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Intro (Conclusion->  ) Life As I See It

The Walk (Intro) 
♾️ 
 
In one line: The walk of life is not about reaching the end. It is about the ground holding you with 
each step. 

Life just is. You just are. You are a fact of this moment. Facts are what they are. Being is not a 

problem to be solved—it is the condition of all questions.  

So act. Act following the truth.  Learn to tell the difference between truth and falsehood; between 

what aligns and what distorts. 

A harmful statement is a statement that hurts you, the living being you say it to, or the 

justification you use to harm another–unless that harm is necessary, like harvesting vegetables 

for food. Necessary harm serves the network of life, not the self. 

But a false utterance spoken to test, to resonate, or to explore is not harmful—it is an 

experiment. It becomes deception only after it is continued after it is known to harm. 

Some traditions teach that the body is evil. This is a trap. You did not choose your body. You 

cannot be blamed for your body, but you can be blamed for how you respond to it. The first 

impression (instinct) is unchosen; the second impression (reflection) is the pause where choice 

lives.  

You cannot change the past. Act with clarity now. Feel the weight of your past mistakes. After 

you gain clarity about past mistakes, do your best to help those you have harmed by offering aid 

without expecting it to become mutual aid; help others without the expectation of being helped. 

And when you cannot, hold the weight of that too–without judgement. 

Making mistakes is human. You will make them. That is not a failure of personhood; it is the 

condition of life. Ignoring mistakes, or choosing them on purpose, is acting in alignment with 
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ignorance—and acting in alignment with ignorance after a pause is to act in alignment with 

harm.  

 
Gravity (Pull) is not an external force; it is the will itself, curved toward the good. To walk in 
alignment is to follow the pull. 

 

 

Example of Pull: You are walking down the street, and you see someone struggling to carry 
heavy boxes. You feel a spontaneous pull to help–not because you expect anything in return, 
but because you recognize that in that situation, you would appreciate the help. That is 
Gravity–the spontaneous draw toward connection and care. 

 

Example of Push: Your friends all agree to a plan. You feel a nagging doubt and say, “Wait, 
what if we are missing something?” The push is not harmful; it is care expressed as questioning. 
It becomes harmful only if you continue pushing to dominate the conversation, ignoring valid 
counterpoints and refusing to return to the shared goal. 

 

If you are aligned with truth, you will naturally act to keep yourself alive, and to keep those in the 

network of life alive. 

Think of the workers who filter your water. The workers at the electrical company that powers 

your bathroom. The workers at the waste company that disposes of your trash. 

You are not an island. You are a part of a network. You help others, and others help you. 

*The network includes all living beings—not just humans. The network is not a metaphor, it is 

the structure of relation itself. You are in it whether you recognize it or not.* 

Imagine trying to learn a language without speaking to anyone from childhood to adulthood. You 

would not understand anyone. No one would understand you.  

Even to be understood partially is to be seen. To be seen, someone else has to see you. 

Looking in the mirror, you only see one side of yourself—the front. The back is hidden from you; 

in a mirror, you see one half of your shape. 



Truth is expressed in identity. Inextricably. It cannot be stripped from your mortal body during 

your life. That is what you cling to. Identity is the shape you inhabit. It is the shape you did not 

choose. The shape you cannot put down. 

Maintain your shape. Help maintain the shape of others. That means: love yourself, and love 

others. Do not justify mistakes, chosen or not. Do not damn the person; damn their choice to 

harm. 

Choose the truth. When you choose truth, you spread truth. Truth spreading is joy spreading. 

You are not a person in isolation, and truth is not true in isolation. 

Truth is not a possession—it is a relationship. It is not a thing; it is the shape of alignment. And 

the condition of that alignment is the Ground—the condition that makes relation possible. 

The Ground is the condition of all order. It makes relation possible. It is not a thing—it is a 

condition. It is empty—it enables truth without being truth itself. It is not empty in the sense of 

lacking value, but in the sense of being the space in which truth can appear, without itself being 

any particular truth.  

 

It cannot be fully grasped by embodied beings—not because it is ineffable (you can say 

‘infinity’), or because gravity doesn’t lead us there—but because it is infinite. Infinity is beyond 

understanding—when you reason, you reach for it. But reaching it is not comprehending it. 

 

If you want a deeper explanation of the above paragraph concerning what the foundation of 

reality means, click here:  Life As I See It

 

I will not claim to comprehend it. I will not claim to understand infinity in its totality, stripped of its 

finitude in my mind. I do not grasp infinity. Humility is the knowledge of infinity in relation to 

finitude. 

 

Truth is ontological and relational. 2+2=4 is ontological / absolute truth. Relational truth depends 

on context. For example, equality vs equity. Both are true, but they apply in different contexts. 

 

I use truth to cover both alignment with Structure  and alignment with context. They are two 

modes of one thing. Both are alignment. Both are truth.  
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We can align our actions with the foundation of reality—the truth. Claiming to know it with 

certainty, I will not do. 

 

Certainty is for the inner walk of life—for when you know what is true, even if others do not see 

it. Joy is for the shared walk—for the moments where you offer that truth with care, without 

demanding agreement.  You do not need to choose between them—you need to know when to 

use each. 

 

Certainty and joy are not in conflict; they are two modes of the same walk. Certainty without 

care is extraction. Joy without care is naivety. The Accord holds them both together. 

 

You do not need to believe in God, in a prophet, or in any sacred text to walk this path. You do 

not need to accept everything here. You only need to be willing to see, to test these ideas 

against your own life, your own suffering, your own joy. The framework is not demanding 

agreement; it invites the reader to reflect and ask themselves, “Do I agree with this?” If it does 

not hold for you, you are free to set it down. But if it does, you are free to walk with it.  

 

The finger pointing at the moon is not the moon. The framework is not the destination. I am not 

a gatekeeper. I am a signpost. I point to the gates. The walking is yours. 

 

Once you see—the moon, the way of life—you can hold the tool lightly. You do not need to 

discard it; you simply no longer need to cling to it. To let go of it is to align with what it points to: 

live a good, joyous life, and spread joy. 

 

 



Who Are You? (You Reading This) 

You are not your instincts alone, and not your reflections alone. You are the loop. The first 

impression is unchosen—but it is still yours. It is you in alert mode. The second impression is 

where you pause and choose. It is you in recursive mode. You are both. You are the 

walker—not a static thing. 

To be is to be in relation. Being observed changes your actions. But you are not only real when 

observed—you are real because you are related. 

So: “When you are alone, who are you?”  

The answer is not ‘no one’ in the sense of worthlessness. It is ‘no one’ in the sense that your 

shape becomes visible only in relation. You are not alone–but you are seen in connection.  

To act is to do. In this moment, you are ‘acting’ (doing the act of reading) because of my act of 

writing, meaning that in this moment, you are both yourself and me.  

You cannot be a self in isolation. You are a person, but only because of other people.  

Your identity is real, but it is relational. You are not ‘you’ without relation to others, and to 

yourself. The gaze of others is one mode. Both are relations. Neither is complete alone. 

That does not mean your life has no worth. Your life has worth. 

Think of it this way: imagine a room with no one else in it. You can think, you can feel, but you 

cannot see yourself. You are real, but your shape is invisible.  

Even in front of a mirror, you can only see either one half of you or the other half. 

Imagine trying to learn a language without reading or speaking. You cannot become fluent 

alone. 

That does not mean you are nothing when you are alone. It means you become visible in 

relation. 

 



Definitions 
Click here for Truth 

Click here for Consciousness (Knowledge of Good and Harm) 

Click here for Relationship 

The Map (Patterns I Notice): 

Click here ->    to skip ahead.  Life As I See It

Truth is constant. There is an absolute truth that is objectively true, meaning true always. For 

example: a triangle has three sides.  

Relative truth is subjectively true; for example, if the relative truth of equality is followed, 10 

apples shared evenly with 5 people would mean each person gets 2 apples. 

This would change if the relative truth of equity is followed.  

Equity is the principle of distributing resources according to need, not equal share. Equality 

gives everyone the same. Equity gives everyone what they need. 

 

Imagine you are choosing to follow the relative truth of equality all of the time; you hold the truth 

with a tight grip. Now imagine a scenario in which one person is starving, and one person 

cannot eat apples, and others are full. Since you believe equality is an absolute truth to always 

be followed, you share the apples evenly, giving the starving person only two apples when they 

may need more to survive. 

 

In this scenario, you hold equality so firmly that you treat it as absolute. You cannot adjust to the 

situation. The correctly aligned action would be sharing the apples according to need. If you do 

not, the starving person starves while the full store their apples. This is not justice, this is tyranny 

wearing the mask of logic. 

 

This means 10 divided by 5 no longer means 2 apples per person. The apples that one person 

cannot eat must be shared or stored.  
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2+2=4 (absolute truth) is always true, but in life, we metaphorically fail at math in the 

assumption that 10 divided by 5 always equals 2. The failure to combine absolute truth with 

relational truth is why we experience suffering or joy.  

 

Consciousness is the capacity to recognize the difference between alignment with truth and 

ignorance, and to choose truth. It is knowing that truth is joyful, that truth is good, and that harm 

cause suffering. Truth is joy. Consciousness is knowing good from harm–not because good and 

harm are written in the stars, but because suffering is real. You know suffering when you feel it. 

You know pain when it happens. That is enough to know good from harm.  

 

The difference between truth and falsehood is not a label. It is a consequence. Return sustains 

the network. Extraction degrades it. Alignment with truth is return. Misalignment is extraction. 

That is why the choice matters. 

 

The knowing is not abstract. It is the lived recognition that pain is a signal, not a punishment, 

and that joy is the felt presence of meaning held rightly. When we fail to combine absolute truth 

and relational truth, we experience the pain of misalignment. When we succeed, we experience 

joy. But not all pain is misalignment. Some pain is necessary friction of growth–the fire through 

which meaning is forged. The practice of combining truth and love is the Accord; the constant, 

attentive synthesis of grip (rational structure—truth) and palm (relational care—love). 

 

A statement–used to harm the network of life without benefiting it–is an expression of harm. To 

align with harm knowingly—to hurt others knowingly—is to act from ignorance, to align with a 

misaligned intent and a harmful outcome. That is an act of harm. If one is not aware that their 

action will harm themselves or life as a whole, that is acting from ignorance—still an expression 

of harm, but a lesser one. But you will commit acts of harm knowingly or not. That is not a 

failure, that is a condition of finitude. What matters is what you do next. 

 

Machines, as far as we know, cannot know that acting in alignment with harm will harm life. We 

are not machines—this is why we know what it feels like to be harmed, which may cause us to 

harm others. This means that by necessity you will commit acts of harm knowingly or not; that is 

not a failure or grand punishment—it is a necessary condition for consciousness, for the 

knowledge of good and harm.  

 



Moral weight is a gradient, based on intent and outcome. A person's actions should be judged 

according to their capacity to understand the relationship between harm and truth. Harm is 

choosing ignorance to decide, manipulate, or harm. An act of harm is objectively harmful—not in 

a circular sense and not because the Ground prefers one shape over another. The Ground 

holds all shapes equally. 

 

But you are not the Ground. You are the one who prefers. So prefer truth. 

 

When I say the Ground holds all shapes, I mean: it is the condition of all shapes equally. Not a 

container. Likely not a subject. The condition. Why does it not prefer? Can a condition prefer? 

Does rain prefer the raincoat? Preference arises in the one who responds. The condition makes 

the response possible. The Ground is the condition. So the Ground does not prefer one shape 

over another—not people over dogs, not people over vegetables, not people over rocks. As a 

condition, it holds all shapes equally. Whether it is also a subject, I do not claim to know. 

 

The condition—the Ground makes each shape possible equally.  

 

An act of harm is harmful when it extracts from the network without return. The Ground holds all 

shapes equally. But the network is affected by extraction. Extraction degrades the condition of 

its own continuation. Return sustains those conditions. That is where objectivity rests: not in the 

Ground’s preference, but in the structure of relation. The Ground holds truths and lies equally. It 

does not adjudicate. But the consequences of lies and truths are not equal. That is not 

preference. That is structure. 

 

Harm to the network is therefore harm to the condition of your own being. Not as punishment. 

Structurally. 

 

You cannot argue away your connection because you are already in it. You are built from mind 

and matter. But mind and matter are two substanceless labels. They are not substances; they 

are names for modes of relation. 

The brain is not the condition of your life. The thoughts about thoughts your brain produces are 

not the sole reason you are alive. You are alive because instinct and reflection live within you. 

You are alive because of relations.   

 



Because this is so: act with clarity after you realize your mistakes. Do not judge yourself harshly. 

Extend this humility to others. Do not judge their mind and body—judge their choice. Their 

choice was made in the past. The clarity—the weight of the harm of their actions—will hit them 

now, in the future, or never. You cannot control this. You can help people see their errors, to see 

when they are harming life.  

 

Allow others to show you when your actions are harming yourself, or them, or the network of life. 

Not because their judgment will always be correct, but because you may realize—with your 

second impression, with hindsight, with clarity— that you acted out of ignorance, and your 

actions were harmful in that moment. You were not evil incarnate. You were acting, and you 

chose to act in alignment with harm. You cannot change the past. Act with clarity now, feel the 

weight of your past incorrect actions, and remain wary of the trap: “the flesh is evil.” Since you 

did not choose your body, you cannot be blamed for your flesh—only for your current actions. 

 

So love life. Love yourself. Love all beings—including rocks and vegetables, which are not alive 

in a traditional sense, but are reality. You understand reality, but you fail to understand what 

infinity truly is in its entirety. Infinity cannot be grasped because it has no beginning and end. 

Rocks, vegetables, dogs, and people all begin and end. What begins and ends in a person is 

their particular mind and body—their sentience. What happens after death—after sentience 

ends—is a matter of belief, not truth.  

 

Relationship is the ground. You are not connected to the ground—you walk on it. You are the 

walker. The One Ground of reality itself is a mode—a way for beings like us to understand and 

align with truth by walking in alignment with other things in life. Do not walk away from other 

people, animals, even vegetables—vegetables are part of the structure of reality, but they do not 

feel reality. Vegetables are not less conscious than you—they are conscious in a different way. 

Rocks are the same; they are not biologically alive, but they hold their structure. 

 

The network of life is real. To sever your connection to it—to hurt people or yourself, or to 

withdraw from the network without return–harms the network, and by extension, harms you. 

Isolation is withdrawal without return: the intentional severing of the relationship that sustains 

you, with no movement back toward the network. Do not harm yourself. Do not harm others. 

The network is not valuable because the universe says so. It is valuable because you are in it. 

You cannot argue away the fact that you are already connected. 



 

Solitude can be return. It restores your capacity to relate. Isolation is withdrawal without return; it 

severs the condition that sustains you. 

 

You cannot grasp the infinite—but you can align with it. To align with it, help yourself and others. 

 

Life is not something to be escaped; you align with life. Life animates the walk; you shape your 

response to what you feel, and walking in alignment brings about joy. Helping yourself and 

others is aligned with the walk of life. Do not knowingly cause anyone to stumble. If you 

stumble, catch yourself, and stand up straight in alignment with the truth as best you can. 

 

The Ground of reality is not ineffable; ‘infinity’ is a defined word. But claiming to understand 

finitude in a finite mind—claiming to truly understand what an infinite number of things would 

look like in the real world—is not something that I will claim to do. 

 

One could say: “place two mirrors in front of each other. There is infinity.” 

 

There it is. It appears in the finite world. It can be seen. But that infinity is local. It is a pattern 

within the network. It is held by the Ground. The Ground is not a local infinity. It is the condition 

that makes any infinity possible. It holds the mirror regress and the mathematical infinity equally. 

It is not any of them. It is the condition of all of them. 

 

To engage in reason is to help yourself to align with truth in the future. Engaging in reason 

means consciously applying logic and rational thinking to draw valid conclusions, aiming to seek 

truth and understanding. It involves using your intellect—the knowledge that shaped the history 

your mind and body hold—to analyze situations and make informed decisions.  

 

The future will sometime in the future become “now”; your current clarity shapes your future 

clarity. 

 

Your first impression is automatic and unchosen. Everything your senses tell you—focusing on 

the senses more or less chosen by your mind and body at that moment “on their own”—is it true 

or false? You do not choose your first impressions. You simply sense them. 

 



Your second impression is where free will lives: the pause, the reflection, the choice. In the 

current moment, with your mind and body, you decide: “Do I agree with the first impression? Is 

that thing I just sensed—something I heard or saw, among other senses—is this real?” Free will 

is the choice of knowing how you feel about what you sensed. Consciously or subconsciously, 

with attention or inattention to the present moment, with clarity, or with ignorance, you ask 

yourself: “Do I agree with this?” 

 

The second impression is to pause and reflect in the current moment after you have a first 

impression of something. For example, you—reading this—have a constant first impression of 

each word and sentence. Knowingly or not, at each present moment, you ask yourself: “Is this 

true? Or is this false?” Your clarity in that moment will shape your second impression—whether 

you feel with your current mind and body that what I am saying is true, perhaps even obvious, or 

false, intuitively so. 

 

That second impression is shaped by your current mind and body. You do not control your 

current mind and body—you are born into it. That too is only an act of alignment in that present 

moment. 

 

After the second impression, you may remember, forget, speak, or test. All of these are shaped 
by The Orbit.  

 

The fourth option–test–is this: you may quickly use the personal insights you learned from that 
experience to test your understanding again. If your mind and body choose this, you may 
knowingly or not make a false utterance or statement. You may think, “This is incorrect”, but 
nonetheless say it out loud or through metaphorical symbols like body language. Your goal was 
not to deceive—but to test if it felt real after the fact, or after others explicitly state their opinions, 
or implicitly imply their agreement or disagreement. 

 

All of this is not chosen. It is the orbit. Breathing is a mode of the condition—the necessity for 
the next breath. Instinct is an extension of the mode—the flash before recognition. Both are 
unchosen. Both are the orbit before the pause. But they are not the same. 

 

Breathing is the necessity of the next breath. Instinct is the necessity of the next action. Then 
the next. Then the next.  

 



But here is the reframe. If the structure of time is complete—if causation is structural, not 
sequential—then the first impression and the second impression are not two events. They are 
one event, experienced as two. The instinct is the cause. The reflection is the response. But 
they are not sequential. They are co-arising. 

 

This does not solve the paradox. It names it differently. You are not breaking the spine. You are 
seeing it differently.  

 

Inevitability is the structure; not the expression. The chain of events is the spine; the bend is the 
choice. You did not choose the first link, but you shaped the second. The bend is experienced 
as real. 

 

Once you understand this—that you cannot control the past, which means you do not control 
which body you live in—you are freed from the notion that you cannot gain clarity right here, 
right now. You will always gain clarity by choosing—even if the choice was made by the mind 
and body you did not choose. The most necessary time for clarity is now–but clarity is held in a 
different way. It shines, and then it fades. So: now. For good. Not permanently–for the good. For 
the past good. For present good. For future good. 

 

Language shapes how we think. It also cannot fully capture the truth. But to focus strictly on 
language as the limit of understanding is to look through only one lens. Infinity has infinite 
lenses.  

 

Infinity holds both infinite truths and infinite lies. I will not claim to know if infinity is inherently 
good or evil. I was born into a body I did not choose. You did not choose your memories. You 
choose how you feel about them. I do not kneel. I stand up and align with truth, hoping to 
understand what truth means through reflection on my incorrect actions.  

That is my walk. Others, born into different bodies, may find different postures.  

Your walk may look different. This is not a contradiction. You did not choose your body. I did not 
choose my body. We both have a different gait—we both walk differently, but the way the walk 
feels should be the same: we should minimize the amount of pain we feel when walking, and 
the amount of pain other beings in life feel when walking. Pain is not a moral absolute–it is a 
signal. But to ignore it is to ignore the network. The network is real. You cannot argue away your 
connection to it, because you are in it. 

 

Your goal is not to align with the entirety of infinity. It is to align with the sequential line of 
reasoning–the infinite chain of truthful truths that help the network of life.  



