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ABSTRACT
The idea that what we experience as physical-nahtexality is what's actually there is the flat
Earth idea of our time. That is, the idea that ptalsmaterial reality is what's actually there
where we experience it to be is an idea that, bapet appearances, seems to be true, in the
same way that while standing in the middle of disthe Earth appears to be flat, but from a
broader perspective is seen to be but an illusidimited perspective. That broader perspective
is afforded by the limitations of experience reeelaby quantum physics in the form of the
phenomena of wave-particle duality, quantum ung@gtaand quantum entanglement, which
limitations, in revealing the nature of experierioebe Experiencer dependent, provide insight
into the way in which experience is created aspitoeluct of a relation of Consciousness, i.e.,
What Is Actually There, to Itself. However, the sahmitations of experience revealed by these
phenomena serve to hide from view what these phenanreveal about the nature of
experiential reality, including how experientialaligy is created, when considered within a
materialistic framework, i.e., within a frameworkharein material reality is conceived of as
being what's actually there. Thus, although it re@gm that we live in a world of material cause
and effect, we actually live in a world of Existehtcause and experiential effect. That is, we
live in a world where the cause is always somdiozlaof Consciousness-Existence to ltself, and
the effect is always the experience that is creaded apprehended by the Individual
Consciousness involved in that relation.
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We do not live in a material world. That we livearmaterial world is an illusion. The material
world is an experiential world, and as such it igffection that arises within and rests upon the
Mirror of What Actually Exists, and it is in the wd of that Mirror that we actually live,
whether we know it or not. However, the materiakidas not itself an illusion, as it exists as a
reality, i.e., as an experiential reality, as de@fon exists on the surface of a mirror. Thesiidun

is the thought that material reality is what adiuakists where it appears to be, the illusiorhis t
thought that material reality is what's actuallgrdhwhere it appears to be, in the same way that
it is an illusion to think that a reflection is witgaactually there where it appears to be, since
what's actually there is whatever it is upon whiah reflection rests and within which it arises.

In the case of the reflection-experience that isen reality, what's actually there upon which
that reflection rests and within which it arises Gensciousness-Existence, i.e., that which
through relation to Itself both creates and appndbeexperiential reality. And so the materialists
have it backwards, which is to say, they see tHatioe between material reality and

Consciousness in a way that is the complete ompositheir actual relation. That is, materialists
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see material reality, or some version of matereallity, e.g., quantum reality, as producing
Consciousness through some sort of material candestiect, wherein material reality is the
cause and Consciousness the effect.

Because materialists take material reality in avenfor another for what's actually there, they
are unable to recognize Consciousness as whatisllgcthere, just as when one takes a
reflection on the surface of a pond for what's aléyuthere the pond becomes hidden. It is in this
context, in this experiential framework, that it shgeem to the materialist that material reality is
the cause and Consciousness the effect, when agein,relation is the exact opposite, i.e.,
Consciousness is the cause and material realgymeriential reality, is the effect.

Consider that you were raised in a world where weve taught that reflections were the reality,
were what's actually there, and then at some pontbecome cognizant of a mirror. What then
are you to make of the mirror and of its placeeaality? The position of actuality, of cause, is
already occupied, and so the mirror must somehowaréi®med into the position of effect. This
is what occurs in the materialist view of realityherein one attempts to account for
Consciousness within a framework where materidityes taken as causal, taken for what's
actually there. That is, Consciousness is seefffext aot because it is effect, but because that is
how it must be seen within a materialistic framekyavithin a framework where material reality
is seen as causal. It is as if one spent theirthiigking that a board was the causal reality, and
then they come across a tree and, still holdinthéoidea of the board as causal, they then go
about trying to figure out how the tree comes fitva board.

We understand the absurdity and futility of tryilmgfigure out how a tree comes from a board,
because we understand their cause and effectoreldflaterialists however do not understand
the absurdity and futility of trying to figure odtow Consciousness comes from material-
experiential reality, because what they underststheir cause and effect relation is the exact
opposite of their actual cause and effect relatidhen an Individual sees what's up as down,
that Individual must then see what's down as ug when an Individual conceives of effect as
cause, that Individual must then conceive of caaseeffect. This linkage in the way an
Individual must apprehend what are opposite or dementary experiences is a function of an
experiential limitation | callexperiential entanglementvhich limitation, like all experiential
limitations, is a function of the fact that all expence is the product of a relation in which the
Individual Consciousness that is apprehending xiperence must themself be involved.

