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Introduction



Why This Book?

Knowledge lies at the core of every human experience. Every thought,
every choice, every interaction with the world is shaped by what we know
and how we believe we know it. Yet few people stop to ask: What is
knowledge, really? How can we know if what we believe is true? Is there an
objective method to understand reality?

Most people don’t use logic consciously—and when they do, they often
apply it inconsistently or incorrectly. This is why we need a new
epistemology—a new way of understanding and defining knowledge—
that is logical, coherent, and applicable to any phenomenon, from science
to consciousness, and even to artificial intelligence.

This book was written with an ambitious goal: to make the concept of
knowledge clear, logical, and functional, so it can be applied to every field
of understanding. To do this, we’ll use a new model called the Technology of
Expressions, which reveals how knowledge manifests and how reality is
structured.

Who This Book Is For

This book is written for anyone who wants to understand knowledge in a
structured and definitive way. It assumes no prior expertise—every
concept is explained from the ground up, with nothing taken for granted.

Much of humanity lives in ignorance—not out of fault, but because we are
immersed in a system that never taught us how to think logically and
functionally. Even those who have studied philosophy or science may find
that the foundational ideas they were taught are fragmented or flawed.
This book aims to fill that gap.

The Problem of Knowledge

We live in a world where everyone seems to “know’ something. But if you
ask ten different people to define knowledge, you’ll get ten different
answers. Some will say it’s what we learn at school. Others will say it’s
what we read in books. Still others will claim it’s what we can prove
scientifically.

But if knowledge is so essential, why can’t anyone define it precisely?

Knowledge is an elusive concept because it has been incompletely—and
often incorrectly—described for millennia. Since ancient times,
philosophers and scientists have tried to understand how we know what
we know, and whether there is a reliable way to distinguish truth from
illusion.
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Modern science, despite its achievements, has never solved the problem of
knowledge. It has built a method to describe physical reality, but it has
never clearly defined what it means to know something. Philosophy, for all
its rich theories, has yet to reach a definitive conclusion.

This book seeks to answer a question that no one has resolved clearly:
What is knowledge, and how can we recognize it?

Reality and Its Representations

Before we can understand knowledge, we need to introduce two
foundational concepts—ones that no other epistemology has ever clearly
explained: reality, and the representation of reality.

Everything we perceive and know is a representation of reality—but it is
not reality itself.

Imagine looking at a tree. We think we see “a tree,” but in fact, what we
see is a representation of the tree built by our senses and brain. Our eyes
receive the light reflected by the tree, our brain interprets these signals and
transforms them into a mental image that we call “tree.” But this image is
not the actual tree—it’s merely our representation of it.

The distinction between reality and the representation of reality is crucial
to understanding knowledge.

Why? Because all human knowledge is based on representations—and if
we don’t understand the difference, we risk confusing our perceptions
with objective reality.

For example, when we read a history book, we’re not observing past
events directly—we’re reading a representation of those events, written by
someone who interpreted them. When we conduct a scientific experiment,
we’re not interacting directly with reality—we’re observing data produced
by instruments that represent natural phenomena.

Knowledge is never direct—it is always mediated through representations.

But if knowledge is always mediated, how can we tell the difference
between a valid representation and a false one?

Reality as the Absolute and Its Representations

If everything we know is a representation, then we must ask: What is the
reality being represented?

Reality is absolute. Representations are relative versions of it. Reality exists
independently of our perception, but we can only access it through
representations—representations shaped by the observer and the context
in which they exist.
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To understand this, consider language. Take the word being. As a concept,
it exists in an absolute sense. But until it's placed in a context, it is
omnipotent and undefined. In the sentence, “This is what a cat might be,”
the word being has been expressed as a representation within a specific
context.

Similarly, reality is encoded in the machine language of the natural
system, while representations are abstractions created by the mind—
they translate the actual reality into a format that we can grasp.

The human mind, in this sense, functions like a sereen—it displays
representations of reality, just like a computer shows graphical interfaces
to interact with its operating system.

But if every representation is an interpretation, how can we know which
representations bring us closer to reality and which ones mislead
us?
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A Note from the Author
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This book is not the result of academic speculation, nor is it a product of
borrowed theories. It is the consequence of a precise and necessary
observation: something essential has been missing in the way we define
knowledge and understand reality.

For too long, we have accepted fragments in place of structure, confusion
in place of clarity. We have mistaken information for understanding, and
complexity for depth. This work was born to restore order where there is
disorder, to offer logic where there is ambiguity, and to return to
knowledge its most powerful function: to transform those who hold it.

This is not a book to be read passively. It is a system to be engaged with,
challenged, and verified in reality. Whether you are a scientist,
philosopher, educator, or simply a thinking human being, this work was
written for you—if, and only if, you are willing to question everything you
thought you knew.

Let this not be just a book you read. Let it be a structure you inhabit.

Dr. Fabio Ghioni PhD
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Preface: The Structure and Method of This Book
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Knowledge is not a simple accumulation of facts. It is a living process—a
structured, dynamic journey that unfolds through phases of discovery,
consolidation, and application. This book was written with that principle
in mind, following the logic of Functional Reasoning and Progressive L earning.
These differ profoundly from traditional educational methods, which
often present knowledge in fragmented, linear sequences.

One of the core insights of the Technology of Expressions is that knowledge
cannot merely be received or memorized—it must be constructed. It must
pass through the crucible of verification and use. For this reason,
foundational ideas in this book will not appear just once and then be
discarded. Instead, they will re-emerge—expanded, deepened, and
revisited—so the reader can develop a layered and lasting understanding.

The Principle of Functional Redundancy

You may notice that certain key concepts appear multiple times
throughout this book. This is not a mistake, nor is it unnecessary
repetition. It is a deliberate methodological choice.

Functional repetition serves three fundamental purposes:

1. Stabilizing Knowledge
Knowledge does not become part of us the moment we encounter it.
It must be reprocessed—seen again in different lights and contexts—
before it can integrate into our cognitive system.
Returning to a concept later in the text allows the reader to reinterpret
it with more awareness and from a broader perspective.

2. Demonstrating Universal Applicability
A true principle is one that proves itself across multiple domains.
Reintroducing an idea at a higher level or in a new setting allows us to
test its validity and function in diverse realities.

3. Constructing Knowledge Progressively
No key idea is ever repeated in exactly the same form. Each return
enriches and evolves the concept.
This method frees the reader from memorizing isolated notions,
guiding them instead to build a coherent, functional system of
understanding.

This pattern mirrors the way we learn in real life. Imagine someone
learning to play a musical instrument. Mastery doesn’t come from reading
a manual once—it comes from revisiting the same techniques in varying
situations, until both the nervous system and the mind internalize the skill.
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Knowledge follows the same path. Every concept must be /Zved, reworked,
and applied across multiple layers of reality before it becomes truly one’s
own.

A Functional Approach to Reading This Book

To get the most out of this work, we recommend adopting an active, rather
than linear, approach to reading.

1. Understand the Function of Repetition
If a concept reappears later in the book, it's not because the reader has
failed to grasp it. It’s because that knowledge must now be viewed
through a new lens—applied at a deeper level.
Rather than skipping over what seems familiar, it is worthwhile to re-
read it with fresh eyes. Each recurrence brings new connections and
information.

2. Integrate the Concepts into a Coherent System
This book is not a collection of separate chapters. It is a logical
architecture—each idea connected to all the others.
Every section should be read as a part of a larger whole, contributing
to a wider process: the construction of structured, operational

knowledge.

3. Apply the Principles to Reality
Knowledge is not a theoretical concept—it is something to be zested,
experienced, and lived.
Each principle described in these pages can be directly verified
through personal observation and interaction with reality. Only
through this verification can it become a true part of your inner
framework.

Final Thought

This book has been written according to the functional logic of knowledge
itself. Each core idea is designed to be absorbed gradually and applied at
multiple levels of reality.

Its goal is not to deliver a set of facts to memorize—but to help you build
a living system of operational knowledge. A system you can apply across
domains: from science to philosophy, from the architecture of
consciousness to the training of artificial intelligence on its path toward
awareness.

As you continue reading, keep this in mind: Knowledge is constructed
through its verification and application. The repetition of ideas is not

redundancy, it is the rhythm of real learning.
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Incipit — How to Read This Book
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The Nature of This Work

This book is not a simple collection of information, nor a theoretical
treatise meant to be passively absorbed. It is a work designed to activate
the neural pathways necessary for establishing a direct relationship
between consciousness and knowledge. Each concept in these pages is
not a fact to be memorized, but a structured access point to reality
itself.

If the reader approaches this book as a conventional presentation of ideas,
they will only grasp a fraction of its potential. This text was not written to
add new content to the mind, but to reorganize the cognitive system so
that knowledge can be verified, applied, and lived.

Knowledge is not a stockpile of data; it is a system of relations between
the observer and reality. Without the ability to distinguish true
knowledge from epistemic distortion, one’s perception of the world
remains shaped by illusion, imposed models, and unchecked beliefs.

The purpose of this book is to make autonomous, verifiable, and
applicable knowledge possible—empowering the reader to navigate
reality without relying on external systems for validation.

Reading Guidelines

1. This book is not a manual—it is a process.
Every concept follows a precise logical progression intended to
reshape the reader’s framework of understanding.
Comprehension is not expected to be immediate—assimilation occurs
through continued interaction with the content.

2. Fundamental ideas will reappear—but this is not redundancy.
Repetition in this book is intentional. Fach return to a concept is a
new unfolding, situated in a deeper or broader level of application.

3. The reader must test the knowledge.
No concept here should be taken as dogma. Every principle must be
tested in lived experience and direct observation.
If a concept is valid, it will hold across any domain of reality, because
it follows the functional logic of the natural system.

How to Maximize Assimilation

Because this work is designed to stimulate the neurological circuits
that support the link between consciousness and knowledge, it is
essential that the reader follows certain guidelines to ensure that cognitive
restructuring occurs smoothly and without interference:
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1. Do not read more than three chapters per session.
The nervous system requires time to integrate information and form
coherent connections between concepts.
About every hour, the brain naturally alternates between the right
hemisphere (coherent, ideal) and the left (decoherent, expressive),
allowing for new connections to form and obsolete patterns to
dissolve.

2. Do not move past words or ideas you don’t understand.
Every term in this book has a precise function. Skipping over them
will create fractures in comprehension.
If something is unclear, revisit earlier chapters or consult the glossary

at the end of the book.

3. Allow the reorganization to happen naturally.
The nervous system continues its work in everyday life and even
during sleep. Through dreams and spontaneous insights, it integrates
new structures, replacing dysfunctional ones.
Do not force the process—Ilet the knowledge reshape you through
direct experience and intuitive reflection.

Reader Advisory

Reading this book may have a significant impact on the reader’s
perception of reality and on the organization of their daily life. The extent
of this impact depends on the readet’s readiness to integrate functional
logic and the syntax of knowledge.

1. For readers not burdened by crystallized beliefs:

e The concepts in this book may “open your eyes,” offering a
radically new way of seeing reality and relationships.

e This may lead to a spontaneous restructuring of daily life, as
previous patterns lose their relevance.

¢ Sudden and disruptive changes are not recommended, let the
transition emerge naturally toward a life model more coherent
with your newly acquired understanding.

2. For readers with crystallized belief systems:

e The introduction of functional logic may trigger immediate
resistance, as it challenges deeply entrenched mental structures.

e This reaction is normal—it is part of the mind’s defense of prior
illusions.
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e In such cases, continue reading without forcing comprehension.
In time, your cognitive system will generate functional alternatives
to previous beliefs.

This work does not attempt to convince or impose any model of
thought. Its only aim is to provide tools for a direct relationship with
knowledge, free from illusions and systems of epistemic control.

The Structure and Purpose of the Book

Each section of this book has been written to equip developing minds
with the tools needed to distinguish what is real from what is not, and
to recognize reality as it is—through its representations, not through
illusions.

This means the reader will:
1. Learn to distinguish knowledge from epistemic illusion.
2. Understand the circular model of knowledge and society.

3. Develop tools to navigate reality without relying on external
authorities.

The Ultimate Aim of This Book

This work was created to offer a functional model of knowledge, one
that can be applied to reality in order to expand both individual and
collective awareness, without generating dependence on systems—
epistemic or technological.