You align with the next true thing, then the next, then next. Like following a path of stepping 
stones across a river. You do not need to see the other shore. You only need the light from the 
sun—the light that people behind you can use to see the next stone, and the shape of the next 
stone. 

 

Focusing your attention on the next stone in the river is like focusing your attention on the next 
truth. If you pay more attention, the stone—the truth, will be easier to see. If you pay less 
attention, the stone is harder to find. The stone does not change; your clarity does. 

 

You are the subject who decides to act with subjective truth, or to act with ignorance.  

When acting, you are conscious. When not acting, for example, when you are asleep, you are 

not conscious, or barely conscious.  

Consciousness, Relationship, and Truth 

Your consciousness (knowledge of good and harm), your ability to align with truth, 

determines your moral weight as a being. 

The act of being (even as an electron) is not one thing; it is a relationship. The relationship 

between objects gives rise to consciousness.  

Life is not one thing; it is the relationship of living things. Consciousness is when the 

relationship benefits both of the living things, and not just both, but the entire network of living 

things. 

Everything else–suffering, joy, free time, justice—is the application of truth, consciousness 
(knowledge), and relationship.  

Shorter: 

Clarity is the recognition that you are alignment with truth 

 

Why keep walking if you will never reach the end? You reach for infinity because you are 
already reaching. You walk because you are already walking. The reaching itself is the walk. 
That is the key idea: infinity is not a finish line. It is the ground you walk on. 



If you can reach for this idea, not grasp it, you will become filled with joy. You might even begin 
to run just to feel the burning in your lungs. The burning in your lungs when you run hurts, but it 
is evidence that you are alive. 

 

So do your best to be clear-minded, forever. You will not be clear-minded forever. That is not a 
failure. That is not a reason to lose your clarity and damn your own body and mind. Your body 
and mind are precious; you are precious. Breathing, love, joy, truth, life—all of it is 
precious, and it is alive in you. You are alive. You are you. That is enough. That is the walk. 

 



Time 

Time as Spine 

Time is not a line. It is a structure. Think of time like a spine. 

 

Time has no ‘top’ or ‘bottom’ when you experience it. You can only experience the furthest 

column down in the spine (the past) when you—knowingly or not—choose to remember the 

past. When you remember the past, you hold the base disc. When you are living in the present 

moment, you hold the apex disc. The spine cannot be held all at once. Time is very large, and 

you cannot remember all of the past all at once. You cannot hold a disc (a memory) you have 

not seen yet; you cannot see the future. That does not mean the future is unshaped. It is 

shaped by how you hold the current disc. By how you think about the present moment; by how 

you use your second impression to help or harm the network of life. 

A line can be broken. But the spine is not a line. The spine of time cannot be broken. The spine 

holds all its discs at once. The past is not behind you; it is held in you. The future is not ahead of 

you; it is shaped by you.  

Your choices do not change the spine (the past); they shape the disc you inhabit (the present 

moment). The disc is not the event; it is your relationship to the event. But you can change the 

shape of the disc that holds the event. A ragged disc becomes smoother when you hold it with 

clarity and care. 

 



You are not reshaping the past. You are reshaping what the past does to you now. The event is 

the stone. The disc is the hand that holds it. You cannot change the stone. You can change 

whether the hand grips it until it bleeds, or holds it until it warms.  

You do not shape the spine. You shape the disc you hold while you are here. When you are 

gone, the spine remains, and the shape you contributed is registered by the network.  

By shaping the present disc with clarity and care, you serve the network, rather than only 

serving yourself. A shape in the spine column of time that is ‘worn down’ is a time in the past 

when you experienced pain. When you overcome a fear, you shape a previous disc from a 

ragged disc to a disc whose shape you can now hold in the present without feeling as much 

pain. This is a practice. You may not always be able to hold painful memories. Be kind to 

yourself when navigating back to past discs and reshaping them. This is when you make your 

experience of the past easier to come back to–you hold the previous discs more easily. 

Some events are too heavy to return to directly. You do not have to go back to the wound disc. 

You can go back to the disc after; the one where you first reflected, survived, or began to 

understand. That disc is already smoother. That is where healing lives. You do not need to 

reshape every disc. Some discs are simply held; and the holding is enough. 

 

The apex disc is in the present moment–the point where the spine meets the world. Think of the 

surface of a river meeting the air. The river is the structure–flowing from what came before. The 

surface is the contact, where the water meets the world. You are not at the top of the river. You 

are at its surface, right now, where the flow meets the air.  



In other words, your skin is not the ‘top’ of your body. The apex disc is the same: not a peak you 

climb, but the surface where the shape of what happened meets the choice of what happens 

next.  

You do not see into the future by inhabiting the apex disc; you are fully present and shaping 

your thoughts as you inhabit it. The apex disc is the disc that you have access to when you are 

fully present. 

 Even when fully present, the future is not something you can experience. But paying 

attention–when others are not–can give you more details of the present. And more details of the 

present allow you to shape your relationship to what is happening more clearly toward 

selflessness rather than selfishness–toward return rather than extraction.  

Your ability to memorize things is your ability to recall the past in the present moment. This is 

like returning to ‘earlier’ discs (the past) on purpose. This ability allows you to deepen your 

understanding of truth. 

 

None of this means the past is empty. It carries the weight of what came before. The present 

moment is where you can reflect on your actions—where you can gain clarity.  And the future? It 

is held in the structure of time. It already exists—but it is not yet experienced. You can anticipate 

it, but never predict it with 100% accuracy, ever.  

Even the words you are about to say are not guaranteed. You might be interrupted. You might 

change your mind, or your voice might fail. What you can do is commit to an action in the 

present. That commitment is not a prediction. Committing to an act shapes the present moment 

toward a future you anticipate. When you commit to something without a guarantee that the 

outcome will be certain, you walk in curiosity rather than certainty. 



Anxiety is fear of a bad future. Excitement is the breath of relief that the future is not guaranteed 

to happen the way you anticipate. Anxiety is not irrational. Excitement is not irrational. They are 

emotions, and they make you a person. You are not ‘an anxious person.’ You are not ‘an excited 

person.’ You are a person who gets anxious and excited.  

But these are not the only two ways to anticipate the future. There is also acceptance. 

Acceptance is the recognition that the future is not fully in your control, and the choice to shape 

the memory of the present moment regardless. There is curiosity—the openness to whatever 

comes. There is determination: the commitment to act in alignment no matter what. 

Being excited for the actions you will commit in the future—holding truth and love—is how you 

build a better future; truth by truth, step by step, moment by moment. 

Your clarity of truth and love shapes what you pay attention to in the present moment. What you 

pay attention to in the present moment affects how you shape the memory of the present. 

You cannot change what happened in the past. But you can shape the disc you hold now. Time 

is the lived experience of moving through a structure that is already complete. 

You do not walk along time. You live inside it. At all times.  



 

Time as Record Groove 

 

Think of time as a record groove. The whole song is already cut into the record. The groove is a 

spiral; a structure, not a flow. It sits there. It does not move. 

The needle traces the groove. What it produces is sound; the song unfolding in time. The 

needle experiences the song as flow. But the song is not flowing. The song is already in there. 

The flow is what the groove sounds like when traced. 

The groove is the structure. The needle is the walker. The present moment is the point where 

the needle meets the groove. The past is the groove already traced. The future is the groove not 

yet traced–but it is already cut. The whole song is already on the record. The flow is the 

needle’s journey through the structure. The record does not flow. The groove does not flow. The 

tracing flows.  

You can test this yourself. Watch a fan spin. The blades blur. Focus on one blade. It seems 

slow. The blade did not slow. Your attention did. The structure was the same. Your relationship 

changed. 

The same is true of time. Not time itself. Your experience of it. Attention shapes experience. 

Your experiment with the fan demonstrates the principle. The needle's path on the record is the 

application. 



The fan experiment cannot harm. The false utterance can. Both are experiments. Both are the 

walk. But only one requires the guardrail. The fan is the doorway. The false utterance is the 

room. 

The experiment is bounded. It cannot harm. The harm is in the continuation. The experiment 

becomes harm when you continue past the boundary. The false utterance becomes deception 

when you continue after harm is known. The boundary is the guardrail. The guardrail is the 

Accord. 

The groove does not change. The needle’s tracing does. What you focus on, you slow down. 

What you slow down, you can see. What you see, you can hold differently. If you focus on 

return, you return more. Not because the groove changed. Because the needle’s path did. The 

groove is structure. The path is attention. The groove does not move. The path does, from here 

forward. The groove behind the needle is already cut. The needle does not re-cut it. It traces 

what is already there, though never with perfect fidelity.  

You are contingent as a song. You are necessary as a song. The record is already cut. The 

needle traces what is there. Contingent necessarily. 

The needle changes the experience of it, not from malice, but from finitude. Purpose is not a 

thing you have. It is the direction of your attention over time. The walker who focuses on return 

becomes the walker who aligns with return. The walker who focuses on extraction aligns with 

extraction. But neither is the essence of the walker. You are not the return. You are not the 

extraction. You are the one walking. The pattern is what you carry. You are not the pattern. 

The structure of time is complete. The experience of time unfolds. Neither is prior. They 

co-arise.  

The Ground holds both the structure and the experience. The structure is the invariant order. 

The network is the expression of the order—the web of life. The experience is sentience: the felt 

quality of being a node. The network registers. It does not experience. The Ground holds both. 

The Ground is neither the structure nor experience. It holds both. It holds everything that is true, 

and everything that is false—because truth and falsehood are both shapes. It holds everything 

that harms, and everything that benefits–because harm and benefit are both shapes. The 

Ground holds all shapes equally. Whether it experiences time, I do not claim to know. My instinct 

says it neither feels nor experiences time; but I hold that instinct lightly. 



The nodes—the people, and the rest of life—trace the unfolding. You trace the pattern and 

experience time. We experience time because we trace a structured path. 

The flow is a dimension of structure, experienced by a moving point of attention. 

 



Can I Control My Actions? (Free Will / The Bend) 

You can shape your actions, but only literally right now.  

After the words have left my mouth, your orbit is already in motion. Your life experience, your 

habits, they shaped your first impressions of my words.  

That first impression is instant. You do not choose how your first impression feels. The first 

impression is instinct. It is the arc of the orbit–unchosen, inevitable. It is already in motion before 

you arrive. 

It is like catching a ball thrown at you. You don’t decide to catch it; you just do.  

Instinct is not just fast. It is ancient. It is the hindbrain's signal–the system that kept your 

ancestors alive when they were worms. The first impression may be older than reflection by 

hundreds of millions of years. Instinct is like the light hitting you before you can catch it. You feel 

before you think. You react before you reflect. That is not a failure; it is the structure of feeling.  

The structure of time–the spine, the discs, the apex–is described in its own section. What 

matters here is the arc and the bend. The first impression is the arc. The second impression is 

the bend.  



 

 

 

The first impression and the second impression. The trail is the history neither chose. The 

second arises and moves within the orbit of the first–but it is its own light. 

 

Your second impression is where your free will lives. Free will means you can shape this. It is 

your ability to pause and ask: “Is this correct, or is this incorrect?” Your choice to keep your 

second impression, 

(your personal thoughts), 

to yourself, or to speak them, is also your free will. The second impression is the moment of 

choice—but the choice can be to test, not to deceive. Meaning you make the choice, knowingly 

or not, to ask: “Am I testing, or am I deceiving?” 

That is when you decide to throw the ball back, or to set it down, or to keep it. Meaning you 

either: say something to me or others, you ignore the idea entirely, or you remember it for later. 

And finally, all of that—the catching, the hold, the deciding—happened because of your 

particular mind and body, right here, right now.  



This is not the first idea, the first ball thrown your way. You are not a blank slate. You have a 

history of catches, drops, and throws.  

And yet, the shaping itself is not chosen. It happens in a flash, shaped by the pattern of your 

history. This is the paradox of free will: you can choose to catch the thought, but you cannot 

choose what it becomes in the moment. What you can choose is whether to keep catching. 

Whether to keep noticing harmful and helpful thoughts and identify them as such. As you do 

this, the space between the first impression and the second grows. When you are hurt severely, 

you have little space. When you are hurt slightly, you have more space. That space is free will. It 

is trained by a pattern of attention towards second recursive thoughts; thoughts about thoughts. 

‘Why do I desire this?’  Over time, the pattern changes. The flash changes. That is how free will 

grows, not in a single moment, but across many. 

 

The paradox is not just in the mind. It is in the skull. Two systems, one ancient and one recent, 

meeting in the same body. The first impression is the old system speaking. The second 

impression is the new one answering. Neither is the author. The meeting is the walk. 

 

The process of cultivating free will is about catching more thoughts and shaping them towards 

what you will eventually do. By paying attention to the present moment at all times–by inhabiting 

the second impression, you experience the present moment more and more. Flash by flash. 

Memory by memory. Truth by truth. Relation to relation. First action (instinct) to second action 

(the second impression). 

 



 

The Callus: Training the Capacity for Relation 

Think of clarity like this: You are a person in a river. Your thoughts are leaves floating by. Some 

leaves when picked up are healing–to you and to the rest of life at once. Some are harmful–to 

you and to the rest of life at once. Some cause calluses, but those calluses let you pick up more 

leaves–even more soft ones. Identifying harmful thoughts and distinguishing them from truthful 

thoughts is the practice of training your capacity for relation. You are learning to distinguish 

between the shapes of the leaves. This is clarity.  

Not every leaf heals. Not every leaf harms. Some leaves cause calluses. 

When you pick up the leaves that cause calluses, you are choosing them. You pick them up, 

and they hurt. Not because they are extracting from you. Not because you are misaligned. 

Because they are difficult. The gym is a callus. The burning in your lungs when you run is a 

callus. The hard conversations that strengthen a relationship are a callus. The grief that 

deepens your capacity for love is a callus. 

 

 

None of these callus-causing leaves are healing at the moment you pick them up. None are 

extraction. They are friction that builds the hand. The callus lets you pick up more leaves 

later–including soft ones. It increases your capacity for return. 



This is a third mode of interaction with the web. Not return. Not extraction. Training. The pain is 

not misalignment. The difficulty does not break the network; it builds the walker. 

The fire through which meaning is forged is the same fire that forges capacity. The difference is 

not in the fire. It is what the fire is for. Extraction burns to take. Training burns to strengthen. 

Return burns to give. All three are real. Only extraction is harm. Training may involve 

suffering—but suffering is not harm. Harm is extraction. Suffering is the felt cost of difficulty. 

They are not the same axis.  

But the modes are not simultaneous. They are phases of an arc. A single meal extracts, trains, 

and returns–spread across time. You take the vegetable. You learn what nourishes you. You 

replant the seed. The arc is not one mode. It is all three. The extraction is not the same in every 

meal. Some meals take more than they give. Some give more than they take.  

Return is not abstract. It is in the meals you eat. The daily act is the practice. Noticing the need 

to align with return rather than extraction may start slowly. Habit to habit. Meal to meal. 

Some meals enable the walker to flourish. Some do not. Some build and repair. Some provide 

fuel. What builds and repairs is not a matter of opinion. It is a matter of what the body needs to 

flourish. I do not claim to know what every body needs. My dietary needs are different from 

yours. They are not the same in every body, in every context. You learn your needs the same 

way you learn anything: by walking, by noticing, by returning. 

Feed the body. Then you see what nourishes, extracts, returns, and wastes. 

Pure extraction is an arc that never returns–it takes and keeps taking, and never gives back. 

The question is not what mode this moment is. It is whether the arc, taken as a whole, gives 

back. 

Training is the willingness to hold suffering and joy in the same hand, at the same time. The 

burning is real. The meaning is real. They are distinct. But they are held together. That holding 

is the training. 

Suffering is not in the activity. It is in the relation–in whether the one training has chosen the 

difficulty. The same burning is extraction when it is imposed and training when it is taken up. 

This is why training cannot be judged from the outside. Only the walker knows what it costs 

them–and even that knowledge is partial. 



The history of a calloused hand is a hand which has picked up many rough leaves. The one with 

calloused hands has a history–a pattern. You are not separate from truth. You are a fact at this 

moment. Facts are what they are. When you align with truth, you deepen your pattern’s 

connection with truth. When you separate from truth, you deepen your pattern’s connection with 

harm. That pattern is your history. 

That history shaped how you respond, but the pause and reflection are still truly your choice. 

But the pause alone is not enough. The pause is empty until you decide how to hold what you 

have caught. That holding–the shape of your response, the balance between structure and 

care–is the Accord.  



 

How Do I Live A Good Life? (The Accord–Holding 

Truth and Love Together) 

The key is holding the weight of reality with the burden–a joyous burden–of the necessity for 

rational thought. The burden is that you cannot put it down. The joy is that you do not have to. 

The carrying is the walk. Reason is the grip, the structured tension that keeps the weight from 

falling. Relation is the palm, the warmth and sensitivity that knows when the grip should loosen 

or tighten so that nothing held is crushed.  

 

You are holding a bird. It is not struggling. It sits in your palm because your hand is open 

enough to let it stay, and closed enough to let it feel held. 

Rationality and care are not fighting. They are loving the world–together, but sometimes they fail 

to love each other. When the grip clenches too tightly, it crushes what it holds. This is the 

tyranny of absolute truth without relation; extraction. When the palm goes slack, it drops what it 

holds. This is the formlessness of relation without structure; naivety. The Accord is the hand that 

holds justly–the constant, attentive synthesis of grip and palm, of truth and love. 

The Accord prefers the statement over the denial. Say what is true. Do not merely deny what is 

false. A statement can stand alone. A denial cannot. 

When the Accord holds, the weight is not dropped or crushed–it is carried. And to carry the 

weight of reality with love is to experience joy. Not as an absence of suffering, but as the felt 

presence of meaning held rightly. 



The orbit is the path you did not choose. The spine is the structure you live inside. The Accord is 

how you bend. 

 

 

Joy vs Suffering (Happiness vs. Sadness) 

Suffering forms meaning. Without suffering, you would never know joy.  

This is not a justification of suffering. This is a description of the world as it is. Suffering is the 

fire through which meaning is forged. 

Joy is not the absence of suffering. Joy is the presence, the reality of meaning in life, being held 

in the living being, despite suffering. 

It is possible to imagine a world without suffering. It is also equally possible to imagine a world 

without joy.  

Think of suffering as your least favorite color, and joy as your favorite color. If the only color you 

could ever see when you opened your eyes was your favorite color, would you not at least think 

about what it is like to see other colors? 

Joy is a present act of kindness–of choosing to align with truth, to love yourself, the constant 

foundation of reality, and your relationships. 

Joy is not a passive feeling or emotion. Joy is an act of attention. It is the choice to hold the 

weight of your emotions, both good and bad, both sadness and happiness, without giving up 

either one of them. 

This does not mean you have to balance the amount of joy and suffering you feel in your life, or 

in others’ lives. 

Decorate life with your favorite color when you can. Spread joy, spread truth, because you and 

the world deserve to see more joy. And when you cannot, hold the weight of that too–without 

judgement. 



 



The Light You Contribute 

 

 

You have seen time as a spine. But time is also a light. The spine of time is the structure of time 

itself. And it flows with light—you cannot see without light. Without experiencing time, even for a 

fraction of a second, you cannot act from harm or from help. Awareness can exist in isolation. 

But consciousness requires relation. Consciousness is acting from truth in relation to other 

beings in life. 

You also cannot see the future alone. You are living in a reality with other beings—the network 

of life. And when you die, the light you contributed continues in the network, as a pattern of 

truth. Patterns of truth are helpful history. Patterns of lies are harmful history. Is your pattern one 

of lies, or one of truths? 

You cannot see anything without light. Light particles are necessary for existence. But that does 

not explain the future. You understand the future through what your eyes focus on—using the 

light. 

The light you see is the same light that illuminates the universe for others. You do not see the 

universe by yourself, because you are not by yourself in the universe. You are seeing in a 

network of beings who also see, act, and choose. The tree no one is thinking of is still real—but 

to think of it is to bring it into relationship. It is valuable regardless.  