That all experience is the product of a relatiomimich the Individual that is apprehending the
experience must themself be involved, along with thct that opposite or complementary
experiences are always the product of opposite sanchutually exclusive relations, imposes
some limitations upon what it's possible for anividal to create and apprehend as experience
in any one moment. One of those limitations is tiiatnot possible for an Individual to be
simultaneously involved in the mutually exclusivelations necessary to create opposite
experiences. | call this limitation th@inciple of the preclusion of an Individual's siltameous
creation and apprehension of experiential opposites more succinctly, theexperiential
preclusion It is this experiential limitation, this experiel preclusionthat is responsible for the
phenomena of wave-particle duality and quantum iaicgy, since this experiential limitation
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dictates that for any experience that an Individweates there is an opposite experience that
Individual cannot create in that same moment, bezaveating that opposite experience would
require the Individual's involvement in a relatihrat is mutually exclusive of the relation in
which the Individual must presently be involvedoirder to create what they are already, in that
moment, apprehending as experience. Thus, if aivithehl Consciousness is involved in a
relation with an Underlying Actuality, which is alsConsciousness, that creates what that
Individual apprehends as a particle experiencd, Ititvidual cannot, in that same moment, be
involved in the mutually exclusive relation withathUnderlying Actuality necessary to create a
wave experience. Opposite or complementary expeggeare always the product of opposite
and so mutually exclusive relations, and it's nmégible for an Individual to be simultaneously
involved in mutually exclusive relations, just ats inot possible for an Individual to
simultaneously face North and South, since facing direction means you are not facing the
other.

However, this experiential limitation, this experti@l preclusion, does not just operate in the
creation of quantum experience, rather, it operatethe creation of experience at all levels,
emotional, mental, and physical. At the emotiorealel it is the experiential preclusion that
makes it impossible for you to feel good when yesl fbad, and vice versa, as positive and
negative emotions, wanted and unwanted emotiomsg lmpposite experiences, are the products
of opposite and so mutually exclusive relations. tAé mental level it is the experiential
preclusion that makes it impossible to know thelEas round as long as you know it to be flat,
to believe in evolution while believing in the hbidl version of events, or to know
Consciousness as what's actually there while krgpwiaterial reality to be what's actually there.
We are not generally aware of the functioning o$ tbxperiential limitation, this experiential
preclusion, because what it does is create an iexpet blind spot with regard to whatever
experiences are the opposite of those you aremitgseeating and apprehending as reality. And
what is a blind spot but a place you don't know ffoas can't see because it already seems to you
that you are seeing what's there.

There is another limitation upon what it's possitde an Individual to create as experience
owing to the fact that all experience is the prddofca relation in which the Individual that is
apprehending the experience must themself be iedolwhich limitation is the corollary of the
experiential preclusion just described. The exmpeiaé limitation that is the experiential
preclusion has to do with what it's not possibleda Individual to apprehend as experience
owing to the impossibility of that Individual beingimultaneously in mutually exclusive
relations, e.g., facing North and South simultaisgourhe other experiential limitation, which |
refer to as experiential entanglement, has to db thie way in which an Individual must create
experience through relations that aratually inclusiveof the relations in which they are already
involved, mutually inclusive of the relations in iwwh they must be involved in order to create
what they are presently creating and apprehendirexperience.

Thus, one experiential limitation involves what #&mdividual can't create as experience
according to mutually exclusive relations in whitley can't be simultaneously involved, while
the other experiential limitation involves what ladividual must create as experience according
to mutually inclusive relations in which they migt simultaneously involved. And both of these
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limitations have as their basis the fact that aflezience, rather than being something that just
sits there waiting for us to happen across, igteduct of a relation in which the Individual that
is apprehending the experience must themself ba&vad, which necessary involvement of the
Individual in some relation in order to create whiady apprehend as experience then imposes
upon that Individual limitations regarding othelate®ns in which they can become involved as
long as they continue to remain involved in a paltér relation in which they create and
apprehend a particular experience.

Every particular experience that an Individual @&hends is the product of a particular relation
in which that Individual must be involved in ordéar them to create and apprehend that
particular experience. Therefore, as long as anvibhehl continues to have a particular
experience they must remain involved in the paldicuelation that creates for them that
particular experience, and the necessity of theind in that particular relation in order to
continue to create that particular experience irmpagon that Individual two related limitations
with regard to other relations in which they carcdrmae involved in order to create other
experiences, one of which is a limitation imposegdtie impossibility of the Individual being
involved simultaneously in mutually exclusive redas, and the other of which is a limitation
imposed by the necessity of the Individual's siamdus involvement in mutually inclusive
relations. The experiential limitation involving taally exclusive relations, i.e., the experiential
preclusion, dictates what it's not possible fotratividual to create and apprehend as experience
according to what that Individual is presently tireg and apprehending as experience, whereas
the experiential limitation involving mutually ingdive relations, i.e., experiential entanglement,
dictates the way in which an Individual must crestd apprehend experience according to what
that Individual is presently creating and apprelwgas experience.