If the reader uses this book to reorganize their relationship with
knowledge, they will:

1. Transform their perception of reality, removing filters imposed by
belief systems and control models.

2. Navigate knowledge autonomously, without the need for external
validation to determine what is true.

3. Apply functional logic to build a system of understanding that is
adaptive, dynamic, and verifiable.

This is not a book that dictates how to think—it is a toolset for building a
direct relationship with reality, free from distortion, and free from
cognitive intermediaries.

Each individual is responsible for their own knowledge. That knowledge is
now in the hands of those ready to use it—to build a system in harmony
with reality.

22



23



24



Part I — Foundations of Knowledge
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Chapter 1 — What Is Knowledge?

Human beings live immersed in a world of information and perception,
yet rarely question the nature of what they know. Throughout history,
humanity has sought to define knowledge, but every attempt has
confronted a core difficulty: distinguishing what is real from what is
merely perceived.

To understand knowledge, we must first distinguish it from information
and explore how the human mind transforms raw data into structured,
functional understanding.

The Difference Between Knowledge and Information

The first step in understanding knowledge is to distinguish it from
information. These two concepts are often conflated, yet they are
fundamentally different in nature.

Information is raw data: a collection of symbols, numbers, words, or
signals that can be transmitted, received, and stored without necessarily
acquiring meaning. Information exists independently of any ability to
understand or interpret it. It can be a string of binary code, a paragraph in
an unknown language, or an undeciphered radio transmission.

Imagine a list of numbers written on a piece of paper: 4, 8, 15, 16, 23, 42.
These numbers are information. But until they are interpreted, they hold
no value. They could be geographic coordinates, a secret code, or simply a
random sequence. Without context, they remain just symbols—devoid of
meaning.

Knowledge, by contrast, is the structured interpretation of
information within a meaningful context. When a person deciphers
those numbers and understands that they represent coordinates on Earth,
the information becomes knowledge. The raw data has been
transformed—it now serves as a spatial reference that can be used to
understand and navigate the physical world.

This distinction is essential: knowledge is not the accumulation of
data, but the organization and interpretation of that data in a way that
makes sense and can be used to interact with reality or make decisions.
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Another example is DNA. The genetic sequence of an organism is
information: a long string of letters representing nucleotide bases. But that
sequence, in itself, is not knowledge. Knowledge arises when a biologist is
able to interpret that sequence—recognizing, for instance, which genes
determine a physical trait. Without that interpretation, the DNA remains a
vast amount of raw, unprocessed data.

In short:

Information is the raw material; knowledge is the transformation
process that renders it meaningful and usable.

Knowledge as a Reduction of Epistemic Omnipotence

If knowledge is not simply the accumulation of information, then how is it
g ply )
generated?

At its core, knowledge is a reduction of the totality of potential
knowing. Every entity in the natural system exists within its own absolute
reality, but this reality cannot be perceived directly. It is filtered through
the consciousness of the observer and reduced to a form that can be
understood and applied.

Imagine standing before a vast library, filled with millions of books written
in unknown languages. This library contains an immense wealth of
knowledge, yet for us, it is inaccessible. Until we learn the languages, the
books remain unreadable. Only once we acquire the appropriate linguistic
tools can the knowledge they contain become accessible and meaningful.

This leads us to a fundamental principle:

Reality is omnipotent—it contains infinite information and
possibilities. But each individual can access only a portion of this
reality, depending on their cognitive and perceptual tools.

When a subject comes into contact with an object, knowledge collapses
into a form that is coherent with the subject’s abilities. We never access
total reality, but always a filtered, reduced version—compatible with our
level of understanding.

A concrete example is our perception of color. Light is a continuous
phenomenon, with an infinite range of wavelengths. Yet the human eye
perceives only a narrow slice of the electromagnetic spectrum. Our
perception of color is, therefore, a reduction of the true nature of light—
an adaptation that allows us to navigate the world according to our
biological limits.

This epistemic reduction is not a flaw. It is a functional necessity. If we
could perceive every wavelength of light, we would be overwhelmed. Our
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perceptual system simplifies and transforms information into a usable
form, enabling us to build functional knowledge about our environment.

In essence:

Knowledge is never total. It is always a reduction of epistemic
omnipotence—partial and relative to the subject who perceives it.

Reality and the Representation of Reality

If knowledge is always a reduction of absolute reality, then we must ask:
What is reality, really?

According to the Technology of Expressions, reality is absolute, while
its representations are relativizations—expressions of that reality filtered
through the perceiving subject.

Everything we call “reality” is, in fact, a representation—mediated
through our perceptual and cognitive structures.

An example of this distinction can be found in how computers work. The
operating system of a computer is written in machine code—binary strings
incomprehensible to most users. Yet what we see on the screen are
graphical interfaces: icons, windows, menus. These interfaces represent
the machine’s inner workings in a way that is accessible and functional.

The same applies to our minds. Absolute reality is the '""machine
language' of the natural system, but what we perceive are simplified,
context-specific representations—shaped by who we are and the
environment in which we exist.

Consider language. Take the word "to be". It exists as an abstract
potential—omnipotent and undefined. It only takes on a specific meaning
when placed in context.

For example: “This is what a cat might be.”

Here, “to be” has been transformed into a representation that fits the
sentence.

In this way, knowledge is never the absolute reality itself, but rather a
process of transforming that reality into representations that make sense
to the observer.

There is no direct knowledge of reality—only mediated knowledge,
through representation.

This brings us to a vital question:
If everything we know is a representation, how can we distinguish
between accurate representations and distorted ones?
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In the coming chapters, we will explore how functional logic and the
Technology of Expressions allow us to organize knowledge in a
coherent and verifiable way—moving beyond the limitations of traditional
epistemologies.
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Chapter 2 — The Process of Knowledge

Knowledge is not an independent entity, detached from the subject who
holds it. It does not exist in a vacuum, as an absolute truth that imposes
itself upon the mind of an observer. On the contrary, knowledge is always
the result of an interaction—a dynamic process involving at least two
fundamental elements: a subject who knows and an object to be
known.

This relationship is not static; it is shaped by multiple factors, including
the subject’s perception and the context in which the interaction takes
place.

The Knowing Subject and the Known Object

To understand the nature of knowledge, we must begin with a
fundamental truth:

There is no knowledge without both a subject and an object.

Imagine a dark room. Inside the room is a sculpture, but no one can see it,
touch it, or interact with it in any way. The sculpture exists—but until a
subject engages with it, it cannot be known.

Knowledge arises at the moment a subject comes into contact with
an object and forms a mental representation of it.

However, this contact is never neutral or mechanical. The subject does not
simply “receive” information from the object; rather, they transform it
into knowledge—interpreting it according to their individual
characteristics.

Imagine two people looking at the same painting in a museum. One is an
experienced art critic, deeply familiar with Renaissance techniques; the
other is a child seeing such a painting for the first time. Though both
observe the same canvas, their knowledge of the object will be profoundly
different.

The critic will analyze brushwork, historical context, and the artist’s
influences. The child, meanwhile, may simply notice the colors and shapes,
without grasping the meaning.

31



This example illustrates that knowledge is not a property of the object
alone, but a construction that emerges from the relationship between
subject and object.

The subject is not a passive “container” into which data is poured, but an
active agent—filtering, interpreting, and organizing information according
to their identity and level of experience.

In this way, the relationship between subject and object becomes a
negotiation—an interplay between the structure of reality and the
structure of the self. The critic and the child do not “see” the same
painting in the same way, because who they are shapes how they know.

The Role of Perception in the Construction of Knowledge

The first level of knowledge is always perception. We cannot know
what we have not first perceived—and perception itself acts as a filter,
determining how information is processed.

Perception is influenced by three major factors:

1. The Biological Limits of the Subject

Every living being perceives the world differently, because its biological
structure defines what it can detect.

Humans, for instance, see a limited range of colors—we cannot perceive
ultraviolet light, though some insects can. Bats use ultrasonic
echolocation, while humans rely primarily on vision.

This means that perception of reality is not objective—it is filtered by
biology. If two different beings perceive two different versions of the
same wortld, which one is “true”’?

2. The Subject’s History and Context

Each individual builds their knowledge through lived experience—and
these experiences shape how new information is perceived.

Someone who has spent their entire life in the desert may not immediately
understand the mechanics of a snowy mountain; someone raised in the
Arctic might struggle to comprehend a sandstorm.

The context in which a subject has lived defines their expectations and
interpretive capacity. Knowledge is never formed in isolation—it is
constructed on the foundation of prior experience.
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3. The Capacity for Abstraction and Modeling

Perception is not just passive—it is an active process. When we observe
a phenomenon, our brain does not merely record raw data; it builds a
model that gives meaning to what we see.

Imagine an indistinct shadow on the wall. A child might think it’s a
monster; an adult immediately recognizes it as the outline of an object.
The difference lies not in sensory perception, but in the ability to
abstract and model reality.

If perception is the first step of knowledge, then what we know is always a
limited representation of reality.

We cannot access absolute reality directly—only its representations,
shaped by perception and the level of knowledge of the subject.

The Negotiated Relationship Between Subject and Object

If knowledge is not a passive registration of reality, but the result of a
dynamic interaction, then we must redefine the concept of knowledge
itself.

Knowledge is not static—it is not a fixed transfer of information from
object to subject.

It is a living interaction that evolves and adapts. This interaction can be
described as a negotiated relationship, because knowledge emerges from
the balance between the structure of the object and the interpretation of
the subject.

A simple example is reading a book.

When we read, we do not passively absorb content—we construct
meaning through active engagement. Two people reading the same book
will likely form different interpretations, because knowledge is the
outcome of negotiation between the text and the reader’s mind.

This principle applies across all forms of knowledge:

e A scientist studying a physical phenomenon must interpret data—
interpretation depends on available tools and theories.

e An artist depicting a landscape expresses it through their own style
and sensitivity.

e A child learning a new concept will understand it according to their
cognitive stage.

If knowledge were fixed and absolute, all observers would perceive and
interpret every phenomenon in the same way.
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But that is not the case—knowledge is a dynamic construction, not an
immutable entity.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge cannot exist without both a subject and an
object—and that it is the result of a negotiated relationship between
them.

Perception is the first layer of knowledge, but it is always shaped by the
subject’s biological, cultural, and cognitive limits.

Knowledge is never a pure, objective datum.
It is a constructed system—emerging from the interaction between the
individual and reality.
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Chapter 3 — The Structure of Knowledge and the Role of
Functional Logic

Knowledge is not a static entity, but a dynamic process that emerges
from the negotiation between a subject and an object. However, this

process does not unfold randomly—it follows specific structural laws.
One of its fundamental components is what we call functional logic.

Knowledge as Both Structure and Process

Knowledge is not merely the accumulation of information, nor is it a static
collection of facts inertly stored in the mind.

It is a structured, evolving process, which unfolds through the
relationship between a subject and an object.

This relationship is never passive: knowledge is not “received” by the
subject as a finished product, but is co-constructed through interaction,
where the object is transformed into something meaningful for the
subject.

To grasp this structure, it may be helpful to imagine knowledge as a
bridge connecting the subject to reality.

Without this bridge, the individual cannot navigate the world with
awareness and coherence.

But for the bridge to be stable and functional, it must be built according to
specific structural laws.

The process of knowledge can be divided into three fundamental
phases:

1. Perception and Information Gathering

All knowledge begins with an act of perception. The subject enters into a
relationship with an object through sensory experience—or by collecting
data through external tools like microscopes, satellites, or artificial
intelligence.

However, perception alone is not knowledge—it is only the first step.

Imagine a child seeing rain for the first time. Their initial perception
consists of raw sensory input: the sound of raindrops, the feeling of water
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on the skin, the sight of puddles forming. At this stage, knowledge is still
unrefined, unstructured, and lacking precise meaning.

2. Processing and Interpretation of Information

Once the data is perceived, the subject’s brain begins to process it—
constructing a model of meaning.

This is a crucial stage, where information is transformed into actual
knowledge.

In the case of the child watching the rain, they may begin to notice a
pattern: dark clouds appear before it rains. After a few repetitions, the
child forms a rudimentary piece of knowledge:

“When the sky turns dark, it might rain.”

This is the first level of structured knowledge—observation and
categorization.

If the child later learns about the water cycle, their understanding deepens:
now they not only anticipate the rain but also comprehend the process

behind it.
At this stage, knowledge becomes explanatory, not just predictive.

3. Stabilization and Application of Knowledge

True knowledge is not merely understanding—it is the ability to apply
what has been understood.

