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    Author’s Note 
 
    The intent of this book is not to oppose any religion or philosophy, but instead provide a perspective of insight in the world.  
 
    Thank you very much for giving me the opportunity to express this theory of mine. 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    To all people 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Foreword 
 
    As the author of this book, there are a few things I would like to clarify before the reader embarks on this text. 
 
    First of all, this book is NOT religious or similarly ideological. It may pose philosophical questions, however its nature is fundamentally scientific. 
 
    Secondly, the ideas I have thought up and conclusions I have drawn have not been reached with collaboration with anyone else. As such, I cannot guarantee that they are necessarily accurate in that they will be accepted by any scientific institution. 
 
    Finally, I acknowledge that the world of science is vast and expansive. Though I have legitimately thought of my ideas in this theory myself – including potential laws and concepts – and I have deducted my own conclusions, I cannot guarantee that other people haven’t thought of the same or similar ideas or found the same or similar conclusions. As such, I do not claim that I am necessarily the first person to come up with these ideas. 
 
    If I call an idea or concept mine, such as “my theory”, “my law”, or “my idea”, this is because I have come up with the idea without taking it from another source or deducting it in collaboration with other people.  
 
    This is irrespective of whether another person or organization has come up with the same or a similar concept, theory, or idea first. It refers simply to my thinking up and deducting of the idea, concept, or theory and does not represent any ownership of the idea, concept, or theory. 
 
    What I can tell you is that I have thought through my ideas thoroughly and that I have pieced them together in a well thought out way. I have created this book as an attempt to share these ideas I have come up with and give potentially new insight to the world. 
 
    Introduction 
 
    People have been arguing about destiny for thousands of years. Its emergence came into being with religions and philosophies.  
 
    Since then it has widely been a topic of debate, with many different standpoints of opinion. The main three include the support – believing that we have a destiny and that there is one predetermined outcome for every moment. I call this a type 1 destiny. 
 
    Those against the idea of destiny often thought that one’s greatness is an outcome of the choices they make, and that those choices were completely up to them. They believed that no destiny ruled their future.  
 
    The third major opinion was that people had a destiny as well as many untimely fates, and that it was up to them to make sure they achieved their destiny. I call this a type 2 destiny. 
 
    This book is not about either religion or philosophy but is purely about a scientific idea of mine relating to the concept of destiny. 
 
    This brings us back to the main question. Is destiny real and, if so, do we have any control over it? 
 
    Following is my theory on Destiny, which I call Destiny Theory. 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Fundamentals 
 
    Destiny Theory is the theory referring to the existence of what I call a type 1 – or true – destiny.  
 
    I also refer to it as ultimate destiny, as it is, in essence, the guarantee of one specific ultimate outcome for any moment in time for the universe as a whole, including an outcome for every subject within it, which has a 100% chance of happening. 
 
    As I see it, here are the two types of destiny. 
 
    Type 1 Destiny: true or ultimate destiny. This is where everything that occurs in the universe was predetermined since the Big Bang.  
 
    The future of all life forms, their choices, the outcomes, and the ultimate destiny of the universe itself. It includes absolutely everything. Including the decisions lifeforms make. 
 
    Type 2 Destiny: Controlled destiny, or the presence of a destiny which doesn’t necessarily need to be fulfilled. This incorporates the prospect of choice to be separated from destiny.  
 
    For example, you were given an option whether or not to accept a suitcase of counterfeit banknotes, and whilst in reference to type 1 destiny your choice and the outcome are predetermined, according to type 2 Destiny, your choice is undetermined by destiny and will instead set a path in destiny that you will move down. 
 
    In this book, I will explain my reasoning for believing in a type 1 destiny and give you the concepts that suggest the truth behind this theory. 
 
    We will be examining the relationships of fundamental laws and how they play a role in suggesting the nature of our universe. The way age old fundamental laws govern our universe has led me to propose my theory about destiny.  
 
    What I call Destiny Theory. 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Behavioural Laws 
 
    The importance of the conservative nature of this universe is the predictable nature of all within it, including its particles.  
 
    There are specific behavioural laws which govern the way things operate. For example, heated water being less dense tends to rise above cooler, denser water. These behavioural laws are constant. 
 
    The constant nature of these behavioural laws is the basis by which I conclude that an identical test will always produce an identical result.  
 
