(Please note that arguments on Consciousness in this manuscript, will help to further clarify those premises sustaining its existence as an objective reality in the previously published paper titled “What is Consciousness?”)  
Beyond Rooted Digressions: The Concept of Moral
                                     Reclaiming the Universality of its Objective Reality
Introduction
      In general, moral corruption has been widely recognized as the common denominator from which the ills affecting our ‘modern civilizations’ stem of. Having long acknowledged that moral corruption engendered the decline and fall of some of the greatest and most powerful nations throughout history, it is inconceivable how -to this very day- the scourge of ignorance continues to rampantly undermine our comprehension of Moral and its constitutive contribution to the evolution of humankind.

Upon confronting the alarming rate at which the vicious tentacles of moral corruption increasingly permeate people from all strata of society, it becomes evident that human beings have the imminent obligation to procure a philosophical/intellectual/logical consensus on the universality of Moral. The achievement of this consensus would, in turn, significantly prompt the academic support required for the implementation of those education courses deemed essential in order to effectively curtail its seemingly implacable dissemination.

The endeavor of this proposal seeks to engage the intellect in a new perspective of Moral along those characteristic operations of human nature/faculties elucidated to periodically delineate -in accordance with a theoretical framework-, the evolutional outcome of four distinct sets of free willed actions capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct, herein deemed as the universal path to moral conduct. In addition, the distinctive particularities defining the singularities of their outcome were perceived to duly sustain the moral guidance that the course of humanity has so far proved to so direly need.
I. Philosophical conception of Moral
  As it stands, it could be said that the concept of Moral has been under dissertation ever since it was first proposed some 2,400 years ago. For, in spite of all the copious theoretical arguments in support of its objective reality, not one has yet been acknowledged to duly sustain the feasibility of its universality. Therefore, it was determined that in order to properly contemplate a different logical/intellectual approach to its philosophical conceptualization, the work herein had to start from scratch.
It was deemed of most significance to consider that at the time when the concept of Moral was being originally introduced, the vast majority of human actions had been established to be motivated by the irrepressible compulsion characteristic to the innermost emotional nature solely intrinsic to human beings. This situation accrued mostly due to the fact that whether the consequential effects of their actions were good or bad, did not seem to deter people from achieving their intentional objectives without further deliberating on the righteousness of their volitional choices.  Due to this scenario, human actions were -and still are- judged and sentenced in accordance to the ethical directives of those laws, regulations and codes of conduct that precariously evolved in dependence of the cultural/religious standards of the prevailing authorities/institutions.
Having affirmed the superiority of cognitive discernment, philosophers presumably argued that it is precisely the ability to cognitively and volitionally choose the outcome of one’s actions, what gives human beings the tools to liberate their comportment from the grip of emotional impulsion. To that same effect, they referred to some very uncommon actions that had been distinguished -in spite of their rareness- to solely and consistently denote acts of admirable conduct. So that, even though human actions denoting acts of good conduct had been acknowledged to be motivated by positive emotions, these singular actions had been acquiesced to be motivated by superior emotional traits identified as Virtues. Whereby, virtues as crucial realities conducive to admirable/moral conduct also became fundamental to their philosophical axiomatic concepts of Moral.

It should also be noted that while the earliest theoretical discernments by Greek philosophers Socrates, Plato and Aristotle concurred in their conceptualizations of Moral as «the one objective reality capable of upholding the validity of human excellence» and as «the one objective reality foundationally essential to human happiness», they never quite agreed on the ‘specifics’ marking its natural/biological inherency to cognitive and volitional acts denoting virtuous conduct. It was then determined that the identification of those distinctive particularities that could be elucidated to duly define their congruent inherence, would be of utmost importance to the endeavor of this proposal. 

Thereby, in order to sustain the objective reality of Moral in accordance with its original philosophical conceptions, the following premises would have to be maintained: 
     a) exclusively intrinsic to individual human beings; 
     b) naturally inherent to cognitive, volitional and virtuous conduct; 
     c) foundationally upholds the validity of human excellence;
     d) fundamentally essential to human happiness.
●
Along this order, the philosophical conception of Moral was intuitively perceived to imply that its objective reality consists of those «invariant manifestations upholding the integral paradigm sustaining the evolution of humankind». Considering all of the above, it was deemed essential to at this time establish one and only one definition of Moral ­decisively disassociated from those defining Ethical and not to be intermingled with Morality-, in order to comprehensively distinguish those distinctive particularities that could be proposed to feasibly delineate its objective reality and the universality being pursued. 

Therefore, it was determined that the term Moral -in its strictest sense- should only be defined as follows: “Moral: of or pertaining to the optimum excellence of one’s conduct/character.” Period.  
II. Dual ‘nature’ of free willed actions denoting acts of conduct 
 Given the fact that, as far as we know, human beings are the only living entities whose actions have been acknowledged to be individually free willed, it could be said that ‘human excellence’ is validated by the progressive outcome of those free willed actions denoting acts of moral conduct. It would then follow to first analyze the correlation between human beings, free willed actions and conduct. 
The outcome of free willed actions has been proclaimed to be contingent on the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties inherently associated to the rational, emotional and physical nature solely intrinsic to human beings. It was additionally discerned that the outcome of free willed actions denoting acts of conduct should, in turn, demonstrate to be congruently relevant to the behavioral faculties inherently associated to the social nature solely intrinsic to human beings. 
Along this order, four characteristic operations were selected to best describe the functional parameters of each one faculty which could, in turn, be inherently associated to the four characteristic operations that were selected to suitably describe what have been termed as the structural parameters of human nature. The following eight characteristic operations were distinguished to respectively correspond:
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As such, the structural parameters of human nature could be feasibly proposed as the genetic foundations intrinsically supporting the functional parameters of human faculties. In addition, it could be furthermore proposed that while the connective activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to that between the rational, emotional and physical nature) intrinsically delineates the biological ‘nature’ of human behavior, the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to that between the rational, emotional and physical nature) intrinsically delineates both; the biological and individual ‘nature’ of conduct/‘duality’ of free willed actions. 
Where, the biological and individual nature of human beings would be accordingly represented by the composition/structure of free willed actions whose agency/function is to denote acts of conduct (their correlation). Therefore, it was determined that the outcome of free willed actions would be responsible of marking the reality of conduct ­not of behavior-, as an activity solely intrinsic to individual human beings.
●
Upon further analysis, the biological and individual nature of human beings (‘duality’ of free willed actions) were additionally recognized to best represent what sociologists have acknowledged as the two main determinants/duality of social phenomena and to, perhaps, be capable of reconciling the structure versus agency debate, presently understood as an issue of socialization against autonomy in determining whether an individual acts as a free agent or in a manner dictated by social structures. As it stands, the two main determinants of social phenomena have been acquiesced as follows:

1. ‘Social’ structure – the recurrent patterned arrangements which influence or limit the choices and opportunities available.

