of ID argue that it provides a scientific explanation for life's
origins, itis generally considered a pseudoscientific argument by the broader scientific
community due to its lack of empirical evidence and testable hypotheses[3]. Here's a
comprehensive overview of key arguments and empirical data related to ID:
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Key Arguments for Intelligent
Design

1. Cosmic Fine-Tuning

Proponents of ID point to the fine-tuning of universal constants as evidence of intelligent
design. These constants, such as the strength of the electromagnetic force and the
gravitational constant, are precisely set to allow for the existence of life. If these constants
were slightly different, life as we know it could not exist[2][3]. For example, the ratio of the
electromagnetic force to the gravitational force must be finely tuned to a degree of one part
in 1040107{40}1040[2].

2. Cosmological Arguments

The Big Bang theory provides evidence that the universe had a beginning, leading ID
proponents to argue that if the universe had a beginning, it likely had a cause. They
propose that this first cause must be intelligent and capable of creating the universe[4].
The Kalam cosmological argument is often cited as a philosophical basis for this claim[2].

3. Biological Complexity

ID advocates highlight the complexity and specificity of biological systems, arguing that
these cannot be fully explained by natural processes. They propose that certain biological
features display "irreducible complexity," meaning they require all parts to function and
cannot have evolved incrementally[3].



4. Information in DNA

Proponents of ID note that DNA contains complex, specified information, akin to computer
software. They argue that such informational systems typically require an intelligent
source[2]. This argument is based on the concept of "specified complexity," where
sequences are both complex and follow a specific pattern, often associated with
intelligent design[5].

Empirical Data and Studies

1. Cosmic Background Radiation

The discovery of cosmic microwave background radiation (CMB) by Arno Penzias and
Robert Wilson in 1964 provided strong evidence for the Big Bang theory, supporting the
idea of a universe with a beginning[4].

2. Redshift and Expansion of the
Universe

Observations of redshift and the expansion of the universe further support the Big Bang
model, indicating that the universe is expanding and had a beginning[4].



3. Fine-Tuning Experiments

There are no direct empirical experiments that prove intelligent design, but studies on fine-
tuning often cite the delicate balance required for life-supporting conditions. For instance,
the density of dark energy must be finely tuned to one partin 10120107{120}10120[5].
However, these observations are more about highlighting the improbability of such a
universe occurring by chance rather than providing direct evidence of design.

4. Biological Systems and Complexity

While there are numerous studies on biological complexity, none directly prove intelligent
design. However, they often highlight the complexity and specificity of biological systems,
which ID proponents argue are difficult to explain through evolutionary processes alone.

Criticisms and Limitations

1. Lack of Peer-Reviewed Research

ID proposals lack peer-reviewed research in mainstream scientific journals, which critics
argue is necessary for any scientific theory[3]. The only article supporting ID that was
published in a peer-reviewed journal was later withdrawn for failing to meet peer-review
standards[3].

2. Scientific Consensus

The scientific community generally rejects ID as a scientific explanation due to its reliance
on supernatural causes and lack of empirical evidence[3]. Critics argue that ID does not



offer testable hypotheses or predictions that can be verified or falsified through
experimental methods.

3. Philosophical Arguments

While philosophical arguments like the Kalam argument are used to support ID, these are
not considered empirical evidence and are subject to philosophical debate.

In summary, while proponents of ID present several lines of argumentation, the lack of
direct empirical evidence and the reliance on philosophical arguments have led to its
exclusion from mainstream scientific discourse. The scientific community emphasizes
empirical research and naturalistic explanations, leading to skepticism about ID's claims.

Additional Relevant Studies and
Sources:

e William Dembski's Explanatory Filter: This theoretical tool is proposed for
detecting design in nature but lacks empirical validation as a scientific method[2].

e Peter S. Williams's An Informed Cosmos: Offers a philosophical defense of ID,
highlighting potential inconsistencies in naturalistic arguments[1][5].

e Discovery Institute's Publications: While they advocate for ID, these are not
widely acknowledged as part of mainstream scientific literature[3].

Overall, while there are ongoing debates and discussions about ID, empirical data
supporting it as a scientific theory are limited.
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Finally:

To summarize the evidence for intelligent design using the format of evidence + warrant =

claim, we'll break down key points into this framework. This approach involves identifying

empirical data or observations (evidence), connecting them to a logical argument or

principle (warrant), and concluding with a proposition or hypothesis (claim).

1.

2.

Cosmic Fine-Tuning

Evidence: The universe's fundamental physical constants are finely tuned to allow
for life. For example, the ratio of the electromagnetic force to the gravitational force
and the cosmological constant must be precisely set within very narrow ranges.
Warrant: The principle of fine-tuning suggests that if these constants were slightly
different, life could not exist. This is often explained through the cosmic anthropic
principle, which posits that the universe must be capable of supporting life as we
know it.

Claim: The universe's fine-tuning is evidence of intelligent design because it
requires precise settings for life to emerge.

Irreducible Complexity in

Biological Systems

Evidence: Certain biological systems, such as the bacterial flagellum, are
considered irreducibly complex, meaning they require all their parts to function
properly. The flagellum's complexity and specificity make it difficult to explain
through gradual evolutionary processes.
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e Warrant: The concept of irreducible complexity, as proposed by Michael Behe,
argues that such systems could not have evolved through natural selection alone
because they require all parts to function simultaneously.

e Claim: Biological systems exhibiting irreducible complexity, like the bacterial
flagellum, are evidence of intelligent design because they cannot be explained by
natural processes.

3. Specified Complexity in
DNA and Proteins

e Evidence: DNA and proteins contain complex, specified information, similar to
computer software. This information is necessary for the proper functioning of
biological systems.

e Warrant: William Dembski's concept of specified complexity suggests that systems
showing both complexity and specificity are indicative of design, as these features
are typically associated with intelligent agency.

e Claim: The presence of specified complexity in DNA and proteins indicates
intelligent design because such systems typically require intelligent causes.

4. Philosophical Arguments
(Cosmological Argument)

e Evidence: The universe had a beginning, as evidenced by the Big Bang theory and
the second law of thermodynamics.

e Warrant: The cosmological argument posits that anything that begins to exist has a
cause. Given that the universe had a beginning, it is reasonable to infer thatithad a
cause.
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