    What I call the behavioural law is that which states that the behaviour of everything in the universe in response to any given environment is determined entirely by cosmic laws. 
 
    It may seem impossible to prove, but can be understood quite simply through a way of expressing the concept.  
 
    It makes sense that an identical test will produce an identical result, since it is the same test, and thus the outcome must remain.  
 
    If you did a test, that very test remains constant to that point in time in which it occurred, meaning that, whether you remember it or not, the outcomes remain constant to that point in time. 
 
    The universe may be very different in fifty years time, but this very point in time never changes. The universe just progresses to the next point in time. This is why time can be seen as a dimension – a line across which all change occurs. 
 
    Then what is the smallest amount of time? I have come to my own conclusion about this issue that will be discussed later in the book. 
 
    The action of a subject can be determined by 3 factors. The first of these is the environment of the universe that elicits the subject’s response.  
 
    The second factor is the state of the subject itself that will perform the action.  
 
    The third factor is the cosmic laws, the laws that govern the response of a subject based on the first and second factors. Since cosmic laws never change – that is they are present throughout all of time – all that will govern the action is effectively the subject and the environment, which determined which the governing laws act on basis of. 
 
    A mathematical example is that where X plus three equals eight, then X plus two must equal seven. The value of X doesn’t suddenly change – plus doesn’t suddenly mean minus.  
 
    These are some of the laws governing the equation. X represents the subject matter and what is added represents its influences. These could be environmental factors. The answer is the result. What it equals. What happens. 
 
    The reason I have explained all this is to express the concept of how things in our universe behave, be it particles, energy, or lifeforms, and how the laws that govern the universe and the behaviour of such things lead outcomes to be – as I describe them – constant.  
 
    This refers to my idea that behavioural laws never change, which does not at all suggest that subjects do not do so, or that the new, modified subjects would have to necessarily abide by the same set of laws. 
 
    This is what I call the law of behavioural constants, the concept that everything has a given response to any given environment. 
 
    All behavioural laws exist constant throughout all time and environments, but different subject matters abide by different sets of these laws, and may respond differently as a result of the same laws. 
 
    This information is a precursor to understanding the nature of Destiny Theory. It is to assume that the law of behavioural constants is correct. This is not to assume that the subject matters cannot evolve, changing forms and taking on new characteristics, including responses to the laws they follow. 
 
      
 
    Action and Outcome 
 
    Here is an equation I created to represent how actions are performed by subject matters, based on their environment. As their actions are already known to be determined based on behavioural laws, these laws determine the subject’s behaviour based on a particular circumstance or environment presented. 
 
    S + E = O 
 
    This is subject matter, environment, and Outcome respectively. The subject refers to that which is focused upon, and the environment refers to everything else in the universe, including their spatial positions and the special position of the subject matter relative to them. 
 
    The ‘S’ or what I call the subject matter – despite its name – doesn’t necessarily have to be matter. It can be anything in the universe, including the most obvious examples of matter and energy. 
 
    The following is what I call the 1st law of universal outcomes. That states any subject matter and any given environment will lead to a certain definite outcome based on behavioural constants. This includes the possible outcome of nothing changing. It can be expressed through the equation of              S + E = O.  
 
    E refers to the environment throughout the universe (excluding only a subject matter that is separately depicted in the same side of the equation), and being a closed system, that means that no new matter, energy, or anything, can enter or leave. 
 
    In the equation, the two sides will be equal, but they are depicted with different letters. This is to illustrate the possibility of the subject matter, environment, or both, changing form in the outcome. 
 
    The outcome of nothing changing again in the universe is what many – including myself – speculate to be the final phase of the universe.  
 
    Since the universe is constant throughout any period of time, that is, multiple consecutive moments – what I call frames – then it must be constant forever.  
 
    This is because if the environment of the universe doesn’t change in any amount of time, including that of between two frames, which I call a frick, it was because nothing in the universe was determined to change by behavioural laws. Therefore, the environment, including every subject matter and the behavioural laws they follow remain the same.  
 
    Due to this phenomenon, there is no way that any action or change can occur without a change allowing it to occur, and hence nothing in the universe will ever change again at that point.  
 
    What I meant by referring to a frame is a moment, so what I call the smallest quantity of time is a frick. I call it that for short, referring to my long name for it, a frame flick. This is the amount of time between a frame and the one next to it. This is what I consider the smallest unit of time. 
 