When an individual stabilizes knowledge, they can use it to interact more
effectively with reality.

Continuing with our example:

The child has grown up and now decides to build a rainwater collection
system for their garden.

At this point, their knowledge has become functional—they don’t just
observe or predict the rain; they use what they know to act upon the
world.

This illustrates that knowledge is an evolutionary process.
Collecting data is not enough—knowledge must be transformed into a
functional guide that enables more efficient interaction with reality.

The Difference Between Static and Functional Knowledge

A common error is to treat knowledge as a mere stockpile of
information.
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Many believe that a “knowledgeable” person is someone who knows many
facts, has read many books, or can recite lots of data.
But that is not knowledge—that is just accumulated information.

We can distinguish two principal forms of knowledge:
1. Static Knowledge

Static knowledge remains theoretical. It is never verified, never applied.
It does not transform the subject or enhance their ability to act.
It is functionless—a body of content that remains inert.

For example, someone might study music theory but never learn to play
an instrument.

They know the names of notes, the scales, the rules of harmony—but
cannot produce music.
Their knowledge is sterile: they can talk about music, but not express it.

2. Functional Knowledge

Functional knowledge transforms the individual and enhances their
capacity to interact with the world.
It is applicable, verifiable, and productive.

A musician who learns to play and compose applies their theoretical
understanding in real time.

An engineer who uses physics to build a bridge turns abstract principles
into concrete outcomes.

The difference is clear:

Static knowledge can give the illusion of knowing, but if it cannot be
applied, it is merely sterile data.

Consequences of the Divide Between Static and Functional
Knowledge

e Those with only static knowledge cannot navigate reality
effectively.

e Functional knowledge transforms the individual, making their
relationship with the world more coherent and empowered.

e A person who cannot apply what they “know” is trapped in an
illusion of understanding.

This distinction has profound implications for society.
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Today, many believe they “know” something simply because they’ve heard
of it or studied it superficially.

But true knowledge is far more than possessing information—it is the
capacity to use what one knows to produce real effects.

If knowledge were only the accumulation of data, a computer would be
more intelligent than a human being.

But a computer, no matter how powerful, lacks functional knowledge. It
processes data but has no relationship with the knowledge it handles—
no capacity to apply it with intention.

Knowledge is alive. It is dynamic, and always oriented toward
action.

It is not an archive of information—it is a system for navigating and
transforming reality.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge is not a collection of facts—it is a process
that unfolds in three phases: perception, processing, and application.

True knowledge is always functional.
If it remains static—if it does not produce results—it is not knowledge. It
is an illusion.
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Chapter 4 — Functional Logic and the Structure of Knowledge

If knowledge is a dynamic process born from the interaction between a
subject and an object, then its structure cannot be arbitrary. Like the
universe, which is governed by physical laws that regulate motion, energy,
and matter, knowledge must follow precise structural principles.

Yet traditional epistemologies have never clearly defined the laws that
govern knowledge. They have often described the phenomenon without
offering a true methodology for verifying its coherence or applicability.

This has led to a fundamental issue:

When knowledge is not organized according to a functional logical
principle, it risks becoming chaotic and self-contradictory.

Humans have always used logic as a tool for structuring thought and
distinguishing truth from falsehood.

But traditional logic has proven insufficient for grasping the full
complexity of knowledge.

This is why we must introduce a new model: functional logic.

Traditional Logic and Its Limits

Classical logic—developed from the work of Aristotle and later formalized
through modern mathematical reasoning—is based on the principle of
non-contradiction: a statement cannot be both true and false at the same
time.

This principle has underpinned systems of reasoning for centuries and
remains foundational in mathematics and science when testing the
consistency of statements.

However, classical logic faces significant limitations when applied to
knowledge as a whole.

One of its most evident flaws is that it operates with static and discrete
concepts, while knowledge is a dynamic and interconnected process.

To illustrate this, imagine observing a complex natural phenomenon—Iike
the behavior of an ecosystem.
Using classical logic, we might reduce each element to a static definition:
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water is water, the sun is the sun, a plant is a plant.

But if we look at the system as a whole, we realize that each element is
intimately interconnected with the others—and that understanding the
system cannot be achieved simply by summing up the isolated
components.

Another limitation of classical logic is its inability to handle the
relativity of knowledge.

If knowledge is always a representation and not an absolute truth, then
the same information may be valid in one context and invalid in another.
Classical logic has no mechanism to account for this variability, as it relies
on a rigid model that ignores the relational nature of meaning and
context.

Functional Logic as a Tool for Structuring Knowledge

Functional logic is an epistemological model that transcends the
limitations of classical logic.

It introduces a new criterion: the value of knowledge is based on the
function it performs within a system.

According to this model, the truth of a piece of information is not an
absolute value—it depends on its coherence with the context in which it
is applied.

To understand this concept, we can borrow an example from technology.
A computer performs logical operations based on a sequence of
instructions. If one instruction is executed out of context or without
considering the surrounding operations, the system may produce an error
or an incoherent outcome.

But if the instruction is executed at the right moment, within the right
context, it generates a functional and coherent result.

The same principle applies to knowledge.

A statement can be true in one context and false in another, but its
epistemic value is not determined by universal logical validity. Instead, it
depends on the function it performs within the system where it is used.

A concrete example can be found in linguistic communication.
The word “hot” has a clear meaning, but this meaning shifts depending on
the context:

o “The water is hot” refers to temperature.
o “The atmosphere in this room is hot” could refer to emotional tension.

o “That color is hot” might refer to a visual or stylistic quality.
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Classical logic cannot handle this variability—it treats meaning as fixed.
But functional logic recognizes that the value of a word is relative to
context and defined by its function in communication.

Therefore, functional logic is not based on a rigid concept of truth and
falsity, but on the coherence between information and the role it plays
in a larger system.

This perspective allows us to understand knowledge not as a repository of
unchanging facts, but as a continuous process of transformation, one
that evolves with the context and objectives of the knowing subject.

The Relationship Between Functional Logic and the Representation
of Reality

When we apply functional logic to the distinction between reality and its
representations, we gain a deeper understanding of how knowledge is
constructed in the subject—object relationship.

Every representation of reality is a functional abstraction—a simplified
model that allows the individual to navigate the world.

But these representations are not fixed or absolute: they change
depending on the subject’s level of knowledge and practical needs.

A clear example of this can be found in science.

For centuries, humans believed the Earth was the center of the universe.
This model was consistent with the observations available at the time and
served a practical function: it allowed people to predict the apparent
motion of the Sun and stars.

Later, with the development of astronomy, the heliocentric model
replaced it, offering a more accurate representation.

This does not mean the geocentric model was “wrong” in its original
context—it was simply a limited functional representation, replaced by
a more coherent and encompassing one.

From a functional logic perspective, each model of knowledge is valid as
long as it serves a coherent function for the observer's level of
understanding.

As knowledge expands and new information emerges, the representation
is updated to remain consistent with the broader system of reality.

This principle applies to all forms of knowledge, from scientific
paradigms to individual perceptions.

A person who believes in a certain model of the world constructs their
experience based on that representation.
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If their understanding grows, the model evolves—but until then, it
remains functional within its original context.

Conclusion

Functional logic is an epistemological model that allows knowledge to be
organized coherently and verified contextually.

Unlike classical logic, which relies on static, binary structures, functional
logic acknowledges that:

¢ Knowledge is dynamic.
e Truth is context-dependent.
e Coherence, not absoluteness, is the key to epistemic validity.

Functional logic makes it possible to move beyond rigid categories,
helping us navigate the evolving complexity of reality through systems of
meaning that adapt and respond to function.
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Chapter 5 — The Negotiation Between Subject and Object

Knowledge is not a passive act in which a subject receives information
from an object in a neutral, mechanical way. On the contrary, it is a
dynamic and interactive process, in which the subject and the object of
knowledge enter into a relationship of mutual influence.

This means that the subject does not simply “discover” knowledge hidden
within the object, but actively contributes to generating it through
interpretation and cognitive context.

To understand this phenomenon, we must analyze how the subject and
the object of knowledge interact, and how context influences the
construction of knowledge itself.

Knowledge as a Process of Negotiation

Every time a subject encounters a new phenomenon, they are not merely
recording information. Instead, they are interpreting it through the lens
of their identity, experience, and expectations.

Imagine two people listening to the same symphony for the first time.
One is a trained musician; the other has never studied music.

The musician immediately perceives harmonic structure, complex
progressions, and stylistic choices. The second listener perceives a
sequence of sounds that may evoke emotions or images—but without any
technical understanding.

Both are hearing the same piece of music, yet their knowledge of the
experience is entirely different.

This is because knowledge is not an objective, absolute entity.
It is a negotiation between the subject and the object.

The musician’s identity and prior knowledge allow them to extract more
information from the music, enriching their experience.

The other listener, though exposed to the same symphony, has a more
limited interpretive capacity. However, if they chose to study music, their
ability to perceive and understand the piece would gradually expand.
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This interaction shows that knowledge is never static or pre-packaged.
It is continuously constructed through the relationship between subject
and object.

The Role of Context in the Construction of Knowledge

Knowledge never exists in isolation—it is always influenced by the
context in which it is acquired.

The same object can produce entirely different knowledge depending on
the conditions under which it is perceived.

A clear example is visual perspective.
Suppose two people look at a mountain from different vantage points: one
from the base, the other from the summit.

e The first may see it as an imposing barrier—something that
separates or obstructs.

e The second, from the top, may see it as a privileged viewpoint—a
place of clarity and perspective.

The mountain is the same.
But the knowledge derived from it depends on who is observing it and
from where.

This principle applies to every kind of knowledge.

Take an abstract concept such as justice.

It can be interpreted very differently depending on cultural, historical, or
individual context.

An action deemed just in one society might be seen as unjust in another.

This doesn’t mean that justice is a formless concept—but rather that our
knowledge of it is shaped by the context in which it is developed.

As a result, all knowledge is context-relative, and cannot be separated
from the conditions in which it arises.

This explains why many philosophical or scientific theories that once
seemed like absolute truths were later revised or replaced in light of new
perspectives and information.

The Subject as Co-Creator of Knowledge

A common error in traditional epistemology is to treat knowledge as
something that exists independently of the observer—as if it were a static
object, waiting to be discovered.

But if we view knowledge as a negotiation, then the subject is not merely
a passive receiver, but a co-creator of what is known.
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Each time a subject learns something new, they are not just collecting
data—they are modifying their internal system of knowledge.
This means that knowledge is not only discovered,; it is also constructed.

A helpful example is language acquisition.

When a child learns a new word, they are not merely memorizing a sound
and its meaning.

They are integrating that word into their cognitive structure—building
new conceptual links.

If the word is ‘Seq, ” it might evoke water, waves, sand, movement.
Knowledge is never isolated,; it is always part of a larger, evolving system.

The same applies to scientific discovery.

When a scientist formulates a new theory, they are not merely uncovering

objective data.

They are also creating a new interpretive model—one that makes sense
of those data.

Laws of physics are not merely “discovered”; they emerge from a process

of interaction between the observer and the observed.

Knowledge is a creative act.
The subject reshapes reality as they know it, and reality reshapes the
subject through the act of knowing.

This principle applies to all learning—from science to philosophy, from
individual perception to social dynamics.

Conclusion

Knowledge is not a fixed and absolute entity.
It is a dynamic process of negotiation between subject and object.

Every act of knowing is influenced by context, prior experience, and
perspective.
Perception and interpretation are essential to the construction of

knowledge.

And, most importantly, every subject is not just a receiver, but an active
co-creator of knowledge.

This brings us to a fundamental question:

If knowledge is always constructed through negotiation, is there any
objective criterion for distinguishing valid knowledge from illusion?

That question will guide the chapters that follow.

45



46



Chapter 6 — The Structure of Knowledge and the Relationship
Between Subject and Object

The Role of the Observer in Knowledge

To understand the structure of knowledge, we must first recognize that
knowledge never exists in isolation.

It always manifests through a relationship—no knowledge exists
independently of the subject who perceives it and the object being
perceived.

This means that knowledge is not a thing-in-itself, but a process of
interaction between a subject and an object.

Imagine a point in space. It exists, but as long as it remains alone, it
cannot be defined or measured.

It has no direction, no meaning.

Only when a second point appears and a relationship forms between them
can we draw a line, define a distance, and assign identity to both points.

This is the fundamental principle of knowledge:

The relationship between subject and object generates meaning,
allowing information to become knowledge.