2. ‘Human’ agency – the capacity of individuals to act volitionally and make their own free choices.
It was first taken into account that when sociologists discuss main determinants of social phenomena, they are referring to social human phenomena. Bearing this in mind, the term ‘social human phenomena’ would imply the outcome of those occurrences brought forth by that human activity identified to consequentially convey distinctive patterns of socialization. In other words, social structures would be entirely dependent on human activity/free willed actions. 
So that, although it might seem that social structures have influenced the socialization of human beings, upon scrutiny, the emergence and establishment of dissimilar social structures were -in fact- observed to have been influenced by the operative socialization of human beings; this, in accordance to the evolutionary development of their nature/faculties in function of their environmental/surrounding circumstances/events. Thus, social structures do not shape human behavior; social structures are shaped by the progressive outcome of free willed actions denoting the advancement of personal/social conduct. In other words, individual human beings act as both: a free agent (individual ‘nature’) and in a manner dictated by their genes (biological ‘nature’); i.e., the complementarity of structure and agency. 
As such, the two main determinants of social human phenomena have been tentatively defined as follows: 
1. ‘Social’ structure – the biological ‘nature’ delineating the outcome of free willed actions denoting recurrent patterned arrangements of social conduct.
2. ‘Human’ agency – the individual ‘nature’ delineating the outcome of free willed actions denoting volitionally patterned arrangements of social conduct.
III. Correlated evolutionary developments of human nature and faculties 
  It has been acknowledged that the evolution of animal species ensues in strict relevance to the structural maturation of those specific brain regions and connective pathways required for the successful development of the functional maturation required for the successful development of more elaborate modes of receiving, integrating and responding to external stimuli/information. 
As such, the evolution of animal/pre-hominid species could be feasibly proposed to have ensued in strict relevance to the progressive diversity of neural entities (structural maturation of specific brain regions and connective pathways), marking the development of characteristic operations of sensation and motion (structural parameters of emotional and physical nature) that would, in turn, inherently convey the progressive complexity of neural processes (functional maturation of receiving, integrating and responding modes), delineating the development of characteristic operations of perception and action (functional parameters of sensorial and “volitional” faculties). And, the evolution of animal/hominid species (human beings) could be feasibly proposed to have ensued in strict relevance to the additional progressive diversity of neural entities marking the onset/development of characteristic operations of reason (structural parameters of rational nature) that would, in turn, inherently convey the additional progressive complexity of neural processes delineating the onset/development of characteristic operations of cognition (functional parameters of mental faculties), along their congruent relevance to the evolutionary development of characteristic operations of volition (functional parameters of volitional faculties).
Therefore, the distinctive particularities that could be identified to suitably delineate their correlated development would have to concurrently ensue along the four hierarchical time frames -of seven years each-, that have been acquiesced to substantially distinguish the biological evolvement of those specific neural entities/processes genetically defining the systematic organization of all evolutionary developments of human nature and faculties from birth to 28 years old; developments along what has been herein theoretically proposed as the Framework of Human Development.
It should also be noted that due to recent scientific research, neural processes between specific brain structures/regions have been identified to be intrinsically related to the outcome of volitional actions. So that after ‘millenniums’ of blissful unaccountability the reality of volition (referred to as free-will), has been finally validated and defined as a series of mental/volitional choices on:  a. whether to act (prepared actions volitionally inhibited), b. what actions to perform (new volitionally prepared actions) and c. when to perform them (their ordered outcome). In other words, there are no volitionally prepared actions without mental choices. 
Although neuroscientists continue to furthermore identify the correlations between specific brain structures/regions and the different neural processes/brain systems inherently associated to the integration of executive functions, it has been acquiesced that these structural/functional abilities/capacities ensue/develop at different rates over time. Thus, a developmental framework was established as the means to properly delineate their periodical evolvement which, in turn, was observed to correspond to the same four age time frames that have been herein proposed to constitute the framework of Human Development. These being: Early Childhood (Birth-7 yrs old), Pre-adolescence (7-14 yrs old), Adolescence (14-21 yrs old) and Adulthood (21-28 yrs old). Thereby, given that in accordance to previous data the development of one’s mental faculties does not ensue until +/-3 yrs old, so would the development of one’s volitional faculties ensue. 
It would then follow to identify those distinctive particularities of sensorial faculties (inherently associated to those of emotional nature) from birth to 7 yrs old (1st time frame), that could be perceived to suitably concur with those distinctive particularities of mental and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those of rational and physical nature) from +/-3 to 7 yrs old.  Where, those distinctive particularities identified to delineate the evolvement of the volitional faculties could be additionally recognized to genetically retain a similar inhibitory/excitatory circuitry to that in closely related primates. 
                                                                •
At some point, the evolution of Emotional/Sensorial Nature/Faculties was discerned to have brought forth characteristic operations capable of defining/imprinting the external stimuli/information being experienced/received in order for all living entities to accomplish their fundamental purpose:  the survival and reproduction of the species in accordance to the environmental circumstances of their natural habitat. Consequentially, the realities known as the survival (sustenance/protection) and reproduction (mating/nurturing) instincts were perceived as the first characteristic operations (sensations) of Emotional Nature capable of unconsciously defining the external stimuli being experienced, and the realities of contextual imageries (‘reading’/stamping the moment associated to the external stimuli being experienced) were perceived as the first characteristic operations (perceptions) of Sensorial Faculties capable of unconsciously imprinting the external information being received. 
So that, although sensations (external stimuli) have been generally accepted to be the a-priori causation of all living entities’ actions/responses, their inherent association to perceptions (external information) substantiates that the distinctive particularities defining the environmental circumstances of their natural habitat/surroundings could be their ‘true’ a-priori causation. In other words, that the stimulus is conveyed in accordance to the surroundings; or, what probably brought forth the simple idea that human beings are but the product of their circumstances. 
In respect to the emotional nature of sensations, it should be noted that thanks to new computational and fmri technology, specific -right/left- brain structures/regions have been identified to symmetrically ‘fire’ by the input of either positive or negative correlated sensations. Where, the realities of intrinsically opposite positive and negative feelings, emotions and virtues/vices have been finally validated to exist in accordance with the herein proposed structural parameters of Emotional Nature.  In order to further support the above arguments, two sets of explanatory outlines have been included; but, due to the overwhelming scope of analogous data, only those few distinctive particularities recognized to most relate to each time frame (Annex A) and to best delineate the evolvement of correlated +/- sensations (Annex B) were tentatively identified. (Please note that the term ‘sensations’ was herein chosen in order to encompass the different kinds of emotional inputs experienced by human beings.)
IV. Correlation between the evolutionary development of the mental/sensorial/volitional faculties, their cooperative activity and the evolutional outcome of four distinct sets of free willed actions. 
  It was deemed of utmost significance to, at this time, reiterate that that the outcome of free willed actions has been acquiesced to be contingent on the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties inherently associated to the connective activity between the rational, emotional and physical nature solely intrinsic to human beings. 
The presence of the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties was found to have been -so far- identified to manifest, as specific resonance oscillations in brain activity solely audible along high frequencies in the gamma band (resonance oscillations recently proposed to be entrained by both the frequency and amplitude modulation in the stimulation/activity). Whereby, it could be tentatively proposed that the interactivity marking the correlated development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties exclusively relevant to each one time frame of human development, would correspondingly convey the dynamics of four specific resonance oscillations/manifestations of cooperative activity that could be perceived as additional characteristic attributes intrinsically supporting the evolutional outcome of four distinct sets of free willed actions which would, in turn, be capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct.
It then followed to search for those four ‘realities’ that could be perceived to suitably comply with the above arguments. At some point, many of the characteristics that purport to explain the phenomenon of Consciousness were noted to suitably concur with those delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those delineating that of the rational, emotional and physical nature) in the 1st time frame of human development.  Upon further research, so did those characteristics found to describe the phenomenons of Conscieness/(conscience), Conscientiousness and Matureness/(maturity) with those delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those delineating that of the rational, emotional and physical nature) in the 2nd, 3rd and 4th time frames.  

It should first be considered that two premises were found to be indispensably required in order to duly validate the phenomenon of Consciousness as an objective reality. As such, it could be said that the same would be required in order to duly validate the phenomenons of Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness as objective realities. The following elements were determined to suitably abide by both premises:

       1st premise: Their existence would have to be supervenient on the existence of physical forms.                           