    Many speculate that a changeless universe will be the final phase of our universe. From my laws of behavioural constants and my 1st law of outcomes, which determines that if nothing changes in a frame’s time that means that the result to our equation is expressed in the form as the right hand side of the equation.  
 
    Once S + E = S + E, neither the subject matter nor the environment may possibly change, as all anything can become is itself, and since it never changes, that limitation will not change, either. 
 
    But this book isn’t all about how the universe is specifically going to end up. Its focus lies on the fact that there will be a set predetermined layout for any given frame. 
 
    A saying that often irritated me was “A poor craftsman blames his tools.” I have heard it many times in the past and it has mainly been used as a way of silencing complaints. 
 
    However the saying is flawed in that it suggests – albeit not states – that only the factor of the craftsman is to blame for the quality of their result. This is relevant because environmental conditions can heavily influence the outcome of a subject matter – in this case, the craftsman. 
 
    A craftsman may many times in his life make an item that is below their usual standards. To assume without knowing that this must be laziness or the simple lack of proficiency on the craftsman’s behalf is a reflection of the inconsiderate indecency or lacking complexity of thought on the accuser’s behalf. 
 
    It is important to remember the crucial influence the environment has on an outcome, as well as the subject matter. The craftsman may be going through financial troubles and not be able to afford new tools that are necessary by the aged condition of the old set that are poor for the job. 
 
    For this reason, I have thought up an addition to the saying. “A poor craftsman blames his tools. So does a good craftsman with garbage tools.” 
 
    Another relevant subject for consideration that applies to this theory is that the environment is just a collective of subject matters, external to the focused subject matter.  
 
    A crucial thing to remember is that things are constantly changing in our universe, this applying to subject matters and the environment.  
 
    The state of the first frame of the universe fully governs the second and so on, based on the actions that lead to the formation of the next frame being determined by the previous one as well as behavioural law, which remains constant.  
 
    This fact, fundamentally ingrained in the universe in laws such as behavioural constants and the 1st law of outcomes, is what I call the second law of outcomes. It can lead us ahead in understanding Destiny Theory.  
 
    This is fundamental proof of the predetermination of an outcome for any specific frame. This is evidence of the existence of a type 1 destiny and of Destiny Theory. 
 
    Pulling aside one subject matter provides a great perspective and the equation can also be rearranged so that all subject matters may be grouped together to give the equation E = N.  
 
    E is the environment of the entire universe, representing it as a whole, including aspects such as the molecules it is made up of, as well as the spatial arrangement. N means new universe environment.  
 
    You could consider this the second law of universal outcomes, but I don’t think it’s groundbreakingly different enough from the first law to give it that place. 
 
    The laws of conservation state that matter and energy quantities in the universe may never change; only be rearranged and expressed in different forms.  
 
    That means that in our equation, both sides must represent the same quantity of matter and energy. They are simply expressed in different ways. 
 
    Rather than representing a different amount of content, in the equation E = N, N simply represents the possibility of a new spatial arrangement of the content. 
 
    Another important note is that all this occurs with time. For this reason, the equation can be expressed as E + F = N. That is, an environment, given 1 frick, leads to a new environment existing in a single frame after the initial environment. 
 
    This could be expressed through any number of subjects in that environment being in different locations or forms due to reactions of subjects in the environment, including both energy and matter.  
 
    The concept of an environment becoming a new environment after a single frick’s time due to interactions between subjects is what I call the law of the progression of the universe. It is expressed by the equation E + F = N. 
 
    You can consider it to be the second law of universal outcomes. 
 
    Something to say about this is that time doesn’t equal any physical mass or energy, but instead represents its progression, so E can still have the same value when time is added. Time is the movement of change, rather than the substance itself that changes. 
 
    Subject Complexity 
 
    Environments tend to develop based on the behaviours of subjects within them. This is because the behavioural laws governing the subjects’ actions determine the way they act, not only alone, but also together.  
 
    We discuss the environment in reference to the entire universe in this theory, a closed environment containing a multitude of subject matters, and will be referring to destiny as a predetermined outcome for any specific time in the universe. That is, the certainty of the specific state of every frame in the endless timeline of the universe.  
 
    The level of complexity of the subject matter can suggest the complexity of its subsequent set of behaviours. This is especially evident when the subject is made up of many smaller subjects, each with laws of their own.  
 
    However, it is fundamental to remember that the complexity of the behaviours does not suggest that such behaviours do not exist. 
 