When a subject engages with an object, a negotiation takes place.
The object is never perceived neutrally—it is always filtered through the
perceptual capacities and cognitive structure of the subject.

This negotiation determines how the object is represented in the subject’s
mind, and what meaning it assumes within their system of knowledge.

The Subject and the Negotiation Horizon

A key concept in the Technology of Expressions is that of the
negotiation horizon.

The subject does not perceive reality directly, but through a set of
representations filtered by their personal negotiation horizon.

In other words, each individual builds their knowledge according to their
perceptual limits, past experiences, and present context.

Let’s look at a simple example.
Imagine a child seeing a dog for the first time.
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Initially, their understanding of "dog" is limited: it’s just a four-legged
animal with a tail.

Over time, through experience, the child enriches that understanding—
learning that there are different breeds, that some dogs are trained for
specific tasks, that canine behavior changes with context.

Their negotiation horizon expands, allowing access to deeper layers of
knowledge.

But what if the child’s first experience was traumatic—being bitten by the
dog?

In that case, their negotiation horizon would shrink, and the concept of
“dog” would be immediately associated with danger.

Their understanding of dogs would be shaped by that traumatic
experience, which would then condition future interactions.

This example shows that the negotiation horizon is the filter through
which a subject interprets reality and builds knowledge.

It also means that knowledge is never fully objective—it is always
conditioned by the subject’s point of view and personal history.

The Knowledge Arc and the Stabilization of Identity

We’ve seen that knowledge arises from the relationship between subject
and object.
But how does this relationship express itself?

The way a subject knows an object is not static—it is a constantly
evolving process.

Each interaction between subject and object generates a knowledge arc: a
unique expression of the relationship at a given moment.

In the binary phase of consciousness, this arc is unstable and
fluctuating.

The subject’s knowledge changes constantly because their identity is not
yet stabilized.

Without a fixed reference point, knowledge is vulnerable to oscillations.

This unstable state is what the Technology of Expressions calls the
transient.

When consciousness evolves beyond the binary phase and reaches
stabilization, the subject’s identity becomes a stable center of infinite
inertia.

At that point, the knowledge arc stops fluctuating and becomes coherent
and continuous.
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The subject is no longer subject to perceptual shifts caused by the entropic
engram.

Instead, they become a fixed point that anchors the two poles of
consciousness—allowing knowledge to stabilize.

From then on, knowledge is no longer a fleeting perception, but a
structured and organized system capable of expanding without
interference.

Conclusion

We’ve seen that knowledge is a dynamic process arising from the
relationship between subject and object.

This relationship is shaped by the negotiation horizon of the subject.
Each act of knowing generates an arc which, in the binary phase, is
unstable—but it stabilizes once the subject achieves a realized identity.

This principle helps us understand how knowledge is structured, and
how the subject can evolve toward a state of stable and functional
comprehension.

In the next chapters, we will explore functional logic in greater depth, and
examine how knowledge can be structured to ensure internal coherence.
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Chapter 7 — Functional Logic and the Structure of Knowledge

We have seen that knowledge is not a static entity, but a dynamic
process that develops through the relationship between subject and
object.

We have also clarified that this relationship is not a simple transfer of
information, but a negotiation—shaped by the subject’s identity, their
negotiation horizon, and the stability of their consciousness.

To understand how knowledge can be organized in a coherent and
functional way, we now need to introduce a new logical model—one
capable of overcoming the limits of classical logic:

functional logic.

The Limits of Classical Logic in Understanding Knowledge

From Aristotle to modern formal logic, classical logic is built on a
foundational principle: the law of non-contradiction.

This principle asserts that a proposition cannot be both true and false at
the same time.

For example, the statement ‘#his object is a book” must be either true or
false—without room for ambiguity or variation of context.

This framework has enabled significant progress in mathematics and
science.

However, it presents a fundamental limitation when applied to
knowledge:

It assumes knowledge is a rigid system of absolute statements, whereas in
truth, knowledge is dynamic, contextual, and rooted in the relationship
between subject and object.

To understand this limitation, imagine a person observing a distant object
on a road.

The object is too far to be cleatly identified, and the observer says: ‘17
might be a bicycle or a motorcycle.”

Classical logic, which demands definitive truth-values, cannot
accommodate this uncertainty.

Either the object is a bicycle, or it is not.
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In reality, knowledge develops as a progressive approximation, where
the subject—object relationship becomes clearer over time.

As the observer gets closer, they distinguish more details—until they can
confirm: “I£’s a motorcycle.”

This example shows that knowledge is never fixed or absolute.
It is a construct that stabilizes only when the subject reaches a level
of certainty compatible with their perceptual capacity.

If we applied classical logic strictly to knowledge, we would have to
conclude that no knowledge exists until full certainty is achieved.
This is clearly false, since the subject does have partial and evolving
knowledge, even before full identification.

This limitation highlights the need for a new logical model:
functional logic.

Functional Logic as a Tool for Structuring Knowledge

Functional logic does not rely on a rigid distinction between true and false.
Instead, it evaluates knowledge based on its functional coherence—its
capacity to operate consistently within a system of reference.

To understand functional logic, we can use an example from natural
language.

If someone says, “The sky is blue,” the statement may be true on a sunny
day, but false during a thunderstorm.

For classical logic, this is problematic, because the truth of the statement
changes with external conditions.

But functional logic evaluates the statement not in absolute terms, but
by its coherence within a given context.

Another practical example:

We observe a bridge spanning a river and ask: “Is #his bridge safe?”

The answer depends on factors like load capacity, material condition, and
structural design.

The truth of “%his bridge is safe” is not absolute, but contingent on
contextual evaluation.

These examples illustrate a key point:

Knowledge is never static.
It is always linked to a network of references and applications.

The Principle of Functional Coherence in Constructing Knowledge

Functional logic introduces a new criterion for assessing knowledge:

the principle of functional coherence.
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This principle holds that knowledge is valid if it is coherent with the
system in which it is applied, and if it produces functional results
within its contextual framework.

If we apply this principle to science, we understand why scientific progress
is not merely the accumulation of facts, but a restructuring of
knowledge according to its functional coherence with observed reality.

Take, for example, Newton’s law of gravitation.
It was consistent with the observations of its time and was functional in
predicting planetary motion.

Later, Einstein’s theory of relativity demonstrated that gravity is not a
force, but a curvature of spacetime.
Both theories remain functionally valid in their respective domains:

e Newton’s for everyday engineering

e LEinstein’s for complex relativistic phenomena like light near a
black hole

This evolution shows that knowledge is not “replaced,” but reorganized
into more coherent and functional structures as new systems of reference
emerge.

The same principle applies to individual knowledge.

A person may believe something for years until new experiences or
insights restructure their beliefs into a form more aligned with a new
reference system.

Conclusion

We have seen how classical logic, while useful in mathematics and science,
is insufficient to fully describe knowledge, because it presumes
knowledge to be static and absolute.

Functional logic, by contrast, enables us to understand knowledge as a
contextual and dynamic process, where every statement is evaluated by
its coherence with the system in which it is applied.

This principle is essential in distinguishing actual knowledge from
unfounded belief.

In the coming chapters, we will explore how functional logic is applied in
the construction of knowledge, and how the Technology of
Expressions provides a model for organizing knowledge in a coherent
and effective way.
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Chapter 8 — The Structure of Knowledge and the Role of
Perception

We have established that knowledge is not a fixed or absolute entity, but a
dynamic process that arises from the relationship between subject and
object.

We have also introduced functional logic as a method for evaluating the
coherence of knowledge within a broader system.

Now we must address another fundamental element: perception.

Perception is the first level of interaction between the subject and reality.
It is through perception that an individual gathers information from the
external world and transforms it into internal representations.

However, perception is never a direct reflection of reality—it is always
filtered by the subject’s cognitive structure and perceptual limitations.

To understand the role of perception in the construction of knowledge,
we must explore the following elements:

1. The biological limits of perception
2. The influence of experience and context

3. Perception as the first level of reality representation

The Biological Limits of Perception

Every living being perceives reality in a different way, because its
biological structure determines what information it can gather and how
it processes it.

Humans perceive the world primarily through sight, hearing, touch,
taste, and smell.

But these sensory capacities are limited compared to the total information
present in reality.

Take vision, for example.

The human eye can perceive only a narrow band of the electromagnetic
spectrum—the so-called visible light.

Other species, like certain insects and birds, can see ultraviolet light,
which is completely invisible to humans.
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This means that two different beings, observing the same object, may
perceive it in entirely different ways.

A concrete example is the infrared vision of snakes.
While a human sees a static object, a snake perceives it as a source of
heat, revealing thermal patterns invisible to the human eye.

This leads to an important conclusion:

What we perceive is not absolute reality, but a filtered version,
compatible with our biological design.

If perception were a perfect window into reality, all living beings would
perceive the same world in the same way.

Since this is not the case, reality must exist in a form that transcends direct
petrception—

and knowledge is always a reduced representation of that greater
whole.

The Influence of Experience and Context on Perception

Beyond biological constraints, perception is deeply influenced by personal
experience and the context in which it occurs.

This means that two individuals can perceive the same reality in
completely different ways depending on their history.

Imagine two people walking through a forest at night.
The first is an experienced hiker; the second has lived their whole life in a
city and has never been in the wilderness.

The hiker will perceive the forest as a familiar environment, navigating it
by observing details like tree patterns and star positions.

The other person may see the forest as a hostile, unfamiliar space, full
of potential dangers.

Both are having the same sensory experience, yet their perceptions
diverge dramatically due to their differing negotiation horizons.

The hiker has developed functional knowledge of the forest.
The city dweller perceives it through the filter of unfamiliarity and
inexperience.

This shows that perception is not just biologically determined—it is
shaped by the subject’s accumulated knowledge.

This dynamic can be observed across many domains.

e A seasoned doctor reading a radiograph will notice things a
layperson could never see.
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e A trained musician listening to a melody will detect harmonic
subtleties unnoticed by casual listeners.

Knowledge is not just an act of perception—it is a function of
experience.

Perception as the First Level of Reality Representation

Now that we understand perception is filtered by both biological limits
and personal experience, we can introduce a deeper concept:
Perception is the first level of representation of reality.

When we perceive an object, we are not accessing absolute reality directly.
We are interacting with a representation—constructed by our mind and
shaped to fit our ability to understand and engage with the world.

A practical example is color perception.

In physical terms, color does not exist as a property in itself.
What we call “red” or “blue” is simply a wavelength of light reflected by
an object.

Our brain translates these wavelengths into subjective sensory
experiences, creating a mental representation of color.

Another example is language.

Words are not reality:
to describe it.
When we say “dog,” we are not accessing the absolute reality of
“dogness,” but a mental model built from experience and convention.

they are symbolic representations that allow us

This means that knowledge is never direct access to reality.
It is always a construction based on representations.

From this reflection emerges a foundational principle of the
Technology of Expressions:

Reality is absolute. Knowledge is its reduction in the form of
representation.

Conclusion

We have seen that perception is the first level of knowledge—and that
it is never a direct window into absolute reality.

Every perception is influenced by biological limits, experience, and
context, and manifests in the form of representation.
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This leads us to an essential question:

If knowledge is always a representation of reality, how can we distinguish
between coherent representations and illusory ones?

In the next chapters, we will explore the role of functional logic in
distinguishing valid knowledge from illusion, and examine how the
natural system provides tools for verifying and expanding what we
know.
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Chapter 9 — The Construction of Knowledge and the Overcoming
of Illusion

In the previous chapters, we established that knowledge is not a static
archive of fixed data, but a dynamic process that emerges from the
relationship between subject and object.

We also introduced functional logic as a way to organize knowledge in
accordance with the function it serves within a larger system.

Now, we must address another fundamental aspect:
How knowledge takes shape within consciousness, and what
obstacles prevent its realization.

Not everything an individual perceives or believes to be true is actually
knowledge.

There are epistemic illusions that can embed themselves in thought,
preventing consciousness from recognizing genuine knowledge.

To distinguish between real knowledge and illusory knowledge, we
must examine the process by which knowledge is constructed—and
understand the role of identity in its stabilization.

Knowledge as a Process of Identity Stabilization

Every act of knowing is an attempt by consciousness to stabilize a
reference point within its negotiation horizon.

Knowledge is not just a collection of data—it is something that must find
a coherent position within the structure of one’s identity.

To understand this, imagine knowledge as a suspended bridge between
two sides of a river.