Both of these limitations, i.e., the experientiaég@usion and experiential entanglement, are
functioning at all times in the Individual's crematiof experience at every level of experience,
emotional, mental, and physical, as well as betweeels of experience. As already stated, it is
the experiential preclusion that makes it impossitd feel good while feeling bad, and vice
versa. However, it is experiential entanglement 8eems to color all other experience with
wantedness or unwantedness when one is feeling gobdd, respectively. How many poems
and songs have been written about how when orgifalove all the world is suddenly brighter,
or how when love is lost all the world is suddedirk? Such associations between different
experiences are the result of experiential entangte, i.e., the necessity of the Individual's
involvement in what are mutually inclusive relasoas they create what they apprehend as
experience in any one moment. To feel love, a pesitive and wanted emotion, one must be in
a relation of Existential alignment, whereas td tbe opposite, a very negative and unwanted
emotion, one must be in a relation of Existent@gbasition. The experiential preclusion dictates
that if you are in one relation then you are notthe other, as these relations are mutually
exclusive. Experiential entanglement dictates taithever relation you are in, i.e., Existential
alignment or opposition, then all other relationswhich you become involved in that same
moment as you create mental and physical experiemegt be mutually inclusive of that
relation, meaning they must be relations that ltheesame aligned or oppositional orientation,
and so must be created as experiences that hasartieequality of wantedness or unwantedness
as that of the emotional experience that is alsagbereated in that moment.



Journal of Consciousness Exploration & ResearcligiM2013 | Volume 4 | Issue 2 | pp. 84-98 88
Kaufman, S. E., Existential Cause & Experiential Effect

Also as already stated, it is the experiential jpigon that makes it impossible to conceive of the
Earth as being round while conceiving of it as bdiat, as those are opposite experiences that
must then be the product of what are mutually esickirelations. However, it is experiential
entanglement that dictates that as long as onesogecof the Earth as being flat then the idea of
a round Earth must be seen as false or unreal,ubecas long as one is creating and
apprehending the mental experience-concept of drghEas being flat then the only way to
simultaneously conceive of the Earth as roundrgudjh a relation that is mutually inclusive of
the relation in which the Individual is already atwed as they create for themself the idea-
experience of the Earth as being flat, which muyuisiclusive relation is one that creates the
idea-experience of the Earth as not-being round.

The Earth cannot be conceived of as being bothditat round simultaneously by a single
Individual, as those are opposite concepts andefitver limited in their creation by the
experiential preclusion. But the Earth can be cweck of as being flat and not round
simultaneously, because those are not oppositeeptsicas they are derived from what are
mutually inclusive relations. And owing to expetiah entanglement, if the Earth is conceived
of as being flat, if that is the idea that is belwgjd to, if that is the idea that the Individual i
actively creating, then from that perspective, frathin that relational framework, the idea of
the Earth's roundness must be conceived of as balsg. Thus, one experiential limitation
dictates what cannot be created simultaneouslypearience by an Individual according to what
that Individual is already creating as experiemneeile the other experiential limitation dictates
what an Individual must create as experience acogrtb what that Individual is already
creating as experience. Put another way, in tefimalations, one experiential limitation, i.e., the
experiential preclusion, dictates the mutually agnle relations in which an Individual cannot
become involved in order to create experience aaogrto the relations in which that Individual
must already be involved in order to create whay thre presently apprehending as experience,
while the other experiential limitation, i.e., exjgatial entanglement, dictates the mutually
inclusive relations in which an Individual must bew involved in order to create experience
according to the relations in which that Individualst already be involved in order to create
what they are presently apprehending as experience.

And this then brings us back to Existential caus# experiential effect, and to the unavoidable
reversal of the actual relation between Conscicas@aad experience, wherein experience must
be conceived of as cause and Consciousness af bifeny Individual that holds to the idea of
material reality as being what's actually therewhich context material reality must, according
to experiential entanglement, be seen as causdl, imnwvhich context, also according to
experiential entanglement, the actual cause G@nsciousness, must then be seen as effect. Put
another way, materialists can't help but concefM@ansciousness as an effect of material reality
owing to the limiting effect of experiential entdegnent, which limiting effect dictates that
Consciousness, if it is to be apprehended at alstrbe apprehended from a relation that is
mutually inclusive of the relation that creates ithea of material reality as casual, from which
relational framework Consciousness must then be&eadeor seen as effect. When up is seen as
down, if down is to be seen at all, it must be s&enp, and when effect is conceived as cause, if
cause is to be conceived at all, it must be comrckas effect. That is experiential entanglement,
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which, like all experiential limitations, is a fuiman of the fact that what we experience as reality
is not there as we experience it to exist independéour experience of it as such, but rather
only exists as we experience it to exist accordsngome relation in which we, as Individuals,
are involved with What Is Actually There, understizng that What Is Actually There is not
different or other than What Is Actually Here where are, both of which are non-experiential
Consciousness-Existence.

And so, owing to experiential entanglement, as laagve see material reality as being what's
actually there it must also seem that we live woald of material cause and effect, although we
really live in a world of Existential cause and expntial effect, a world where Consciousness,
through its relations to Itself, is always the eaasd experience is always the effect.