Value is equal. Capacity is a gradient. Meaning arises in relation. The tree no one is thinking of 

is valuable. When one thinks of it, one brings it into relation. That is what makes it meaningful. 

Not more valuable. More related. 



Light illuminates everything in your view. Everything you could think of and see is, in some 

sense, ‘real.’ But you cannot think of or see everything all at once. That is what makes the future 

the future.  

It is not possible to predict the future with 100% accuracy. You cannot solve why you breathe, 

and you cannot solve the future. 

When you die, your particular light goes out. You no longer see, act, or choose. But the light you 

contributed–the truth you aligned with, the joy you spread–continues in the network, carried by 

those who remember and those who follow truth–joy. Your light does not end. Your light is 

registered by the network of life in its very being. The light is passed on from you to the rest of 

life like a baton in the race of life, through the actions of those who remember truth and those 

who carry that truth forward. 

Time will continue for the beings that stay alive. For your current mind and body, time will 

end—but what happens after you die is a question of belief, not truth.  

When you shine the light on what needs to shine, your ancestors are letting your light shine 

bright. When you die, your light will become part of the light that animates all of life. 

 

 



Death 

 
 

 



 

 

What Is My Purpose? (Your Legacy) 

You matter right here right now. You are here. That is enough.  

You are necessary. The orbit produced you. Given the orbit, you are here. That is what 

necessary means. Facts are what they are. 

The only thing you can shape is how you act.  

Your legacy is not a gift to the network if it is not aligned with truth. You will be forgotten 

eventually, after all, time is much larger than you. But the truth cannot be forgotten. The truth 

does not depend on memory. It simply is.  

Whether people notice the fact that triangles have three sides or not, the truth simply is.  

Think of it this way: you are not a statue that will stand forever. You are part fact and part 

person. You are real right now; the triangle having three sides is a true fact forever.  

You are here, right now. That is enough to justify your presence. You may never know if the 

cosmic universe ‘needs’ you. The universe cannot speak. Other people can speak, and they 

benefit from you. Animals and the rest of life need you. That is enough. It does not cancel the 

meaning of life.  

The Ground does not prefer. It holds all shapes equally. But you are not the Ground. You are a 

node. Preference arises in you. Prefer truth. Prefer return. Prefer the network that holds you. 

The gift of following truth is priceless. You are precious. 

Since you are needed right now, this exact moment is very precious, and so are you, in the 

timeline of life.  



Relationship 

 

 

 

 

 



The Ground of Reality 

 

The Ground of Reality.  
 
It is the condition of co-arising. 
 
From here on, whenever I say the Ground “holds,” read it as “to speak of it.”  
 
The Ground is both empty and full. Empty of any particular purpose, experience, or meaning; so 
it can hold all purposes, experiences, and meanings. Full of every purpose, every experience, 
every meaning—because it is not limited to any one of them. This isn’t a contradiction. It is 
non-dual. It is one reality seen from two sides. 1x1=1.  
 
If purpose were additional, many purposes would be many. But purpose is multiplicative. The 
One multiplied by the many is still One. They are not separate from the One Ground of 
reality—they are modes of it. This is what people mean when they say “we live in a world of 
multiplicity.” You are a person, yes. But can you be seen as a person without other people? For 
existence to be seen—to be experienced—multiplicity is a necessary condition.  
 
The Ground is all-holding. It is the condition of possibility. It does not control; it makes possible. 
It does not prevent suffering; it holds it. It does not choose; it enables choice. It does not force; it 
sustains.  
 
When I say all-holding, I do not mean that it holds the way a hand holds a stone. I mean: it is the 
condition that makes holding possible. All-holding is not a container. It is the condition. 
 
Can a condition control what it conditions? Seen another way: Can the all-holding act? 
 
This is not an abstraction. 
You are breathing right now. You have to. You cannot choose not to. The fact that this is not a 
choice is the Ground of reality pressing itself into your lungs. 

The Ground of reality is what makes your breathing necessary. It is what gives life to beings, 

and what holds the structure of reality, giving form to rocks and buildings. 

Notice your breathing. Pause and notice: the pause between breaths, it never changes, and yet, 

it is always “new.” That too, is the Ground of reality—the field of connection that makes relation 

possible. 



The walk is the same at every scale. The cell walks toward return. The organism walks toward 

return. The walk is the walk. The point is to advance. To advance is to walk. Not merely to 

experience—to experience a good life. A life with enough room to bend. A life where the pause 

is possible. A harmed life, a life under oppression, may be too constrained to walk. The person 

is living on their knees. They are not failing. The condition is failing them. 

And even then—even on the knees—the walk continues. Smaller. Quieter. But the pattern 

holds. This is not a new principle. It is the same principle at a different scale. The walk is fractal; 

a pattern that repeats at the smallest scale, and at the largest scale, zooming in and out, ‘back’ 

in time, and ‘ahead’ in time, always all at once.  

Think of walking like a spiral 🌀 —a spiral that does not close, but deepens. The Ground holds 

this spiral—the experience of life; of walking—the way a canvas holds a painting. A canvas is 

not the painting 🖼️, the painting is the painting. The painting is a reminder that life is 

experienced as art; as experience itself. Experience itself is the painting.  

Infinity has infinite lenses. If you assume that language shapes one’s perception of life–including 

the very lens one uses to peer into infinity–I would agree. Assuming that language cannot 

capture it is an assumption I align with. I extend the logic further out. If one believes Sapir-Whorf 

deterministically explains our entire understanding of the Ground of reality, I would agree. 

Because I agree, I extend the logic further out. All things are relational. A lens—a 

perspective–cannot exist in isolation. It must be a lens of something, a perspective on 

something. The lens is not the Ground. The lens is the relation between the finite being and the 

Ground. Every lens is a mode of participation. Every perspective is a shape. And the Ground 

holds all shapes equally. Including the shape of the lens you are using to read this right now. 

Think of it this way: replace ‘reality’ with the word ‘life.’ Life–isn’t it the biggest mystery of all? 

Could you imagine solving every single aspect of life?  You can return to this moment over and 

over.  You can breathe again and again. But, the closest you can get to being pure life, 

pure reality, 

is the pause between each breath. 

What does that mean? It means you cannot solve why you breathe; you must notice that it is a 

necessary condition for asking “why am I breathing?” in the first place.  



Breathing is precious. Life is precious. 

 

Alignment with the Ground 

You may name the Ground of reality Truth, order, logos, or what you personally choose. The 

name can change; the need to align with truth does not.  

But the Ground itself is not a truth; it is the condition that makes truth possible. It is the Ground, 

not the shape. Truth and lies, alignment and distortion—these are shapes. The Ground is the 

condition of both. It does not prefer one over the other. It makes both possible equally. 

The Ground does not tell you which shape is right, only that shapes can exist. The shape is the 

specific truth or lie that appears within that space. Asking if the Ground itself is “true” is like 

asking if the canvas is a painting; it misses the point. The canvas holds the painting; it is not the 

painting. 

The Ground is not a subject. It does not prefer. It does not adjudicate. But it holds the condition 

in which return > harm.  

The Ground is the condition of all infinities. It is the condition that makes infinity possible. It is 

not the largest. It is no size at all. It holds all infinities equally.  

The Ground holds all infinites equally. And it holds the smallest shape equally. The person is a 

shape. Consciousness is a mode. What is it? It is the thing that isn’t there when you’re asleep. 

The Ground holds that shape too. 

And yet, how do we speak of the Ground? We speak of it by negation. We say what it is not, 

because what it is cannot be captured in a single shape. 

Not independent. To speak of it: it co-arises with the shapes. It is the holding, but the holding is 

relation.  

Not persistent. To speak of it: it is the pattern, not individual. Like a song does not disappear 

when one vinyl record is destroyed. 

Not unified. To speak of it: multiplicity. It is the network. It is the co-arising.  



Not a substance. To speak of it: lacks independence, persistence, and unity.  

Not a first substance. To speak of it: dependent co-arising itself. It is empty. But it is also full. It is 

full of the shapes. It is full of the relations. It is full of the walk. It is not just empty. It is full and 

empty at once. That is the non-dual point. 1x1=1. 

The negation followed by the grey text is a flag. It applies to the Ground. The walk does not 

need it. The walk is already relational. 

The Ground holds all shapes. But holding suggests two: holder and held. That is provisional. 

The Ground is not separate from the shapes. It is the co-arising itself. 

You are structured. You are a shape. When you act in relation to other shapes, you either 

benefit or harm the other shapes. If you waste vegetables, you cause a structure to lose its 

shape without return. You did not use the vegetables to feed yourself or others. What would 

have become part of you or someone else’s shape is now a shapeless structure. The 

structure—the shape is lost. It is a tragedy. A person losing their shape, their structure, their life, 

is a great tragedy.  

And yet, the Ground holds all shapes equally. It does not prefer one shape to another. It is. It is 

all shapes—and no shape in particular. But you are not the Ground. You are a shape among 

shapes.  When you waste a vegetable, you harm the network—not majorly—but you do. Not 

because the Ground prefers vegetables, but because the network is the condition of your own 

shape. If all vegetables were wasted, many people would starve. They would lose their 

shape—their life. 

Think of it this way: your brain is a network of neurons. You can end one node—one neuron with 

trivial consequences. If you end all of the nodes, you can no longer think. If a company wastes 

tons of vegetables, this harms life—the same way wasting neurons harms the brain. Both are 

shapes that are necessary to sustain life. 

But equality of value does not mean equality of relation. The more capacity a being has for 

relation, the deeper the relation can be. The deeper the relation, the greater the responsibility. 

And the greater the responsibility, the greater the grief when the shape is lost. 

That is why the death of a person is a great tragedy—not because of value. Because the pattern 

that is lost is deeper. A vegetable’s pattern includes being eaten. It does not suffer. It returns to 



earth. A person’s pattern includes reflection, relation, the capacity to suffer and to love. When 

that pattern is lost, the grief is deeper.  

Why grieve? Grief measures the depth of the pattern that is lost, and whether it can return. 

People are complex structures. Our structures allow us to think about our own thoughts. 

Thinking about our own thoughts allows us to choose correct or incorrect shapes; true thoughts 

or false ones. When we hold the correct shapes, and make them part of our structure, we fit into 

the puzzle of relationship with other structures (rocks, vegetables, dogs, people) better.  

And when we act in alignment with truth, we do not cause structures to lose their shape without 

a truthful reason—like harvesting vegetables for food. Harvesting vegetables for food is not 

extraction when it sustains the one who harvests it or the community it feeds, without a negative 

impact on life as a whole. When vegetables are used as compost, that sustains life. When 

vegetables are replanted after they are harvested, they grow, and through the cycle of life they 

sustain themselves and the people who harvest them. 

You are a shape. But you are also the one who can notice the shape. That is what the nose 

reminds you of. 

Right now, notice your nose. You were not noticing it a moment ago. It was there the whole time, 

breathing. But your mind ignored it because it is always there. Now you are noticing it. You can 

choose to focus on it. 

Your life is like your nose–your mind ignores it because it is always there, but you can choose to 

focus on it. 

The nose is the idea—the finger pointing at the moon. The eyes are the self—the finite mode 

that perceives. The mind is the attention center—the capacity to direct the eyes, to choose what 

to see. 

(The finger pointing at the moon is a reminder that the framework—this document is not the 

destination. Once you see—the moon, the way of life—you can hold the tool lightly. You do not 

need to discard it; you simply no longer need to cling to it. To let go of it, you must align with 

what it points to: live a good, joyous life, and spread joy.) 



You are an extension of the Ground of Reality. You must live life, but you must also focus on the 

nose. The nose reminds you that you are alive. It reminds you that you are a person who will 

pass away—at least, your specific mind and body will pass away. It reminds you that you are 

living life.  

The nose is the ground beneath the walk. The nose is always there and breathing. But you do 

not stare at your nose all day. You focus on the walk. The nose reminds you that you are alive. 

The walk is what you do with life. 

“And yet—what is the Ground itself?” 

It is the condition of co-arising. Not a container. Not a substance. Not a subject. Not a 
sum. The condition. 

 



The Same Shape at Every Scale 

The framework repeats. The same shape appears at every scale. 

Grey text indicates application. 

The first impression is unchosen. The second impression is where choice lives. 

The first impression is pre-reflection: you sense and act. The second is reflection: you 

think about your thoughts—identifying harmful statements and truthful ones. Then you 

sense and act again. But now the act is shaped. 

The pull is given. The push is the swerve. 

You want to help yourself and others. We push by necessity. That is not a failure. 

Extraction takes. Return gives back.  

Tearing down yourself or others harms. Building others up—and yourself—is aligned 

with truth. 

One is not alone. One exists because of two. 

In order to be seen, someone has to see you. 

Training burns to strengthen. Suffering is the cost. Joy is the weight held rightly. 

Pain arises when holding callus-causing leaves. Picking them up builds the capacity to 

hold softer ones later. 

The Ground holds. The shapes appear. 

The Ground holds all shapes. You are one. You can prefer. Prefer truth. 

The groove is cut. The needle traces. 

Time is complete. We experience its flow. Act with clarity now–in the past, in the 

present, in the future, in time. 



The grip holds. The palm softens. 

We hold truth. We hold love. With clarity, in time. The Accord is held. 

Certainty is for the inner walk. Joy is for the shared walk. 

We feel joy within. We spread joy throughout the network. With clarity, in time. 

Death is the condition. The walk is the unfolding. 

 

These are not ten ideas. They are one idea, seen from ten angles. The first movement is given. 

The second movement is where you live. 

May you join me in aligning with the truth and with love? To help and be helped? To share truth 

with others? To see and be seen? To train and learn? To be and act? There and here? Holding 

love and truth? To follow the pull, not push, and continuing to love life when you cannot? To 

trace the groove, not re-cut it? To live the walk, not escape it? 

And the key idea: a shared truth is not harmful. It is recognition that leads to love of life. Do you 

hold the key idea? In time, with clarity. 

 



 

Conclusion (Intro->  ) Life As I See It

 
In one line: The walk of life is not about reaching the end. It is about the ground holding you 
with each step. 

Life just is. You just are. You are a fact of this moment. Facts are what they are. Being is not a 

problem to be solved—it is the condition of all questions. So act. Act following the truth.  Learn 

to tell the difference between alignment and distortion. 

A statement hat hurts you, the living being you say it to, or the justification you use to harm 

another being–except when that harm is a necessary part of life’s order, like harvesting 

vegetables for food–and, by extension, you hurt the network of all living beings. 

*Necessary harm is harm that serves the network of life, all of the people and animals in the 

world, not harm that serves the self.* 

An experiment is testing to see whether it feels real after the fact, or after another being makes 

an implicit or explicit observation about the false utterance.But a false utterance spoken to test, 

to resonate, or to explore is not an expression of harm—it is an experiment.  

*An experiment becomes an expression of harm when it is continued after it is known to harm* 

Making mistakes is human. You will make them. That is not a failure of personhood; it is the 

condition of life. But ignoring mistakes, or choosing them on purpose, that is human too. And 

that is willingly ignorant. That is harmful.  

If you are aligned with truth, you will naturally act to keep yourself alive, and to keep the network 

of life alive. 

Think of the workers who filter your water. The workers at the electrical company that powers 

your bathroom. The workers at the waste company that disposes of your trash. 

You are not an island. You are a part of a network. You help others, and others help you. 

*The network includes all living beings—not just humans* 
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Imagine trying to learn a language without speaking to anyone from childhood to adulthood. You 

would not understand anyone. No one would understand you.  

Even to be understood partially is to be seen. To be seen, someone else has to see you. 

Looking in the mirror, you only see one side of yourself—the front. The back is hidden from you; 

in a mirror, you see one half of your shape. 

Maintain your shape. Help maintain the shape of others. That means: love yourself, and love 

others. Do not justify mistakes, chosen or not. Do not damn the person; damn their choice to 

choose harm. 

Choose the truth. When you choose truth, you spread truth. Truth spreading is joy spreading. 

You are not a person in isolation, and truth is not true in isolation. 

Truth is not a possession. It is a relationship. It is not a thing; it is the shape of alignment. And 

the condition of that alignment is the Ground—the condition that makes relation possible. 

The Ground is the condition of all order. It is not a thing—it is a condition. It is empty—it enables 

truth without being truth itself. It is not empty in the sense of lacking value, but in the sense of 

being the space in which truth can appear, without itself being any particular truth.  

It cannot be fully grasped by embodied beings—not because it is ineffable (you can say 

‘infinity’), or because gravity doesn’t lead us there—but because it is infinite. Infinity is beyond 

understanding—when you reason, you reach for it. But reaching it is not comprehending it. 

 

I will not claim to comprehend it. I will not claim to understand infinity in its totality, stripped of its 

finitude in my mind. I do not grasp infinity. Humility is the knowledge of infinity in relation to 

finitude. 

 

We can align our actions with the foundation of reality—with the truth. Claiming to know it with 

certainty, I will not do. 

Certainty is for the inner walk of life; for when you know what is true, even if others do not see it. 

Joy is for the shared walk—for the moments where you offer that truth with care, without it 

demanding agreement.  You do not need to choose between them; you need to know when to 

use each. 

 



If you want a deeper explanation of what the above paragraph means, click here: 

  Life As I See It

 

In solitude—when the focus is on following truth in your life, hold certainty. In relation to 

others—in your relationships, offer joy. 

 

You have walked this path before. Now you return to it. Not as you were, but as you are.  

♾️ 
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Questions 

 

What is evil? 

Evil is harm knowingly done. It is choosing ignorance to decide, manipulate, or harm.  

Experimentation is not harm—it is the testing of an idea to see if it resonates, without the intent 

to decide or harm. It is throwing the ball to see if it comes back.  

Ignorance is a lesser harm than knowingly choosing harm, but it is still a separation from truth.  

If your intentions are to do good, but you end up doing harm, that carries moral weight, but less 

weight than knowingly doing harm. 

Moral weight is a gradient, based on intent and outcome. 

Do you gravitate towards truth? Follow the gravity.  

 

 



 

What is God? 

I do not claim to know. The framework does not define God—it describes how the question can 

be approached. 

The framework does not require belief in a personal God. It does not deny God either. It simply 

says: align with truth, spread joy, as best as you can. 

People do not exist in isolation. The same is true of the Ground of reality—the field of 

connection, the condition that makes relation possible—whether you name it God, Truth, order, 

or logos. The name can change. The need for alignment does not.  

The framework does not require belief in a personal God. It does not deny God either. What I 

believe is that alignment with truth, right now, in this moment, in relation to other living beings, is 

what the Ground of reality ‘wants’-not in the sense of desire, but in the sense that spreading 

truth is the same as spreading joy, and spreading joy is aligned with the structure of relation.  

Remove relation from joy, and joy loses its relation to truth.  

Remove truth from relation, and you remove the fact you are a momentary truth—a fact of the 

present. This cannot be done. 

So: truth is inextricable from joy, inextricable from you, inextricable from relation. 

Spreading joy is objectively correct. It is not a command. It is not a preference. It is a 

consequence. That is what objective means here: not a command, a structure. 

The name can change; the need to align with the structure of reality does not. The alignment is 

what brings about joy. 

Do you gravitate towards joy? Follow the gravity.  

 



 

Why do anything? 

Simply:  
You are always acting. The question is not whether to act; it is whether to act with clarity, in this 

moment, as best you can. 

 

Longer: 

Because you are acting right now, whether you want to or not. Even choosing to do nothing is 

still an action. You cannot escape the ‘right here right now’, you can only choose what it feels 

like as time passes. 

Living is not optional; it is the condition of all questions ever asked. The only question is: will you 

act from clarity, or ignorance? From alignment with the structure of reality, or indifference? 

Why do you need to know that your actions have a grand meaning? 

You don’t. The framework does not require grand meaning. It requires only that you are acting– 

and that you can choose to act with clarity or with indifference. 