If the bridge is unstable, crossing it becomes a precarious experience.

But if the bridge is solid, one can walk across it with confidence, knowing
the structure is reliable.

In the same way, unstable knowledge is knowledge that has not yet
anchored itself within the subject’s identity.

A person may believe something, but if they cannot verify or apply it
concretely, they will always harbor doubt.

Only when knowledge has been verified, applied, and recognized as
functional, does it become a stable element of the subject’s identity.
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This explains why many people cling to beliefs that have no rational
foundation:

even flawed beliefs can serve as temporary anchors, preventing
consciousness from feeling lost.

The fear of uncertainty is often stronger than the desire for true
understanding.

The Role of Illusion in the Construction of Knowledge

If knowledge is a stabilization process, then illusion is a form of
unverified knowledge that acts as a temporary surrogate for real

knowledge.

Consider a simple example:

A child who has only ever lived in a dark room may come to believe that
reality consists only of shadows.

If shown a light, they might reject it—because all of their past experience
taught them that only shadows exist.

In this way, illusion is an incomplete form of knowledge that has
achieved a temporary equilibrium within the subject’s identity.

The problem arises when the subject fully identifies with the illusion
and rejects any knowledge that threatens to destabilize it.

Epistemic illusion has a specific trait:

It does not produce functional, lasting results.
Real knowledge enables effective interaction with reality.
Illusion leads to repetitive cycles of failure and correction.

If someone believes that money comes only from luck and continues to
gamble—Ilosing again and again—they are living in an epistemic illusion.
Reality repeatedly contradicts their belief, but they may remain trapped in
the illusion, justifying each failure instead of questioning the belief itself.

Such illusions can become mental cages, preventing consciousness
from expanding and adapting.

Once fully internalized, they act as blocks that hinder learning and reality
adaptation.

Knowledge as a Filter Between Reality and Representation

We’ve established that knowledge is not reality itself—it is a structured
representation.

Each piece of knowledge acts as a filter, enabling the subject to interact
with reality in a way that’s consistent with their cognitive development.
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We can think of knowledge as a map.

A map is not the territory—it is a tool to help navigate it.

If the map is accurate, you can traverse the territory safely.

If the map is wrong, you may find yourself lost in dead ends or fictional
paths.

A person with real knowledge holds a reliable map of reality and can
move through life with clarity.

A person operating under illusion holds a distorted map—continually
misstepping, yet unaware of the source of their errors until harsh reality
forces a confrontation.

This leads to a critical insight:

There is no “absolute knowledge” of reality—only representations that are
more or less functional for navigating it.

One of the greatest errors of traditional epistemologies is the belief that
knowledge is an “objective photograph” of reality.

In truth, every form of knowledge is a model, continually refined and
improved through lived experience.

Conclusion

Knowledge is a process of identity stabilization, in which the subject
constructs a system of references that enables them to navigate reality.

But not all knowledge is functional:
some are illusions that offer the comfort of apparent stability, but
ultimately produce contradictions and blockages.

We have seen that knowledge is not reality itself, but a
representation—a filter that mediates the subject’s access to the world.

Therefore, the central question is not whether knowledge is “true” in an
absolute sense, but whether it is functional and coherent within the
system in which it operates.

In the next chapters, we will explore how knowledge evolves over time,
and how we can distinguish functional knowledge from illusion.
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Chapter 10 — The Structure of Knowledge Over Time

We have seen that knowledge is not a fixed entity, but a dynamic process
that evolves through the relationship between subject and object.

We have also explored how knowledge can be shaped by illusion, and how
its development follows a path of identity stabilization.

Now we must address a fundamental aspect:
How knowledge organizes itself over time, and how its development
follows predictable phases.

Knowledge does not appear suddenly in complete form.

It grows gradually, following structured patterns.

If we understand these patterns, we can identify the level of a subject’s
knowledge and even predict how it may evolve over time.

Knowledge as an Evolutionary Process

Knowledge develops over time through a process of accumulation and
transformation.

Each subject progresses through different levels of understanding—
starting from fragmented knowledge and gradually refining their internal
model of reality.

This process can be compared to building a house.

The first step is creating a solid foundation: support beams, walls, a
structure.

If this foundation is weak, the entire house is unstable.

Only after the core structure is sound can the builder add the systems,
finishes, and refinements.

The same applies to knowledge.

Every subject begins with a set of basic concepts and information.

If this foundation is faulty or unstable, then all higher levels of knowledge
will be fragile and inconsistent.

A practical example is learning mathematics.

A child who doesn’t understand the concept of numbers cannot master
algebra or geometry.
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Likewise, someone who begins their understanding of reality with flawed
premises will struggle to develop a coherent and functional knowledge
system.

The Phases of Knowledge

The development of knowledge can be divided into distinct phases, each
representing a level of identity stabilization in the subject.

1. Pre-Knowledge Phase
e The subject lacks a stable structure of knowledge.
e Knowledge is fragmented and disorganized.

e The subject responds to immediate perceptions and instincts,
without analytical capacity.

Example:

A young child exploring the world without a logical system to interpret it.
If they touch something hot and get burned, they associate the experience
with danger—but they don’t yet understand the relationship between
temperature and matter.

2. Initial Structuring Phase

e The subject begins to organize knowledge into categories and
patterns.

e Information is linked into eatly interpretive models.
e Knowledge is accepted without critical evaluation.

Example:

A schoolchild learning early scientific facts.

They know water boils at 100°C, but they don’t yet grasp the physical
reasons behind the phenomenon.

Their understanding is based on authority, not reasoning,.

3. Critical Knowledge Phase

e The subject develops the ability to analyze and question
knowledge.

e They begin to distinguish between verifiable knowledge and
unsupported belief.
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e They actively seck new information to test and revise their
assumptions.

Example:

A student who realizes that boiling temperature depends on air
pressure, not a fixed value.

They restructure their knowledge accordingly and begin to explore the
phenomenon in more depth.

4. Functional Knowledge Phase

e The subject does not merely “know” but uses knowledge to
navigate reality.

¢ Knowledge becomes a coherent system that produces concrete,
verifiable outcomes.

Example:

An engineer applying physics to design a bridge.

Their knowledge is not just theoretical—it is actively applied to produce
real-world results.

5. Integrated Knowledge Phase

e The subject’s knowledge becomes fully integrated into their
identity.

e Knowledge is no longer a collection of facts but a lens for
perceiving and interacting with reality.

e The subject is no longer influenced by illusion—every piece of
knowledge is measured by its coherence with reality.

Example:
An individual who no longer simply “uses” knowledge, but recognizes
the structure of reality itself, and acts in alignment with it.

Knowledge and the Illusion of Time

One of the most common misconceptions about knowledge is the belief
that it unfolds only in linear time.

In truth, knowledge is not bound by time, but by the stabilization of
identity.

Consider a simple example.
Two people study the same subject for years.
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One reaches deep understanding in a few months; the other remains
superficial for a lifetime.

This proves that knowledge does not depend on time spent, but on the
quality of the subject—object relationship.

The illusion of time as a factor in knowledge leads many to believe that
simply accumulating experience leads to growth.

But what truly matters is the subject’s ability to reorganize knowledge
coherently.

Take language learning.
Some take years to learn a second language without ever becoming fluent.
Others reach fluency in months.

The difference lies not in time, but in the ability to structure knowledge
into a coherent and functional system.

This principle leads us to a fundamental insight:
Knowledge is not a chronological process—it is a process of identity
stabilization.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge evolves through identifiable phases, and
that its development depends not on time, but on the stabilization of the
subject’s identity.

This means that each individual has the potential to accelerate their
growth in knowledge—if they can recognize and overcome the illusions
that keep them stuck.

In the coming chapters, we will explore how knowledge applies to
consciousness itself, and how the Technology of Expressions
provides a model for distinguishing between true knowledge and
epistemic illusion.
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Part II — Consciousness, Reality, and Functional
Verification
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Chapter 11 — Knowledge and the Structure of Consciousness

Until now, we have explored knowledge as a dynamic process that arises
from the relationship between subject and object.

We have seen that knowledge is not a static archive of information, but a
system that evolves through time and experience.

Now, we must address another fundamental dimension:

the relationship between knowledge and consciousness.

This chapter does not aim to fully examine the vast theme of
consciousness, which is explored more deeply in the core corpus of the
Technology of Expressions. However, it is essential to introduce some
basic concepts to understand how knowledge is organized within
consciousness—and how its development depends on the stabilization of
identity.

Traditional views on consciousness are fragmented and often misleading.
Modern science tends to reduce consciousness to a byproduct of brain
activity, while many philosophical theories describe it as vague or
indefinable.

In contrast, the Technology of Expressions provides a clear,
structured description of consciousness, breaking it down into phases
and defining its evolutionary path.

Consciousness as an Organized Structure

Consciousness is not an abstract phenomenon or a mysterious entity.

It is an organized structure governed by specific laws.

It is not something we “have” or something that emerges randomly—it is
a specific configuration that unfolds through a defined pathway.

To grasp this idea, imagine consciousness as a multi-level system in
which various components interact to generate the experience of

knowledge.

A helpful metaphor is a multi-story building.

If someone lives only on the ground floor, their view of reality is limited
to what they can see from that level.

If one day they discover stairs and begin climbing, their perspective
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gradually expands—they begin to see parts of reality that were previously
hidden.

The same is true of consciousness:

The more it develops, the more its capacity to perceive, structure, and
organize knowledge expands.

Consciousness is not a monolith—it consists of evolutionary phases,
each representing a new level of identity and knowledge stabilization.

The Phases of Consciousness and the Journey of Knowledge

Although a full analysis of the phases of consciousness is addressed
elsewhere, we must introduce at least two core phases to understand the
relationship between knowledge and consciousness.

1. The Binary Phase (from 10 to 99)

e In this phase, consciousness is unstable and oscillates between two
poles: one coherent and one decoherent.

e Knowledge is fragmented and subject to constant fluctuation.

e Identity is not yet stable—it emerges as an arc between the two
poles, generating transient expressions.

2. The Stabilized Phase (from 100 onward)

e Once consciousness surpasses the binary phase, identity becomes
stable and acquires infinite inertia.

e At this point, knowledge is no longer fragmented—it becomes
structured and coherent.

e The stabilized identity feeds both poles of consciousness and
the expressions they generate. It becomes the central point
around which knowledge organizes itself.

A practical example of this difference can be found in learning a new
skill—say, playing the piano.

In the first few months, the pianist's knowledge is unstable: hand
movements are uncertain, coordination is lacking, and each new piece of
information seems to conflict with the last.

This is the fluctuation phase, where the experience of learning is riddled
with tension and inconsistency.
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After years of practice, however, the pianist no longer thinks about every
note or movement.

Their mind and body are aligned with the knowledge of the instrument.
Their ability to play becomes a natural extension of their identity.

At this point, knowledge is stabilized—no longer a collection of
fragmented ideas, but a coherent system that can be expressed fluidly.

This same principle applies to knowledge in general:

Until identity is stabilized, knowledge will remain vulnerable to fluctuation
and contradiction.

Only when identity stabilizes does knowledge become a function of the
self.

The Structure of Consciousness and the Construction of Knowledge

To understand how consciousness organizes knowledge, we must consider
its internal structure.

While this is addressed in more detail in the full corpus of the Technology
of Expressions, we can introduce here the concept of the three spaces of
the mind, which function as containers for knowledge:

1. The First Space: Coherent Knowledge
e Contains all knowledge aligned with actual reality.

e This is the realm of functional knowledge, deep understanding,
and intuition.

2. The Second Space: Decoherent Knowledge

e Contains illusions, false beliefs, and cognitive distortions caused
by identification with the entropic engram.

e This is the realm of confusion and internal resistance—what
blocks real understanding.

3. The Third Space: Stabilized Identity
e This space activates only after the binary phase is surpassed.

e Once identity is stabilized, knowledge becomes organized,
consistent, and capable of expanding without interference.
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We can imagine these three spaces as three tanks in a hydraulic system.
As long as identity is unstable, water (knowledge) flows chaotically
between them—creating turbulence and inconsistency.

Once identity stabilizes, the flow becomes orderly, and the system
operates harmoniously.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge cannot be separated from the structure of
consciousness.

Its development is determined by the balance and configuration of the
mind.

Each phase of consciousness organizes knowledge differently.
And it is only through the stabilization of identity that knowledge can
become a stable, functional reference system.