The existence of Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness as invariant manifestations of the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to the connective activity between the rational, emotional and physical nature), would be supervenient on the progressive brain diversity of mental, sensorial and volitional physical forms herein termed as ‘neural network constructs’ (inherently supervenient on the existence of rational, emotional and physical forms herein termed as ‘neural circuit schemas’), both of which have been herein proposed to periodically evolve along the four time frames of human development.
(Please note that although there are still no definite answers to the questions regarding the relationships between structural and functional asymmetries in the brain, in order to differentiate physical forms of structural nature from those of functional faculties while conserving their natural-law symmetries, the terms ‘neural circuit schemas’ and ‘neural network constructs’ were herein chosen to best comply.)
2nd premise: Their existence would have to emerge due to complexity of brain                                       operations.                                                                                                                                                                                                
       The existence of Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness as invariant manifestations conveyed along the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to that of the rational, emotional and physical nature), would indeed emerge due to the progressive brain complexity of those functional neural processes/operations (inherently associated to that of those structural neural connective pathways), which have been herein proposed to periodically evolve along the four time frames of human development.                                                                                                                                                                                

In addition, the ‘realities’ of Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness would have to be demonstrated to intrinsically support the evolutional outcome of four distinct sets of free willed actions bearing the biological and individual nature of human beings, and capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct. Due to the extent of information involved, it was decided that the conjectures that were elucidated to accordingly sustain the above arguments would be best explained along the following outlines:
A.  Consciousness
(Please note that in order to conceptualize the ‘reality’ of consciousness as being herein proposed, it was deemed essential to mark a terminological distinction between conscious and consciousness. Where, the definition of conscious, as the state of being awake and aware of one’s surroundings should be disassociated from the definition of consciousness, as the state of having awareness of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions (in accordance with one’s surroundings).  In other words: while one can be conscious without having consciousness, one cannot have consciousness without being conscious. Also note that the different characteristics found to describe the phenomenon of consciousness, were perceived to feasibly sustain its existence as an objective reality of neural dynamics.   
Consciousness was identified as the invariant manifestation of the specific resonance oscillations conveyed by the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties from +/-3 to 7 yrs old of age, as follows:
 1.  “the state of having awareness of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions” 
In this particular description, the existence of consciousness would be gradually conveyed in accordance with the cooperative activity between those distinctive particularities delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those delineating that of the rational, emotional and physical nature), along the 1st time frame (more precisely from +/-3 to 7 yrs old) of human development.  
       2.  “the state of having a sense of self-hood”
This particular description of consciousness was discerned to concretize the state of having awareness of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions with that of having an 
         “inner sense of self-awareness” (the recognition of that awareness). Where, self-hood -as                                                           their resulting integration- would specifically refer to the means by which to recognize one’s own individual identity; being an individual distinct from other individuals and separate from the environment. 
B.  Conscieness

(Please note that in order to conceptualize the ‘reality’ of conscieness as being herein proposed, it was deemed essential to acknowledge the parity between the terms conscience and conscieness. For, the definition of conscieness was found to have been purposely precluded and consistently compromised to the definition of conscience; yet, the different characteristics found to describe the phenomenon of conscieness/conscience, were perceived to feasibly sustain its existence as an objective reality of neural dynamics.    
Conscieness was identified as the invariant manifestation of the specific resonance oscillations conveyed by the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties from 7 to 14 yrs old of age, as follows:

       1. “the state of having awareness of the guiltiness of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions”                                                                                                  
In this particular description, the existence of conscieness (as an aspect of extended consciousness) would be gradually conveyed in accordance with the cooperative activity between those distinctive particularities delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those delineating that of the rational, emotional and physical nature), along the 2nd time frame of human development.  

2.  “the state of having a sense of self-judgment”

This particular description of conscieness was discerned to concretize the state of having awareness of the guiltiness of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions with that of having an “inner sense of self-evaluation” (the recognition of that awareness). Where, self-judgment -as their resulting integration- would specifically refer to the means by which to recognize one’s own individual guiltiness; distinct from the guiltiness of others’ thoughts, feelings and actions. 
C.  Conscientiousness

(Please note that in order to conceptualize the ‘reality’ of conscientiousness as being herein proposed, it was deemed essential to consider that although it has been conventionally acquiesced as a personality trait, it is herein proposed as an additional constitutional element whose function is to furthermore capacitate the advancement of conduct. Where, the different characteristics found to describe the phenomenon of conscientiousness, were perceived to feasibly sustain its existence as an objective reality of neural dynamics.) 

Conscientiousness was identified as the invariant manifestation of the specific resonance oscillations conveyed by the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties from 14 to 21 yrs old of age, as follows:

       1. “the state of having awareness of the responsibility of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions”          

In this particular description, the ‘reality’ of conscientiousness (as an aspect of extended consciousness and conscieness) would be gradually conveyed in accordance to the cooperative activity between those distinctive particularities delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those delineating that of the rational, emotional and physical nature), along the 3rd time frame of human development.  

  2.  “the state of having a sense of self-discipline”

This particular description of conscientiousness was discerned to concretize the state of having awareness of the responsibility of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions with that of having an ‘inner sense of self-accountability’ (the recognition of that awareness). Where, self-discipline -as their resulting integration- would specifically refer to the means by which to recognize one’s own individual responsibility; distinct from the responsibility of others’ thoughts, feelings and actions. 
D.  Matureness
(Please note that in order to conceptualize the ‘reality’ of matureness (i.e., maturity) as being herein proposed, it was deemed essential to emphasize that its presence has been acquiesced as “the state of being mature”.  As such, the ‘reality’ of matureness/maturity would foundationally ensue and evolve in accordance with the full (functional) maturation of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to the full (structural) maturation of the rational, emotional and physical nature).  Where, the different characteristics found to describe the phenomenon of conscientiousness, were perceived to feasibly sustain its existence as an objective reality of neural dynamics.) 

Matureness was identified as the invariant manifestation of the specific resonance oscillations conveyed by the cooperative activity between the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties from 14 to 21 yrs old of age, as follows:

       1. “the state of having awareness of the purpose of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions”          

In this particular description, the ‘reality’ of matureness (as the coalescence of consciousness, conscieness and conscientiousness) would be gradually conveyed in accordance with the cooperative activity between those distinctive particularities delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to those delineating that of the rational, emotional and physical nature), along the 4th time frame of human development.  

     2.  “the state of having a sense of self-fulfillment”
This particular description of matureness was discerned to concretize the state of having awareness of the purpose of one’s own thoughts, feelings and actions with that of having an “inner sense of meaningfulness” (the recognition of that awareness). Where, self-fulfillment -as their resulting integration- would specifically refer to the means by which to recognize one’s own individual purpose; distinct from the purpose of others’ thoughts, feelings and actions. 

V. Difference between the outcomes of free willed actions capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct and those that actually denote it.
 It could be said that, in spite of their foundational differences, the fundamental objective of free willed actions -in all four sets- is to denote the gradual advancement of conduct.  It has also been professed that, in spite of their foundational differences, the fundamental objective of the phenomenons known as Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness is to impel one towards right/positive actions. Yet, it is a fact that while the progressive outcome of free willed ­right/positive- actions will denote the gradual advancement of conduct, the progressive outcome of free willed -wrong/negative- actions will denote the gradual detriment of conduct.  
So that, although Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness have been herein tentatively proposed as the ‘realities’ intrinsically supporting the evolutional outcome of four distinct sets of free willed actions, their presence does not ensure the outcome of free willed -right/positive- actions. Hence, the evolutional outcome of these four sets of free willed actions would be capable of denoting either the gradual advancement of conduct, or its gradual detriment.

