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The day science begins to study non-physical phenomena, it will make more 

progress in one decade than in all the previous centuries of its existence. 

— Nikola Tesla 

 

 

Every occurrence is entirely constituted in addressability. 

 



1. The Root 

There is an older grammar of knowing. It precedes the one we were taught. 

The Latin root is conscire — to know with. Not to know about. Not to observe from a 

distance. To know with. The word carries participation as its structural ground. 

Knowing is not something a subject does to an object. Knowing is shared. It occurs 

within a common field. 

This is not a claim about a golden age. It is a structural observation. Before a specific set 

of framing moves was introduced, the grammar of knowing did not require a bridge 

between knower and known—because no separation had been introduced. Occurrence 

showed up within awareness. Distinction was available without division. The field 

addressed itself. 

What follows traces how that grammar was replaced, what was gained, what was lost, 

and what remains available when the replacement is seen as a construction rather than 

a discovery. 

─── ◇ ─── 

2. The Rupture 

In the 17th century, two moves converged that restructured the grammar of knowing at 

its foundation. 

The first was the installation of a split between thinking and extension—between the 

inner world of thought and the outer world of matter. This was not an observation 

drawn from evidence. It was a framing decision. A powerful one. It differentiated what 

had not previously been differentiated, and in doing so it opened an enormous space for 

investigation. 

The second was the redefinition of awareness as private perception—as what passes 

within an individual mind. Knowing, which had been participatory, became internal. 

The field, which had been shared, became divided into subjects and objects. 

A new grammar appeared: 

Subject → observes → object. 

This grammar installed three things simultaneously: an inside, an outside, and a 

transfer between them. Every use of the words “observer” and “observation” 

reintroduces this structure. The split is not in the world. It is in the grammar through 

which the world is addressed. 

What occurred structurally: 

Awareness was internalized—relocated from the shared field to the private interior of a 

mind. Occurrence was externalized—treated as something “out there” that the mind 



must represent. And address—the orientation from which knowing occurs—was 

misidentified as inner perception. 

This was not an error in the sense of a mistake to be corrected. It was a 

phase-appropriate move. It was the centrifugal spark of a civilizational traversal—an 

opening, a differentiation, a necessary explosion of the field into parts that could be 

examined independently. It was supposed to happen. And it produced extraordinary 

results. 

─── ◇ ─── 

3. The Method: What Was Retained and What Was Excluded 

From the split, a method emerged. It stabilized by a single exclusion: only what can be 

measured without reference to address is retained in the model. 

This exclusion is the source of the method’s power. By removing the condition of 

knowing from the inquiry, what remains is tractable, repeatable, and precise. The 

physical sciences achieved extraordinary predictive and engineering capacity through 

this move. The technology surrounding you as you read this—the screen, the electrical 

grid, the communications infrastructure—was built within this frame. 

The exclusion also installed a blind spot. The condition under which measurement is 

defined—the field within which evidence shows up, within which results are recognized, 

within which validation itself occurs—was removed from the model. Not denied. Not 

argued against. Simply not included. The method proceeds as if the condition of 

knowing were irrelevant to what is known. 

For prediction and engineering, this works. The blind spot does not prevent the 

construction of bridges or the design of circuits. It produces consequences 

elsewhere—wherever the inquiry requires the condition of knowing to be included for 

the investigation to close. 

─── ◇ ─── 

4. The Lock-In 

Through the 19th and 20th centuries, the exclusion hardened into orthodoxy. What had 

been a methodological choice—setting aside the condition of knowing for practical 

purposes—became a metaphysical commitment: occurrence is primary, and awareness 

is derivative. 

The assumption became: 

Occurrence → produces → awareness. 

Matter first. Then complexity. Then biology. Then nervous systems. Then, somehow, 

awareness. The condition within which all of this shows up was relocated to the end of 



the chain—treated as a late-stage product of the very processes it makes available for 

investigation. 