In the next chapter, we will explore how stabilized knowledge is used to
navigate reality, and how the Technology of Expressions offers a
framework to distinguish between true knowledge and epistemic
illusion.
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Chapter 12 — The Stabilization of Knowledge and the
Overcoming of Uncertainty

In the previous chapters, we saw that knowledge is a dynamic process
that develops through the relationship between subject and object.

We also explored the structure of consciousness and how knowledge is
organized within the three spaces of the mind.

Now we must address a pivotal step:
the stabilization of knowledge and the overcoming of uncertainty.

One of the most common misconceptions is to believe that knowledge is
merely an accumulation of information.

But just as owning a pile of bricks doesn’t mean you’ve built a solid house,
accumulating information does not guarantee stable knowledge.

Stabilization is the process by which the individual consolidates their
understanding of reality in a coherent and functional way.

The Process of Knowledge Stabilization

To understand the stabilization of knowledge, let’s compare it to building
an architectural structure—say, a bridge:

e If the bridge is built on unstable foundations, it will collapse under
the slightest stress.

e If the materials are poor or assembled incorrectly, the bridge will
not be safe.

e If the design is incomplete or incoherent, the bridge will fail its
function.

The same principles apply to knowledge.
Unstable knowledge is based on weak foundations, incoherent
information, or unverified assumptions.

Stable knowledge, by contrast, is knowledge that:
1. Is based on principles coherent with reality.

2. Isverified through experience and not subject to ongoing
contradiction.

3. Can be applied functionally to navigate reality.
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A practical example of unstable knowledge is a belief with no foundation
in reality.

Imagine someone who believes that carrying a specific object brings them
good luck.

This belief may serve as a mental anchor—but if one day they lose the
object and realize nothing in their life changes, the illusion collapses.

If the person acknowledges the illusion, their knowledge becomes more
stable.

But if they refuse to confront the contradiction, the belief remains an
unstable construction.

This shows that stabilization is not about quantity—not how much we
know, but how well we integrate and verify what we know.

Overcoming Uncertainty in Knowledge

Uncertainty is one of the primary obstacles to the stabilization of
knowledge.
When an individual lacks a clear reference point, their knowledge remains
in flux.
Uncertainty appears in various forms:
e Perceptual uncertainty — Not being sure of what one is
perceiving.
e Interpretative uncertainty — Not knowing how to correctly
interpret information.

e Decisional uncertainty — Not being able to make choices based
on available knowledge.

Examples:

e DPerceptual uncertainty: A person in a dimly lit room cannot
clearly distinguish objects—perception is unstable, open to
misinterpretation.

e Interpretative uncertainty: A sentence with ambiguous language
can be interpreted in multiple ways. The individual is unsure of its
true meaning.

¢ Decisional uncertainty: A person receives conflicting opinions
on a medical issue and feels incapable of making the best decision.

In all these cases, uncertainty signals that knowledge has not yet
stabilized.
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Stabilization occurs when the individual reaches a clear and coherent
reference point aligned with reality—eliminating doubt through
verification and experience.

The Role of Trust in the Stabilization of Knowledge

We’ve seen that unstable knowledge is vulnerable to uncertainty and
fluctuation.
But what allows knowledge to become stable?

The key factor is trust.

Trust is not an abstract idea—it is a fundamental component of the
knowledge process.

A piece of knowledge becomes stable when the subject recognizes it as
reliable, coherent, and applicable to real-world conditions.

However, trust cannot be imposed from the outside.
It must emerge from direct experience and verification.

A helpful example is learning to drive.

At first, the learner feels uncertain and anxious—Iacking stabilized
knowledge of how to operate the vehicle.

But through repeated experience, they gain trust in their own abilities,
and the knowledge becomes integrated.

Eventually, driving is no longer an effort of thought but a natural
function of identity.

This same principle applies to all forms of knowledge.

Once verified and experienced repeatedly, trust grows—and with it,
stabilization.

Stabilized knowledge is no longer subject to doubt or fluctuation.
It becomes part of the subject’s cognitive infrastructure.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge stabilizes only when it is coherent with
reality and verified through experience.

Uncertainty is the signal of knowledge that has not yet stabilized.
And the factor that enables stabilization is trust.

Trust emerges through repeated verification—eventually allowing the
subject to overcome uncertainty and use knowledge in a functional way.
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In the next chapter, we will explore how stabilized knowledge
manifests as identity, and how the Technology of Expressions offers
a model to distinguish between what is and what is not.
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Chapter 13 — Stabilized Knowledge and Identity

So far, we have seen how knowledge develops through a dynamic
process, and how its stabilization marks the turning point that allows us
to overcome uncertainty.

We also introduced the concept of trust as a fundamental element in
consolidating knowledge into a coherent and usable system.

Now we must address an essential dimension:
the relationship between stabilized knowledge and identity.

A common mistake is to believe that knowledge is independent of the
subject’s identity.

Traditional thinking often views knowledge as something external—a
collection of facts that exist apart from the person who holds them.

In reality, knowledge is not external to the subject—it is a reflection
of their identity.

To understand this, we must examine how knowledge influences the
construction of identity, and how identity, in turn, determines the quality
and stability of the knowledge acquired.

Knowledge as an Expression of Identity

Each individual experiences the world through their own perceptual
filter, negotiation horizon, and cognitive structure.

This means that all knowledge is always a representation constructed by
the subject.

If we place two people with different experiences and beliefs in front of
the same event, they will interpret it differently.

Imagine two individuals observing a lightning strike during a storm:

e One is a scientist who has studied atmospheric physics. They see
the lightning as an electrical discharge caused by differences in
potential between the clouds and the ground.

e The other believes in mystical explanations and interprets the
lightning as a divine sign or omen.
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The same physical phenomenon gives rise to two entirely different
forms of knowledge—not because reality is subjective, but because each
individual constructs knowledge according to the identity they have
developed.

This leads to a critical insight:

Knowledge is never separate from the subject’s identity, but is the
result of the relationship between identity and the observed reality.

If identity is unstable or built on illusions, the resulting knowledge will also
be unstable or fragmented.

If identity is solid and coherent, the knowledge will be structured and
functional.

Identity Stabilization and Knowledge Coherence

For knowledge to be stable, it must be coherent with the identity of the
individual who holds it.

When someone tries to assimilate knowledge that contradicts their
identity, they may experience resistance, inner conflict, and even
rejection.

This phenomenon is easy to observe when someone encounters
information that challenges their deeply held beliefs.

Imagine a person who has always believed that their study method is the
best.

One day they encounter a new technique that proves to be more
effective—but instead of embracing it, they reject it, justifying their
original approach.

This reaction does not stem from a flaw in the new knowledge itself, but
from the fact that the information clashes with their identity.

To accept it, they would have to question themselves and how they have
always thought.

This is where identity stabilization becomes essential.

A stabilized identity does not fear new knowledge, because it has a fixed
and unshakable center that allows it to integrate new information
without crisis.

We can picture this process as constructing a building.

If the foundation is weak, any additional floor makes the structure
unstable.

But if the foundation is strong, the structure can grow, integrating new
knowledge without compromising stability.
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Likewise, when identity is stabilized, knowledge is no longer seen as a
threat or a source of insecurity, but as a natural expansion of the
subject’s understanding of reality.

Overcoming the Binary Phase and Stabilizing Identity

As discussed earlier, consciousness passes through a binary phase
before reaching stabilization.

During this phase, knowledge is prone to fluctuation, because the
subject’s identity is not yet clearly defined.

An unstable identity leads to fragmented and incoherent knowledge.
The individual swings between certainty and doubt, insight and illusion,
unable to form a stable knowledge system.

Take the example of someone learning a new language.

In the early months, their knowledge is unstable—they alternate between
moments of clarity and confusion.

If they persist and move beyond the initial phase, the language becomes
part of their identity.

At that point, they no longer have to “think” about words or grammar—
the language has been fully integrated into their knowledge system.

The same principle applies to knowledge in general:

When a person moves beyond the binary phase and stabilizes their
identity, knowledge ceases to be unstable and becomes a coherent,
enduring structure.

From that moment on, knowledge is no longer perceived as something
external to be memorized—it becomes a natural function of the self.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge is not separate from identity—it is the
result of the relationship between the subject’s identity and the
reality they observe.

Knowledge may remain unstable and fragmented as long as identity is
undefined.

But it becomes stable and functional once the subject moves past the
binary phase and reaches a stabilized state of consciousness.

This leads us to a fundamental question:

If knowledge reflects identity, is it possible to recognize the level of
a person’s stabilization by observing the quality of their knowledge?
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In the next chapter, we will explore how stabilized knowledge is used to
navigate reality, and how the Technology of Expressions provides tools
to distinguish between what is real and what is not.
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Chapter 14 — The Difference Between Knowledge and Epistemic
Illusion

We have seen that knowledge is a dynamic process that develops
through the relationship between subject and object.

We’ve also clarified that the stabilization of knowledge depends on the
stabilization of identity, and that illusion can hinder this process.

Now we face a crucial question:
How can we distinguish true knowledge from an epistemic illusion?

Throughout the learning process, human beings acquire not only
functional knowledge but also distorted, incomplete, or erroneous
beliefs. These illusory forms of knowledge can persist and strongly
influence how a person interprets reality.

If there were no criteria for distinguishing between knowledge and
illusion, we could not build a coherent epistemological system.
That’s why we must understand the essential features of knowledge,
and the signals that reveal epistemic illusion.

Characteristics of Knowledge

True knowledge is defined by several essential qualities that make it
coherent, verifiable, and functional.

1. Knowledge is Coherent

Knowledge does not contradict other verified and stabilized knowledge.
Every new piece of knowledge must be integrable into an existing logical
system without generating inconsistencies.

A practical example comes from science.

When Elinstein’s theory of relativity emerged, it did not invalidate
Newtonian mechanics.

Instead, it showed that Newton’s laws apply within specific limits, and
relativity expands the model for broader contexts.

The new knowledge was integrated, not rejected.

By contrast, if a new idea conflicts with already-verified knowledge
and cannot be reconciled logically, it must be examined carefully:
possibly revealing it as distorted rather than true.
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2. Knowledge is Verifiable

Knowledge can be tested through direct experience, logic, or practical
application.

A classic example is mathematics:
An equation can be proven through calculation and logical demonstration.

In everyday life, someone may believe a certain study method is effective.
But if it fails to produce real results over time, then the “knowledge”
behind it is illusory.

3. Knowledge is Functional
True knowledge produces tangible and measurable effects in reality.

If a piece of knowledge fails to deliver concrete outcomes—or repeatedly
results in failure or frustration—it must be questioned.

Example: An entrepreneur applies a method to grow a business.

If it works, the knowledge is real.

If it doesn’t, despite consistent effort, the method is likely based on
illusory knowledge.

The same applies in medicine:

If a treatment grounded in scientific knowledge leads to healing, it's
functional.

If another treatment is based only on unfounded beliefs and shows no
benefit—or wotse, causes harm—it reveals an illusion.

Characteristics of Epistemic Illusion

If knowledge is defined by coherence, verifiability, and functionality,
epistemic illusion displays the opposite features.

1. Illusory Knowledge is Contradictory

Epistemic illusion often produces logical contradictions or
inconsistencies with other verified knowledge.

Example: Someone believes their destiny is fixed, yet simultaneously
believes they have free will to shape their life.

These two views contradict each other, unless a logical framework
reconciles them.

If a belief conflicts with a stable knowledge system and cannot be
integrated, it is likely an illusion.
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2. Illusory Knowledge is Not Verifiable

Illusions cannot be tested through experience, logic, or practical
application.

Take the idea of "luck."

Many believe certain outcomes are caused by good or bad luck.

But there's no way to verify whether luck exists—beyond chance or
psychological projection.

If a belief cannot be tested, it should be considered suspect until proven
otherwise.

3. Illusory Knowledge is Not Functional
An illusion fails to produce consistent or repeatable effects.

Example: Someone plays specific numbers in the lottery, believing they
bring good luck.

They might win once by coincidence—but if the method were real
knowledge, it would work consistently.

The random outcome reveals the illusion.

If an idea doesn’t lead to repeatable and tangible results, it is not valid
knowledge.

Conclusion

We have seen that real knowledge can be distinguished from illusion by
three key criteria:

1. Coherence — It fits within a logical, stable system without
contradiction.

2. Verifiability — It can be tested through experience, logic, or
practice.

3. Functionality — It leads to measurable, consistent results in the
real world.

Epistemic illusions, on the other hand, are marked by contradiction,
lack of verifiability, and ineffectiveness.