It would then follow to properly distinguish between the evolutional outcomes of free willed actions that are capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct, from those that actually do denote it.  Or, what was perceptibly compared to the difference between one’s assets and one’s liabilities (as the difference between abilities/capacities ‘owned’ by human beings and the responsibility/obligation ‘owed’ by human beings having these abilities/capacities). In other words, the difference between the evolutional outcome of free willed actions capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct as the abilities/capacities ‘owned’ by human beings, and the progressive outcome of free willed actions actually denoting the advancement of conduct as the responsibility/obligation ‘owed’ by human beings having these abilities/capacities.   
                                                                      ●                                                                                                                                
Upon further reflection, the specific sequence of those neural processes/operations which, in strict relevance to the successful development of more elaborate modes of receiving, integrating and responding to external stimuli/information, have been -so far- acknowledged to be implicitly required for the outcome of free willed actions, was perceived to be of the essence in order to properly distinguish their differences. 
So that, in an attempt to furthermore support the feasibility of the above arguments, a ‘rough’ summary detailing the specific sequence of those neural processes/operations that were tentatively recognized to best comply, was construed as follows:

1. Receiving
    External stimuli → transduction of external stimuli (inputs) into neural circuit -emotional/
                                    sensation- schemas

    External information → interpretation of external information (inputs) as neural network  
                                            -sensorial/perception- constructs 

       Encoding and storage of new engram cells → imprints of memory traces (neural circuit

         -emotional/sensation- schemas and neural network -sensorial/perception- constructs)

2. Integrating

    External stimuli → association of neural circuit -emotional/sensation- schemas (inputs) with            

                                    pertinent circuit -physical/motion- schemas (outputs)                                                                                                

                                     (sensation-motion coupling process)                                   
    External information → association of neural network -sensorial/perception- constructs                     
                                           (inputs) with pertinent neural network -“volitional”/action constructs            
                                             (outputs)        (perception-action coupling process)
       Encoding and storage of new engram cells → imprints of memory traces (neural circuit
         -sensation/motion- schemas and neural network -perception/action- constructs)                   
3. Responding
    External stimuli → involuntary retrieval of pertinent neural circuit -sensation/motion/                                                       
                                    communication- schemas from stored genetic*/implicit memories                                      

    External information → involuntary retrieval of pertinent neural network -perception/action/         

                                             interaction- constructs from stored genetic/implicit memories
        Involuntary assembling of communication/interaction arrangements delineating 
         pertinent genetically innate/re-active behavior patterns   (motion-action response)   
       a) ‘non-volitional’ triggering of excitatory-principal neural circuitry required to bring
       forth the outcome of genetically innate/re-active behavior patterns;                         
       b) ‘non-volitional’ triggering of inhibitory-principal neural circuitry required to stop        
       the outcome of genetically innate/re-active behavior patterns;
       c) ‘non-volitional’ (yet goal oriented) triggering of excitatory-secondary neural  
       circuitry required to bring forth the outcome of informally learned/associative  
       behavior patterns (non-volitional (yet goal oriented) actions).

       Encoding and storage of new engram cells → imprints of memory traces 

     (communication/interaction arrangements of informally learned/associative behavior                        
      patterns.)

_______________

*Upon further analyzing the reality of genetic memory, it was perceived to consist of engrams/memory traces encoding those network perception/action/interaction constructs (inherently associated to those circuit sensation/motion/communication schemas) which consistently delineated the repetitive outcome of specific pre-patterned arrangements of communication/interaction, by either one or both parents, at the time of conception. As such, these particular engrams/memory traces would most probably relate to behavior patterns fundamentally associated to the survival and/or reproduction of singular species -in accordance with the distinctive particularities of the environmental circumstances of their natural habitat-, and would be generationally passed on to their offspring’s genetic memory. Where, over long spans of time, the evolution of singular species could be said to be biologically sustained in accordance with the on-going development of their behavior patterns.)  

(Please note that although the specific sequence of the above neural processes/operations intrinsically delineates the outcome of ‘non-volitional’ actions from birth to +/-3 yrs old, the same specific sequence of neural processes/operations was ratified to intrinsically ensue prior to the volitional outcome of free willed actions from +/-3yrs old on.) 
4.  Receiving 

     External stimuli → transduction of received neural circuit -emotional/sensation- schemas
                                      into neural circuit -rational/reason- schemas                                                                                                                                     
     External information → interpretation of received neural network -sensorial/perception- 
                                             constructs as neural network -mental/cognition- constructs    

     Encoding and storage of new engram cells → imprints of memory traces 

       (neural circuit -rational/reason- schemas and neural network -mental/cognition- constructs)
5. Integrating

    External stimuli → association of received neural circuit -rational/reason- schemas
                                    with chosen neural circuit -physical/motion- schemas 
                                         (voluntary reason-motion coupling process)                                                                                                                                          

    External information → association of received neural network -mental/cognition-
                                           constructs with chosen neural network -volitional/action- constructs 
                                            (voluntary cognition-action coupling process)
       Encoding and storage of new engram cells → imprints of memory traces (neural circuit 
          -reason/motion- schemas and neural network -cognition/action- constructs)
6. Responding

     External stimuli → voluntary retrieval of pertinent neural circuit reason/motion/                                                       

                                      communication schemas from stored implicit/explicit memories                                   

     External information → voluntary retrieval of pertinent neural network cognition/action/       

                                              interaction constructs from stored implicit/explicit memories
       Voluntary assembling of communication/interaction arrangements delineating formally
         learned/constructive conduct patterns (motion-action response)
       a) volitional triggering of inhibitory-instructed neural circuitry required to stop
       the outcome of both, genetically innate/re-active and informally learned/associative 

       behavior patterns 
       b) volitional triggering of excitatory-instructed neural circuitry required to bring 
     forth the cognitively chosen outcome of formally learned/constructive conduct 
     patterns (free willed actions).  
       Encoding and storage of engram cells → imprints of new memory traces        
         (communication/interaction arrangements of formally learned/constructive
           conduct patterns.) 
(Please note, that the time it takes neural processes/operations from the income of external stimuli/information to the outcome of ‘non-volitional’ actions has been acquiesced to be +/-20,000 milliseconds; whereas those neural processes/operations intrinsically delineating the outcome of free willed actions from the income of external stimuli/information, have been acquiesced to take +/-300,000 milliseconds. In addition, the repetitive outcome of free willed actions induced by the same external stimuli/sensation(s) do progressively diminish the time from their input(s) to their output(s). Their increased speed was thought to imply the evolvement from ‘innate’ to ‘learned’ emotions/sensations, when -in reality- these are all biologically innate and externally triggered. The speed of their outcome has been acknowledged to increase due to repeatedly exercising them.)                                                                                                                                                                                                                            
In accordance to the above summary, the outcome of free willed actions will -invariantly- be involuntarily induced in accordance to the distinctive particularities defining the emotional/sensation(s) and sensorial/perception(s) (inputs) being received; which, in association with the distinctive particularities delineating their pertinent physical/motion(s) and “volitional”/action(s) (outputs), will -invariantly- involuntarily assemble and set forth the outcome of non-volitional actions (1-2-3). Yet, in spite of being incapable of -at any time- voluntarily changing the distinctive particularities defining the emotional/sensation(s) and sensorial/perception(s) (inputs) as being received, due to the evolvement of the rational/physical and mental/volitional nature/faculties (from +/-3 yrs old on), human beings become increasingly able/capable of voluntarily changing the outcome of non-volitional actions into free willed actions (4-5-6). 
It should also be considered that, upon further analyzing the specific sequence of the above neural processes/operations, the properties of two different kinds of will power were recognized to be fundamentally required for the outcome of free willed actions. These being: a) the mental will power required to cognitively ascertain/choose their outcome (4,5) and, b) the volitional will power required to voluntarily assemble/bring it forth (6). Where, in order for human beings to duly exercise their ‘free will’ entails the well-being/functional potential of both, their mental and volitional faculties (inherently associated to the well-being/structural potential of both, their rational and physical nature). 
In addition, the above summary -most significantly- establishes that the progressive biological diversity/complexity of neural entities/processes (herein proposed to sustain the correlated evolutionary development of characteristic operations of sensation/perception, reason/cognition and motion/action along the four time frames of human development) would not, in any way nor at any time, howsoever alter the specific sequence of those neural processes/operations herein tentatively recognized to be implicitly required for the outcome of free willed actions.
                                                                  •
Upon further research, the composition/structure of free willed actions was found to have been consensually acquiesced to consist of three fundamental elements that were, in turn, perceived to congruently relate to the functional parameters of the mental, sensorial and volitional faculties (inherently associated to the structural parameters of the rational, emotional and physical nature) solely intrinsic to human beings, as follows:

Composition/structure of free willed actions:       ↓                         ↓                            ↓                          

                                                                        Motive(s)            Reason(s)            Intention(s)

Congruently relative to functional parameters:

                                                                             ↓                         ↓                            ↓
                                                                       Sensorial              Mental                 Volitional

                                                                       Faculties              Faculties               Faculties

Inherently associated to structural parameters:

                                                                             ↓                          ↓                            ↓
                                                                      Emotional             Rational                 Physical

                                                                        Nature                  Nature                   Nature       

As such, it could be feasibly deduced that the Motive(s) of free willed actions would be congruently relative to characteristic operations of perception inherently associated to those of sensation (defining/imprinting the external stimuli/information being experienced/received); the Reason(s) of free willed actions to characteristic operations of cognition inherently associated to those of reason (understanding/acknowledging the external stimuli/information being experienced/received); and, the Intention(s) of free willed actions to characteristic operations of action inherently associated to those of motion (moving/acting in response to the external stimuli/information being experienced/received); in that order. 

It should now be recalled, that of the eight characteristic operations herein proposed to best describe the structural/functional parameters of human nature/faculties (reason/cognition, sensation/perception, motion/action and communication/interaction), only those neural circuit schemas defining the specific sensation(s) -external stimuli/inputs­ being experienced,  have been scientifically demonstrated to carry/convey either a positive or negative grade of electrical polarity and to, in addition, carry/convey either a high or low level of force intensity. 
As such, human beings would ­invariantly- be biologically predisposed to the transduction of the positive or negative grade of electrical polarity conveyed by the external stimuli being experienced into either good/positive or bad/negative sensation(s) (with either a high or low level of force intensity). Where, due to the external stimuli/information interrelationship, human beings would also ­invariantly- be biologically predisposed to interpret the external information being received -in accordance with the grade of the experienced external stimuli- as either good/positive or bad/negative perception(s). Therefore, it could be said that human beings would ­invariantly- be biologically predisposed to the outcome of either right/positive or wrong/negative actions which would, in turn, be capable of respectively denoting either the gradual advancement or detriment of conduct. 
It would then follow to elucidate the manner in which the evolutionary development of the rational/mental and physical/volitional nature/faculties (from +/-3 yrs old on), intrinsically able/capacitate human beings to cognitively/volitionally change the outcome of wrong/negative actions -in spite of having been biologically induced by bad/negative sensation(s)/perception(s)- into right/positive actions. 
                                                                    •

Along this order, it was noted that in accordance to the specific sequence of the neural operations previously proposed, the ‘thinking process’ would first entail to rationally determine (via transduction of neural circuit sensation schemas into appropriate neural circuit reason schemas) whether the external stimuli being experienced is being conveyed by distinctive particularities defining either good/positive or bad/negative sensation(s); this, as the only biological means enabling human beings to suitably identify whether what one is about to do/doing is right or wrong; simply because bad/negative sensation(s)/Motives cannot the outcome of right/positive actions/Intentions induce. 
So that, given the fact that due to new scientific data, specific brain areas/regions identified to be intrinsically triggered by either good/positive or bad/negative emotionally correlated sensation(s) have been acknowledged to be structurally/symmetrically opposite, one’s mental will power was perceived to feasibly support the means by which to cognitively and volitionally choose either: a) the outcome of those involuntarily induced actions cognitively ascertained to have been intrinsically triggered by good/positive sensation(s) or, b) the outcome of those free willed actions that have been previously acknowledged to be intrinsically triggered by the good/positive grade of the sensation(s) symmetrically opposite to the cognitively ascertained bad/negative grade of the sensation(s) being experienced.  

Due to the phenomenal speed of neural processes/operations, this ‘thinking’ process seems to concurrently entail to cognitively ascertain (via interpretation of received neural network sensorial/perception constructs as neural network mental/cognition constructs) whether the manifestations of the external information being received are good/positive or bad/negative; this, in order to suitably identify the prevailing characteristics of the surrounding circumstances/moment associated to the external stimuli being experienced, in spite of the good/positive or bad/negative grade of the sensation(s) being experienced. 
In addition, those neural circuit rational/reason schemas and neural network mental/cognition constructs herein proposed to have been voluntarily delineated along the ‘thinking’ processes inherently associated to neural receiving operations (4), would consequentially trigger those reason-motion and cognition-action coupling processes tentatively demonstrated to be inherently associated to neural integrating operations (5). 

Where, at this point, it could be said that the force of one’s mental will power has achieved to cognitively ascertain and choose which circuit motion schemas and network action constructs would best delineate the outcome of right/positive actions under the same set of surrounding circumstances.
It would then follow to, in accordance to the above summary, voluntarily retrieve the (previously encoded and stored) pertinent neural circuit motion/communication schemas and neural network action/interaction constructs from one’s implicit/explicit memories; this, in order to volitionally assemble those communication/interaction arrangements (motion-action response), cognitively chosen to accordingly delineate the appropriate formally learned/constructive conduct patterns tentatively demonstrated to be inherently associated to neural responding operations (6). 
Where, at this point, it could be said that the force of one’s volitional will power has achieved to volitionally assemble and bring forth the outcome of those free willed ­right/positive- actions that would, consequentially, actually denote the advancement of conduct under the same set of surrounding circumstances. 
                                                                     •

It was deemed most important to now consider that in addition to the evolutionary development of the sensorial, mental and volitional faculties in each one-time frame, the cooperative activity between the three (in each one-time frame) has been herein proposed to respectively manifest as the ‘realities’ of Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness. Where, their manifestations were elucidated to intrinsically convey the evolutional outcome of four distinct sets of free willed actions bearing both, the biological and the individual nature of human beings/conduct. And, where, the distinctive particularities defining the structure/composition ­Motive(s), Reason(s) and Intention(s)­ of one’s free willed actions actually denoting the advancement of conduct, would be entirely up to each one human being.  