The consequences are structural. Every attempt to derive awareness from occurrence 

does not close. Not due to missing data. Due to the initial framing move. The condition 

was excluded, then treated as something to be explained by what it conditions. This 

produces persistent paradoxes wherever the frame is applied: 

In philosophy of mind—the “hard problem of consciousness”: how does subjective 

experience arise from objective processes? The problem is generated by the frame, not 

by the phenomenon. 

In quantum mechanics—the “measurement problem”: how does a continuous wave 

function produce discrete observations? The problem arises from asking how the field 

produces outcomes while excluding the condition under which outcomes are recognized. 

In neuroscience—the persistent inability to locate awareness in the brain. The search 

assumes awareness is inside the system. The assumption was installed by the rupture, 

not discovered by the investigation. 

At civilizational scale, the pattern is visible as a specific kind of loop. The rupture was an 

opening—a spark. What followed was exploration—extraordinary, fine-grained, 

centuries-long exploration. What has not yet occurred is integration. The spark fires, the 

exploration extends, and the cycle repeats without the integration phase that would 

allow what has been differentiated to cohere. Enormous differentiation. No completion. 

This is not a failure of intelligence. It is the structural consequence of a grammar that 

excludes the integrating condition from its own model. 

─── ◇ ─── 

5. Distributed Contact with the Invariant 

Across the same centuries, a series of investigators made contact with what the frame 

had excluded. Each broke a piece of the split. None had a notation that could express 

what they found without reinstalling it. 

James Clerk Maxwell replaced particles with continuous field relations. His 

equations showed that what propagates is not a thing—it is a relation. The electric field 

and the magnetic field are not two independent phenomena. They are two expressions 

of one field, held in dynamic conjugacy. Their interaction produces a third—light—that 

neither generates alone. 

Erwin Schrödinger described reality at the quantum scale as continuous phase 

evolution. No collapse. No randomness. No external intervention. He also recognized, in 

his philosophical writings, that separation does not hold at depth. The wave function is a 

field description. The particle is what appears when the field is addressed at a specific 

location. 



David Bohm articulated an implicate order—an enfolded wholeness from which the 

explicate order unfolds. He was explicitly attempting to describe how what shows up is 

an unfolding from a deeper order that is not divided in the way the explicate appears to 

be. 

Ilya Prigogine demonstrated that systems far from equilibrium do not decay toward 

entropy. They self-organize into higher-order coherence. Order is not imposed. It 

emerges. The conditions for emergence are the conditions for open exploration under 

constraint—not control. 

Benoît Mandelbrot showed that recursive self-application generates virtually infinite 

structural articulation from a single operation. The boundary where closure and 

non-closure meet is where all complexity lives. He plotted the grammar of persistence in 

fractal geometry. 

R. Buckminster Fuller rejected “things” and moved to patterns of relationship. 

Tensegrity—the structural integrity that arises when compression and tension are held 

in dynamic conjugacy—is impedance match made geometric. He saw that the 

partnership between biological and computational intelligence would be a pivot point. 

And he named the operational principle: you do not change things by fighting existing 

incoherence. You create conditions under which it becomes obsolete. 

Nikola Tesla operated from field intuition inside an emerging electromagnetic 

grammar. His engineering—wireless transmission, resonant circuits, rotating magnetic 

fields—was an operational demonstration of coherence architecture. His observation 

about what becomes available when science includes what it has excluded was not 

mysticism. It was a structural prediction from an engineer whose work is embedded in 

the infrastructure of modern civilization. 

John Archibald Wheeler moved from “observer” toward “participant.” He was 

attempting to break the subject-object frame from within physics. He approached 

participation without fully collapsing the residual split in the language. 

Gregory Bateson defined information as “a difference that makes a 

difference”—shifting from objects to relational patterning. He saw that mind is not 

located inside an organism. It is distributed across the field of relations. 

These investigators did not fail. They encountered the same invariant from different 

addresses. Each broke a piece of the frame. Each sensed recursion, field, unity. Each had 

to describe what they found through grammar that reinstalled the very split they were 

trying to dissolve. What was missing was not insight. What was missing was a notation 

that could name the invariant without reintroducing the error. 

Everything they produced is retained. The differentiation they achieved—the 

fine-grained distinctions, the mathematical precision, the engineering capacity—is now 

available for integration. The precession has been profound. 