The problem for idealists, i.e., those who consi@ensciousness to be primary or casual, has
been explaining how the somethingness of matendlexperiential reality can be produced by
the non-experiential Reality of Consciousness. Missing link has been with regard to how it is
that Consciousness-Existence creates experiendesocacreates what we, as Individual points of
Consciousness, apprehend as material reality iticpar and experiential reality in general.
However, that missing link has been found and &sidollows: Consciousness-Existence creates
experience by being in relation to Itself, becaasea result of any relation of Consciousness-
Existence to Itself something is created that is@@nsciousness, which created something the
Individual Consciousness involved in that relatapprehends, from its perspective within that
relation, as experience, as an experiential redlitg actual relations between all these different
concepts are shown in the drawings below.
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Figure 1 These two drawings each depict a sort of crossoseof Consciousness-Existence being in
relation to Itself and as a result creating whéheétn, from the perspective of the Individual, abemds as
experience. The dashed lines represent What Agtiaikts, i.e., Existence-Consciousness-Reality, et
while the solid line represents that which Whatuatly Exists creates as a result of its relatioftgelf,
which creation is then apprehended from the petisqgeaf the Individual as an experiential realiyhich
experiential reality, like a reflection that restithin a mirror, can be taken, i.e., mistaken, fdrat's
actually there, in which case, owing to experidrgi@anglement, What's Actually There as Cause must
then appear to only seem to exist as effect, i§ geen to exist at all. The drawing at the topidsm
relation of aligned Existential flow, i.e., a rétat in which the Individual is choosing, via itsezgise of
free will, to project ltself in alignment with thibow of its More Fundamental Individuality, thereby
creating for lItself an experience-reflection thaitapprehended as having a wanted quality, while the
drawing at the bottom depicts the opposite, muguakiclusive relation of oppositional Existentiabwi,

i.e., a relation in which the Individual is choagirvia its exercise of free will, to project Itseatf
opposition to the flow of its More Fundamental hduality, thereby creating for Itself an experienc
reflection that is apprehended as having an unwlasiality.

And because anything that an Individual apprehexsdexperience must be created as a result of some
relation with Existence in which the Individual thepprehends the experience is themself involved, a
because an Individual cannot choose to flow simelbasly both in alignment with and opposition to
Itself, as those are mutually exclusive relati@ms|ndividual cannot simultaneously create and etpgmd

both wanted and unwanted experiences. That is ongation upon an Individual's creation of
experience, limiting what an Individual can createl apprehend as experience in any moment according
to the relations in which that Individual must aldg be involved in order to create what that Irdlil is
already apprehending as experience. And since diidnal cannot simultaneously be involved in the
mutually exclusive relations necessary to creafgosie experiences, this then means that in any one
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moment whatever relations in which an Individualngolved in order to create what that Individusil i
apprehending as experience must be mutually induslations. This is the other limitation upon an
Individual's creation of experience, dictating whatIindividual must create and apprehend as experie

in any moment according to the relations in whicat tindividual must already be involved in order to
create what that Individual is already apprehendisgxperience. Thus both limitations serve taioest
what an Individual can, in any one moment, creatd apprehend as experience based upon other
relations in which that Individual is already invetl as it creates what it is already, in that mdien
apprehending as experience. However, one limitatiomegatively restrictive, whereas the other is
positively restrictive, as the former dictates wtahnot be created as simultaneous experiencesiogla
Individual, whereas the latter dictates what mustcbeated as simultaneous experience by a single
Individual. Wave-particle duality and quantum unaity are negatively restrictive experiential
phenomena that have as their basis the negatieslyiative experiential limitation referred to dt
experiential preclusion, whereas quantum entanglems a positively restrictive experiential
phenomenon that has as its basis the positiveliatbge experiential limitation referred to as exjgential
entanglement.

The experiential limitations that manifest so vlyiénd paradoxically at the quantum level are
happening at every level of experience, with regardvery experience we create, it's just that
we don't recognize the moment to moment operatmmhfanctioning of these limitations owing

to our complete immersion in the experiential tgalin the reflection, we are, through our
relations to the rest of Existence, creating. Quanphenomena are only paradoxical in the
context of a materialistic framework, in the cortex a conception of reality where material
reality is apprehended as causal. Conversely, enctintext of an idealistic framework where
material and quantum reality are seen as effeetetls no paradox, rather, there is instead the
expected result of limitation owing to the relasomecessary for the Cause to create the effect.
Of course if you think that things are as theyragardless of your experience of them as such it
then must seem strange and paradoxical that samgetuld appear as either wave or particle.
But if you realize that things only are as they aceording to your involvement in the relation
that causes you to apprehend them as such, asi@ulaarexperience, then it is not paradoxical
that while in one relation one appearance-expeeievmuld be created and while in the opposite
relation the opposite appearance-experience woeldréated. It also seems paradoxical in the
context of a materialistic and therefore mechamiséimework that having one experience could
somehow instantaneously, and so outside the bomsdaf any possible material mechanism,
influence what else is experienced. But again,oifi yealize that things only are as they are
according to your involvement in the relation thatises you to apprehend them as such, it is not
paradoxical that being involved in the relationttbeeates one experience dictates what other
relations are possible for you in that same monaait so dictates what else can be created as
experience by you in that moment. The differencevben paradox and understanding lies in
whether one sees experience as being what's acthatk, be it either a gross material or more
subtle quantum experience, or whether one seesierpe as a reflection that arises upon and
rests within something that is completely and bttaon-experiential, and yet is Itself the basis
of all experience.