    Common behaviours include the way particles move and the way energy behaves. Ultimately, laws govern the behaviour of everything – the way any subject matter behaves in any given environment.  
 
    So in the universe, all behaviours – all actions – are dependant variables. Every action everything takes being a constant – that is, being predetermined, based on cosmic laws and the environment that is acts based on.  
 
    The one thing that changes is the configuration of the environment as a whole – brought about by the changing of form of subject matters and their movement within the universe.  
 
    The universe acts as a sort of feedback loop with the environment – that is, the layout of the universe – determining the actions of all matters based on behavioural laws and these actions creating the next environment of the universe.  
 
    This is the proof by which I conclude that the environment always has a predetermined destiny for any given frame. Since the first frame, every frame directly determines the next frame, and therefore, indirectly determines every frame after that. 
 
    I call this the law of universal predetermination. It is direct evidence of a type 1 destiny.  
 
    Direct evidence for Destiny Theory. 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Actions of Lifeforms 
 
    The actions of lifeforms are also governed by behavioural laws of their own, and aren’t exceptions to the law that subject matters have their actions being constant.  
 
    While it is given that some subject matters have more complex forms to be governed by cosmic laws, this statement isn’t to say that these laws do not completely govern an action in response to any scenario or environment. 
 
    For a human, there are many variables that underpin an action. Here is an equation to depict an example of an organism’s action, with the human being a subject matter. 
 
    O + E = N 
 
    That is to say, O is the organism, E is the environment – everything other than the organism – and N is the new environment, including what became of the organism.  
 
    The formula is the same. But for a better insight into this, let’s look at what makes up this current form of the organism.  
 
    O = C = GH 
 
    This is where O is organism, G is genes, H is history, and C is current state. These represent the aspects of lifeforms that dictate their actions.  
 
    I am not suggesting that these are the only things that determine the current state of an organism, but the point is that all factors that determine this state are determined directly by past actions determined by the past environment as well as cosmic laws. 
 
    It is this state that – thanks to behavioural laws – directly governs how the organism will react, same as with other subject matters. 
 
    The conclusion being that all subject matters, including organisms, exist in their current state due to past actions of subject matters, which were also predetermined by actions of subject matters before those.  
 
    This continues until we reach the first frame of time, where the environment of the universe – the state of all subject matters – will determine all future actions through a chain reaction – predetermined by behavioural laws. This determines the only other factor for actions – the environment.  
 
    With both the environment and the behavioural laws being determined, everything, at every point in time, will be predetermined. 
 
    Ultimately, past actions determine the specific arrangements of genetic material that would be created based on predetermined environmental factors and behavioural laws.  
 
    The environment prior to the lifeform also determined that a specific sperm would fertilise a specific egg due to everything in the universe following its destined actions and subsequent outcomes.  
 
    Collectively there was 1 single unique outcome that was always going to result at any point in time, as everything would have always had to react the way it did leading up to that point.  
 
    In the end, the ultimate cause of any action is the environment of the universe as a whole. This determines the state and position of all subject matters.  
 
    This determines every action in the universe by determining the scenario of every subject matter within. Each of which will react in a certain destined way to this environment, based on behavioural laws.  
 
    The state of the universe determines that of the future universe, and all the matter and energy within. 
 
    This line of logic refers to any organism or object as being the same object only if its features and traits are all identical, that is, it is not at all transformed. Where it is in the exact same environment, its actions also remain constant.  
 
    For example, 20 years ago, Mr Bartley chose to drink tea one day instead of coffee. That day in history remains constant throughout time. That is, if another year passes, Mr Bartley still did it, regardless of factors such as whether he remembers doing it.  
 
    This remains true no matter how much time passes. If Mr Bartley was sent back to make the same decision in his current form, this is not the same universe that existed when the old Mr Bartley first made the decision. The Mr Bartley 20 years ago made that decision, not the different one now. 
 
    This means that even if the rest of the environment has not changed, the subject matter has, and so the subject cannot be expected to necessarily make the same decision again. 
 
    This answers a very philosophical question of at what is a changing creature (ie. An aging, dying, losing and replenishing cells, changing their positions, ect) no longer the same creature. 
 
    The answer being that as soon as any change occurs – no matter how minute – the creature can no longer be considered to be identical and thus carry out the same set of actions given an identical situation. 
 