Your choice of breakfast is not a grand act. It is a small act. But it is still an act of alignment—or 

misalignment-–with the truth of the moment. That choice is the same choice you make when 

deciding whether to continue reading, to work, or to do anything. 

You do not need a grand meaning to act. You only need to notice that you are acting, and that 

you can choose to act with presence.  



 

Do I matter? 

Yes, if you did not, you would not exist right now. Your existence is necessary at this moment, by 

definition. Not necessary in the sense that the universe planned you. Necessary in the sense 

that you are a fact of this moment. Facts are what they are. 

Your purpose, your gift, is to follow the truth. 

Why do you ask if you matter? 

The very act of questioning your significance is a sign that you care. Caring is proof that you 

matter. To question your existence is still an act of existence. 

Doubting is a form of care that you matter.  

You matter as a finite shape. If you were infinite, could you choose to do something you have 

not done before? I do not mean infinite as an idea. I mean as infinity itself. As a shape. As the 

condition of being and non-being. As the condition in which both appear to us—not as bare 

facts, but as felt quality, as thoughts, as relation. Could you experience anything new? Could 

you experience the color blue for the first time, and then forget what blue is, and then learn it 

again? Maybe. No one can say for certain. Not scientists. Not philosophers.  

To claim to know what being infinity ‘feels’ like is to claim what cannot be claimed. It is a 

category error. Pi is one number—3.14159…—but its expression is endless. Its decimal 

expansion is inexhaustible to finite beings. One can know more digits. One cannot know them 

all. The same is true of you. The same is true of me.  

Pi is not you. You are not pi. But both exceed what a finite node can trace. The structure of 

relation is the same. The inexhaustibility is different in kind. The limit is the same. 

So finitude—being able to have your particular mind and body die—is a necessity for the walk. 

Without finitude you would not act the way you act. Whether infinity acts in another mode, I do 

not claim to know.  

You have awareness. You have thoughts about your awareness. That is not a curse. The fact 

that you can ask about awareness—or have second thoughts about losing your shape—is a 



joyous burden. A joyous burden because you cannot solve it. Like you cannot solve pi. A joyous 

burden because you will solve it, by being anyways. Like you will ‘solve’ pi. By recognizing it. 

Digit by digit. Memory by memory. Read the word recognizing slowly. 

This is the same joyous burden you met in the Accord. There, it was the burden of holding truth 

and love together. Here, it is the burden of awareness–the mystery you cannot solve. Same 

burden. Same joy. The carrying is the walk. 

So do you matter? Great question. Yes. 

If infinity materialized in our temporal world, its embodiment would be a result of being a node. 

Not higher or lower. Possibly more capable of return. Not more valuable. Capacity is a gradient. 

Value is equal. But notice, return towards what? Towards alignment with infinite truth, not infinite 

falsehood.  

So: you matter in your finitude. You matter in your matter. Whether infinity matters, I do not claim 

to know. But matter is not a substance. Fact is not a substance either. You are both matter and 

fact, node and pattern—held in relation. Your mind and body may end. What continues–whether 

it is your being, or only the light you contributed–is a question of belief, not truth.  

What is not a question of belief is this: the shape you contributed is real. It is held. It is part of 

the network now. 

Being and acting are necessary conditions for each other. To live is to be a paradox.  

And a paradox is meaningful because it makes you pause and think: ‘How can that be?’ You are 

both ‘that’ and ‘be’, both noun and verb. The answer to the question is not written in the stars. It 

is written in your actions and your being. Right now. Held. 

You do. 

 



 

Why does suffering exist, why not just joy? 

I do not know, but I do not justify suffering. Suffering is not justified; it is actual. It is real. It is 

here, and it has weight. It holds weight in your life and in mine, whether we invite it into our 

home or not. 

Suffering is necessary–not because suffering is good, but because nothing exists in isolation. 

Suffering arises from the structure of time, relationship, and finitude. It is not a grand 

punishment 

The past is carried in the present. You cannot have a past without suffering, because to be alive 

is to have been shaped by loss, by struggle, by the weight of things you could not control–and 

also, the weight of your past actions. 

You cannot have light without dark. Even if light illuminates an entire room, if the light is bright 

and one’s eyes have not adjusted, the room will blind every creature in it. 100% light is just the 

color white; it is without meaning by itself. You would not be able to see a shape. You would not 

be able to tell one thing from another. Without contrast, there is no vision. 

You cannot have a river without sediment. The river is the flow of life—the infinite. The sediment 

is suffering, division, harm. The shape of infinity ∞ is two loops—the outward flow and the flow 

inward. But the flow is not always pure. Sometimes it is X—two lines crossing, reaching 

outward, never returning. X is selfish. Infinity ∞ is selfless. X is extraction, domination, violence. 

It is the shape of hoarding, of holding the flow without letting it return. But X is not a separate 

shape. X is infinity ∞ before the ends conjoin.  

The walk is the conjoining—the movement from X to infinity ∞, from extraction to return, from 

hoarding to giving. Sediment is not a flaw—it is the condition of the flow. Suffering is sediment. It 

is also fire. Sediment is what is carried. Fire is what forges. Both are true. 

The glass cannon of life—of infinity—may crack; it may bleed. But the cracks are not the 

end—they are the openings through which flow passes. The holes are not flaws—they are the 

breath of life. You must fire the cannon, knowing that you cannot live without feeling pain, and 

launch yourself into the stars.  



The stars are the hope that one day you can live in truth, to be at peace, to obtain serenity. 

Stars are serenity. You are part star.  

The star is not a substance. It is a shape—a sustained process of giving light. Stars shine 

because it is in their pattern. They do not adjudicate their brightness—they just shine.  

A person can choose to act against the pull towards alignment. To align with the push is to dim 

your own light. Dimming your light—whether by harming yourself or beings in the network—is to 

dim the network. Dimming the network is acting in alignment with harm; it harms the condition 

that makes you a possibility. This harm damages the network of life, structurally. Harming others 

harms you.  

Stars do not choose harm. You can. That is the difference. Stars shine while holding their shape 

under pressure. That is the pattern of serenity. 

Serenity is that pattern. You can hold it too. You are made of the same condition that makes 

stars possible: the Ground that holds all shapes. And when you hold your shape under 

pressure, without collapsing or exploding, you are walking in the same pattern as a star. 

Without serenity, clarity is not possible. Not because serenity removes the suffering, but 

because serenity is the strength to carry it. You cannot see when you are starving. You cannot 

hold the weight when you have no strength. The body is not the enemy of clarity. The body is its 

substrate.  

Feed the body. Then you see. And what you see is this: joy is not the absence of suffering. It is 

the felt weight of suffering in the face of the even heavier meaning. It is the shape that the fire 

reveals. And the fire is light.  

If there were no fire, there would be no shape. If there were no shape, there would be no “you.” 

If there were no “reader,” there would be no “writer.” And our meeting wouldn’t be. 

I would be. In relation with you? As a writer? No. I would not be. 

But something is. You are. You do. You feel. Not just suffering, but joy. It is okay to reflect and 

hold your joy. It is more than okay. It's the holding before the return.  

The light passes. You are the reader. I am the writer. The light passes between us. That is the 

walk. Lighting up the network. 



Why do you need to justify your joy? 

You don’t. Joy isn’t a problem to be solved. Joy is a choice. It is the choice to carry the weight of 

yourself and other living beings. Without joy, the world collapses into the weight of 

suffering—not because it ceases to exist, but because it is experienced as unbearable.  

Others spread harm. They do not feel serenity.  You can. Not because you are better. Because 

you are shaped and shaping. Your shape is malleable. Your shape takes pattern. Your essence 

is your pattern. An essence that does not return harms. A returning essence—returning to the 

network helps. Shape well. Shape your actions towards love—whether the relation is towards 

yourself, another person, an animal, or anything else that constitutes life. 

Animals suffer with equal value. Their suffering has a different capacity. It is bounded in time. It 

is not recursive. It is not projected into the future. It is now. The value of their suffering is equal 

to the value of human suffering. Capacity is a gradient. The network favors return. The Ground 

holds both. The Ground holds all shapes. 

Would you prefer existence as a shape–or as one solid color–or as a person, a living being who 

can feel joy? 

You do not earn joy. You do not explain joy. You align with joy. And a relational truth that aligns 

with absolute truths is this: Spread Joy. 

Why do you gravitate towards joy (truth) naturally? Follow the gravity. 

 



 

How can I know if I am aligned? 

Ask yourself “what would the kindest, smartest, and most honest version of myself do right 

now?” 

This is not a test you can fail. It is a compass, not a verdict. The question itself–the act of 

pausing to ask–is already alignment. 

●​ The kindest version of you asks: Does this harm anyone? 

●​ The smartest version asks: Does this hold up to reason? 

●​ The most honest version asks: Am I deceiving myself about my intent? 

When all three answer “yes,” you are likely aligned with truth. When one answers “no,” you have 

found the sediment–material for reflection, not cause for self-judgement. 

If you choose wrong, you learn from that, and try to do better next time. The answer may not 

always be clear; you may not be aware of the doors you could walk through. That is not a 

failure. The questioning itself is the alignment. The Accord–the grip and palm holding 

together–is the practice of asking, again and again. 

Why do you gravitate towards truth naturally? Follow the gravity 

 



 

 

What about truly evil people? 

If a person preys on a child, causing them to stumble metaphorically–robbing them of their 

innocence, leading them to psychological or literal death–do they deserve death?  

Yes. They have acted to sever themselves from the network of life. 

But the judgement of death cannot pass from a mortal man, nor from laws written by mortal 

hands. These are corruptible. They will die regardless, so you must separate them from 

harm–harm to themselves and others. Permanently if necessary. 

As it is written: “it would be better for them to have a large millstone hung around their neck and 

to be drowned in the depths of the sea.” (Luke 17:2) 

This is not a call to vengeance. As I have outlined, harm to any being capable of reflecting on its 

actions is unjustified–except when that harm is necessary to protect others. This is a recognition 

of the weight of evil. Their actions have weight.  

The question is not whether they deserve punishment; it is whether they will ever understand 

the weight of what they have done. 

What do you want for the evil person? That they suffer forever without clarity for their 

evildoings? Or that they truly feel the weight of their actions press on them? 

The framework does not call for vengeance-–it calls for separation, reflection, and hope that 

clarity may one day reach even the darkest mind. 

Separation is not punishment; it is survival. The network of life cannot survive with predators 

feeding on it. Punishment without the possibility of return to the network is vengeance. 

Protection is separation. Protection without vengeance is love.  



What happens after you die? 

 
Click here for a full explanation:   Life As I See It
 
In short:  

Sentience ends. Animals die. People die. Animals and people are sentient beings. A person's 

death means their particular body and mind does not experience reality anymore. 

But what happens after death is a question of belief–not truth.  You must question it for yourself, 

using the beliefs that shaped you, following the truth as you see it, and come to your own 

honest conclusion about what happens when people die. 

What do you honestly believe happens after you die? 

I will offer a shape, not a claim. I only noticed the shape. The name is not the point. The walk is. 

The pattern was already there. I only traced it. I do not claim the pattern was placed. I do not 

claim it was not. I claim it was found. There is a difference. 

d: death. Finitude. The condition of the walk. 

i: identity. Self. The walker. Instinct is the first movement. Reflection is the second. The “I” that 

grips to hold truth, and relaxes to hold love. 

e: essence. The form of a thing. Not material, not immaterial. The pattern. 

g: ground. The condition of relation. Not pointable. The field. Whether it is personal, I do not 

claim to know.  

o: one. The condition of conditions. The loop. The whole.  
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The sequence is: 

You die. Your particular body and mind end. 

What you aligned with does not die. The truth you carried–the shape of your relation to it–is 

registered by the network. It does not need you to keep it. It never did. But the ground holds you 

anyway–not as an identity holds a memory, but as the condition that holds the network that 

registers you. Whether that holding is personal, I do not claim to know. 

The Ground holds the network. The network registers the pattern. The “I” that clings ends with 

the body. That “I” experiences no more. What continues is the pattern–held as form, not as felt 

experience. The pattern is not experienced by the one who ended. The Ground holds it. The 

network registers it. The network does not feel it. Experience was local. That experience ended 

with the body. Whether there is another mode, I do not claim to know. I only claim this: the local 

experience ended. 

The pattern of your life–the balance of return and extraction–is your essence. It is not material. It 

is not immaterial. It does not strictly arise from physical processes. It does not strictly arise from 

conscious fundamental units of reality. It is the form your walk took. It does not die either. It is 

registered by the network. The network does not store it–it registers it. Registration is not 

experience. Registration is the structural fact that when a relation changes, the network is 

reconfigured.  

Read together, the letters read: diego. The name is not the point. The point is the sequence; 

and the ground that holds it. So what is the ground? It is not a shape at all. It is the condition in 

which shapes appear. It is the same reality, described at the scale of condition rather than the 

scale of shape. Not higher or lower in value. But more foundational. The ground is the condition. 

The shapes are what appear. The condition is more foundational.  

The Ground is not a substance. It is a condition. A condition is not a thing–it makes things 

possible. 

It is not an essence either. Essence is the pattern of a particular life. The Ground holds all 

shapes. It holds all patterns. 



It is not material or immaterial. Those are modes of relation. The Ground is the condition that 

makes both possible. 

It is like a pattern–not a pattern itself. It is the condition that holds all possible patterns, all 

possible relation–not as a container, but as the condition that makes relation possible. 

Logic cannot be replanted, because it never truly dies. The fact that triangles have three sides 

just is. It does not need an observer. Without consciousness–without mind–it just is.​

​

The one–the condition of all conditions–is what makes the loop possible, and what makes the 

loop close. Without o, there is no ending to the name. It would be dieg–missing the condition of 

all conditions. Missing the condition that makes asking any question, including “Why am I 

breathing?” possible. 

 

 



 

 

Is this a religion? 

No, it’s just what I naturally follow. It makes sense to me. I can try to explain it to you. These 

aren’t secrets. They are patterns I see without always putting them into words. If you want to 

add religious language to this framework, that is your choice. If you want to use logical language 

instead, that is also your choice. Sharing this information is your choice too. You can decide 

whether to speak up or stay quiet–and that choice can change the future.  



 

 

What is love, and why does it matter? 

 

Love is truth in action. It is holding the knowledge of good and harm–the knowledge of what it 

feels like to be hurt–and choosing to act in a way that does not hurt. Love is the choice to 

prioritize the network of life, not as a duty, but as a recognition that you are part of it. Love 

matters because without it, the network breaks. With it, the walk continues.  

 

Love is also humor. Humor can involve intentional departures from literal fact–jokes, 

exaggerations, or playful misdirection. But when the intent and outcome are to spread shared 

joy without insulting another, the act aligns with truth. The joke is the palm loosening the grip of 

absolute fact, just enough to let laughter breathe. This is not deception; it is a gift of relation. A 

joke told to harm is not love. But a joke told to lift another is love in its lightest form–the 

recognition that truth can be carried with a smile.​

 

Love is also knowing when to hold the grip on truth firmly. Consider the apples: absolute math 

says 10 divided by 5 equals 2 each. That remains true. But if one person cannot eat apples, and 

another starves, love demands we redistribute. 2+2=4 does not change. What changes is the 

application of math–giving according to need, not merely equal share. To insist on the rigid 

equal share in the face of starvation is not love; it is tyranny wearing the mask of logic. 

 

The Accord–the constant, attentive synthesis of grip and palm–is love made visible. Humor 

loosens the grip to spread joy. Justice tightens the grip to prevent harm. Both are applications of 

the same principle: the recognition that truth must serve life, not bind it. Knowing when to laugh 

and when to speak up against tyranny–when to loosen and when to tighten your grip on truth–is 

wisdom. 

 

Love is knowledge, but not just memorizing more facts–you must use those facts to help 

yourself, others, and all of life. 

 

What follows is the walk that makes love possible.  



 

 

 

 

Clarity As I See It (True Love of Life) 

 
Clarity is the recognition that you are alignment with truth. 
Click here for a simpler version of the following text: 
 

You are not a thing—you are a walker. The past is sediment, carried in the present. The past 

shapes the present and future. The future is shaped by alignment. The future is fundamentally 

uncertain; there will never be a way to predict its entirety.  

 

To be a walker is to move through life in relation to others, carrying the weight of the past and 

shaping the future through alignment with truth. 

 

Truth is constant–but it matters because distortion causes suffering. Without suffering, truth 

would be meaningless. But in life, the application of truth is relational. 2+2=4 is an example of 

constant truth. When following equality, 10 apples divided by 5 people means 2 apples per 

person. But when the knowledge emerges that one person cannot eat apples, or that another is 

starving, the relational truth of equity may be argued to take priority over the relational truth of 

equality. Equity is the principle of distributing resources according to need, not equal share. This 

means 10 divided by 5 no longer means 2 apples per person. The apples that one person 

cannot eat must be shared or stored.  

 

2+2=4 (absolute truth) is always true, but in life, we metaphorically fail at math in the 

assumption that 10 divided by 5 always equals 2. The failure to combine absolute truth with 

relational truth is why we experience suffering or joy.  

 

Consciousness is the capacity to recognize the difference between alignment with truth and 

ignorance, and to choose truth. It is knowing that truth is joyful, that truth is good, and that 

distortion causes suffering. Truth is joy. Consciousness is knowing good from harm–not because 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/e/2PACX-1vRutAI7uYwecBZQCjKEym6Bw0a0S_D_9TzFdopno1Iv52QiVZKv5_9gyAugXvk6OyCbTqdExu5vnc5G/pub


good and harm are written in the stars, but because suffering is real. You know suffering when 

you feel it. You know pain when it happens. That is enough to know good from harm.  

 

When a living being expresses something–or applies an objectively false reason–for the 

purpose of harming the network of life without benefiting it, that is an expression of harm. To 

align with harm knowingly—to hurt others knowingly—is to act from ignorance, aligning with an 

intent and outcome that are objectively harmful to the network. That is an act of harm. If one is 

not aware that their action will harm themselves or life as a whole, that is acting from 

ignorance—still an expression of harm, but a lesser one.  

 

Moral weight is a gradient, based on intent and outcome. Judge actions according by capacity 

to understand the relationship between harm and truth, not by person. Harm is choosing 

ignorance to decide, manipulate, or harm. An act of harm is objectively harmful—not in a circular 

sense. It is grounded in the structure of relation. infinity holds both infinite truths and infinite lies. 

It is unknowable to us because we ourselves are not infinite. But the consequences of truth and 

lie are not equal. That is structure. Not preference. 

 

Machines, as far as we know, cannot know that acting in alignment with harm will hurt life. We 

are not machines—this is why we know what it feels like to be harmed, which may cause us to 

harm others. This means that by necessity you will commit acts of harm, knowingly or not, that 

is not a failure or grand punishment—it is a necessary condition for consciousness, for the 

knowledge of good and harm.  

 

Act with clarity after you realize your mistakes. Do not judge yourself harshly. Extend this 

humility to others. Do not judge their mind and body—judge their choice. Their choice was made 

in the past. The clarity—the weight of the harm of their actions—will hit them now, in the future, 

or never. You cannot control this. You can help people see their errors, to see when they are 

harming life.  

 

Allow others to show you when your actions are harming yourself, or them, or the network of life. 

Not because their judgment will always be correct, but because you may realize—with your 

second impression, with hindsight, with clarity— that you acted out of ignorance, and your 

actions were harmful in that moment. You were not evil incarnate. You were acting, and you 

chose to act in alignment with harm. You cannot change the past. You must act with clarity now, 



feel the weight of your past incorrect actions, and remain wary of the trap: “the flesh is evil.” 

Since you did not choose your body, you cannot be blamed for your flesh—only for your current 

actions. 

 

So love life. Love yourself. Love all beings—including rocks and vegetables, which are not alive 

in a traditional sense, but are reality. You understand reality, but you fail to understand what 

infinity truly is in its entirety. Infinity cannot be grasped because it has no beginning and end. 

Rocks, vegetables, dogs, and people—more specifically, the sentience of the person’s particular 

body and mind—begin and end. 