Thus, this explanation of the nature of Reality asality, the nature of What's Actually There
and what seems to actually be there, is not aragapbn devoid of science. To the contrary, it is
an explanation that rests upon the furthest reachssience, as it rests upon the limitations of
experience encountered as scientists have trieguémtify and examine the smallest bits of
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material reality, i.e., it rests upon the phenomehaave-particle duality, quantum uncertainty,
and now upon the phenomenon of quantum entangleasentll. Scientists have not yet figured
out the basis of these phenomena because theygerit look at them within a materialistic
framework, i.e., within a framework where materidlity is still seen as primary and therefore
causal. And science will never, be it another haddr a thousand years, find an explanation for
these phenomena within a materialistic frameworkcdnse these phenomena have no
explanation from within that framework, becausesthphenomena are the not the product of any
material cause and effect relation, rather they thee product of an Existential cause and
experiential effect relation, and it is only withimat framework that their basis can actually be
explained.

Is it possible to explain how a tree comes frontoglof wood? It is certainly possible to try.

But is it possible that such an explanation wikelkave any actual validity, since the very basis
of the explanation is based upon an inversion @fattual cause and effect relation between the
objects in question? No. Is it possible to comewvith a material or quantum reality based
mechanical explanation for wave-particle dualityagtum uncertainty, and quantum
entanglement, as well as Consciousness? It iSmgrfossible to try, as science has
demonstrated. But is it possible that such an exglan will ever have any actual validity, since
the very basis of the explanation is based upamanrsion of the actual cause and effect
relation between the objects in question? No. Thezanany scientists who have understood
that these phenomena indicate that Consciousnestsb@yart of the equation, but there are few
if any who understand that in that equation it @&riousness Itself that is completely causal
and material reality, experiential reality, thapisrely the effect, because as scientists they
operate within a conceptual framework of objecyiwind material causality, which, owing to
experiential entanglement, makes it impossibldéliem relegate to the position of pure effect
that which they experience as reality.

The idea that what we experience as physical-nahtezality is what's actually there is the flat
Earth idea of our time. That is, the idea that ptatsmaterial reality is what's actually there
where we experience it to be is an idea that, bapeth appearances, seems to be true, in the
same way that while standing in the middle of disthe Earth appears to be flat, but from a
broader perspective is seen to be but an illusidimited perspective. That broader perspective
is afforded by the limitations of experience reeelaby quantum physics in the form of the
phenomena of wave-particle duality, quantum ungegtaand quantum entanglement, which
limitations, in revealing the nature of experiertoebe Experiencer dependent, provide insight
into the way in which experience is created aspitoeluct of a relation of Consciousness, i.e.,
What Is Actually There, to Itself. However, the sahmitations of experience revealed by these
phenomena serve to hide from view what these phenanreveal about the nature of
experiential reality, including how experientialaligy is created, when considered within a
materialistic framework, i.e., within a frameworkh&rein material reality is conceived of as
being what's actually there.

At this point | would like to make very clear thaine of this, in anything that | have written or
will write regarding this subject, is meant as iia@sm of Individual scientists or of science in
general. Rather, all of this is, from my perspextwothing more than a recognition and
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description of a very ironic example of how theunatof experience, which includes the
limitations inherent in the Individuals' creatiohexperience, makes unavoidable the presence of
an experiential blind spot for each and every litlial, regardless of scale, and also regardless
of profession, consisting of whatever experiencedlge opposite of those which they are
presently and actively creating and apprehendihg.ifability of scientists, as Individuals, to
conceive of what the phenomena of wave-particlditguguantum uncertainty, and quantum
entanglement say about the nature of experienceng becauséhe very limitations of
experience revealed by these phenomena are thelsgaitagions that keep Individual scientists
from understanding what these phenomena revealtdhewnature of experienc&hus, the
revealed limitations are themselves concealed éyttavoidable functioning of the limitations
that are being revealed.