Therefore, it could be said that from +/-3 yrs old on, human beings become increasingly able/capable to cognitively and volitionally bring forth the progressive outcome of those free willed ­right/positive- actions that would actually denote the gradual advancement of conduct, in each one-time frame.                                             
VI. Fundamental role of formal education in the advancement of conduct and pursuit of

       moral rectitude 
   It should be noted that in accordance with the previous arguments, the evolutionary development of human nature and faculties from +/-3 yrs. old on, marks the evolvement from the outcome of informally learned/associative behavior patterns to the outcome of formally learned/constructive conduct patterns. This foundational distinction was perceived to infer the significant difference between informal and formal education. Where, while formal education describes the learning of academic facts and concepts through a scholastic curriculum, informal education describes the learning of cultural, religious, and parental norms outside the classroom.  
It is known that the professionally/intellectually claimed absence of universal values/axioms and principles/maxims capable of sustaining the existence of Moral as an objective reality, was responsible for making our educational school systems wary of using schools for moral conduct/character education from the 1960’s on. This state of affairs rendered the existence of Moral as a relative concept, not up to national academic standards. Consequentially, both ethical and moral facts/concepts became invisible issues in our school systems.
With time, the definition of Ethics was circumscribed to pertain to rules of good/bad behavior/conduct by an external source and the definition of Moral, to an individual’s own set of principles of righteous/virtuous conduct/character. As such, ethical rules of good/bad behavior/conduct were consensually prescribed to be dependent on the prevailing cultural/religious standards in each society; and, moral principles were consensually prescribed to be dependent on one’s own ‘moral compasses’. Thereby, the omission of ethical/moral behavior/conduct/character education from our school systems relinquished this responsibility/obligation to non-academic informal teaching/learning. Needless to say, it only took no more than two generations of students without any formal education on ethical/moral behavior/conduct/character, to generate an ever-increasing number of morally corrupted individuals throughout all spectrums of society. 
It doesn’t take much research to find the numerous articles/essays by professionals in all fields of social psychological/cognitive neuroscience (starting from the late 80’s), that substantiate the urgent need to implement courses on moral conduct/character in our school systems, for they all agree that one’s character is the foundation and common denominator for pro-social behavior (character in action). The persistent denial by our academic institutions to do so instilled the imminent obligation to procure an overall consensus on the universal, not relative, and objective, not subjective, reality of Moral. 
Upon further analysis and in lieu of the scientific breakthroughs in the identification of emotional and volitional neural markers, the distinctive particularities delineating the correlated evolutionary development of the rational/mental, emotional/sensorial and physical/volitional nature/faculties along the four age-time frames as depicted in the herein proposed Framework of Human Development, were appraised to possibly serve as the basic parameters of those academic facts and concepts on human behavior/conduct that should be formally taught to students in the curriculum of their respective age school grades. 
For example, students from each age-time frame would have the capacity (in accordance to their scope of comprehension), to progressively learn how to identify the characteristics of the specific sensation(s)/perception(s) being experienced and their inherent relevance to the outcome of either positive or negative behavior/conduct.  So that, in spite of the limited understanding of the cause-effect interrelationship of all actions in their early childhood, students would begin to assimilate the sensation/perception-behavior/conduct interrelationship of their own actions.  
If students are concurrently taught the ingrained dynamics of Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness, they would increasingly gain awareness of each one’s intrinsic relationship with: a) the well being of the rational/mental, emotional/sensorial and physical/volitional nature/faculties, b) the foundational potential underlining the evolutional outcome of free willed actions, c) the gradual advancement of conduct, and d) the pursuit to achieve  moral conduct/character rectitude. 
Where, ideally, by the time students graduate from High School (+/-18 yrs old), they would have been formally educated to suitably acknowledge the bulk of information required in order to successfully pursue/achieve the advancement of one’s moral conduct/character and to have, most of all, acknowledged their imperative responsibility to do so; hence, generating individuals of moral rectitude in our societies. 
In addition, the reciprocity between the implementation of academic standards regulating the education of moral conduct and that of international standards regulating the administration of justice in civilized societies was notoriously evidenced. Of all the researched information to this effect, a consensus between the most advanced nations in 1943 (prior to the academic institution of any parameters of neuroscience), as to how the criminality of human actions should be judged/sentenced by universal canons of Justice Law (intentionally disassociated from cultural traditions and religious dogmas), was singularly noted to have established them ­along the same herein proposed age time frames­, as follows: a) Birth to 7 yr olds would be referred to as “The Innocents” - the criminality of their actions could not be judged/sentenced by any Court of Law; b) 7 to 14 yr olds would be referred to as “The Children” - the criminality of their actions could only be judged/sentenced by Minor Courts of Law; c) 14 to 21 yr olds would be referred to as “The Adolescents” - the criminality of their actions could only be judged/sentenced by Juvenile Courts of Law; and d) 21+ yr olds would be referred to as “The Adults” - the criminality of their actions were to be judged/sentenced by Criminal Courts of Law. 

As such, it is highly reproachable that at the present time advanced nations are repeatedly and impudently judging/(lower)sentencing adolescents and even children(!) as adults; especially, when they have failed the institutional responsibility to formally teach their youth on how to successfully pursue the advancement of moral conduct/character.   
It then follows to accordingly substantiate the philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality, in order to furthermore procure the overall consensus academically required for the much needed implementation of moral conduct/character education courses in the curriculum of our school systems.   
VII. The philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality
  The phrase “objective reality” has been consensually acquiesced to mean a reality that exists independent of our minds. Or, as things really are; or, as that which exists where one’s belief systems do not change it.  Yet, the independent existence of any one singular reality can only be fittingly inferred due to the abilities/capacities of the human rational/mental nature/faculties; our minds. 
It has also been consensually acquiesced that the innate quest of human beings to search for the truths/facts that could verifiably establish the independent existence of any one singular reality ­their insatiable pursuit for knowledge­, brought forth the development of Science. The word science comes from the Latin “scientia”, meaning knowledge, and it has been defined as the intellectual and practical activity encompassing the systematic study of the structure and function (behavior) of the physical and natural world through observation and experiment.  Where, in order to properly validate the conception of any one subjective reality (inside of one’s brain-Virtual World) as an objective reality, would entail to scientifically substantiate that it exists independent of our minds (outside of one’s brain-Real World).
Taking this into account, it became essential to first consider that conduct (and its foundational role to one’s character), has been the only substantial reality consensually agreed to be fundamentally entwined with the original philosophical conceptualizations of Moral. Therefore, it was determined that in order to propose the philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality, required the relentless endeavor to search for the scientific data validating the existence of those invariant manifestations of human structure and function (behavior), that could possibly be elucidated to intrinsically sustain the outcome of actions capable of denoting the optimum excellence of one’s conduct/character: moral rectitude.   
Along this search, the distinctive particularities that were chosen to best mark the correlated evolutionary development of the mental, sensorial and volitional human faculties (inherently associated to those marking that of the rational, emotional and physical human nature), in addition to those tentatively recognized to mark the cooperative activity between these three faculties along the four hierarchical time frames defining their systematic organization (Framework of Human Development), were perceived as those invariant manifestations of human structure and function (behavior) that could be feasibly proposed to be foundationally intrinsic to the evolutional outcome of human/free willed actions capable of denoting the gradual advancement of conduct; actions, whose ultimate goal would determinately be to denote the optimum excellence of moral conduct/character.   
It was precisely due to the universality of these distinctive particularities/invariant manifestations (inherently delineating the gradual advancement of conduct as a fundamental province of the biological/individual nature solely intrinsic to human beings), that the Framework of Human Development was deemed as the universal path to moral conduct/character (inherently delineating the gradual advancement from Egoism/selfishness to Altruism/selflessness). As such, it could be said that its conclusive reality would accordingly substantiate the philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality. Therefore, the Framework of Human Development was tentatively identified as: The Universal Framework of Moral.                                                        