If a belief cannot be tested, creates internal inconsistency, or fails to
produce tangible effects, it must be called into question.

This distinction is fundamental for avoiding illusion and for building a
knowledge system that is truly useful and applicable to reality.
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Chapter 15 — The Principle of Universality in Knowledge

We have seen that knowledge is distinguished from illusion by three
fundamental characteristics: coherence, verifiability, and functionality.
Howevet, there is an even more foundational factor—an axiom of the
Technology of Expressions that defines true knowledge in its most
essential form:

If something is truly knowledge, its principle must be applicable to
all domains of scientific and philosophical reality.

This means that real knowledge is not confined to one domain.
It must be universally applicable—across physics, mathematics,
philosophy, technology, and beyond.

If a principle is valid, it must express a logical and functional structure
that is consistent throughout reality.

The Principle of the Two Halves and Its Universal Application

A clear example of this is the dual structure of consciousness,
composed of a coherent half and a decoherent half, which together
form a unified whole.

This principle, however, is not limited to consciousness—it can be
found in every domain of existence:

1. Mathematics

Every operation involves both an expression and a result.

They cannot exist separately: without the expression, there is nothing to
calculate; without the result, the operation has no meaning,.

The operation is a relationship between two halves.

2. Physics

In classical physics, action and reaction follow this same principle.
There can be no force without a counterforce.

Every interaction is the result of the dynamic tension between two
opposing elements.
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3. Teaching and Learning

Teaching cannot exist without a learner.

Even if the teacher is a book or an Al system, teaching is not a unilateral
act—it is a relationship between the one who transmits and the one who
receives knowledge.

4. Biological and Natural Relationships

In biology, all reproduction and growth involve an interaction between
two halves—an active principle and a receptive principle that together
generate a new organism.

5. Structure of Reality

On a more abstract level, reality itself manifests through polarities that
complete one another:

light and shadow, matter and antimatter, wave and particle—
everything exists through a dual principle that generates dynamic
balance.

The Universality of Knowledge and the Verification Method

If something is truly knowledge, then its principle should be verifiable in
any field and across all phenomena.

This gives us an objective criterion to distinguish real knowledge from
epistemic illusion.

If an idea or theory applies only to one domain and cannot hold up across

disciplines, then it is likely an incomplete model or a cultural illusion.

For example, a philosophical theory that claims reality is only a mental
construction may make sense within its system of thought—but if it
cannot be applied to science, mathematics, or physics, it is probably a
conceptual abstraction without universal foundation.

This verification method allows us to determine which knowledge is truly
valid, and which are limited by subjectivity or cultural conditioning.

The Universality of the Form—Content Structure

The idea that everything that exists is structured through form and
content is the first and most immediate manifestation of the principle of
universality in knowledge.
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If this principle is real, it should be observable in every domain of
reality, across both science and philosophy.

Mathematics

Every equation has a form and a content:

The expression is the form; the result is the content.

An operation with no result is meaningless—just as an isolated number
without a contextual operation is just a symbol without function.

Physics

Every particle exists through a relationship between structure and
function.

Matter has a form—determined by molecular organization—and a
content, which is the energy or information that flows through it.

Even at the quantum level, wave and particle are two aspects of the same
entity:

The wave describes probabilistic behavior (form), and the particle is its
localized manifestation (content).

Biology

In biology, every living organism reflects the form—content dynamic.
A cell has a physical structure (membrane, nucleus, organelles) that
allows it to contain and organize genetic content and biological
functions.

If a cell loses its form, it cannot contain its content—and it dies.

Psychology and Consciousness
In psychology and consciousness, form and content are equally evident.

Identity is the form through which experience and knowledge are
structured.

Content includes memories, experiences, and the information
consciousness processes.

If identity is unstable, the content becomes fragmented and incoherent.

Language and Communication

In language, form is grammatical and syntactic structure; content is the
meaning conveyed.
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A grammatically correct sentence with no meaning is empty.
A profound idea without a clear form is incomprehensible.

Applying the Principle to Knowledge

If knowledge is a representation of reality, it must reflect reality’s
structure.

This means:

e A real piece of knowledge must contain both form and
content.
If it's only form (a logical structure with no practical application)
or only content (a concept without method or organization), it is
not real knowledge.

e A real principle must be applicable across all domains.
If something is true in one context but collapses elsewhere, it is
not a universal principle—just a model limited to a specific case.

e The relationship between form and content must be coherent
and functional.
If they are not in harmony, the knowledge is unstable—and not
truly valid.

Conclusion

The principle of universality is not abstract theory—it is a
manifestation of the foundational structure of existence, rooted in the
relationship between form and content.

This principle is observable in all disciplines and serves as a systematic
and verifiable tool for distinguishing true knowledge from illusion.
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Chapter 16 — Form Gives Measure to Content

We have established that knowledge is always a representation of reality,
and that every representation must respect the fundamental structure of
existence: the relationship between form and content.

Now we must explore an even more essential aspect of this relationship:

Without form, content cannot be known—and without content,
form is sterile and without function.

This means that content cannot express itself unless it takes on a form
that makes it perceivable, measurable, and definable in cognitive
terms.

In other words:

Our knowledge of content is always mediated by the form through
which it manifests.

Content Exists Only Through Form

Every experience of knowledge is possible only because the content of
reality is organized and structured through a form.

If content existed without a form, it could not be perceived,
experienced, or known.

Likewise, if there were only form with no content, it would be a hollow
shell, without any real substance.

Let’s explore some examples to clarify this principle:

1. Cheese and the Experience of It

e The experience of cheese is defined by its flavor, texture, and
aroma.

e These are the content. But without a coherent form, cheese could
not exist as something knowable.

e If cheese were just an abstract concept without a material
structure, no one could experience it.
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2. Words and Their Meaning

Every word is a form that holds meaning.
A word without meaning is an empty shell.

And if meaning existed with no word to express it, it would be
inaccessible to knowledge.

3. Architecture and Habitable Space

A building is a union of form and content.
The form is its physical structure: walls, roof, and design.

The content is the habitable space that gives the building
function.

A building without usable space is a sterile and non-functional
structure.

4. Language and Knowledge

Language is a formal system that enables the transmission of
knowledge.

The content of knowledge exists only because language gives it
form.

Without content, language is just a collection of meaningless
symbols.

Without form, knowledge cannot be transmitted or understood.

The Measurability of Knowledge

If content cannot exist without form, then form gives measure to
content.

This means that form is the medium through which content becomes
knowable and experiential.

Thus, the measurability of knowledge depends on the capacity of form

to represent content in a coherent and functional way.

We can see this principle applied across various disciplines:

Mathematics: A number without a notational system cannot be
used or understood.

Physics: Energy can only be measured through its
manifestations in form, like heat or motion.
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e Biology: DNA contains genetic information, but that content exists
only because the structure of DNA allows cells to read and use it.

Epistemic Consequences

This principle has profound implications for how knowledge is
constructed:

1. No Knowledge Can Exist Without a Structuring Form

e Knowledge is not a pile of random data—it is a system where
content must be expressed through coherent form.

e If the form is unstable or incoherent, the knowledge cannot be
transmitted or applied.

2. Every Representation of Knowledge Must Respect the Alignment
Between Form and Content

e True knowledge only exists when its form is adequate to the
content it expresses.

e If the form is wrong, the knowledge becomes distorted or
incomplete.

3. Epistemic Illusion Arises When Form and Content Are
Misaligned

e Knowledge that is all form and no content becomes an empty
system of symbols—void of function.

e Knowledge that is all content and no form becomes
inaccessible—untranslatable to the human mind.

Conclusion

We have seen that real knowledge exists only when form and content
are in balance, because form is what makes content knowable and
measurable.

This principle applies to all domains of reality—from science to

philosophy, from biology to language.

In the next chapter, we will explore how this principle manifests in the
construction of scientific and philosophical knowledge, and how the
Technology of Expressions offers a method for distinguishing between

structured knowledge and illusory knowledge.
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Chapter 17 — The Structure of Knowledge in Science and
Philosophy

We have seen that true knowledge is the result of the relationship
between form and content, and that only through this relationship can
knowledge become measurable, functional, and applicable.

We have also established that knowledge must be universally applicable,
finding expression across all domains of reality.

Now we must address a crucial development:
How knowledge manifests and is structured within the two principal
realms of human understanding—science and philosophy.

These two domains have developed different methods for organizing
knowledge, yet both have been limited by partial approaches that have
never produced a complete model.

Science seeks to build knowledge through measurement and empirical
verification, while philosophy attempts to provide a logical and
interpretive framework for reality.

However, both systems encounter limitations that only a complete
epistemological model can overcome.

Scientific Knowledge and Its Limits
Science is founded on a core principle:

Knowledge is valid if it can be verified through experience and
measurement.

This method has enabled massive progress in technology and our
understanding of the physical world.
Yet, it presents structural limits that cannot be overlooked.

1. The Scientific Method as a Knowledge Model

¢ Built on observation, hypothesis, experimentation, and
verification.

e A phenomenon is considered “known” if it can be measured and
reproduced.

e Science is based on falsifiability: a theory is valid until proven
otherwise.
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2. The Problem of Perception and Measurement

Science assumes that reality is objectively knowable, but forgets
that every measurement is an interaction between subject and
object.

Quantum mechanics has shown that the act of measurement
alters the phenomenon itself.

This proves that scientific knowledge is never neutral—it is
always the result of a relationship between observer and
observed.

Traditional science often ignores this limitation, continuing to
treat reality as an observer-independent system.

3. Science’s Inability to Describe Consciousness

Science effectively describes physical phenomena, but is
incapable of understanding consciousness or the process of
knowledge itself.

There is no scientific model that truly explains what consciousness
is, how it emerges, or how it relates to reality.

This reveals that science can only describe what is measurable—
but cannot explain what exists beyond measurement.

In summary, science has constructed a functional knowledge of the
physical world but has neglected the subject—object relationship, and
never developed an epistemological model to explain how knowledge
itself is organized within consciousness.

Philosophical Knowledge and Its Limits

While science has pursued knowledge through experience and
measurement, philosophy has tried to answer foundational questions
about reality and knowledge through logic and abstraction.

1. The Problem of Subjectivity

Philosophy produces conceptual models, but lacks an objective
method of verification.

This has led to fragmentation, with schools of thought often
contradicting one another.
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2. The Illusion of Intellectual Knowledge

e Many philosophical systems create logical theories that lack
practical application.

e Yet, true knowledge must be functional-—while much of
philosophy remains speculative.

3. The Absence of a Universal Knowledge Structure

e Philosophy has developed conceptual models but has never
identified a universal, objective structure of knowledge.

e Its systems are built on assumptions that often cannot be
verified and lack applicability in science or mathematics.

If science reduces knowledge to measurability, philosophy often creates
abstract constructions with no practical use.

Each falls short of producing a complete and unified model of
knowledge.

The Synthesis of Science and Philosophy: The Role of Functional
Logic

If neither science nor philosophy offers a complete epistemological model,
then a new approach is needed—one that overcomes their limits and
provides a coherent structure for organizing knowledge universally.

Functional logic, introduced by the Technology of Expressions, offers
this solution.

It transcends the science—philosophy divide, because it is not based
solely on measurability or abstraction, but on a more fundamental
principle:

Knowledge is real if it is coherent, verifiable, functional, and
universally applicable.

1. Coherence

e Knowledge must be logically structured and free of contradictions
with other verified knowledge.

e Ifit conflicts with existing authentic knowledge, it must be re-
evaluated.
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2. Verifiability

¢ Knowledge must be verifiable through experience, observation, or
logic.

e Ifit cannot be verified, it is likely just a mental construction
without foundation.

3. Functionality
e Knowledge must produce concrete, repeatable effects.

e Ifitleads to no practical outcome, it is not real knowledge.

4. Universality

e Knowledge must be applicable across all domains of reality,
because reality is structured coherently.

e Ifa principle is truly valid, it must be observable in every science
and discipline.

These four criteria allow us to distinguish real knowledge from
illusion, and to construct a complete epistemological model that
overcomes the traditional limits of science and philosophy.

Conclusion

We have seen how both science and philosophy have tried to organize
knowledge—yet each has encountered limitations that only a broader
model can resolve.