It's a very sticky wicket indeed, and this stickicket, is exactly the same sticky wicket, the
same set of experiential limitations, that are oesjble for the functioning of what Vedantists
refer to as maya, i.e., the situation whereby VEhattually There as Consciousness-Existence
appears to ltself from the perspective of the litlial as the material, manifest, and phenomenal
universe. That is, the same experiential limitagiaihat hide from science what its own
experiments reveal about the nature of experieacd,so about the nature of all experiential
reality, are the same experiential limitations thate from us, as Individuals, both the True
Nature of the universe as well as own True Natwebaing ultimately composed of non-
experiential Consciousness that, through relationltself, both creates and apprehends
experience. Put another way, at a much more fundi@inand subtle level of Existential self-
relation and so experiential creation, the samesmaptial limitations that continue to pull the
wool over the eyes of science, i.e., literally tlseof science, meaning Individual scientists, are
the same experiential limitations that make it gedor Existence to pull the wool over its own
I's, i.e., over ltself operating at the level of tindividual, and so hide from lItself its True Na&tu

Thus, although it may seem that we live in a wofldmaterial cause and effect, we actually live
in a world of Existential cause and experientiéetf That is, we live in a world where the cause
is always some relation of Consciousness-Existdancétself, and the effect is always the
experience that is created and apprehended byntheidual Consciousness involved in that
relation. However, the relations of ConsciousnesistEnce to Itself do more than just produce
experience. That is, the effect of the relation&xiktence to Itself have as their effect more than
just the production of an experience.

If the relations of Consciousness-Existence tdflm®duced only experience, then there would
only be two complementary experiences that it wolble possible for an Individual
Consciousness to create and apprehend. Thattlse ifelations of Consciousness-Existence to
Itself produced only experience and nothing elsmntthose relations would only be able to
produce, as an effect, the two most fundamentalptementary experiences, i.e., wanted and
unwanted emotion, because if the relations of Ers#-Consciousness to Itself produced only
experience and nothing else there would then bg b Existential relations possible; first
level relations of aligned or oppositional Existahtflow, producing for the Individual the
experience of wanted or unwanted emotion, respagtiv
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However, the relations of Consciousness-Existendtself do not just produce experience as an
effect. Rather, the relations of Consciousnesstéxie to Itself also produce as an effect a
Relational Structure that is composed of ConsciesstExistence as it is being in relation to
Itself creating what it is apprehending as expegeAnd so the Cause produces an Effect and an
effect. That is, the Cause, i.e., Consciousnesst&nte, through relation to Itself, produces as a
result or effect of any relation to Itself two difent effects, one of which is composed of Itself,
i.e., the Relational Structure, and the other oifctvhis not composed of Itself, i.e., experience.
And so the Cause creates Effect and effect, anéffieet, being not other than Cause, can once
again serve as Cause and, through relation td, ltsehate another Effect and effect, which Effect
can serve again as Cause and iteratively on anddmfinitum, resulting in the creation of a
fractal Reality Structure, a fractal Relationalusture, composed of Cause as it has become and
is becoming progressively and iteratively struatiure relation to Itself, while at the same time
creating as effect a progressive series of expalenealities, extending from the emotional, to
the mental, to the physical, that have as theirisbéise different possible relations of
Consciousness-Existence to Itself made possiblhdyact that the relations of Consciousness-
Existence to itself produce not only effect, irot only experience, but also Effect, i.e., Itself
structured in relation to Itself as Relational $tume that then serves as the basis of a new
Existential relation and so a newly created andetpnded experience.

Thus, the basis of the evolution of Reality anditg# not survival, because Existence cannot
help but Exist. Rather, the actual basis of evofyti.e., the evolution of Reality and reality as a
whole, and not just the evolution of organic realihe perceived evolution of which is just the
tip of the evolutionary iceberg, is the desire ofidtence to create and apprehend a new
experience, a newly wanted experience. That isstBmce continues to project Itself into ever
expanding levels of Self-relation and experientigdation because it wants to, and it wants to
simply because it feels good to do so. In undedstgnthe motivations of What Is Actually
There in creating all of this, both as Relation@u&ure and experience, we need look no farther
than our own motivations, as ultimately we are oitter than That. Everything we do we do
because we think that as the end result we willdetter, that we will experience a more wanted
emotional experience. The rest of Existence is ifferdnt, because it Exists within the same
parameters of experiential creation that we Exagtich is with the ability and necessity of
choosing to create in each moment either a wantedhwanted emotional experience as a result
of choosing to be involved in a relation of align@doppositional Existential flow. Existence
cannot help but Exist, and as it Exists it canredp lbut be in relation to Itself and so cannot help
but create, at the very least, a wanted or unwaetedtional experience. However, although
each Individual point of Existence has no choicetbicreate some emotional experience, each
Individual gets to choose the sort of emotionalezignce it creates, because each Individual gets
to choose the aligned or oppositional nature dfuitslamental and unavoidable relation to Itself.
And since Existence has no choice but to chooserdate one or the other of these opposite
emotional experiences in each and every momemdtitrally chooses to create the wanted rather
than the unwanted, it naturally chooses to crdaiewhich is attractive rather than that which is
repulsive. That is the Nature of Existence andhad ts our Nature as Individual points of
Existence.
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The difference between us, as Individual pointEgristence involved for the moment in the
Existential relations that create physical expexgereality, and the vast majority of Existence, is
that most of Existence is cognizant of its rolehe creation of experience and so consciously
chooses its involvement in the fundamental and oidable Existential relation that determines
whether it creates and apprehends wanted or unWaXperience, whereas we are mostly
unaware of our role in the creation of what we appnd as experience, in which case we are
still choosing in each moment our involvement ie fandamental and unavoidable Existential
relation, and so still choosing in each moment Wwaetwe create and apprehend wanted or
unwanted experience, but rather than doing so causly we are doing so unconsciously and
reflexively. This is why we often end up creatihg unwanted while trying to create the wanted,
because without knowing it we are choosing to tesither than allow, choosing to flow in
opposition to our Self rather than in alignmenthadatur Self, because in not understanding the
nature of experience we must also fail to undedstaur role in the creation of experience. And
in failing to understand our role in the creatidnegperience, experience is then seen as being
Experiencer independent, existent as it is expee@rno exist regardless of whether we are
experiencing it or not. And owing to experientiatanglement, when experience is mistakenly
conceived of as being Experiencer independentit tiso mistakenly seems that the way to get
to a wanted experience is by eliminating the une@rdnd clinging to the wanted, when in
actuality both of these attitudes actually unknaynplace us in relations of Existential
opposition and so cause us to create and apprebeperiences that's have a quality of
unwantedness rather than the desired wantedness.