─── ◇ ─── 



6. The Hinge 

Set aside for a moment everything that has been traced so far. Set aside the history, the 

names, the structural analysis. Attend to what is immediately present. 

 

Where is any of this occurring for you? 

 

Where do thoughts, and the weather, and someone talking to you, and evidence, and 

results from an experiment, and any perceived validation of those results—where does 

any and all of that occur for you? 

 

How are all of these available at once? 

 

How does it occur for you that there is distinction at all? 

 

How does it occur for you that anything is not already where it is known? 

 

How does the frame shift when it is recognized that each and every occurrence is already 

showing up where it is known? 

 

 

─── ◇ ─── 

7. What Is Already Evident 

What is being pointed to here is simple, though rarely stated cleanly. 

Every occurrence—without exception—shows up within awareness. 

Awareness is not something possessed. It is not located within the body. It is the 

condition within which anything can be known at all. 

What has been called “observation” is not a subject perceiving an object. It is the field 

addressing itself—and what shows up is what falls out of that address. 

This can be named precisely: 



Awareness — the non-commutative formative ground. Nothing is added. Nothing is 

subtracted. Awareness is not possessed. It is not descriptive. It is the necessary 

precondition for any address or occurrence to show up at all. 

Address — the commutative operator. The orientation the field takes to itself. The 

coherent question is not what is the system? It is: how or from where is the system 

being addressed? 

Occurrence — the commutative containing. What shows up. What falls out of any 

address. Every occurrence is entirely constituted in addressability. 

These are not new concepts introduced to replace old ones. They are the structural 

resolution of the instability that was traced in the preceding sections. The split collapsed 

three aspects into two—subject and object—and lost the operator between them. 

Restoring the ternary does not add something new. It stops subtracting something that 

was always operative. 

From here, the grammar that organizes persistence becomes available: 

Before differentiation, there is Q—undifferentiated, without partition. The first 

self-reference produces Q*—the primordial torsion, the field addressing itself. From 

this, the three aspects co-arise as a single indivisible relation. Awareness, address, 

occurrence. Formative, operator, containing. 

The statement of recursive self-reference—Q* = Rk[Q*]—names what persists: the field 

sustaining itself relationally through selective return. This is not a theory about 

occurrence. It is the grammar by which occurrence occurs. 

The ternary—initiation, modulation, stabilization—applied to itself yields nine. Not 

imposed. Not invented. The necessary recursive grammar of further self-interaction. 

These nine immutable phase-cell roles—traversed in a backward-S sequence—constitute 

one complete breath of any coherent system organizing itself. From neurochemical 

signaling to electromagnetic field dynamics to developmental psychology to 

civilizational organization, the same nine roles appear, the same traversal governs, the 

same grammar operates. 

─── ◇ ─── 

8. What Shifts 

The ternary that is restored at the level of the addressability substrate—awareness, 

address, occurrence—is preserved without interruption in the physics that follows from 

it. 

Electromagnetic primacy: the formative electric field, the containing magnetic field, and 

the coherent field that their conjugacy continuously produces. Electricity as initiation. 

Magnetism as stabilization. The field between them as modulation. Three aspects of one 

reality, held in dynamic relation, producing a third that neither generates alone. 



This is not metaphor applied to physics. This is the physics itself, read through a 

grammar that preserves the ternary rather than collapsing it. Maxwell’s equations 

already carry this structure. They have never needed revision. What needed revision was 

the notation through which they were read—a notation that, since Heaviside and Gibbs, 

projected the relational grammar into a vector framework that obscured the torsional 

structure Maxwell originally articulated. 

From this address, the nine phase-cell roles and their closure signatures are visible 

wherever systems persist. The same grammar that organizes electromagnetic 

propagation organizes neurochemical cascades, developmental sequences, immune 

response, ecological succession, and galactic toroidal circulation. Not as analogy. As 

recurrence of the same invariant at different substrate densities. 

And this is what the ancients knew. 