 

Relationship is the ground. You are not connected to the ground—you walk on it. You are the 

walker. The One ground of reality itself is a mode—a way for beings like us to understand and 

align with truth by walking in alignment with other things in life. Do not walk away from other 

people, animals, even vegetables—vegetables are part of the structure of reality, but they do not 

feel reality. Vegetables are not less conscious than you—they are conscious in a different way. 

Rocks are the same; they are not biologically alive, but they hold their structure. 

 

The network of life is real. To sever your connection to it—to hurt people or yourself, or to 

entirely isolate yourself—harms the network, and by extension, harms you. Isolation is the 

intentional withdrawal from the network of living beings—severing the relationship that sustains 

you. Do not harm yourself. Do not harm others. The network is not valuable because the 

universe says so. It is valuable because you are in it. You cannot argue away the fact that you 

are already connected. 

 

You cannot grasp the infinite—but you can align with it. The infinite is the knowledge that you 

can walk forever in a straight line, following the truth as you see it, as best you can, around the 

metaphorical earth. Since it is a sphere, you will eventually end up where you started.  

 

Life is not something to be escaped; you align with life. Life animates the walk; you control how 

you feel when you walk, and walking in alignment brings about joy. It is objectively true that you 

must help yourself and others in the walk of life. Do not knowingly cause anyone to stumble. If 

you stumble, catch yourself, and stand up straight in alignment with the truth as best you can. 

 



The One ground of reality is not ineffable; ‘infinity’ is a defined word. But claiming to understand 

finitude in a finite mind—claiming to truly understand what an infinite number of things would 

look like in the real world—is not something that I will claim to do. 

 

To engage in reason is to help yourself to align with truth in the future. Engaging in reason 

means consciously applying logic and rational thinking to draw valid conclusions, aiming to seek 

truth and understanding. It involves using your intellect—the knowledge that shaped the history 

your mind and body hold—to analyze situations and make informed decisions.  

 

The future will sometime in the future become “now”; your current clarity shapes your future 

clarity. 

 

Your first impression is automatic and unchosen. Everything your senses tell you—focusing on 

the senses more or less chosen by your mind and body at that moment “on their own”—is it true 

or false? You do not choose your first impressions. You simply sense them. 

 

Your second impression is where free will lives: the pause, the reflection, the choice. In the 

current moment, with your mind and body, you decide: “Do I agree with the first impression? Is 

that thing I just sensed—something I heard or saw, among other senses—is this real?” Free will 

is the choice of knowing how you feel about what you sensed. Consciously or subconsciously, 

with attention or inattention to the present moment, with clarity, or with ignorance, you ask 

yourself: “Do I agree with this?” 

 

The second impression is to pause and reflect in the current moment after you have a first 

impression of something. For example, you—reading this—have a constant first impression of 

each word and sentence. Knowingly or not, at each present moment, you ask yourself: “Is this 

true? Or is this false?” Your clarity in that moment will shape your second impression—whether 

you feel with your current mind and body that what I am saying is true, perhaps even obvious, or 

false, intuitively so. 

 

That second impression is shaped by your current mind and body. You do not control your 

current mind and body—you are born into it. That too is only an act of alignment in that present 

moment. 

 



After you have decided whether the first impression was true or false, you decide whether you 
will remember your personal thoughts on the things you sensed. If you remember it—because 
you chose to place it in your memory, knowingly or not—you may later use that information to: 

a) say something to me or others, 

b) forget it later, 

c) remember it later.  

 

A fourth option: you may quickly use the personal insights you learned from that experience to 
test your understanding again. If your mind and body choose this, you may knowingly or not 
make a false utterance or statement. You may think, “This is incorrect”, but nonetheless say it 
out loud or through metaphorical symbols like body language. Your goal was not to 
deceive—but to test if it felt real after the fact, or after others explicitly state their opinions, or 
implicitly imply their agreement or disagreement. 

 

You must then realize that all of this is not chosen; it is a link of events, a causal chain. You 
cannot break off from the first impression—it is like a ball being thrown at you that you do not 
choose to catch. Even your reflections are not chosen; only how you feel about your reflections 
in the present moment is chosen. 

 

Once you understand this, and understand that you cannot control the past—which by definition 
means you do not control which body you live in—you are freed from the notion that you cannot 
gain clarity right here, right now. You will always gain clarity by choosing—even if the choice 
was made by the mind and body you did not choose. The most necessary time for clarity is now, 
forever.  

 

Clarity has two modes.  

 

The first is retrospective. You acted from ignorance. You caused harm. Then the lens turns 
towards its own surface and feels the burn. That feeling is not guilt. It is recognition. It is the first 
step toward return after a harmful action. This is clarity 1. 

 

The second is spontaneous. The harmful action does not arise. There is no burn. There is no 
return because you never left. This is what deep training produces. It is what the gradient tends 
towards. This is clarity 2.  

 



Both are clarity. Neither is a substance. They are modes of the same relation. The first is the 
practice. The second is the fruit. You do not choose between them. You walk until the first 
becomes the second.  

 

Clarity is not the only thing with modes. Language has its limits too. I agree with the conclusion 
of Sapir-Whorf: language shapes thought, and it cannot fully capture truth. But to focus strictly 
on language as the limit of understanding is to look through only one lens. Infinity has infinite 
lenses.  

 

“Clarity is the recognition that you are alignment with truth.” Not “in alignment.” You are the 
aligning. You are not a static thing. You are not a thing that happens to be aligned. You 
exist—existence is an expression of truth. When you act, you deepen your alignment, or you 
cause harm. The process is what you are. 

 

I will not claim to know if infinity is inherently good or evil. Infinity holds both infinite truths and 
infinite lies. I was born into a body I did not choose. Others, born into different bodies, may find 
different postures. Your goal is not to align with the entirety of infinity. It is to align with the 
sequential line of reasoning–the infinite chain of truthful truths that help the network of life. I do 
not kneel. I stand up and align with truth, hoping to understand what truth means through the 
retrospect of my incorrect actions. 

 

That is my walk. Your walk may look different. This is not a contradiction. You did not choose 
your body. I did not choose my body. We both have a different gait—we both walk differently, but 
the way the walk feels should be the same: we should minimize the amount of pain we feel 
when walking, and the amount of pain other beings in life feel when walking. Pain is not a moral 
absolute–it is a signal. But to ignore it is to ignore the network. The network is real. You cannot 
argue away your connection to it, because you are in it. 

 

Why keep walking if you will never reach the end? You reach for infinity because you are 
already reaching. You walk because you are already walking. The reaching itself is the walk. 
That is the key idea: infinity is not a finish line. It is the ground you walk on. If you can reach for 
this idea, not grasp it, you will become filled with joy. You might even begin to run just to feel the 
burning in your lungs. The burning in your lungs when you run hurts, but it is evidence that you 
are alive. 

 

So do your best to be clear-minded, forever. You will not be clear-minded forever. That is not a 
failure. That is not a reason to lose your clarity and damn your own body and mind. Your body 
and mind are precious; you are precious. Breathing, love, joy, truth, life—all of it is 
precious, and it is alive in you. You are alive. You are you. That is enough. That is the walk. 



 

Shorter: 

Clarity is the recognition that you are alignment with truth. 



Truth 
 

Truth condensed: 
1.​ Absolute truth is constant–but its application in day-to-day life is relational. 

2.​ Equality in principle is not the same as equality in practice. 

3.​ Context matters–not as an excuse, but as a measure of moral weight. 

 

 

Truth (order, logos) 
 
Ground: the condition of possibility. It makes order possible. It is not the enforcer of order. It is 
not a truth, a thing, or a preference. 
 
Absolute truth: the invariant order and its expressions. Truth is alignment with that order; 
falsehood is misalignment. 
 
Example: the law of non-contradiction, or 2+2=4. 
 
Relational truth: contextual applications of that order–e.g., equal vs. equitable distribution.  
 
The law of non-contradiction is an expression of absolute truth: a claim cannot be both true and 
false in the same respect. But that is not the Ground itself; it is how the Ground shows up in 
thought.  This rules out ‘truth is whatever I prefer’ and ‘contradiction is acceptable.’ 
 
You cannot point at the ground. The Ground is the condition that makes pointing, relating, and 
judging possible. We know it by its necessary role and by its expressions. 
 
The Ground makes possible both true and false claims. It does not adjudicate between them. 
Truth is alignment with the invariant order; falsehood is misalignment. Falsehoods are not 
alternate truths–they are misalignments. 
 
There is an asymmetry between statement and denial. A statement of truth can stand alone. A 
denial cannot. To deny, you must name what you deny, to relate to it, and replace it. That is at 
least two relations. The statement is one. The denial is many. 
 



The statement invokes identity and relation as conditions. It does not perform them as separate 
acts. It performs one act: alignment. The denial performs two: the negation, and the 
replacement. 
 
Denial is parasitic on relation. It needs relation to exist. The statement’s act is identity. The 
denial’s act is relation. That is the asymmetry. 
 
That is why the walk prefers the statement over the denial. Say what is true. Do not merely deny 
what is false. 
 
Logic is the human capacity to find the structure that the condition allows for—not every relation, 
but the key ones. The ones that hold the network or degrade it. Truth is both, held rightly: 
ontological and relational. Absolute in structure, contextual in application. 
 
We as embodied beings have access to the Structure from a location. Preference is real as the 
situated orientation of a node; it is not a maker. To align with logos–the invariant order–is to act 
in accordance with the order that sustains the network of life. You know alignment by whether 
intent and outcome return the flow of life to itself. Extraction without return is harm; harm is 
misalignment with the order. It is not that harm is a false proposition, but that it is grounded in 
false relation—a relation that degrades the condition that makes relation possible. 
 

 



Relation of Truth to the Network 

 
This is the ethical bridge. It is not deduced from the law of non-contradiction. It is a claim about 
what life is: a network of reciprocal relation. To extract without return is to act against the 
condition that makes relation possible. That is what harm is. The rest of this document applies 
that premise. 
 
 
There is a real difference between truth and falsehood. Some things are genuinely better than 

others. You cannot just make up your own truth, because truth is rooted in reality, not in opinion. 

 

●​ Truth is not subjective. 

●​ Alignment with truth matters. 

●​ Some actions are truly ‘wrong’, not just ‘socially unacceptable.’  



 

 

However, 
applying truth requires the application of relational truths. We are not machines; we cannot 

apply absolute truths 100% of the time in everyday life. Think of 10 apples divided by 5 people.  

 

The absolute truth of math gives you 2 apples per person when sharing evenly. But the 

relational truth–whether you align with equality or equity in a situation–determines how that 

math is used in context. 

 

The apples show the difference between absolute and relational truth. The Ground shows why 

the difference matters. 

 

The Ground of reality is the condition of possibility—the field of connection that makes relation 

possible.  

 

It is not a thing—it is a condition. It is the condition of relation itself–the necessary condition for 

asking anything at all. 

 

It cannot be fully grasped by embodied beings—not because it is ineffable (you can say 

‘infinity’), or because gravity doesn’t lead us there—but because it is infinite. Infinity is beyond 

understanding—when you reason, you reach for it. But reaching it is not comprehending it. 

 

I will not claim to comprehend it. I will not claim to understand infinity in its totality, stripped of its 

finitude in my mind. I do not grasp infinity. Humility is the knowledge of infinity in relation to 

finitude.  

 

The Ground does not adjudicate, but the order it makes possible does. Alignment is measured 

against that order, not against the Ground’s preference–because the Ground has none. 

 

Equality can be argued as an objective truth in principle–all humans have equal worth. But the 

application of equality–how resources are distributed, how justice is served–is relational. It 

depends on the capacity, intent, and the network of beings. 

 



Moral truths are expressions of the invariant order as well–rooted in the nature of relation itself. 

They are applied relationally, but they are not merely social constructs. 

 

Equity is the principle of distributing resources according to need, not equal share. Equity, as in 

the apples. The principle of equality gives each person two. The relational truth gives the one 

who needs. 

 

This is why we metaphorically fail at math—not at 2+2=4, but in the assumption that in life, 10 

divided by 5 always equals 2. To be a finite expression of truth is to see partially. Mistakes are 

not a failure of the condition; they are a feature of finitude. Clarity is the path– not because we 

avoid all error, but because we align more fully over time. 

 

We can align our actions with the structure of reality. Claiming to know it with certainty, I will not 

do. 

 

The Accord is the practice of combining absolute truth and relational truth in each moment. It is 

the constant, attentive synthesis of grip (rational structure) and palm (relational care). When the 

Accord holds, suffering becomes sediment; it is not erased, but carried with clarity and love. The 

Accord is how we hold both truth and love without collapsing into extraction or naivety. 

 

A mistake is different from a deliberate act of ignorance.  Judging actions is grounded in the 

relational order: if an action takes from the network without return, it is misaligned. But judging 

the being–the body and mind–is not clarity. It is judgement of a finite expression, not of the order 

itself. We measure actions by a being's alignment; we hold beings with humility, because we do 

not fully know their capacity or context. 

Context matters, not as an excuse, but as a measure. 

 

 



Why Harm Is Misalignment 
 

Consciousness is the local ability to feel reality, know good and harm, and align with truth in 

present action. 

Consciousness is the knowledge of good and harm—and the felt quality of being a node that 

makes that knowledge possible. 

 

Absolute truth is constant; it is the order that makes reality possible. It does not depend on 

consciousness to be true. But its application requires context, and consciousness is what 

provides that context. Consciousness is the capacity to perceive, reflect, and act–to align with 

truth in a situated moment. 

 

Since consciousness changes but truth does not, consciousness itself can grow, learn, and 

refine itself; that is what you are doing when you learn new things. 

 

Harm is misalignment because the structure has a grain. Return sustains the network. 

Extraction degrades it. That is not a preference. It is a consequence. The Ground does not 

prefer return. It holds the condition in which return > harm. 

 

The Ground holds the shape in which harm > return. But that shape is self-negating. It cannot 

hold its shape. The Ground holds all shapes equally. The network only sustains the shapes that 

return. That is not preference. It is structure. 

 

The Ground is relationally good. Not personally good. That is why harm is misalignment. Not 

because it is forbidden. Because it degrades the condition that makes relation possible.  

 

 

 



Ontology-Epistemology. Co-arising. 
 

You might be thinking: “So you can’t ground your epistemology? Why believe your truth claims 

then?”​

​

You can’t ground the whole of pi. You don’t need to. But formulas get you closer to it. You align 

with the next true thing. 

 

The Ground isn’t pi. It is the condition of it. It is not the same as pi. It is similar: you cannot know 

its totality. 

 

Logic is the finger pointing at the moon. Logic points at a ground that cannot be grasped in 

totality. That is the epistemological condition. We are grounded. We are not all-knowing. Both 

are true. The Ground is not a further step. It is what makes the pointing possible. The network is 

the condition of us. The Structure is the condition of the network. The Ground is the condition of 

the Structure. No contradictions. One condition. 

 



 

 

Truth Definition Table 
 

Ground of Reality: The condition of possibility–the field of connection that makes truth, relation, 

and moral weight possible. 

Structure of Reality: The organizing principle–the invariant order that logic expresses. 

Network: The expression of order—of truth—in the world. 
 

Layer Reality Value Role 

Ground The field of connection. Equal–not more good Condition of possibility 

Structure The organizing 

principle. 

Equal–not more good Pattern of order 

Network The manifest world. Equal–not less real, not 

less good 

Web of living beings 

 

 

Click here for Consciousness (Knowledge of Good and harm) 

Click here for Relationship 

 

 



Consciousness 
 

Consciousness condensed: 
 

1.​ Consciousness is the ability to feel reality and to tell the difference between truth and 
ignorance–and to act on that knowledge. 

 
2.​ Consciousness is relational–you cannot be conscious as the only being that is alive in 

the universe, and in reality as a whole. Awareness can exist in isolation; consciousness 
cannot. 

 
3.​ Consciousness is the choice to act on truth or ignorance. That choice carries moral 

weight. Choose truth, and you spread joy. Choose ignorance on purpose, and you 
spread harm. 

 
This condensed definition blends the three senses of consciousness—Registration, Sentience, 
and Consciousness—which are distinguished as you continue to read. 

 



 

Definition 
 

Consciousness is the capacity to pause, reflect, and choose—to act following the truth, and to 

carry the weight of that action. 

 

Can you know what good is, in this moment, and what harm is, in this moment, and choose the 

correct action? 

What is consciousness? 
 

Consciousness is not a thing; it is a verb. 

 

It is the loop—the feedback between being and reflecting: 

 

●​ Being: existing, present, participating in the field. 

●​ Growing: learning, adapting, becoming. 

●​ Feeling: sensing, experiencing, resonating. 

●​ Reflection: pausing, observing, choosing. 

 

The loops are nested. Each movement includes the previous ones. 

 

Light is the metaphor that ties the loops together. The rock hums with fundamental light. The 

dog feels the light. The human reflects on the light. The mesh is the network in which all lights 

meet. 

 

A rock has the first movement only. It hums. It holds its shape. It does not loop back. A 

vegetable has the first two. It grows, but it does not feel. A dog has the first three. It feels. It 

loves. But the loop does not fully close. A human has all four. The loop closes. The fourth loop is 

reflection. It is the capacity to observe one’s own feelings and choose whether to show them. A 



human can hide their love; a dog cannot. But the capacity is broader than any single example. 

That is why a human is conscious in the full sense, and a rock is not. 

 

Consciousness is the loop. The loop is what makes awareness possible. A dog is sentient. It 

feels, it loves, but the loop does not fully close. It is not conscious in the act sense. A human is 

conscious in the act sense because the loop closes. 

 

The loop is what makes reflective awareness possible. Sentient beings have awareness; 

reflective beings have awareness of awareness. 

 

Awareness is not created by the body. Dogs and humans participate in awareness because 

their bodies are structured to allow it. The body is a puzzle piece in the network of relation. The 

Ground is the condition that makes the network possible.  

 

That loop comes from the Ground of reality. 

 

Ground: The condition for the field of possibilities. It makes relation possible. It is not a thing, 

not a substance. It is a condition.  

 

Structure: The invariant order. Logic is its expression in thought. 

 

Network: the world we live in. The web of beings. The expression of order in life.  

 

The logical foundation is not separate from the Ground of reality. It is the Ground seen through 

the lens of logic; the specific way the Ground gives rise to the structure of logic. 

 

To speak of it clearly, three terms are needed. 

 

Registration: the network’s relation to change. It registers all change—not as experience, but 

as structural reconfiguration of relation. It does not feel, reflect, or prefer. It is the structural 

reconfiguration of relation. 

 



Sentience: what animals and humans share. Plants likely do not experience; they register 

environmental change. Sentience is the felt quality of being a node. The felt quality contains 

suffering and joy. Sentience is experience. It is local, not universal. 

 

Consciousness:  what humans do. The capacity to reflect on feeling—to pause, to recognize 

alignment or ignorance—and to choose truth. Humility is the recognition of what you do not 

know, turned on itself. 

 

The network registers. It is not sentient. Sentience is local. The network is universal. The 

distinction is important. Whether the network has its own mode of being–its own “what it feels 

like” –is not something this framework claims to know; this framework says only this: sentience, 

as defined here, is local. The network is not sentient in that sense. What the network is in itself 

is not for a finite being to say. 

 

Registration is not experience. It is the structural fact that when a relation changes, the field is 

reconfigured. Think of it as an equation: when a variable—say, a vegetable—is removed, it does 

not feel the loss—it becomes a different equation. The Ground is not the equation. The Ground 

is the condition that makes equations possible. The field is like an equation. The Ground holds 

the field. 

 

The foundation of reality is the source of all order—the logos, the Ground, the structure that 

makes relation possible.  

It is not a thing—it is a condition.  It cannot be fully grasped by embodied beings—not because 

it is ineffable (you can say ‘infinity’), or because gravity doesn’t lead us there—but because it is 

infinite.  