Again, owing to experiential entanglement, when cpacept is seen in reverse of its actual
nature, any related opposite or complementary qunerist also be seen as the reverse of its
actual nature. And so when we conceive of expeei@scbeing Experiencer independent, which
is not its actual nature, since its actual nataréhat of being Experiencer dependent, we must
then also conceive of how to create wanted expegiama way that is the opposite of the way it
is actually created. So it is that we try to creantedness through resistance, through self-
opposition, and so we argue, we fight, we pushregjawe engage in wars, we try to eliminate
the unwanted and cling to the wanted, attitudesvknas aversion and attachment, respectively,
because from within our inverted conceptual framdwbis appears to be the way to accomplish
what is ultimately the prime directive of every poiof Existence, which is to create and
apprehend a more wanted experience. There is hotleeie is only Existence that's confused
about how to go about creating wantedness.

And so we do not live in a material world, and s@dw not live in a world of material cause and
effect. Material reality does not cause Consciossnas an effect. We live in a world of
Existential cause and experiential effect, wheeerthations of Consciousness-Existence to Itself
are the cause and experience, which includes rabeegperiential reality, the effect. Therefore,
the organic brain is not a material reality thabdarces as an effect Consciousness. Rather,
Consciousness, through its relations to Itself,dpoes the Relational Structure composed of
Itself that we apprehend as the organic brairs therefore not a question of how does the brain
produce Consciousness, rather it is a questionoaf loes Consciousness use the Relational
Structure we apprehend as brain to create experifemdtself, to become involved in relations
with Itself that create what it then apprehendkigber order physical experiences.
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What we apprehend as brain is actually compose@arfsciousness, as is everything, as is
empty space. The same non-experiential thing thast& directly where we each are as
Individuals is the same non-experiential thing tEaists at every point in the universe and
beyond. What Exists directly where you are is rminybody, rather, what Exists directly where
you are is the non-experiential Consciousnessapptehends the material experience of body.
That what is there where you are appears to beteriaabody is no different than a reflection
appearing to be what's there where there is agtaatlody of water. Thus, the ability to create
experience, to apprehend experience, is intringsievery point in the universe and beyond.
However, the type of experience created and appdeiteis dependent upon the ability or way
Existence can be in relation to Itself. And what Relational Structure we apprehend as brain
does is allow for Existential relations that woolktherwise not be possible, and so allows for the
creation of experiences that would otherwise ngbdmsible.

For Consciousness to create and apprehend expeiitemas to be in relation to Itself and for it
to create and apprehend a particular experientasito be in a particular relation. The relations
that create emotional experiences are different tha relations that create mental experiences,
and the relations that creates mental experiencedifferent than the relations that create
physical experiences. Consciousness cannot justield¢hat it is going to have a physical
experience and produce for Itself such an expegi@gmthe absence of the Relational Framework
composed lItself that allows for the particular Emtial relation that produces as an effect that
particular type of experience.

And underlying the experiential reality-reflectitimat we apprehend as the organic brain is the
Relational Framework or Relational Structure congplogf Consciousness-Existence that allows
for the Existential relations that produce as tldiect what Consciousness then apprehends as
physical experience. And so again, the questionna¢ how does the brain produce
Consciousness, because it doesn't, rather theiquesthow does Consciousness, structured in
relation to Itself in the way we apprehend as thany produce for Itself a particular physical
experience?