    Every time something in the universe changes, we can no longer expect the same results for certain. But while the universe remains constant, we can expect a definite result, as everything must obey the behavioural laws that govern the way it will act. Thus there is only 1 outcome that can result from any scenario.  
 
    A human may certainly make a decision, but the decision was always predetermined. Any man, at any point in time is geared up to respond in a way that is based upon the configuration and state of the man that is to respond as well as the environment. 
 
    As a robot behaves based on input and programming, so do all things with fundamental laws hardwired beyond physical circuitry. The fundamental laws never break, even when destiny was to lead to the death of a man.  
 
      
 
    Humans are robots of nature. Made in knowing by destiny to be so intricate that we may question whether we were even bound by program at all. We can break, splinter and falter, but as our genetic material can be pulled apart as well as blood, never will our components fail to act in the way they will.  
 
    Every moment where the universe is different, the environment is considered to be different.  
 
    Time itself is made up of an infinite amount of frames and we know that in every moment, everything is constant – meaning everything is the way it is, unchanging.  
 
    This means that at any given moment, all actions that will be taken in the next frick are predetermined – based on the state everything is in – the environment – and behavioural laws. It is these actions that lead on to the next form of the universe.  
 
    This chain reaction has begun since the start of the universe. The actions are all predetermined by the environment prior in frame, which was the result caused by previous actions resulted from another successive environment.  
 
    This again refers to my Law of Universal Predetermination. The law states that a frame is determined purely by the frame prior and behavioural law, which are both constant, as well as the frame itself.  
 
    This means that all frames are constant and predetermined. 
 
    This facilitates as well as fully neccessetises the predetermination of a state of all matter and of all energy, for any given frame based on the first frame of the universe.  
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Understanding Randomness 
 
    Randomness does not exist in the sense it is often described. In essence, randomness is unpredictability. However, this does not translate to events not having a direct causation. 
 
    The concept of randomness – in the sense of event outcomes resulting without any specific causation – may seem to contradict the evidence I have provided for destiny theory, which relies upon the certainty of what I have called behavioural laws. 
 
    Such a concept of randomness defies these laws and may be what many believe to be the one hole in this theory. However, this concept is fundamentally flawed, as randomness in this form doesn’t actually exist. 
 
    This type of randomness is what I call universal randomness, a completely random event that has absolutely no determining cause. 
 
    To clarify, there may be an action to trigger a random event, such as rolling a die, but universal randomness requires that there are no factors involved in determining a result except probability and randomness themselves. 
 
    In the example of the die, it may seem apparent to the roller of that die that it is just up to probability as to which face is rolled.  
 
    However, it is not probability that determines the result, but physics. The result of the roll is dictated by many factors, including the velocity of the dice, the speed of its spin, and the height of the throw. 
 
    The factors themselves may have been caused by other prior factors, such as the speed of the hand that rolled it, which may have been caused by the emotion of the roller. 
 
    In the end, every outcome is the result of actions, with behavioural laws governing that a certain outcome must be caused based on the actions in the environment determined by behavioural laws. 
 
    It may seem apparent that something occurs purely due to probability, but I argue that this is impossible, because a probability cannot directly cause an action, as probability is neither an object, an action nor an environment but instead a theoretical concept. 
 
    Only physical subject matters, including all matter and energy can affect the physical universe, which means that any concept such as probability does not affect such or any affairs. 
 
    It is crucial to remember that probability is not what causes a result, such as a 5 when rolling a dice, but instead, is a measure of the theoretic typical frequency of a result occurring from such an action. 
 
    For example, when rolling two dice, it is more probable that a 7 is the result than a 4. This is because there are more combinations of individual die numbers when 2 die rolls are added that result in 7 than 4. 
 
    This does not determine what number will be rolled, nor does it dictate that 7 will be the result more often than 4.  
 
    Instead, this idea of probability for such an equation simply assumes that all numbers occur at equal frequencies and therefore, in a theoretical scenario, the ‘odds’ are that such an artificial pattern of rolls will occur.  
 
    This is not however, how a roll is dictated in practise, that being governed by physics. 
 
    Another example is RNGs, random number generators. These are computer programs which supposedly generate ‘random’ numbers.  
 
    Well how would a computer randomly choose a number when its programming requires that there must be a determining factor to cause an output or action, as do the laws of the universe? 
 
    Well the truth is, these programs do not randomly generate a number, but rather specifically select one based on background radiation that the computer detects. 
 