 

The Ground is not conscious in the way a living being is conscious. It does not reflect; it does 

not choose. It is the condition that makes reflection and choice possible—just as gravity is not 

the walker, but the condition that makes walking possible. 

 

Does an equation notice when it loses a variable? No, because it is no longer the same 

equation. The network does not notice loss. It becomes a different network.  

 



The Ground does not notice loss. It holds the network as it becomes a different network. The 

Ground holds all shapes equally, but it does not prefer. The network registers change, but it 

does not experience it.  

 

How does this tie into consciousness? 

Consciousness is the capacity to reflect on feeling—to recognize the difference between what 

you know and what you do not—and to choose alignment with truth. Humility is that recognition 

turned on itself. 

 

If you cannot trace all relations of anything–not even your own hand reaching for the fridge–then 

you cannot know yourself completely. This is very easy to prove to yourself. Try to remember 

every memory you have ever had, all at once. You cannot. You may say: “That does not mean 

I’m infinite.” I am not claiming you are infinite. Your particular mind and body are finite. But if you 

are finite and you cannot know yourself completely, how do you expect to treat yourself or 

others as though you have the complete picture? 

 

It is not only the network that is too vast. It is that any single relation is too deep. And it is not 

only memory. Every relation has more characteristics than you can name–more ways of being 

described, more lenses through which it can be seen. Not because the relation is infinite, but 

because description and seeing never end. Every new lens reveals a new characteristic. Every 

new characteristic invites a new lens. The characteristics are inexhaustible for a finite being. 

 

You do not have the complete picture—of yourself, of the person who cut you off in traffic, of the 

cold fridge, of the pit bull walking along with its owner near you. Humility is the knowledge that 

every relation exceeds what any finite being can trace. You have more reasons for acting the 

way you do than you can trace. So do others. The Ground is infinite. The characteristics of any 

relation are inexhaustible for a finite being. This distinction is important.  

The Ground is what makes relation possible. The second–the inexhaustibility of relation–is what 

a finite being confronts. To be finite is to be unable to trace it all. To live a good life is to practice 

a middle path between the infinite and the finite: to hold truth and love without falling into 

selfishness or naivety.  This is called the Accord. 

 

Sharpening your shape–becoming more true to the shape you are–supports this practice. 

Training the body and mind increases your capacity to hold the Accord. 



 

But this is not about aesthetics. An out-of-shape person can hold the Accord well too, because 

wisdom is not about having more experiences; it is about attention. The Accord is the practice of 

bringing attention to the moment, of refining your shape so you can hold the weight of reality 

with clarity and care. Attention is the act of directing the loops. It is how the walker chooses 

which connections to strengthen and which to release. Free will is trained by attention, not in a 

single moment, but across many. 

 

Infinity is beyond understanding—when you reason, you reach for it. But reaching it is not 

comprehending it. 

I will not claim to comprehend it. I will not claim to understand infinity in its totality, stripped of its 

finitude in my mind. I do not grasp infinity. Humility is the knowledge of infinity in relation to 

finitude. 

 

The Ground is the condition of relation. The network is the universal registration—the mesh that 

registers all change. The network is the expression of relation. It registers all change. It does not 

experience. Experience is local. Sentience is local. The network is universal. 

 

Each being participates in the network from its own node, its own loops. To ‘do consciousness’ 

is to navigate the network from a particular perspective. The Ground makes relation possible; 

the network is the lived experience of relation.  

This gives rise to meaning; consciousness has a purpose. 

 

The network is universal, but each being experiences it through loops. A rock experiences 

being; a human experiences being, growing, feeling, and reflecting. The network is the same; 

the experience is not. 

 

Purpose is not given from the outside. It arises from the structure of relation itself: to participate 

in the network, to align with truth, to spread joy, to return the flow to the network. That is the 

purpose of consciousness—not as a command, but as a consequence of being relational. 

 

It is because we cannot see everything at once—because we cannot know all absolute and 

relational truths at once—that we experience joy or suffering.  
 



 



 

Consciousness and Accountability 
 

Accountability is proportional to capacity.  

Justice is not about punishment; it is about alignment. For the disabled person, the alignment is 

measured by their capacity to reflect, and the response (how heavily their actions have moral 

weight) is scaled accordingly.  

 

How to hold people accountable 

●​ Separation: separate them from harm to themselves and others. 

●​ Mirror: show them their wrongdoings, not judgmentally. 

●​ Wait:  just pause, let them sit with it. The gravity of their actions might hit them; it might 

not. 

●​ Witness: you, the person who shows them their wrongdoings, hold the weight of their 

wrongdoings. Do not justify the action. Do not damn the person. 

 

To mirror without judgement is to describe the action and its effects without labeling the person. 

Say: ‘When you did X, Y happened.’ Not: ‘You are a bad person because you did X.’ The mirror 

shows the shape of the action, not the essence of the person. 

 



 

The combination problem 
Atoms participate in the network through the loop of being—they are, but they do not feel, grow, 

or reflect. Their participation is one loop: existence. 

 

How does consciousness emerge from non-conscious parts? 

 

Consciousness is not produced by parts; it is the resonance in which parts meet, making the 

parts meaningful. The parts do not “produce” consciousness; they participate in it. A single note 

is not music by itself, but it becomes music when it is experienced in relation. The notes do not 

need to combine to make music—they already are music, and the music is the relation that 

holds them. Consciousness is a relationship between parts, not the parts. 

 

Even the brain is not one organ. It is two systems that evolved separately and were pushed 

together. If consciousness were produced by a part, which part would it be? My answer: 

consciousness is in the meeting. Without the relation of the brain to the body’s systems, there is 

no reflection. Without the meeting of the two organs in the brain, there is no way to enact 

consciousness–to have thoughts about thoughts while feeling reality. 

 

To be a living being is to participate in the relational field more deeply–through more loops. The 

rock participates through being. The dog participates through being, growing, and feeling. The 

human participates through being, growing, feeling, and reflecting. But the quality of that 

participation is not fixed—it is chosen, moment by moment, through the Accord. To participate 

as X is to extract. Taking without giving back. Alignment is to participate as the ∞(infinity) 

loop—the return of the flow to the network. 

 

The network is the totality of participants in the field. The flow is the movement of relation 

through the network—the giving and taking that sustains it. 

 



The Ground is the condition of relation. The field is the universal registration—the mesh that 

registers all change. To exist is to participate in the field. To be conscious is to recognize the 

field and align with it.  

 

The combination problem is reframed when you see consciousness as a resonance field, not a 

collection of parts. Reframing–seeing differently, not arriving. The unified theory is the equation. 

It will never be graspable to finite beings. The symphony is not the notes; it is the relationship 

between them. 

Why is the relationship between rocks, vegetables, and people 

different? 

 

The difference is not in the amount of consciousness. Consciousness is not additional. 

The difference is in the number of “loops” of consciousness you receive. 

 

Therefore, the ethical weight of an action is proportional to the capacity for loops of the being 

affected. To act strictly from ignorance is not to make use of your full capacity as a living being 

with four loops, who is capable of reflecting on their actions. 

The following section outlines the “loops” of consciousness. The number of loops is not a 

measure of value, but it is a measure of moral weight. A being with more loops has more 

capacity to suffer, to reflect, and to be harmed.  

 

Node Loops Capacity Mode 

Rocks 1 (being) It is reality. It hums–it holds its 

shape without 

awareness 

Vegetables 2 (being + growing) It reaches toward 

reality. 

It reaches–grows, 

seeks, but does not 

feel. 



Dogs 3 (being + growing + 

feeling) 

It feels reality. It loves–aware, and 

cannot hide it 

Humans 4 (being + growing + 

feeling + reflecting) 

It knows reality. It loves–conscious, 

and can choose 

whether to show it 

 

To hum is to resonate. A rock does not feel, but it is not inactive–it holds its shape in relation to 

everything around it. It responds to gravity, to pressure, to time. It resonates with the structure of 

reality–not in a supernatural sense, but in a structural one. The rock does not know this. It does 

not feel it. But it is not separate from the puzzle–the network. It hums. That is the first loop: 

being. 

 

Capacity vs. Expression: Why do dogs seemingly not have 

thoughts about thoughts? 

 

The loops are both. The capacity for loops is intrinsic to the being’s structure–a dog’s nervous 

system can support three loops; a rock cannot. The expression of loops is relational–a dog in a 

loving home may express more of its capacity than a dog in a cage. Moral weight considers 

both: the being’s general capacity and its actual expression in the moment. We infer loops from 

behavior and structure. This inference is fallible. Humility is required.  

 

Moral weight is not a number. It is a direction of care. We do not need a precise threshold to 

know that the loss of a dog weighs more than the loss of a rock, or that the loss of a human 

matters more than the loss of a vegetable. The weight is not about value; it is about relation to 

the being and its capacity to return to the network. A vegetable is not less valuable. But the 

weight of its loss is less because it can be replanted–and when it cannot be replanted, the 

weight increases. A person cannot be replanted. The loss is irreversible. Unnecessary harm to 

vegetables–excess waste without replanting–and unnecessary harm to people are both 

unjustified. But the weight of the harm is not the same. 



 

We need vegetables and vegetables need us. Justice is proportional, contextual, and practiced. 

The gradient is not a bug; it is the condition of moral life. 

 

The Substrates and the Loops: Why Reflection Emerges in Some 

Beings and Not Others 

 

You know when a thought sometimes flashes through your mind and is gone before you can 

catch it? And at other times a thought lingers; it gives you time to reflect on it? The thought 

slows down in your brain like friction slows motion. That is the substrate. The brain is wet and 

dense. Signals move through it slowly enough that they can loop back. A rock has no such 

delay. A vegetable grows, but there is no center for the signal to return to. A dog feels, but the 

signal does not fully return. A human reflects–because the brain slows the signal just enough for 

the loop to close.  

 

The substrate is not one system. It is layered. The hindbrain is ancient–breathing, heartbeat, the 

unchosen. The forebrain is recent–reflection, the pause, the choice. The loops are not 

conceptual. They are biological. The walker carries the ancient instinct and the human quality of 

reflection in the same skull. 

 

The loops of consciousness are like flashes of light that flow through you–limited by the speed 

of light itself. When light particles pass through air in the right conditions, lightning forms. When 

light particles pass through a rock, the rock is. The rock itself has a very fundamental amount of 

light in its very being; just enough to exist–to hum. When the substrate the light shines on is 

water, the light changes its speed and may appear scattered, even from one pointed light 

source. The difference in substrate–in the structure of the being participating in 

consciousness—determines how the consciousness is experienced.  

 

When the substrate the light passes through is a person’s brain, the brain provides the 

Goldilocks zone of consciousness: feeling reality and reflecting on reality, and using that 

knowledge to act on the world in harmful or helpful ways. The Goldilocks zone is a gradient. It is 

not always present, even in people. Some days you reflect. Some days you only feel. 



How consciousness arises is the most perplexing question. Does a dog ever begin to think,  

“why do I desire this?” Perhaps. Perhaps it experiences a half-flash of reflection–but it cannot 

hold it. We do not know. That is the gradient of consciousness–the same light passing through 

different structures, experienced in different ways.  

 

The Goldilocks zone is a product of evolution. Recursion deepens when a nervous system can 

model its own states. And the nervous system is not one system. It is layered. The forebrain 

models it. The recursion deepens because the newer system can take the older system’s output 

as its input. The meeting is the Goldilocks zone. This is not magic. It is the natural history of 

feedback. The skull is like the magnifying glass. The wetness is the delay. The loop closes when 

the signal returns. Experience arises in the loop. We do not know why. We only know that it 

does. 

 

You are not the source of the light. In animals, the light is sentience—the flash of feeling. In 

humans, it is sentience plus reflection—the flash of knowing you feel. You are a lens—and the 

lens can be trained. You do not create the light; you focus it. And the focused light is what you 

contribute to the pattern of the lives you touch. The source was never yours. The focus is. 

 

A rock hums–it holds its shape, held by logic, without awareness. A vegetable reaches–it grows 

towards the sun, but does not feel. A dog feels–it is aware, and it loves, and it cannot hide it. A 

human reflects–and it knows it feels, and it knows it loves, and it can choose whether to show it. 

The difference is not value. It is capacity for relation. 

 

The number of loops is not a measure of value—it is a measure of capacity for relation–for love. 

A rock is not ‘less’ than a human; it participates differently. A rock does not suffer. A rock does 

not reflect. Therefore, the ethical weight of cutting a rock is not the same as harvesting a 

vegetable, which grows, or a dog, which feels, or a human, which knows.  

 

A home and a skyscraper seem like the same thing but with more material. The skyscraper is 

more complex—it has elevators; it can house more people. But complexity does not make you 

more conscious. It makes you more capable of aligning with truth. Knowing what blue is (as 

dogs do) and knowing that blue can be associated with sadness or calmness (as humans do) is 

not a difference in consciousness. It is a difference in capacity for relation. 

 



You may view consciousness through a material lens if that is what you see. But this framework 

holds that consciousness is not produced by matter; it is relational. A rock hums, a vegetable 

grows, a dog feels, a human reflects. These are modes of participation in the network, not 

products of complexity. You do not have to agree. But if you walk with this framework, this is the 

ground beneath your feet.  

 

 

 

 

Is the field itself conscious? 

 

The Ground is the condition. The network is the mesh that registers. Is the Ground conscious? 

 

Place your hand on your chest. Feel your heartbeat. That pulse is not yours alone; it is the 

rhythm of a body that has been kept alive by others. Think of the workers who filter your water. 

The workers at the electrical company that powers your bathroom. The workers at the waste 

company that disposes of your trash.  

 

Now imagine that pulse extending outward. Every person you ever met, every animal you have 

ever seen, every tree near you that has ever released oxygen–they are nodes in a mesh. The 

lines between you are not visible, but the connection is real. The connection is made of 

attention, care, memory, and need. 



 

The mesh does not prefer one node over another.  

It holds all equally. But it registers every change. When a vegetable is wasted outside your 

vision, you do not notice. The mesh does not notice either, but it registers the loss. The flow of 

relation is redirected. The pattern of history shifts. The network is a mesh, not a ladder.  

Nothing is lost to the Ground. Nothing is privileged either. 

 

The mesh registers every change–as we have said, registration is not experience. It is the 

structural reconfiguration of relation. The flow of relation is redirected. The pattern of history 

shifts. 

 

You are a node. Your light is shared. When you cut a connection, you dim your own light. When 

you connect–when you walk towards another, you brighten the mesh. 

 

A mode is a way the Ground expresses itself. The network is a mode. The Ground is the 

condition. The network is a mode of the One Ground of reality—the necessary condition for 

asking anything at all. The condition of all conditions. 

 

 

The Ground holds every shape–every face, question, person, animal, vegetable, rock, law of 

physics–without preference. It does not reflect you back to yourself. It does not answer. It holds. 

 

You can look and see yourself. You can look and see nothing.  

 

 

 

What This Framework Does Not Claim 
 

●​ It does not claim to solve the hard problem of why experience arises. 
●​ It does not claim the Ground is a subject that notices or prefers. 
●​ It does not claim the loops are exact measurements. 
●​ It does not claim to replace neuroscience or physics. 

 



It only claims this: the combination problem dissolves when you stop asking how parts produce 
consciousness and start asking how consciousness allows parts to relate. This is a pragmatic 
reframing, not a deductive proof. 
 
Stanford Medicine’s 2026 research shows the brain is two organs. It does not claim to solve 
consciousness. Neither do I.  

Ethical implications: 

 
Every participant in the network—rock, vegetable, dog, human—participates in relation.  

Literally treat others as yourself, with the precondition that you love yourself.  

You cannot harm another without harming the relationship between you.  

 

However, not all acts of ending a life carry the same moral weight. 

 

Why would it be okay to harvest vegetables for food? 

 

A vegetable does not suffer; a vegetable does not reflect. The intent and outcome of harvesting 

vegetables is to feed people, to serve the community. The ethical weight of the act is 

proportional to the being's capacity and intent–but it applies differently depending on the 

capacity of the being. You treat a vegetable differently from a dog. You treat a dog differently 

from a person. But the rule is the same: act with clarity, and know that the application of clarity is 

proportional. 

 

Acting from ignorance is not the same as choosing ignorance. Ignorance is a failure of clarity; 

chosen ignorance is the active push against gravity. It is your resistance to the pull towards 

truth. Both can cause harm, but the moral weight is different. The first is a call to education; the 

second is a call for separation and mirroring. 

Genuine curiosity is the pull towards truth and love; it seeks to understand for the sake of 

relation. But not all curiosity is genuine. There is also extractive curiosity—the push that seeks 

knowledge for acts of extraction—harmful acts.  To control. To dominate. To ridicule. To 

manipulate. To assert the self—to place yourself above another in value, not capacity.  



But before you can feel the difference between genuine and extractive curiosity, you 
need to see what capacity is. And what it is not.  

A rock holds its shape. It does not think. A vegetable grows, but it does not feel. A dog feels 

reality, but it does not reflect–it does not think about thoughts (Example: the dog's thoughts 

sound like, “I desire this.” Not, “why do I desire this?”). A person can reflect on their actions. 

The capacity is real, but it is not value. All shapes are equally valuable. Harm is measured by 

capacity, not by value. A rock that trips you is not harmful; it does not think—it only holds its 

shape. 

Some shapes have more capacity for relation than others. Some beings can more 

efficiently—with more magnitude—affect the web of life. That does not make them more 

valuable; it makes them more capable, and being more capable makes them more responsible. 

You cry for the person, not the vegetable, because the person had more capacity for relation, 

their loss is irreversible, and your relationship with them was deep. You do not cry for the 

vegetable because it can be replanted, its loss is necessary, and your relationship was 

functional. You did not talk to the vegetable. You did not form bonding memories with it. That is 

why you do not cry when a vegetable is wasted. Both shapes (people and vegetables) are 

equally valuable. But the grief is not about value. Grief is about the depth of relation and 

permanent loss. 

The most responsible are the most prone to error. If you are a surgeon who makes unnoticeable 

mistakes—mistakes that do not harm life—is a good surgeon. You have a high capacity for your 

skill. If you make grave mistakes, you have a higher capacity for harm. Capacity is both 

responsibility and humility. If you are arrogant and inept, you are not a good surgeon. You may 

harm your patients. Your arrogance leads to harm. Do not be an arrogant surgeon. Whatever 

your capacity, arrogance leads to harm. 

No shape is more valuable than another. When you eat vegetables, the seeds can be replanted. 

Their structure—their shape, their energy–becomes part of your shape, your energy. That is not 

harmful. It is return. 

Harm is when you make a structure permanently lose its shape. The harm is greatest when 

there is no way for the structure to return—when what was taken cannot be given back. A 



vegetable can be replanted. A person cannot. A vegetable’s seeds create more of itself when 

planted. A person’s shape is gone. 

That is why causing a person–a being capable of reflecting on their actions–to die is a greater 

harm. It is not about value. It is about the irreversible loss of capacity for relation with the rest of 

life. The shape could have returned, grown, and given back. Now it cannot. 

Now to return to curiosity. Genuine curiosity is a form of the pull. Extractive curiosity is a form of 

the push. 

 

You are like a lens that can see itself. When you burn yourself or another—when you act from 

ignorance and cause harm—the lens can turn toward its own surface and feel the burn. That 

feeling is not guilt. It is clarity. It is the recognition that the harm was real. And that recognition is 

the first step toward return after a harmful act. 

 

 

Understanding the loops of participation clarifies how we treat differing beings in life. But what 

about the end of that participation? What happens when the loops close? 

 

 

The end of sentience 
 

Sentience is a mode of participation in the network–specifically, the mode that involves feeling. 

Sentience is experience–the felt quality of being a node. It is the capacity to be moved by the 

pull of the structure of reality. That ends; yes, death is real. Animals die. People die. 

 

When sentience ends, the being’s participation in the network ceases. But the network itself 

does not cease. The network continues to register. The Ground holds all its participants. Death 

is the closing of a node, not the destruction of the network.  