At some point along this endeavor, ‘moral axioms’ were found to be defined as those realities that dictate values of moral conduct. They have also been defined as those foundations/values of moral conduct where the action itself comes from the essence of being itself and/or stems from our existence itself. Where, the essence of being itself has been defined as «of a primary substance to our human nature». Yet, in spite of having conceptualized the definition of such things as ‘moral axioms’, their existence has been determined to be impossible since it is argued that there can’t be anything that is of value in itself, because values cannot be derived from any factual description of nature.  This line of thought was perceived as one of the culprits underlining the persistent denial of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality. 
Consequentially, it became of utmost importance to procure the identification of those invariant manifestations of human structure and function (behavior) that could be recognized as foundations/values of moral conduct; where, the action itself would come from the essence of being itself and/or would stem from our existence itself as a primary substance to our human nature, and whose values could be additionally recognized to derive from factual descriptions of human nature.
Along this order, it should be noted that in accordance to the Framework of Human Development, the outcomes of free willed actions capable of denoting moral conduct  have been established to be foundationally conveyed in accordance to the evolvement of the four specific sensations herein identified to mark the evolutionary development of the emotional nature of human beings from 21 to 28 yrs old of age (herein proposed to be inherently associated with the full structural/functional maturation of one’s rational/mental, emotional/sensorial and physical/volitional nature/faculties). These four sensations were identified as the ‘cardinal/moral’ virtues known as Prudence, Justice, Fortitude and Temperance (as the synthesis of Prudence, Justice and Fortitude). Where, only the progressive outcome of free willed actions cognitively and volitionally induced/motivated by all four ‘cardinal/moral’ virtues could feasibly substantiate to denote the optimum excellence of moral conduct/character (possibly achievable only after 28 yrs old of age). Nobody ever said that this would be easy; in fact, it is extremely difficult. 
Thereby, the invariant manifestations of these four ‘cardinal/moral’ virtues were recognized to makeup the interlocking set of foundations/values of moral conduct intrinsically supporting the outcome of those actions that could, in turn, be consequentially recognized to have stemmed from our existence itself/as a primary substance to our human nature. In addition, the (positive) values of these four virtues (foundations) have been accordingly demonstrated to indeed derive from factual descriptions of human (emotional) nature. As such, it could be said that their invariant manifestations would accordingly substantiate the philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality. Therefore, Prudence, Justice, Fortitude and Temperance were tentatively identified as: The Universal Axioms of Moral.
Upon further research, ‘moral maxims’ (self-evident principles; recognized truths), were found to be defined as those realities that dictate rules of moral conduct. They have also been defined as those principles/rules of moral conduct where the action is said to have “moral worth” if the maxim on which the agent/person acts cites/exemplifies that the purpose conforms to a moral requirement/axiom. In addition, ‘moral maxims’ were found to be described as those realities that dictate principles/rules of right conduct and/or as those realities pertinent to the distinction between right and wrong conduct.  Yet, after due reflection, it was determined that ‘moral maxims’ ­in their strictest sense- should only be defined as those realities that dictate principles/rules of moral conduct and/or as those realities pertinent to the distinction between moral and immoral conduct. 

 Hence, it followed to procure the identification of those invariant manifestations of human structure and function (behavior) that could be recognized as principles/rules of moral conduct and to be exclusively pertinent to the distinction between moral and immoral conduct. The phenomenons/‘realities’ of Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness, as herein proposed, were perceived to duly comply. 
Upon further analysis, the distinctive particularities/invariant manifestations describing their singular existence were elucidated to suitably impel one towards acts of moral conduct and, to accordingly conform to the proposed four ‘moral axioms’ as follows:  
a) Consciousness → intrinsically bears the essence of Truthfulness as the self-evident principle/rule impelling one towards acts of moral conduct exemplifying that their purpose conforms to the ‘moral axiom’ of Prudence; 
b) Conscieness (as an aspect of extended consciousness) → intrinsically bears the essence of Goodness as the self-evident principle/rule impelling one towards acts of moral conduct exemplifying that their purpose conforms to the ‘moral axiom’ of Justice; 
c) Conscientiousness (as an aspect of extended consciousness and conscieness) → intrinsically bears the essence of Rightfulness as the self-evident principle/rule impelling one towards acts of moral conduct exemplifying that their purpose conforms to the ‘moral axiom’ of Fortitude; 
d) Matureness (as the coalescence of consciousness, conscieness and conscientiousness) → intrinsically bears the essence of Synergy as the self-evident principle/rule impelling one towards acts of moral conduct exemplifying that their purpose conforms to the ‘moral axiom’ of Temperance (as the synthesis of Prudence, Justice and Fortitude).
Thereby, the invariant manifestations of these four ‘realities’ were recognized to makeup the interlocking set of principles/rules of moral capable of impelling one towards acts of moral conduct exemplifying that their purpose conforms to the herein proposed four ‘moral axioms’.  As such, it could be said that their invariant manifestations would accordingly substantiate the philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality. Therefore; Consciousness, Conscieness, Conscientiousness and Matureness were tentatively identified as: The Universal Maxims of Moral.          
At this point it was considered that in order to furthermore sustain the objective reality of Moral in accordance to its original philosophical conceptions, it followed to elucidate the manner in which its foundations/values and principles/rules could be discerned to be fundamentally essential to human happiness.                                                            

It was deemed essential to first and foremost consider that the terminology ‘human happiness’ -when in reference to the concept of Moral-, was perceived to infer the existence of a universal sense of harmony, as an emotional state equally experienced by all human beings of moral rectitude. In other words, ‘human happiness’ does not refer to any one human being’s particular ideas of happiness; but to the existence of that one reality capable of encompassing the ‘happiness/harmony’ of humanity. 
In accordance with Aristotle’s conceptualizations, Moral (as the one objective reality sustaining the optimum excellence of conduct/character) was proposed to be fundamentally essential to ‘human happiness’; and, the existence of ‘human happiness’ was declared to depend on the cultivation and exercise of “complete virtue”. Whereby, he discerningly implied that ‘human happiness’ depends on the cultivation and exercise of moral conduct/character. 
It should then be noted that in accordance with previous arguments, only the progressive outcome of free willed actions cognitively and volitionally induced/motivated by all four ‘cardinal/moral’ virtues, could substantiate to duly denote the optimum excellence of moral conduct/character. Whereby, a congruent relevance between the cultivation and exercise of all four ‘cardinal/moral’ virtues and the cultivation and exercise of “complete virtue” could be feasibly contemplated. Hence, the existence of ‘human happiness’ (as a universal sense of harmony) could be suitably proposed to depend on the cultivation and exercise of “complete virtue” (all four ‘cardinal/moral’ virtues). 
It was found that, in addition, Aristotle primarily enshrined the achievement of ‘human happiness’ as a central purpose of human life and a goal in itself. Where, given that ‘human happiness’ has been established to be experienced by all human beings of moral rectitude, the achievement of moral rectitude could be primarily enshrined as a central purpose of human life/a goal in itself (as per the Framework of Human Development).   
Along this order, it could be feasibly proposed that while the cultivation and exercise of one’s moral conduct/character progressively convey one’s moral rectitude/‘human happiness’/universal sense of harmony, its cultivation and exercise by all human beings would progressively encompass the ‘happiness/harmony’ of humanity. Thus, the universal objective reality of Moral could be perceived to consist of those «invariant manifestations upholding the integral paradigm sustaining the evolution of humankind». Where, the evolution of humankind would require the development of correlated patterns of human nature/structure and faculties, as the constituent parts essential to its attainment. 
It could then be said that the objective reality of Moral has been logically/intellectually sustained in accordance to the premises of its original philosophical conceptions, as follows: 

a) exclusively intrinsic to individual human beings → (dual biological/individual nature);                                                                                        
b) naturally inherent to cognitive, volitional and virtuous conduct → (free willed actions); 
c) foundationally upholds the validity of human excellence → (optimum excellence of
     conduct/character: moral rectitude);   