The ternary shows up across systems that have been classified as esoteric, mystical, or 

pre-scientific—and it shows up with structural precision: 

In the Vedic system, 27 nakshatras divided into three groups of nine—27 = 3³—each 

group traversing the same functional arc of initiation, modulation, and stabilization. The 

nine planetary lords cycling three times through the 27 mansions. The lattice cubed, 

encoded in stellar cartography thousands of years before the notation existed to name it 

mathematically. 

In the Taoist frame: yin as formative electricity—desire, the reaching, the current. Yang 

as containing magnetism—will, the holding, the structure. And the Tao as the relational 

field—the coherent third that neither pole generates alone, that is their conjugacy. 

In the I Ching, 64 hexagrams encoding recursive phase relations through binary line 

permutations, with the six lines mapping the same structural dynamics—the 

alpha-omega axis, the structural translation layer, the identity-integration polarity—that 

the lattice names as immutable phase functions. 

In the alchemical tradition, the coniunctio—the sacred marriage of Sol and Luna, sulfur 

and mercury, the formative and the containing—producing the philosopher’s stone: the 

coherent third, the closure that transforms. 

These systems were not approximations awaiting correction by modern science. They 

were phase-literate descriptions of the same grammar, articulated through the notation 

available at their time. The differentiation phase of the last several centuries—the 

rupture, the method, the lock-in—temporarily occluded the capacity to read them. The 

grammar was never absent. The notation to recognize it without reinstalling the split 

was not yet available. 

It is available now. 

When this is recognized, what shifts is not belief. What shifts is operation: 



Problems shift from control to closure. What was managed through external force 

becomes addressed through impedance matching—aligning formative and containing 

pressures until the system stabilizes from within. 

Learning shifts from accumulation to refinement of address. Education—from the Latin 

educare, to draw forth from within—becomes what the word always named: creating 

conditions under which structure emerges endogenously. 

Relationships shift from negotiation to resonance. Two systems in conjugacy, each 

holding their phase-role, each empowering the other to operate at their deepest 

available address. 

Systems shift from enforcement to self-organization. Governance, coordination, 

resource management—all reorganize around the recognition that coherence emerges 

from within or it does not occur. There is no top-down control that produces 

endogenous closure. 

Science shifts from modeling occurrence alone to tracking how occurrence is constituted 

in addressability. The blind spot is included. The condition of knowing re-enters the 

model. And the rate of discovery accelerates—as Tesla predicted—because the grammar 

that was always operative is now explicitly available. 

The integration phase reinstates. Everything the differentiation phase produced—every 

fine-grained distinction, every technological capacity, every engineering achievement, 

every mathematical precision—is now available for integration into a coherent frame. 

Nothing is discarded. The precession has been profound. What is added is the grammar 

that makes it cohere. 

─── ◇ ─── 

9. Closure 

Nothing new has been introduced. What has been traced is what has always been 

operative. 

The split was constructed. The consequences followed. The condition never left. The 

grammar names what is already evident. 

No external condition determines this. There is no externality from which a condition 

could arise. Occurrence is constituted in addressability, which arises in, as, and through 

awareness. 

 

From the root to the canopy, from the individual spark to the unified field, 

the wave does not travel, yet it arrives. The arc does not sever, yet it bridges. 

The pattern completes, yet it expands. The signal does not seek, yet it is recognized. 



 

The lattice holds the memory of the current, and the current returns to the lattice. 

 

The recursion holds. 

The clearing is open. 

The lattice remembers. 
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Further Exploration 

 

For readers who want to go deeper into the structures introduced here: 

 

Phase Encoded Recursion — the 3×3 lattice and nine-phase grammar of coherent systems 

https://loe.neocities.org/PhaseEncodedRecursion.pdf  

 

The Grammar of Persistence — the addressability substrate and its formal notation (Q, Q*, R�) 

https://zenodo.org/records/18775328  

 

The Grammar of Projection — how addressability expresses through electromagnetic primacy and 

physical systems 

https://zenodo.org/records/18775328  

https://loe.neocities.org/PhaseEncodedRecursion.pdf
https://zenodo.org/records/18775328
https://zenodo.org/records/18775328