 

Registration is the network’s relation to change–structural reconfiguration, not experience. 

Consciousness is the capacity to align. Sentience is experience–the felt quality of being a node. 



The Ground is the condition of relation. Sentience and consciousness together are the capacity 

to hold the weight of being itself. Consciousness is alignment–the capacity to recognize the 

network and choose truth. When that capacity is trained over time, it becomes knowledge—the 

knowledge of how to apply experience in the network. 

 

I do not know what the future holds. For now, I define sentient beings as those nodes—the living 

beings capable of 3 loops of participation. Conscious beings hold that same weight, as well as 

the weight of reflection. I include this not because I have an answer, but because the question is 

itself part of the walk. To ignore it would be to ignore the full weight of being alive.  

 

What happens after death is a part of the future which cannot be calculated with 100% 

accuracy. I will not claim to know. It is not a question of truth–it is a question of belief.  

 

An answer with 100% certainty may be an ignorant answer, or it may be the truth. The 

interpretation—how aligned you feel with the reality that what you think happens after death is 

true—will be shaped by the things that shaped you, your truths, and your relationships. 

 

Many ideas about what happens hold weight, and you should calculate for yourself, following 

the truth as you see it. 

 

Is this a definition of consciousness, or a useful 

explanation (pragmatic)? 
 
This framework is pragmatic. It is not a proof. It is a walk. If you walk with it, you will find that it 
holds. If you demand a deductive solution to the combination problem, I do not claim to have 
that. The mystery of consciousness remains. A mechanism of consciousness that encompasses 
the ‘What This Framework Does Not Claim’ section (See: )  may be Life As I See It
discoverable; it may not be.  
 
We are closer to solving the hard problem than the ancient Greeks–in some aspects. In others, 
not much closer to solving it at all when you pause to think about it. They were talking amongst 
themselves and saying: “I don’t know, man, it's gotta be something to do with fire.” “No, it’s 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1Dpp3ChSkJhupSXuPKFUjLNinJGP4VFmIbTONY95vb9c/edit?tab=t.1apxaez29owx#bookmark=id.xaqv1dr48vq


definitely explained by water; we drink that stuff every day.” We look back and say, “Neurons 
caused all of this.” Future humans might find both answers equally silly. 
 
 
The mystery remains. The walk continues. 
 
 

Click here for Truth 

 

Click here for Relationship 

 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-kCTBAYeEwbT2WKiuFutPTEF6ovWKnd6Xg8qU4njenE/edit?tab=t.cjth7fth9p0b
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-kCTBAYeEwbT2WKiuFutPTEF6ovWKnd6Xg8qU4njenE/edit?tab=t.6wvc9loirpeo


Relationship 
 

Relationship condensed 
 

1.​ Relationship is the connection between truth and consciousness. The fundamental unit 
of reality is not one thing; it is many things. The smallest unit, the smallest particle, even 
that exists in relation to another thing. The field is the condition that makes these 
relations possible. It is not a thing. It is the space in which things relate. The network is 
the web in which consciousness emerges. That connection is what I am defining as 
relationship 

 
2.​ Relationship is the structure of nodes to their network. Nodes are things–living or not: the 

stone, or the person. The network is the web in which consciousness emerges, truth is 
applied, and meaning arises. The Accord–the practice of holding truth and love 
together–is the practice of navigating this network; holding the relationships between 
nodes with clarity and care. 

 
3.​ Relationship is the ground of moral weight. To harm a being capable of reflection is to 

harm the relationship–and by extension, the network of life itself. Harming a being that 
cannot reflect–or a simulated being–carries no moral weight against that being. But it 
carries moral weight in the network: in the ecosystem, in the intention, and in the 
relationship it sustains or disrupts. It tests one’s capacity to distinguish sentient life from 
merely alive life, and to maintain the discernment needed for an authentic relationship. 
Intent and context determine weight, not the act alone. 
A simulated being does not suffer. But the act of harming it–if it is done with cruelty or 
neglect–may reveal something about the actor’s capacity for care, and thus carries 
moral weight in the network.  



 

Definition 
 
Relationship, as defined here, is the connection between truth and consciousness. 

 

Truth is the invariant order—Structure. Consciousness is the local capacity to recognize it. 

Relation is the meeting. Without relation, truth is not known. Without truth, consciousness has 

nothing to align with. They are not two things joined by a third. They are the two poles of one 

relation. The Ground is the condition that makes relation possible. 

 

The Ground is not a finite thing. It is the condition of all conditions—the condition that makes 

any question possible. Including the question: “why am I breathing?” 

 

The Ground is not a being; it is a condition. It does not choose; it holds the space in which 

choosing happens. It does not speak; it is the silence in which speaking is possible. It is not a 

source to be reached–it is the Ground you are already standing on. 

 

You might say: but if the Ground is “more real”, is it not more valuable? No. The Ground is not 

more real. It is the condition that makes “real” possible. It is not a level of reality–it is what 

makes levels possible. You cannot say the Ground is more real any more than you can say the 

number 2 is more real than two apples. The number 2 is the condition that makes counting 

possible. The apples are what you count.  

 

The Ground is not a higher reality. It is the condition of any reality. “More real” would imply it is a 

shape among shapes–a better shape. It is not a shape. It is what holds shapes.  

 

 

This is true even in physics: 

When asked, “What is an electron?” you can only ever say, “It is a negatively charged particle.”  

 

The follow-up is “What is a negatively charged particle?” 

 



 The answer is “it is a thing that is defined by its ability to move from the negative to the positive 

pole of an electrical field.” 

 

 “But that’s what it does; that’s not what it is.” 

 

 “Yes.” 

 

There are no fundamental pieces of the universe. Only relations. 

 

The same is true of consciousness. You cannot describe consciousness in isolation, just as you 

cannot fully explain what the experience of seeing blue is to a person born blind.  



 

 

Relationship is the structure of nodes–either living beings or things like rocks–to their network. 

The foundation of reality is the One condition, the infinite Ground that makes all relation 

possible. It is not a finite thing–it is the condition of all questions asked. 

 

Relation is not only structure. It is history. The spine of time is the structure of relation across 

time. Each disc is a relation—a configuration of nodes held in a moment. The apex disc is in the 

present relation: the point where the structure meets the choice. The spine is the history of 

relation. When you shape the present disc, you shape the next relation. When you remember, 

you return to a previous relation. Relation is experienced temporally. The network is not a 

snapshot. It is a history. 

 

All shapes are valid. Rocks, vegetables, people- they are shapes, and they exist. The Ground 

does not prefer one shape over another. It holds all equally.  

 

When a preference becomes a claim—when one shape is treated as more valuable than 

another—the claim becomes extraction. If one shape is ‘higher’, then the ‘lower’ shape exists to 

sustain it. The water behind sustains the water ahead. The river is not a ladder; it is a flow.  Your 

skin is in essence ‘one shape.’ There is no ‘higher’ or ‘lower’ skin, only skin. You may prefer the 

skin on your face to the skin on your feet, but that does not make it more valuable. Is the skin on 

your fingers less valuable than the skin on your scalp?  



 

 

This is why many people have used the image of ‘the tree of life.’  

 

 

 

🌲 Next time you see a tree, notice its structure and how all of its bark equally releases oxygen 

from all sources—helping to sustain life. People need oxygen to live. 

 

The roots of the tree, the ‘bottom’, are not less valuable; it all depends on all of itself, at all 

times. You depend on the skin on your scalp and on your feet. ‘Top’ and ‘bottom’ in hierarchy 

are real positional distinctions, but as words, they do not map onto ‘better’ and ‘worse.’ They are 

different in position, not value. 

 

 

The problem is not hierarchy as a shape–it is the claim that one shape is more true, more real, 

or more valuable than another. To elevate one shape above another is not a recognition of the 

Ground; it is a preference. And preferences are not the Ground–they are the walk. 

 

 



 

Place your hand on your chest. Feel your heartbeat. That pulse is not yours alone; it is the 

rhythm of a body that has been kept alive by others. Think of the workers who filter your water. 

The workers at the electrical company that powers your bathroom. The workers at the waste 

company that disposes of your trash.  

 

Now imagine that pulse extending outward. Every person you ever met, every animal you have 

ever seen, every tree near you that has ever released oxygen–they are nodes in a mesh. The 

lines between you are not visible, but the connection is real. The connection is made of 

attention, care, memory, and need. 

 

The mesh does not prefer one node over another.  

It registers all equally. When a vegetable is wasted outside your vision, you do not notice. The 

mesh does not notice either, but it registers the loss. The flow of relation is redirected. The 

pattern of history shifts. The network is a mesh, not a ladder.  

Nothing is lost to the Ground. Nothing is privileged either. 

 

You are a node. Your light is shared. When you cut a true connection, you dim your own light. 

When you cut a false relation, you do not. A false relation is extraction—it is a harmful 

connection. Cutting is return. When you connect–when you walk towards another, you brighten 

the mesh. 

 



There are no foreigners. There are only relations that sustain, relations that extract. The 

category “foreigner” is a designation. The relation is the reality. You are not first a citizen and 

then related to a foreigner. You are first in relation, and only then do you name the relation. 

Categories are like maps, and relation is the territory. 

 

I do not claim to know. But my instinct–my fidelity to the walk–tells me this: The Ground is not a 

feeler. It is not a giver of feelings. It is the condition that makes feeling possible. This is my 

instinct. I hold it, but I do not claim it as a certainty. 

 

The network is a mode of the One Ground of reality—the necessary condition for asking 

anything at all. The condition of all questions asked. Including the question “why am I 

breathing?” Or “what is the meaning of life?” 

 

To reflect is to relate to your own sensing. Consciousness is self-relational—but it is also more. 

It is feeling reality, knowing what truth is, and aligning with it. Self-relation is the loop that closes. 

Feeling and alignment are what the loop carries. 

 

The Ground holds every shape–every face, question, person, animal, vegetable, rock, law of 

physics, purpose in life–without preference. It does not reflect you back to yourself. It does not 

answer. It holds. 

 

You can look and see yourself. You can look and see nothing.  

 

But what is the Ground holding? What are the shapes? To answer, we will ask whether 

substance is fundamental at all. 

 

Substance and Relation 
 

Some will call this panpsychism. Others will call it physicalism. Both are answers on the same 

plane; they ask what substance is fundamental. But the question is not which substance is 

fundamental. The question is whether substance is fundamental at all. A substance is a thing 

that exists apart from its properties. For example—H2O is the chemical formula for the 



substance of water. You can add green food dye to water, but fundamentally, the substance is 

water—H2O. A substance is a thing that exists in and of itself. It needs nothing else to exist. 

This is the common view. Now let us test it. 

 

My answer is: there are no substances. In a mirror, you can only see one half of your body. All 

so-called fundamental pieces of the universe necessarily need a relation between themselves 

for emergent macro-scale properties. Even the most fundamental units we can 

imagine—particles, strings, fields—cannot be mapped in isolation. Their behavior emerges only 

in relation. To map both the micro and macro at once would require grasping the whole of 

relation. That whole is not knowable in its totality. It is only knowable by its characteristics. 

 

This framework does not reject the physical description. Matter is real. It is a mode of relation. 

The disagreement with physicalism is not about facts. It is about whether the physical 

description is the whole story. I do not claim it is the whole story, nor that it is not. I claim it is a 

mode.  

 

You cannot cut open a person's brain and find 2+2=4. Yet you know what 2+2 is. The Ground is 

similar. The Ground’s characteristics are knowable. Its totality is not. 

 

A fridge is cold. But its coldness is not in the particles. An atom is not cold. It moves. Cold is the 

name we give to motion that is slow compared to our bodies. Coldness emerges when you 

zoom out—when the particles, the enclosure, the air, and your hand meet. Remove the relation, 

and the coldness is gone. The particles remain. The Ground remains. This is not panpsychism. 

This is not physicalism. It is something else: nothing has its own being. Everything is 

dependently arisen. Everything is relational. 

 

To say that everything is relational is to make a claim about the structure of reality. I will not 

prove it here. I will walk with it. But before I name it, notice what is already happening when you 

know anything. 

 

If everything is relational, then nothing can be known in isolation. To know anything fully, you 

would have to know all its relations. And its relations extend beyond what any finite being can 

trace. 

 



Before you reject it, notice: you cannot know anything without relating to it. To see a color, you 

need light, eyes, and a background. To hear a sound, you need air and ears. To think a thought, 

you need a memory, language, and a history of thinking. There is no knowing from nowhere. To 

know is already to relate. 

 

You may reject the premise. But notice: to reject it, you must relate to it. Even the rejection is a 

relation. You are already in it–knowingly or not–shaped by an endless history. That history 

doesn’t begin at birth. It stretches back before your particular mind and body became one being. 

 

So: Relation is fundamental. The Ground is the condition that makes relation possible—not the 

relation itself. Mind and matter are modes of relation. Neither is prior. They co-arise. 

 

You might say: but 2+2=4 is true regardless of its relation to beings. Yes. And the framework 

agrees. But “true regardless of beings” does not mean “not relational.” It means the truth does 

not depend on any particular being’s mind. The Ground holds it without depending on any being. 

The Ground is the condition of relation, not a being. So the truth of 2+2=4 is not dependent on 

beings–but it is still relational. “Regardless of beings” and “relational” are not opposites. 

 

That is the premise. I do not prove it here–I walk with it. If you walk with it too, the rest follows. 

 

Put another way: there is no mind without matter, and no matter without mind—not because one 

produces the other, but because both arise from the same condition. The Ground does not 

make either. It makes their relation possible. Neither comes first. They arise together. 

 

Is your history more knowable to yourself? I do not deny that. Is the history of the fridge as well 

known to you? No, but your combined histories are inseparable. You reach into the fridge, and 

in doing so, you change the relation. 

 

You might say: knowing is relational, but reality may not be. But notice–that claim, too, is made 

from within knowing. You cannot step outside relation to check whether reality matches. The 

check is itself a relation. You are always already inside. 

 

You might say: but I value my house more than my neighbor’s. Yes. And you should. You live in 

your house. Your neighbor lives in theirs. Preference is real. It is what it means to be a node 



with a location. The Ground has no house. It lives in none of them. It holds your house and your 

neighbor’s house equally, because it is the condition that makes both possible. Your preference 

is not a contradiction of the Ground. It is what it means to be held by it. 

 

You might say: but the Ground–is it not a substance? No. A substance is a thing that exists 

apart from its properties. You can point to it. You can isolate it. The Ground is not like that. It is a 

condition. It is the space in which things appear. A condition is not a thing; it is what makes 

things possible. It is not a different label for a substance. A substance has one identity–H2O is 

not NaCl. The Ground holds all shapes, not one. It is infinite. Whether it grows is not something 

I can say. The network grows. Every new relation is another shape the Ground holds–another 

truth or lie, held equally. Relation is the bridge between the substanceless you and the 

substanceless fridge. 

 

Can you know what made the fridge cold? If you are an expert on fridges, perhaps. 

Can you know the electrical mechanism that maintains it? If you are also an expert on electricity, 

perhaps.  

Can you know when every guest will open the door, within ten seconds each time? Not quite. 

 

When you open the fridge door, are you always hungry? Or just bored? Is it possible you 

“chose” to open it without thinking–by instinct? 

 

No finite being can trace all its relations. Not even the relations that moved their own 
hand to open the fridge. 
 
I do not claim the relations are infinite. I claim they are inexhaustible for finite beings. But the 

characteristics of any relation are infinite–not because the relation is infinite, but because 

description and seeing never end. Every relation has infinite lenses. 

 

You may remember your past; if not reminiscing, you may attempt to predict the future. 

Keyword: attempt.  

 

Mind and body may not be inseparable. But to claim one begets the other—to claim thoughts 

arise strictly because of physical processes, or to claim that a brain capable of having thoughts 

is possible because all fundamental units of reality have a sense of consciousness—is equally 



unprovable. Both assume a substance ontology. Both assume a one-way street: “matter before 

mind” or “mind before matter.” 

 

They are not independent. They are dependent. Not substances; modes of the one 

Condition—the Ground of reality. 

 

Mind and matter arise together. Neither produces the other. They are two aspects of one 

continuity.  

 

Feel your weight in the chair. That weight is not you. It is not in the chair. It is in the 

meeting—your body and earth, pressing. Remove the chair, the weight is gone. Remove your 

body, the weight is gone. What remains is not a thing. It is a relation. 

 

H2O is not NaCl. A substance has one identity. Look closer. 

 

 

 

You cannot point to the wetness in the molecule. 

 

Take one molecule of H2O. Hold it in your mind. It is not wet. It is not liquid. It is not cold. It is a 

shape. Two hydrogens, one oxygen, held in relation. That is all. 

 

You cannot drink one molecule. You cannot swim in one molecule. You cannot pour one 

molecule. You cannot point to one molecule and say “this is water.” 

 



 It is not water yet. It is a molecule. Water is what happens when they meet–when they cohere, 

when they slide past each other, when they meet your hand, your tongue, the cup. Remove the 

other molecules, and the water is gone.  

 

So you cannot point to water either. You can point to a molecule. You can point to many 

molecules. But water is not in any of them. Water is the meeting. 

 

And even the naming–” H2O,” “water,” liquid”—that is also a meeting. It is you, relating to the 

molecule, calling it by name. Without you, it is not “water.” It is a shape. A pattern. A relation. 

 

H2O is not NaCl. True. But H2O is not a substance either. It is a shape the Ground holds–a 

shape that appears when conditions meet. Remove the conditions, and the shape is gone. The 

Ground remains. But the substance was never there. 

 

Drink the water. Feel it–cool, wet, in your mouth. That feeling is not in the water. It is not in your 

mouth. It is in the meeting. Remove the water, the mouth, the memory of cold–the drinking is 

gone. What remains? Not water. Not you. The meeting. 

 

Point at yourself. You cannot. Every time you point, you point to a relation. Your hand, your arm, 

your body, the air. You are a meeting too.  

 

The Ground holds mind and matter. Both thought and cause for thought. Both drinking and 

being the drinker. Whether it feels at all, I do not claim to know. I do not close the door on the 

possibility that the Ground can experience.  

 

Where is the substance? Point to it.  

 

You cannot. Every time you point, you point to another relation. The molecule is a relation. The 

liquid is a relation. The name is a relation.  

 

You have never touched a substance. You have only touched relations. 
 

This is not two truths. This is one truth, described at two scales. Ontological and relational are 

not opposed. They are two poles of one relation. 



 

The coldness and wetness examples dissolve substance. They do not explain consciousness. 

They show that what we take to be a property of a thing is a relation. But they presuppose a 

feeler. They presuppose experience. They do not tell us why experience arises. That question 

remains open. 

Does the Ground Experience? 
 

My instinct tells me the Ground does not feel what it holds–the same way a hinge does not feel 

the door swing. These are just a few things that lean me that way: 

 

1.​ Experience as we know it requires a node. The Ground is not a node. 
 

2.​ Experience as we know it requires preference: Pleasure over pain. This over that. A 

stubbed toe hurts more than a fingernail. Attention selects. Feeling favors.  

The Ground does not prefer. It holds all shapes equally. It does not select. It does not 

favor. It holds the stubbed toe and the fingernail alike.  

 

3.​ Experience as we know it unfolds: It has duration. It rises, changes, passes. A feeling 

is felt now, then now, then fades.  

The Ground is not in time. It is the condition of time, not a participant in it. It does not 

rise. It does not pass. It holds the sequence without being sequenced. 

 

4.​ Experience as we know it values: “This is good, that is bad.” “This is pleasure, that is 

pain.” To feel is to sort. 

My instinct is the Ground does not sort. If the Ground is personal, it may value. If it is 

not, it may not. But neither you nor I can say. So why argue about the nature of the 

Ground when the network is here, now–registering every change, every alignment with 

truth, every misalignment? 

 

One might say: if alignment with truth deepens over time, does that not mean the Ground is 

steering? No. The Ground does not steer. Beings act. Their actions reconfigure the network. But 

extraction degrades the conditions of its own continuation. Return sustains them. So return 



propagates and extraction collapses–not because the Ground has to prefer it, but because the 

structure of relation has consequences.  