d) fundamentally essential to human happiness → (universal sense of harmony).      
                                                                     ●                                                    
Conclusion
  After the +/- 10 years of relentless endeavor that took to -as concisely as possible- conclude the presentation of this proposal, moral corruption seems to have furthermore enthroned its presence without any foreseeable resolutions at hand. In addition, the term ‘moral corruption’ continues to be reputably used about the criminality of adult human being’s actions/conduct/character. Where, by accepting the existence of such a thing as ‘moral corruption’ (inferring the presence of acts denoting immoral conduct/character), the existence of such a thing as ‘moral rectitude’ (inferring the presence of acts denoting moral conduct/character) is being implicitly conceded; this, in spite of the fact that the existence of Moral ­as a universal objective reality­, persists to be academically disdained and scientifically disclaimed.
Please consider that ‘true’/innate philosophers revel on their freedom from any academic constraints (which do not, howsoever, influence the scientific feasibility of philosophical discernments), that could possibly deter their intellect from intuitively navigating above their inflexible compartmentalization of knowledge and terminology. Yet, in order for a theoretical philosophical proposal to even be slightly considered by academia, the sequential (top/bottom and down/up) logical arguments sustaining the feasibility of its premises would have to intellectually bridge the apparent void between Philosophy and Science. 

This new theoretical perspective on the philosophical concept of Moral as the existence of a universal objective reality, urges professionals in all the pertinent fields to bear in mind the overbearing hurdles that scientific facts impose on intellectual discernments of philosophical concepts, in order to lurk beyond its academic limitations and to -in concert- procure the overall consensus being required for the implementation of moral conduct/character education courses in the curriculum of our school systems; which, on the long run, could be capable of conveying the moral rectitude herein proposed to sustain the ‘true’ evolution of humankind. 
It would definitely be worth the effort.

Annex A    

Evolutionary Development of Human Nature and Faculties

(Please note that the more extensively I researched for the scientific information pertinent to this outline, the more difficult it became to identify those distinctive particularities of reason, sensation and motion that could be properly elucidated to be inherently associated to those of cognition, perception and action that could, in turn, correspondingly delineate their correlated evolvement along the herein proposed four age time frames of human development. Nevertheless, an attempt to try do so was considered to be worthwhile in order to plausibly demonstrate, that the gradual advancement of conduct is foundationally supported in accordance to the evolutionary development -Birth to 28 yrs old-, of the biological and individual dual nature solely intrinsic to human beings.) 

                            Rational/Mental       +      Emotional/Sensorial       +       Physical/Volitional       

                            Nature/Faculties                 Nature/Faculties                      Nature/Faculties                    

                                 ↓         ↓                              ↓           ↓                                  ↓            ↓
1st Time Frame:  

a) Birth-3 yrs old     -------- / --------              Primal / Unconscious                 Reflex  / Instinctive 

                                                                   Instincts   Impressions               Motion(s)    Action(s)

                                   ↓          ↓                            ↓            ↓                                 ↓              ↓
 (Mirror neurons⁑)

                              -------- / --------                Core  / Contextual                  Impulsive / Reactive 

                                                                  Feelings    Imagery                    Motion(s)    Action(s)

                                   ↓           ↓                         ↓             ↓                                 ↓              ↓
b) +/-3-7       Transductive/Pre-operational     Raw  /  Pictorial              Compulsive/Goal-oriented 

   yrs old         Reasoning       Thoughts       Emotions   Imagery               Motion(s)    Action(s)

                           ↓                       ↓                    ↓               ↓                             ↓              ↓
2nd Time Frame:   

7-14 yrs         Deductive  /   Concrete          Basic   /   Symbolic              Coordinated/Associative

                     Reasoning      Thoughts      Emotions     Imagery                 Motion(s)    Action(s)

                          ↓                       ↓                      ↓               ↓                            ↓               ↓
3rd Time Frame:       

14-21yrs        Analytical /   Abstract         Virtues  /  Conceptual           Introspective/Constructive  

                     Reasoning   Thoughts        & Vices      Imagery                  Motion(s)    Action(s)

                           ↓                      ↓                     ↓                ↓                           ↓               ↓
4th Time Frame:      

21-28 yrs       Inquisitive / Reflective   Cardinal/Moral / Insightful           Intuitive   / Selective    

                     Reasoning   Thoughts            Virtues        Imagery             Motion(s)    Action(s)

__________________________

⁑ (Please note that the presence of mirror neurons was identified to fire upon both: the observation of an action/(s) and the subsequent implementation of that action/(s). As such, they were acquiesced to manifest the reality of sensory motor/action associative schemas/constructs (perception-action coupling process), as the genetic adaptation for action understanding by evolution to fulfill specific ‘socio-cognitive’ functions in primate species as well as in human beings; and was perceived to have conveyed the capacity of mimicry, as an additional genetic tool for the development of ‘informal’ learning in animal species.

Annex B

Correlated Evolutionary Development of Emotional Nature/Sensations

(Please note that all research tests on the identification of emotion(s)/sensation(s) in the human brain have been performed on adult study subjects. Where, in order to further sustain the feasibility of their age time frame correlated evolvement, entailed to tentatively identify those +/- distinctive particularities that could best comply until tests on children, pre-adolescents and adolescents provide the required scientific validation. Also note that those whose specific neural signatures were found to have been scientifically identified are followed by an asterisk.)

First Time Frame:  
a) Birth - +/-3 yrs old

Primal Instincts:                             Survival                                                      Reproduction
                                    Sustenance                Protection                               Mating                     Nurturing
Core                                /     \                    /     \                                /     \                     /     \
Feelings:                Pleasure/Displeasure  Security/Insecurity           Attraction/Aversion    Affection/Disaffection          
                                          ↓              ↓                 ↓            ↓                            ↓             ↓                 ↓              ↓

b) +/-3-7 yrs old
Raw                               ↓             ↓                 ↓             ↓                            ↓             ↓                 ↓              ↓

Emotions:             Calmness / Anger*  Confidence / Fear*                    Delight / Disgust*    Empathy / Apathy
                                   ↓              ↓                 ↓             ↓                            ↓             ↓                 ↓              ↓         
Second Time Frame:   
7-14 yrs old  
Basic                          ↓                ↓                 ↓              ↓                            ↓              ↓                ↓              ↓
Emotions:           Happiness*/Sadness*    Courage/Cowardice                Desire /   Disdain       Love    /   Hate
                                  ↓               ↓                ↓              ↓                            ↓              ↓                ↓              ↓   
Third Time Frame:
14-21 yrs old

Virtues/                        ↓               ↓                ↓              ↓                            ↓              ↓                 ↓              ↓
    Vices:                 Patience /  Wrath        Integrity/Duplicity               Chastity  /   Lust⁑       Diligence  /  Sloth                              

                                        ↓              ↓                 ↓              ↓                            ↓              ↓                 ↓              ↓
                                  Humility  /  Pride        Charity /  Avarice              Abstinence/Gluttony    Kindness / Envy*
                                    ˅                             ˅                                         ˅                              ˅             
Fourth Time Frame
21-28 yrs old

Cardinal/Moral             ↓                               ↓                                        ↓                              ↓
Virtues:                Prudence                        Justice*                               Fortitude                  Temperance
____________________________

⁑ (Please note that the vice of Lust was found to be the only sensation with a unique neural signature; distinct from all others. Upon further analysis, this uniqueness could -perhaps- be due to the intense drive force of the human libido, inherently associated to the Reproduction Mating Instinct. Where it could, in turn, prove to be the most difficult sensation for human beings to cognitively and volitionally control.)
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