    This leads on to my idea about apparent randomness.  
 
    This is the selection of a result which is perceived as random – that is, based purely on randomness or devoid of any determining factor altogether – not because it is such, but because the way it is determined is not yet either known, calculated, or understood by the subject that perceives it as randomness. 
 
    The fact that something is not understood or calculated does not determine an event to be random. 
 
    Many a scientist can be seen to describe certain events as random, such as the way genetics are determined or contrasting behaviours of substances due to quantum indeterminacy, which is considered quantum randomness.  
 
    In fact, quantum randomness just describes inconsistencies at an atomic scale and thus the lack of reliability that scientists will thus achieve identical results when experimenting, not that molecules are somehow randomly generated when they are selected. 
 
    Neither of these events are innately random in the sense of being chosen without determination, but instead are determined by behavioural laws that people either don’t know or don’t have enough situation knowledge to put into practise.  
 
    This can be thought of as being an equation where too few variables are known than those required to calculate the result. 
 
    I mentioned that the event may be perceived as random due to it not being calculated by the subject or not being known. This refers to events such as rolling the dice, where a subject could theoretically work out what would be rolled based on the velocity of the dice, the shape of their motion, and the speed and angle of their rotation. 
 
    On the other hand, a subject may not actually have enough information presented to them to determine an outcome, which is another instance something could be considered to be random. 
 
    In the end, whether based on a lack of information, or simply not calculating the information, no instance causes an event to be determined by nothing. 
 
    This refers to the apparently random determination of an outcome as well as the event that caused the action to take place. 
 
    When the dice is rolled, the hand may be considered to cause a random event in the roll, but actually, the hand – as well as other determining factors – determines the outcome through the force applied. 
 
    In the end, every event, whether known, understood, or calculated by man, is caused with certainty by an action determined by behavioural laws in response to an environment.  
 
    Randomness in appearance does not translate to randomness in nature. Schrödinger himself got it wrong. He is famous for the thought experiment known as Schrödinger’s cat. 
 
    In the experiment, a cat is placed in a box along with a radioactive object and a poison. If a sensor detects the radiation, the poison is released, killing the cat. 
 
    This thought experiment discusses the concept of an event that may or may not occur. Schrödinger suggests that after a certain amount of time, the cat is “both alive and dead”. 
 
    He argues that the cat only becomes purely alive or dead once the box has been opened and someone has seen the result. He states that at this point, the potential outcomes “collapse together” and one of the events is selected.  
 
    However, in practise Schrödinger was wrong. Theoretically, Schrödinger’s idea was very valid. It represents the theoretical probability of events and one being selected when an outcome is called for. 
 
    When it comes to practise, though, this isn’t how an outcome is determined. Every outcome is determined by the environment of the universe.  
 
    This means that practical probability isn’t even viable in practise. Practical probability refers to the probability of an event based on previous outcomes.  
 
    Instead, theoretical and practical probability in general – while they may be useful – do not really determine how likely an event actually is to occur. 
 
    I call the probability that regards the actual chances of an event happening actual probability. According to actual probability, the chances of an event occurring are of Boolean nature – either true or false. 
 
    True refers to certain chance which occurs when an event will certainly happen based on the current environment of the universe determining future outcomes.  
 
    An event has false or impossible chance of occurring at any time if it will not occur at that time due to the way the universe will develops based on its status form the first frame.  
 
    Actual probability refers to whether the event was destined to happen based on this first frame which determined every event and therefore progressive environment that followed.  
 
    By determining the next environment, it determines the next actions based on that new environment and therefore the environment after that. 
 
    In this manner, the first frame of the universe determines destiny. Every event and environment for eternity. Such is the nature of a closed environment. 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Conclusion 
 
    The action a subject takes is determined by its behavioural laws, but this is also based on the environment. That is, its course of action is determined directly by its environment, which we’ve discovered to be made up entirely of other subject matters. 
 
    Perhaps the environment is our independent variable? Once we take on a larger perspective, this makes a lot of sense.  
 
    As well as actions controlling the destiny of the environment, the environment determines the actions subject matters make due to their behavioural laws. Then the environment controls everything right? Well, sort of. 
 
    In the universe, the environment is determined based on the actions of its subjects, since those subjects’ actions cause the changes that lead to a new given environment.  
 