But even more interesting is the question regartiioly Consciousness, through its exercise of
free will, through its intrinsic ability to chooses direction of flow relative to Itself, uses Itke
structured as what we apprehend as brain to cohsaf structured as what we apprehend as
body. And it may be that this exercise of choicenifests in what is apprehended as quantum
spin states.

Underlying every reflection is a reflective substnof some sort and underlying every
experiential reality, every rock, every moleculgery atom, every quark, every gluon, every
whatever, even space, is the Reflective Substdrates Consciousness structured in relation to
Itself, Consciousness being in relation to Itsatid aas a result of those relations having
configured and continuing to configure lItself irfkelational Structures that are composed of
Consciousness and so composed of, at each and gvetyregardless of scale, that which has
the intrinsic ability to choose its direction obW relative to Itself.
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| used to think that quantum randomness was aifumof the experiential limitations, a function
of our complete inability to actually ever directixperience What's Actually There, because
What's Actually There is ultimately non-experiehtiatimately of a Nature that is different or
other than the nature of experience. Then | redlibat there was a more simple and direct
explanation, because underlying every experiencenatter what we call it, and no matter how
small or large the experience, rests Conscioughasslike ourselves, is always free to choose to
flow this way or that, in alignment with or oppasit to Itself, according to how the
Consciousness that is there directly is choosingxtrcise its free will. And so the creation of
any experience, which always involves some relabibBxistence to Itself, always involves two
choices, one of which we make as Individuals asch@se how to be in relation to What's
Actually There, and the other of which is made blgais Actually There as it chooses how to be
in relation to What's Actually Here, which in alases involves Consciousness-Existence
choosing how it will be in relation to Itself.

And since what we as Individuals create and apmetlees experience is the product of that
relation, what we as Individuals create and apprétes experience must then be the product of
both of those choices, one of which we control cletgty and the other of which over which we
have no control whatsoever, because both of thiosiees arise from and rest solely within the
Consciousness that is Actually and Directly Theas, a function of how the Individual
Consciousness that is Actually and Directly Thexechoosing to exercise its free will. And
because one of the determining factors in the ioreadf experience is inherently beyond our
Individual control, the creation of experiential ajjties other than those of wantedness and
unwantedness must have some degree of unpredigtadihe creation of the experiential
gualities of wantedness and unwantedness is padtiicbecause the other factor in the creation
of experiential wantedness and unwantedness iditbetion of flow of our More Fundamental
Individuality, which is constant, and so the creatiof experiential wantedness and
unwantedness only varies as we, according to oaircese of free will, change our direction of
flow relative to That.

You can offer numerous different Individuals th@icke of ice cream or stepping off the side of a
steep cliff, and no matter what it remains possibb one or more may choose the cliff rather
than the ice cream, and you have no way of knowthgch ones might do so or how many,
because there is an inherent unpredictability enltidividual exercise of free will. An Individual
will always choose what seems to create for Itdedf most wanted experience, as that is its
Nature, as that is the nature of Existence, butt\wwbhams to create the most wanted experience
will vary with Individual perspective. And it is i inherent unpredictability in the Individual
exercise of free will that lies at the root of qttan unpredictability, because experience is
always the product of a relation, and in everytrehathere are two Individuals making a choice
that determines how they will be involved in thatation, and it is the combination of those
choices that determines what each Individual Viibm their perspective within that relation,
create and apprehend as experience.

Thus, from the perspective of the idealist the taesis not why is gquantum experience
unpredictable, rather, the question is why shoulantum experience be expected to be any more
predictable than Individual behavior, since in boéises What's Actually There is Consciousness



Journal of Consciousness Exploration & ResearcligiM2013 | Volume 4 | Issue 2 | pp. 84-98 98
Kaufman, S. E., Existential Cause & Experiential Effect

exercising free will? It only seems that experiest®uld be predictable in the context of
considering what's actually there to be consci@sshaatter, i.e., in the context of a materialist
framework, in the context of a materialist conceptof reality, where experience is seen as
cause and Consciousness as effect. However, aseleaisshown throughout this work, in the
opposite conceptual context, i.e., in the contéxéngin Consciousness is conceived as cause and
experience as effect, the experiential effects, wave-particle duality, quantum uncertainty,
guantum entanglement, and quantum unpredictabiiggiher than being paradoxical, become
what is expected. Further, once these phenomenaeamgnized as limitations that arise
naturally and unavoidably as a result of the wgyegience is created as the product of a relation
in which the Individual that apprehends the expmme must themself be involved, these
phenomena, rather than appearing to be operantirotifie creation of quantum experience, can
be understood as manifestations at the quantuml lefveuniversally operant experiential
limitations, i.e., experiential limitations thap@rate in the creation of every experience at every
level, limiting what we can feel and know basedupdhat we are already choosing to feel and
know, and dictating how we must feel and know baggoh what we are already choosing to
feel and know.