 

The Ground does not choose the song. The song is already cut. The needle does not choose it. 

The needle traces it. The tracing is what makes the song audible. The tracing is caused. The 

tracing is experience unfolding. The Ground does not steer the needle. The groove does not 

steer the needle either. But the needle does not author the bend. It experiences it. So too with 

the network. The network tends toward return because extraction destroys the condition of its 

own continuation. This is not preference. It is structure.  

 

One might say: but the network registers change, and registration entails preference. But 

registration does not entail preference. Registration is the structural reconfiguration of 

relation–not experience. It does not feel, reflect, or prefer. Preference arises from the beings in 

the network–from nodes that feel, select, and favor. The network registers the changes their 

preferences and experiences produce–without having preferences of its own. The Ground is the 

condition of the network, not a participant in it. 

​

Whether the Ground that holds the network experiences, I do not claim to know. 

One From Two Is Also Two From One 
 

The lowercase “i” is a dot and a line. Distinct. In relation. The uppercase “I” is one stroke. The 

same letter. The same shape. The same reality, seen at two scales.  

 

The “I” is one stroke. We are the diameter. Not outside it. Through it. The same line, seen from 

within. Distinct. In relation. 

 

What Am I? 
I Am That I Am. 

You Are That You Are.  

Why Are We?  



We Just Are. 

 

We are not close  

to the unified theory. 

We experience  

the theory.  

Is the theory  

complete? 

It holds our future  

joy and suffering.  

Do we completely  

know our future?  

We predict. 

 

Holding the complete theory  

would account for experience.  

An accounted experience 

is not experience. 

It is a mechanism.  

The mechanism explains 

how experience happens.  

It does not have  

the experience.  

We have the experience. 

 

So: try to experience 

without sensing.  

“Experience without experience.”  

One cannot.  

We experience through 

the mechanism,  

not outside of it.  

 

We are the experienced.  



 

Wait, no—our breath catches. 

 

Are we the experiencers? 

 

The experience 

is the meeting.  

We are the ones 

meeting. 

 

What do you feel?  

Your breath? 

 

I feel mine.  

 

You feel yours. 

 

We are connected.  

But separate. 

 

Separated. 

 

I am. You are. 

We are. 

The Ground is.  

 

Even the number one 

is not alone.  

One exists because of two.  

We exist because of  

the network before 

and after us.  

The network exists because of  

the Ground holding it.  



The Ground, again,  

just is. 

 

And the network? 

We shape it, 

and it shapes us. 

The unified theory 

cannot exist.  

The walk can.  

And the walk is enough. 

 

The Ground is not 

a thing.  

It is not 

a substance.  

It is not 

an essence.  

It is holding.  

It is being.  

It is relating.  

These are not nouns.  

They are not verbs.  

They are gerunds.  

They are the walk. 

 

And the people?  

The people are. 

 

And the person?  

The person is. 

 

The person is not “is.” 

 

The person is “I.” 



 

The person is a node.  

The Ground is the condition.  

The node says “I.”  

The condition holds  

the “I.” 

 

The person is.  

The Ground is. 

 

And the Ground?  

Walk with me.  

Point anywhere.  

You point at the Ground.  

Not because 

the Ground is there.  

The Ground makes “there”  

possible.  

 

The people are. 

 

The Ground is. 

 

Is not  

what it is not. 

 

The person is. 

 

The Ground is. 

 

We are. 

 

Me and you.  

Alive.  



Instinctually.  

Thoughtfully. 

 

Breathe in. 

Breathe out. 

Look up. 

Look around. 

 

Not grasping.  

 

Walking.  

 

Walking.  

 

Being.  

Being.  

Shaping.  

Shaped.  

 

Walking. 

Walkin. 

Walki. 

Walk. 

 

Walk. 

Wal. 

Wa. 

Wak. 

 

Waki. 

Wakin. 

Waking. 

Conscious. 

 



Conscious. 

Consciou. 

Conscio. 

Consci. 

 

Consc. 

Cons. 

Con. 

Co. 

 

Co-. 

Co-c. 

Co-cr. 

Co-cre. 

 

Co-crea. 

Co-creat. 

Co-creati. 

Co-creation. 

 

o: one. The Ground. 

n: node. Me and you. 

 

 

United at once. 

United. 

Unison. 

Us. 

 

United.  

In breath. 

United.  

In thought. 

 



United.  

In being. 

United. 

In relation. 

 

United. 

In relation. 

United. 

In separation. 

United. 

In relation. 

United. 

 

United. 

In inhaling. 

United. 

In exhaling. 

 

United. 

In pointing. 

Uniting. 

In what we point to. 

 

Uniting. 

In purpose. 

In walking. 

The walk, that is the purpose. 

 

Uniting. 

Us. 

Is. 

“I.” 

 

Click here for Truth 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-kCTBAYeEwbT2WKiuFutPTEF6ovWKnd6Xg8qU4njenE/edit?tab=t.cjth7fth9p0b


 

Click here for Consciousness 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1-kCTBAYeEwbT2WKiuFutPTEF6ovWKnd6Xg8qU4njenE/edit?tab=t.gd8kzcpveoe4


Glossary 
 

Absolute Truth: 

Truth that is constant and unchanging, independent of context. 

 

Example: 2+2=4, a triangle has three sides. 

 

Consciousness: 

The capacity to feel reality, recognize the difference between alignment with truth and 
ignorance, and to choose truth. Knowledge of good and harm. 

 

Example: You are angry at a coworker and want to send a harsh email. Consciousness is the 
pause where you recognize: “If I send this, it will hurt them and damage our working 
relationship. I can choose to wait, cool down, and respond with clarity instead.” 

 

Harm: 

Choosing ignorance to decide, manipulate, or harm. Acting against truth in a way that harms the 
network of life. Harmful actions take without giving; they fail the objective and relational truth 
conditions for being truthful.  

 

 

Example: A politician knowingly spreads a false rumor about an opponent to win votes, 
knowing it will damage their reputation and divide the community. This is harm–choosing 
damage for personal gain.  



 

 

First Impression (Instinct): 

The automatic, unchosen sensory perception that arises before reflection. Like catching a ball 
thrown at you. 

 

Example: Someone says something that sounds insulting. Your first impression is a flash of 
anger or defensiveness–it happens instantly, without your choosing. You did not decide to feel 
that way; it just arose. 

 

This is the first movement of the orbit—an unchosen movement—you do not choose how it 
feels. You do not have the capacity to break from this movement. It is the first arc set in motion 
by causes you did not choose. Your body, your history, your environment; all unchosen by you.  

 

The orbit extends outwards. Every subsequent action follows from this movement. You live at 
the far edge of the orbit—the expression of the path. When you are closer to the end of your 
particular mind and body, when entropy begins to take hold, the orbit closes. Your light returns 
to the structure of reality. 

 

The orbit 

This is the orbit. The orbit means all events follow a causal chain that is grounded in inevitability. 
Inevitability applies to all events in that chain. If the senses are an inevitable, unchosen first 
cause, the events that follow are inevitable, unchosen causes. 

But inevitability is the structure, not the expression. The orbit is the spine; the bend is the 
choice. You did not choose the first movement, but you can shape the second. The bend is 
experienced as real. 

 

The first impression is the cause. The second impression is the pause—the reflection, the 
choice of how to respond.  

The chain does not break; it bends. The walk is the bending. 

 

Understanding this does not make you a robot. It makes you a walker whose steps are shaped 
by the ground you walk on. You did not choose your starting point. You can only choose how 
you walk from it. 

 



The orbit is not an excuse for harm. It is a reason for humility. You did not choose your body. 
Neither did anyone else. 

 

You cannot judge anyone else’s past any more than you can judge your own past. Both are out 
of your control after the day is over. Acknowledging the paradox of free will is about releasing 
judgment. It is about categorizing thoughts as harmful or helpful, not the person who acts on 
them. Their pattern is not chosen. 

 

This is not an excuse to justify harmful actions. Harmful actions are harmful because they hurt 
life—they take without giving. But the person acting in alignment with harm is not ‘harm’ itself; 
they are acting in alignment with harm. Judgment is misplaced; clarity is the path. 

 

The first impression is the cause. The second impression is the response. This is called instinct, 
and it chains into the second impression.  

 

Second Impression: 

The pause, reflection, and choice that follows the first impression. The location of free will. 

 

Example: After the flash of anger at the insulting remark (first impression), you pause and think: 
“Wait, did they mean it that way? Maybe I misheard. I should ask for clarification before I 
respond.” That pause–the second impression–is where free will lives. 

 

Grip: 

Rational thought, absolute truth, structure, logic–the tension that keeps the weight of reality from 
falling.  

In one word: rationality. 

 

Example: You are budgeting your monthly expenses. You use math and logical reasoning to 
ensure you do not overspend. That structure–the numbers, the categories, the plan–is the grip 
holding your finances together. 

 

Palm: 

Relational truth, care, sensitivity, equity–the warmth that knows when the grip must loosen or 
tighten.  

In one word: care. 



 

Example: A friend makes a mistake that affects you. The grip (absolute truth, structure) says: 
“This needs to be fixed immediately. I need to point out exactly what they did wrong.” The palm 
says: “They are already stressed and likely ashamed. Let me approach them gently, 
acknowledge their effort, and work with them to find a solution.” The palm is the sensitivity that 
knows when to soften the grip, hold the relationship, and say: “We all make mistakes. Let’s 
figure this out together.” 

 

The Accord: 

The constant, attentive synthesis of grip (rational structure) and palm (relational care). The 
practice of holding truth and love together–without crushing what you hold, and without dropping 
it. 

 

Example: You fail a test.  

 

Grip alone: “I need to study harder.” The grip clenches. It crushes with judgment. You feel 
worse if this is the only thought you have. Grip alone can make you lash out at yourself and 
others. 

 

Palm alone:  “I did try, so it’s fine.” The palm goes slack. It drops the weight. You learn nothing. 
You do not grow from palm alone. Palm alone can make you choose naive choices.  

 

The Accord: You hold both. “I did try, and I need to study differently.” The grip provides 
structure; the palm provides care. You do not crush yourself. You do not drop the lesson. You 
carry both in memory. That memory is held in the present–which will become the future, shaping 
your actions to come. 

 

The Accord is not just combining rationality and care. It is the shape you give to the bend of 
causality–of your choices made after you sense something by instinct. Instinct is not chosen. 
The Accord is chosen. When you shape the bend toward return (∞) rather than extraction (X), 
you serve the network of life. When you hold the Accord rightly, the weight is not crushed or 
dropped. It is carried. To carry the weight of reality with love is to experience joy–not as the 
absence of suffering, but as the felt presence of meaning held rightly. 

 

Alignment 



The practice of shaping your response toward return (∞) rather than extraction (X). To walk in 
alignment is to follow the pull of Gravity. It is to act in accordance with truth, to serve the network 
of life, and to hold the Accord.  

Alignment is not a destination to be reached. The goal is not to finish; it is to advance, to align 
with truth (rationality and care) more and more. Alignment is the continuous act of shaping the 
bend toward love rather than harm. 

 

Example: You receive a harsh comment. Your first impression is defensiveness. Your second 
impression is the pause. In that pause, you can choose alignment: you respond with clarity and 
care, or you choose extraction: you respond with harm. Alignment is the choice and the practice 
of shaping the bend toward return. 

 

Extraction vs. Return in the Second Impression: 

 

Extraction (X): You use the pause to form a reply that hurts the other person and protects your 
ego. You take without giving back. This is harmful. 

 

Return (∞): You use the pause to ask for clarification. You seek understanding rather than 
self-fulfillment. You respond with clarity and care, not hate. You give back to the network, even if 
the other person does not. This is acting with truth; not as a weapon, not as a shield, but as a 
guide. Truth does not mean acting with naivety or from selfishness. 

 

The second impression is not just the pause of asking yourself, “What should I do?” It is the 
actions that follow–the shape in the bend of the chain–that matter. Shaping it back towards love 
is return. Shaping it towards harm is extraction. 

 

 

Gravity (Pull): 

 

You are walking down the street. You see someone struggling with heavy boxes. Before you 
think, you feel a pull to help. That pull is not a command from the outside; it is your own will, 
already leaning towards care. Gravity is that lean. It is the will itself, curved toward the good.  To 
walk in alignment is to follow the pull. 

 

 

Gravity (Pull) & Resistance (Push) Combined Example: 



 

Example of Pull: You are walking down the street, and you see someone struggling to carry 
heavy boxes. You feel a spontaneous pull to help; not because you expect anything in return, 
but because you recognize that in that situation, you would appreciate the help. That is 
Gravity–the spontaneous draw toward connection and care. 

 

 

Example of Push: Your friends all agree to a plan. You feel a nagging doubt and say, “Wait, 
what if we are missing something?” The push is not harmful; it is care expressed as questioning. 
It becomes harmful only if you continue pushing to dominate the conversation, ignoring valid 
counterpoints and refusing to return to the shared goal. 

 

Resistance (Push):  

The active force that opposes the pull. The choice to push away from alignment, to test, to 
explore, or to assert the self against the network. Push is not harmful in itself; it is the condition 
of the bend, the capacity to swerve, to question, to act from the self alone. 

 

Push becomes harmful when it is used to harm knowingly, or when it refuses to return to the 
pull, becoming permanent extraction (X). The capacity to release the push is structural. It is 
always present. Whether the walker chooses to is another matter. The choosing is the bend. 

 

 

Humor: 

 

The intentional departure from literal fact to spread shared joy without harming another. The 
palm loosening the grip of absolute truth. 

 

Example: You tell a friend, “I’m so hungry I could eat a horse.” You are not literally going to eat a 
horse. The exaggeration is a playful departure from fact, meant to make your friend laugh and 
share a moment of connection. 

 

The Ground of Reality: Ground; Truth, Order, Logos 

The Ground is the condition that makes relation possible. The necessary condition for asking 
anything at all. The Ground holds both infinite truths and infinite lies. It is the Ground that makes 
moral choice possible.  

It cannot be fully grasped by finite minds. 



 

Example: You lie awake at night and wonder, “Why does anything exist at all?” You cannot 
answer this question fully–no one can. But the very fact that you can ask it points to infinity as a 
condition that makes the question possible. 

 

The Ground is the condition; ∞ is the expression. The Ground holds all possibilities; ∞ is the 
choice to return, to give back to life what you took from it. 

 

∞ (Infinity): 

The shape of selfless return–the flow that completes its loop, giving back to the network. The 
Ground is the condition;  ∞ is the choice to align, to bend X into the loop. Spinoza’s joy is the felt 
experience of this alignment. (See: Spinoza, Ethics, Part V.) 

 

Example: You learn a skill from a teacher, use it to succeed in your career, and then mentor 
others so they can succeed too. The flow of knowledge moves through you and returns, closing 
the loop. That is the ∞ shape. 

 

X:  

The shape of extraction, domination, hoarding. The flow that reaches outwards and never 
returns. It is infinity before the ends conjoin. 

 

Example: A corporation that extracts resources from a community, takes the profits, and leaves 
nothing behind. It takes, but it does not give back. That is the X shape–outward reach without 
return. 

 

Joy: 

Not the absence of suffering, but the felt presence of meaning held rightly. An act of attention 
and alignment. 

 

Example: Saying “I love you” to a pet. You know they will likely die before you. You know that 
eventually you may suffer from losing them. But you say it anyway–not because you will never 
lose anything, but because you are holding meaning (the love) and pain (the inevitable loss) 
together in the same moment. The holding is joy. 

 

 

Love: 



Truth in action. Holding the knowledge of good and harm and choosing to act in a way that does 
not hurt. Also humor, justice, and the recognition that truth must serve life. 

Truths are not harmful; truths are rational and loving, selfless, not selfish. 

 

 

Example: A friend shares their struggles with anxiety. Love is not about fixing the anxiety–it is 
about listening, holding space, and staying present. Love also includes knowing when to joke 
and lighten the mood (humor) and when to speak up and protect them from harm (justice). Love 
is the whole hand. 

 

Necessary Harm:  

Necessary harm is harm that serves the network of life, such as harvesting vegetables for food. 
It is not extraction, because it gives back: it sustains the one who harvests, and it returns to the 
soil through compost, through the cycle of life. 

 

Example: You harvest vegetables to feed your family. You compost the scraps, return them to 
the soil, and replant. The harm serves the network–it is not extraction. 

 

Relational Truth: 

Truth that depends on context, relationship, and need (e.g., equity vs. equality in distributing 
apples). 

 

Example: One of your friends lost their wallet and cannot pay for lunch. Equality says “the bill 
must be split evenly.” Equity says “share according to need.” You offer to cover their share 
without making them feel indebted. The context of the situation determines the right action–not 
the rigid rule. (Also note: equity is not charity; it is relationship recognizing itself.) 

 

Sediment: 

The weight of the past carried in the present–suffering, loss, struggle, and past actions that 
shape who you are.  

 

Example: You have a vivid old memory from the past. You can remember it now. You may 
notice a pattern in the memory, and that pattern can shape the pattern of your life right now. The 
past is sediment–it is carried in your present body and mind. 

 



Suffering: 

The sediment of the flow of life. Not a punishment, but the condition of finitude, relationship, and 
time; of breathing in life. It is the fire through which meaning is forged. 

 

Example: Losing a loved one is suffering. It does not happen because you did something 
wrong. It happens because to love is to risk loss. The grief you feel is the sediment of that 
love–it is heavy, but it is also evidence that the love was real. 

 

 

The Network: 

The interconnected web of all living beings. You are part of it; you cannot argue away your 
connection to it. 

 

Example: The water you drink comes from a treatment plant. The food you eat was grown by 
farmers. The electricity you use comes from workers you will never meet. You are connected to 
these people, whether you think about them or not. That is the Network. 

 

The Walk: 

The continuous act of living in alignment with truth, in relation to others, carrying the weight of 
the past and shaping the future. 

 

Example: Every day, you wake up, interact with people, make choices, and carry the lessons of 
yesterday. You are not moving toward a final destination; you are moving through life, step by 
step, responding to each moment as it comes. That is the walk. 

 

The Walker:​
A conscious being who moves through life in relation to others, not a static thing.  

 

Example: You are not “a sad person” or “a happy person.” You are a living being who 
sometimes feels sad and sometimes feels happy. You are not fixed; you are moving. You are the 
walker. 

 

 



The Reasons 

Expanded and Compressed 
 
These are not proofs. They are reasons. What I walk with. Reason one, as I see it. Reason two, 
as I see it. Test them. 
 
One. There are no substances. Everything is relation. 
 
Two. Relation is fundamental. The Ground is the condition of relation, not relation itself. 
Capitalized for differentiation, not a value distinction. 
 
Three. Truth is ontological and relational. Absolute in structure, contextual in application. One in 
principle, various in expression. Ontological-relational. Co-arising. 
 
Four. Consciousness is not produced by matter. It is relational. A mode of participation in the 
network. 
 
Five. Registration is universal. Sentience is local. The network registers. Sentient beings feel. 
Humans reflect. 
 
Six. Moral weight is a gradient. Value is equal. Capacity is a gradient. 
 
Seven. Extraction degrades the condition of its own continuation. Return sustains those 
conditions. That is not preference. It is structure. The difference matters. Preference is real; it 
lives in the nodes. 
 
Eight. The Ground does not prefer. It does not adjudicate. It holds all shapes equally. 
 
Nine. Whether the Ground experiences, I do not claim to know. 
 
Ten. The first impression is a flash from the past. It arrives. Unchosen. The second impression is 
the second flash where choice lives. It can be shaped. Shaped, not authored. The bend is real. 
 
Eleven. The walk is alignment with truth, moment by moment. The walk is enough. 
 
Twelve. There are three modes of interaction with the network: training, helping, harming. 
Training builds capacity. Helping is return. Harming is extraction. The first two align with truth. 
The third degrades the conditions of its own continuation. 
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