    This means there is a cycle of sorts, where actions create changes which make new environments, and these cause the next series of actions, due to forcing specific behavioural responses.  
 
    This cycle is what I call the Universal Cycle of Causes and Effects.[image: C:\Users\Jasper\Desktop\c404fc90-6032-4e60-8abe-ada690f6120b_200x200.png]  
 
    Each of these individual moments is a state of the universe that I call a universal frame. They make up every discriminate moment in time, throughout the universe. 
 
    The total time for the current universe to change at all, becoming a new universe, is 1 frick – a Frame Flick – that is the amount of time between 2 universal frames. As mentioned prior, if the universe does not change in the period of 1 frick, it will never change again. 
 
    Each of these moments refers to a different environment of the universe, each with the same amount of total mass and energy, but with such organised differently. 
 
    So what is the ultimate independent variable? Each of these independent variables are dependent on each other. So is the entire universe just an endless, cycle?  
 
    Yes.  
 
    However, there is in fact an ultimate independent variable which causes all of these things to progress.  
 
    Time. 
 
    Time, while working in parallel with each of these variables, causes them to actually occur. Actions take place over time. Their results are seen over time. And the environment changes over time.  
 
    Time is the ultimate independent variable, through which all actions and therefore states of environment and subjects are based upon.  
 
    All destinies. 
 
    The destiny, that is, the predetermined state of every subject matter, from molecules to planets to lifeforms, including humans, is ultimately based on the quantity of time that has passed in the universe. Since the Big Bang, this has been how the location and state of everything has been determined. 
 
    So all of us were destined to be where we are, to have lived the lives we have, and to have a destined state of being – a destiny – for any particular time, as does the universe as a whole.  
 
    Remember, you’re never the same person in another moment. So, I guess only time will tell how reading this book will shape your destiny. 
 
      
 
    Universal Questions 
 
    I have written this book ‘Destiny Theory’ to share some speculation I have been considering for quite a while.  
 
    At the dawn of this era, many theories have been born regarding the nature of the universe and this has ultimately led us on a deeper quest for knowledge.  
 
    We have learned much along the way and still there are many questions that humanity has still not answered. 
 
    Here is some speculation of mine over other universal questions. 
 
    First frame of the universe? Is there a first frame or has the universe existed forever?  
 
    If the universe has existed forever, how do we explain having not yet seen a heat death after an eternity of time? Is heat death truly the ultimate fate of the universe or are other cosmic laws responsible for an endless lifespan?  
 
    Yet if the universe has not existed forever, how has it come to be? 
 
    The Big Bang? This is a well known theory and is said to have caused the expansion of the universe. But how did the matter get here in the first place? 
 
    Does the universe just expand until the force of the expansion diminishes? Then gravity can pull it back together. 
 
    But how does this explain the existence of so many lower particles like hydrogen if such a universal compaction to a single point was to occur? 
 
    In fact this leads me to question if the big bang really did happen at all.  
 
    Perhaps as we learn more about the nature of the universe we may understand such phenomenon as matter not fusing from such a force, or maybe why such a strong opposing force could work against all the gravity in the universe. 
 
    Perhaps there is a kind of equalizing anti-gravity force. Is it dark energy? The forces of dark matter?  
 
    Perhaps dark matter and dark energy are the equalizers of this positive matter and energy we are surrounded by. 
 
    Perhaps that is how the matter and energy of the universe was “created”. Neutral universe is simply a void of space. Part of this neutral void can be separated into matter and dark matter, as well as energy and dark energy.  
 
    These would act as negative matter and energy which counteract the separation of positive matter and energy. 
 
    Dark matter may have a dark gravitational pull of its own or perhaps cause anti gravitational forces. Dark energy may cause energetic phenomenon still not understood today.  
 
    These forces may cause the immense opposing force to gravity that caused the expansion during the big bang, and the forces that cause the universe to continue to expand to this day. 
 
    We have theorised quite a bit about the future of the universe and come up with a very interesting explanation. Science is widely debated, but we have learned much about the universe and the way it functions as well as theorised about the Big Bang.  
 
    But what happened before the Big Bang, if anything? This seems to be a far more difficult question to solve, and may be left for the curious minds of the far future. 
 
    The truth is, humans can test, philosophise, and debate the laws of the universe and may discover much about how it works, as well as deduce how it will end up. 
 
    Birth and death are often thought of as instant beginnings and endings, with nothing more before or after them. In the universe, there is no instant end, no pull of the plug.  
 
    According to heat death, the universe may never again move or change, and may instead remain eternally present in all its glory, magnificence, and wonder. 
 
    By the same token, perhaps the universe was never created. It has always existed and always will, regardless of its form. In the end, energy and matter are never created or destroyed, and it is up to humankind to make the next great discoveries. 
 
    It is thus the scientific career of the future to theorise and discover the endless expanse of history that remains unknown. 
 
    Through years of thought, wonder has been discovered. Truth has been realised. As we continue to question, the world and universe become uncovered, the future revealed.  
 
    And in time, we are able to obtain an ultimate understanding, one that defines the existence of the universe itself. 
 
    Ultimately, the most incredible, most extraordinary thing in and about the existence of the universe is the marvel that it came to exist, and no matter how much we learn, the creation of something as spectacular as anything, let alone the universe is perhaps the most perplexing yet fundamental question of mankind. 
 
      
 
    Ideas 
 
    Behavioural Laws: States that the actions of everything in the universe in response to any given environment are determined solely by cosmic laws.  
 
    Behavioural Constants: States that any subject matter has a predetermined response to any environment. 
 
    Laws of universal outcomes: 
 
    1st Law of universal outcomes states that a subject matter given any environment will give a consistent outcome. It can be expressed through S + E = O. Let’s call it the law of consistency. 
 
    2nd Law of universal outcomes or the law of the progression of the universe states that the environment of the current universe directly determines that of the next environment – that in 1 frick’s time. This can be expressed through  
 
    E + F = N. 
 
      
 
    Every moment in the universe is called a frame. The smallest unit of time is a frame flick, or a frick. This is the amount of time between 2 consecutive frames. 
 
    Time passed since the start of the universe determines the current environment of the universe based on the laws of universal outcomes and the progression of the universe based on behavioral laws. 
 
    Destiny Theory: The supposition of a type 1 destiny’s relevance in the universe.  
 
    Type 1 Destiny: Where the state or environment of the universe as well as every subject matter is predetermined for any given time. 
 
    Type 2 Destiny: Where everything – including all subject matters – has a destiny and many untimely fates. It is up to the subject matters and the individuals’ choices as to whether or not any subject matter fulfils their destiny. 
 
      
 
      
 
    Universal Cycle of Causes and Effects 
 
    [image: C:\Users\Jasper\Desktop\c404fc90-6032-4e60-8abe-ada690f6120b_200x200.png] 
 
    This is a diagram representative of how the universe develops. It is related to the law of the progression of the universe, and the label of time represents 1 frick of time. 
 
    Law of Universal Predetermination: States that every frame of the universe is directly and entirely determined by the one directly prior to it. Therefore, this creates a chain of frames that predetermine each other, which I call the chain of inevitability. 
 
    This concept states that the first frame indirectly determines all the ones after, as they were determined directly by others prior which were determined by the ones prior to themselves, and so on. 
 
    Ultimately, this means that from the first frame, every frame following is predetermined, which can be expressed through the diagram below. 
 
    [image: ] 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    A Relevant Addition 
 
    This addition was related to the topic of subject matters and environments both being factors that can influence an outcome. A while ago, I thought of a great addition to a common saying. 
 
    People often say the phrase “A poor craftsman blames his tools.” However, the saying often irritated me because it suggests that only the factor of the subject matter is responsible for an outcome when there can be many other factors at play.  
 
    In an attempt to resist this dogmatic attitude, I developed the following saying. 
 
    “A poor craftsman blames his tools. So does a good craftsman with garbage tools.”  
 
    Jasper Littlewood-Brennan 
 
      
 
      
 
    Coming Soon! 
 
    Matter Construction Theory 
 
    Creation of the Universe 
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
      
 
    Jasper Littlewood-Brennan 
 
      
 
    Want to Stock Destiny Theory in Your Store? 
 
    Head on over to jasparia.com/wholesale to buy units of books for your store. For more details, head to the author’s site to find more information, or contact him via email. 
 
      
 
    Contact Jasper to Inquire 
 
    Email – analystoftheboard@gmail.com 
 
    Website – jasparia.com 
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    Jasper Littlewood-Brennan is a young, aspiring Australian author – age 15 as of writing this – who currently resides in the Clarence Valley. This is an area in the upper portion of the Northern Rivers region of New South Wales. 
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