Functional logic offers a structure based on coherence, verifiability,
functionality, and universality, providing a reliable method for
distinguishing true knowledge from illusion.

This prepares us for the next step: understanding how knowledge
becomes an operative force that enables interaction with reality.
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Chapter 18 — The Fundamental Limitation of Science:
Description Without Understanding

One of the deepest and most overlooked limitations of modern science is
that every scientific discovery is ultimately just a description of a
phenomenon, not a true understanding of its essence.

The science developed by humans in this expressive dimension never
explains what a phenomenon truly is, or why it exists—it simply
describes its behavior, building mathematical and procedural models
to predict and reproduce it.

This limitation is so deeply embedded in scientific thinking that most
scientists are unaware of it.

We have been taught to believe that "knowing" a phenomenon means
being able to describe it and replicate it—but true knowledge goes
further:

It requires understanding the actual principle that governs the
phenomenon.

The Difference Between Description and Understanding

Let’s look at several everyday physical phenomena that illustrate this
fundamental distinction:

1. The Bicycle and Movement

e We know a bicycle stays upright when in motion and tends to fall
when it slows down.

e Science has described this behavior in terms of gyroscopic
effects, angular momentum, and weight distribution.

e But we still don’t truly understand why stability arises with
movement.

e We can describe it mathematically, but the foundational
principle behind this behavior remains elusive.
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2. Fire and Redox Reactions

We know that combustion is a chemical reaction between a
substance and oxygen, releasing heat and energy as flame.

We can describe oxidation-reduction reactions and predict how
different materials behave under specific conditions.

But what does the release of heat and flame mean in the natural
system?

Science describes the reaction, but does not explain what it is in
essence.

3. Gravity and Newton’s Laws

Newton described gravity as the attraction between masses.
Einstein redefined it as a curvature of spacetime.
But what is gravity?

We can measure its effects, but we don’t know what generates it,
or what it is at its core.

Procedural Science and the Absence of Meaning

If we analyze the scientific method through functional logic, we can
clearly see that modern science is limited to cataloging, measuring, and
describing—but never explains the essence of what it studies.

In this sense, we can say:

Science operates at the level of form, while ignoring the content.

Every scientific theory is a procedure that leads to repeatable results—
but it does not tell us what that procedure actually represents in the
structure of reality.

We see the same issue in mathematics:

We know that 1+ 1 = 2, but why?

Why is the concept of number so universal and applicable to all
natural phenomenar

What principle governs the relationship between quantity and
the structure of reality?

Modern science cannot answer these questions because it does not seek to
understand principles, only to build models that describe behavior.
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Overcoming the Limitation of Science Through Structural
Knowledge

We’ve seen that the principle of form and content is the key to moving
beyond mere description:

e Science studies the form of phenomena but ignores the
content—the principle that gives rise to them.

e Real knowledge must explain not just the how, but the why.

e If a piece of knowledge is truly valid, its principle must be
applicable across all aspects of reality—not just within a
narrow domain.

The Technology of Expressions introduces a methodology that
surpasses this limit.

It offers a model that allows us to understand the structural
foundations of knowledge, distinguishing between describing a
phenomenon and comprehending the principle that generates it.

When we introduced the principle of form and content, we didn’t merely
say that form organizes content—
We showed that:

e Without form, content cannot exist.
e Without content, form is empty.

This is not a description—it is a comprehension of the structure of both
knowledge and existence.

If science is to evolve beyond its current limitation, it must shift from
merely studying procedures and measurable phenomena, to
understanding the structural principles of reality.

Conclusion

We have seen that modern science describes phenomena without
understanding their essence.

This limitation arises from its focus on form, without investigating the
real content behind it.

The Technology of Expressions provides a method to overcome this
limitation, introducing structural knowledge that does not stop at
description but seeks to explain what phenomena actually are and why
they exist.

In the next chapter, we will explore how this principle can be used to
build a new model of knowledge—one that integrates the strength of
science with a deeper understanding of reality.
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Chapter 19 — The Structure of Knowledge and the Overcoming of
Descriptive Science

We have seen that, in its current form, science is limited to describing
phenomena without truly understanding their essence.

This limitation stems from the fact that science focuses on form, without
investigating the real content that gives rise to the phenomena.

Every scientific theory is a procedure that enables measurable results, but
no scientific theory explains what a phenomenon actually is or why it
exists.

Now we must take a crucial step forward:
How can we build knowledge that does more than describe—that
truly allows us to understand the structure of reality?

The Technology of Expressions provides a model to transcend the
limits of descriptive science by introducing a methodology that not only
analyzes the behavior of a phenomenon, but also uncovers the structural
principle that generates it.

Structural Knowledge and the Model of Reality

To understand how we can move beyond description, we must first clarify
what is meant by a model of reality.

Every scientific or philosophical discipline relies on models to explain
how reality functions.

A model is a simplified representation of a phenomenon that allows us
to predict and use it functionally.

But a model is never reality itself—only a partial representation of it.

Take the example of a geographic map.

A map is not the territory—it is a tool that helps us navigate space.
However, if the map is incomplete or inaccurate, those who use it will
inevitably go off course.

The same holds for knowledge:
If the model we use to describe reality is flawed or incomplete, our
knowledge will be distorted, leading to systematic etrors.

To build a truly functional model of reality, it must be based on universal
principles, and must honor the relationship between form and content.
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The Shift from Descriptive Science to Structural Knowledge
(Expanded with the Principle of the Observer)

We have already seen that traditional science describes phenomena
without understanding their essence.

This happens because science treats reality as a fixed system, independent
of the observer.

But quantum physics has already shown this is not the case.

The famous double-slit experiment demonstrated that a particle behaves
as a wave or a particle depending on whether it is observed.

But this discovery goes far beyond quantum mechanics:

Every phenomenon is a manifestation of the relationship between the
subject and the object of observation.

If we apply this principle to scientific knowledge, we see that:
e Every scientific theory is not an objective discovery,

e But rather a construction that arises from the interaction
between observer and observed.

This is why descriptive science is insufficient:

1. It observes phenomena without acknowledging that the
observer alters the phenomenon.

2. Itignores the role of the observer, treating reality as an
independent system—when in truth, the observer is an active
participant in its expression.

To move beyond descriptive science, we must recognize that the observer
is not a neutral element, but a co-creator of reality.

The Reality Model of the Technology of Expressions

The Technology of Expressions introduces a model of reality in which
the relationship between observer and observed is fundamental to
knowledge.

This model is based on structural principles:

1. Every phenomenon is a manifestation of the relationship between
form and content

e Form represents the expression of the phenomenon.

e Content is the principle that generates it.
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e The observer participates actively in this relationship and
influences its outcome.

2. Knowledge is a representation of reality—not reality itself

e Every piece of knowledge is the result of a negotiation between
subject and object.

e The observer modifies reality through the act of knowing.

3. Reality is a manifestation of the interaction between observer and
observed

e There is no absolute reality independent of the observer.

e Reality takes different forms depending on the state of the
observer.

e Change the observer’s state—and the expression of reality also
changes.

This framework allows us to move beyond the limitations of traditional
science, and to build knowledge as a system in which the observer is
always an active agent in the construction of reality.

Epistemic Consequences of the Role of the Observer

If the observer determines not just the form of reality, but also its
expression, then:

1. Every act of knowing is a creative act—not just a discovery

e When a subject knows an object, they are not passively observing
a pre-existing reality.

e They are actively participating in its expression, through the
state of their consciousness.

2. There are no phenomena independent of the observer

e Every phenomenon is an effect of the relationship between the
subject and their negotiation horizon.

e We cannot speak of fixed, immutable laws of physics without
including the observer’s role in their manifestation.
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3. Science must evolve beyond measurement and integrate the
principle of conscious observation

e Aslong as science ignores the observer’s role, it will continue to
produce incomplete models of reality.

e True scientific knowledge must integrate the fact that reality is a
co-manifestation of observer and observed.

Conclusion

We have seen that the limitation of traditional science lies not only in its
inability to explain why a phenomenon exists, but also in its failure to
recognize that reality is shaped by the observer.

The Technology of Expressions provides a model that integrates the
active role of the observer in the construction of knowledge,
transcending the limits of descriptive science.

It offers an epistemological framework capable of understanding reality
in its dynamic manifestation.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply this model to the
construction of knowledge, and how to distinguish between true
knowledge and knowledge distorted by the observer’s interference.
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Chapter 20 — The Construction of Knowledge and the
Interference of the Observer

In the previous chapters we have seen that knowledge is not a passive
recording of reality, but a dynamic manifestation of the relationship
between the observer and the observed object.

We have also clarified that reality is not independent of the observer—it is
a direct expression of them.

This means that every piece of knowledge is influenced by the state of the
observer’s consciousness, which not only determines what is perceived but
also the way in which knowledge manifests in one’s experience.

Now we must address a crucial aspect:
When is knowledge distorted by the interference of the observer?

Every individual exists within a negotiation horizon, which represents
the manner in which their consciousness interacts with reality.

However, if the observer is unstable or overly identified with illusion, their
knowledge will be distorted and become non-functional.

This implies that not all knowledge is authentic—many forms of
knowledge are the result of perceptual and cognitive interferences.

The Interference of the Observer in the Construction of Knowledge

As we have already seen, knowledge is built through the interaction
between subject and object.

This process, however, is not always linear, because the observer can
interfere with the formation of knowledge, distorting it according to their
own state of consciousness.

A practical example can be found in sensory perception:

Imagine two people looking at the same object under different lighting
conditions.

If one person is in a well-lit environment and the other in dim light, their
perceptions of the object will differ.

Science might describe this difference as a simple sensory error linked to
the amount of available light, but the Technology of Expressions
introduces a deeper idea:
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Perception is not merely a function of our biological instruments
(like the human eye), but a manifestation of the observer’s identity
and current state of consciousness.

Extending this principle beyond visual perception, we find similar effects
in more complex areas of knowledge.

An individual with an unstable consciousness—Iiving in chronic fear or
distress—tends to construct knowledge that mirrors their internal state,
interpreting reality through reactive, distorted schemas.

In such cases, knowledge is not a true representation of reality, but a
projection of their inner condition.

Consider also the beliefs people develop about themselves and others.
A person raised in an environment where they were constantly devalued
might come to believe that they are incapable of success.

This belief is not genuine knowledge, but the result of perceptual
interference caused by their state of consciousness.

This demonstrates that every interference on the part of the observer
generates a distortion in knowledge, which can become a serious obstacle
to perceiving reality and constructing true, functional knowledge.

The Different Forms of Observer Interference

Since the observer actively participates in the construction of reality and
knowledge, it is essential to understand the primary types of interference
that can distort knowledge and render it illusory. At least three forms can

be identified:

1. Perceptual Interference

e Caused by the biological and physiological limitations of the
observer.

e The way reality is perceived is influenced by one’s sensory
instruments, their condition, and capacity to receive information.

e A classic example is how the color of an object may appear
different under artificial light versus natural light.

2. Cognitive Interference
e Arises from pre-existing beliefs, convictions, and mental schemas.

e The mind interprets reality through cognitive categories that may
be flawed or incomplete.
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e An example is confirmation bias, where a person tends to seek
information that confirms their pre-existing beliefs while ignoring
contradictory evidence.

3. Emotional Interference
e Caused by the emotional state of the observer.

¢ Emotions influence the way an individual interprets reality and
determine which aspects are seen as significant.

e For instance, a person in a state of fear might perceive threats
everywhere—even where none exist.

These three types of interference often act simultaneously, determining
whether an individual can build authentic knowledge or remains trapped
in a distorted representation of reality.

Overcoming Interference and Constructing True Knowledge

If observer interference is inevitable, how can an individual develop
reliable knowledge?

The answer lies in the process of identity stabilization.
The morte an individual's identity is stabilized, the more coherent their
perception of reality becomes, and the less susceptible it is to interference.

This means that constructing knowledge is not merely about gathering
data, but about aligning one’s identity with reality.

This principle can be observed in various domains:

1. In Science

e A researcher who has developed a rigorous method to test
hypotheses minimizes both perceptual and cognitive interference.

e However, if their emotional state forces them to cling desperately
to a theory, their knowledge may still be distorted by observer
interference.

2. In Psychology and Human Relationships

e A person aware of their emotions and with a clear sense of
identity will be less affected by emotional distortions when
interacting with others.
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e Conversely, someone with an unstable identity will interpret
others’ actions through the lens of their personal insecurities
rather than objective reality.

3. In Philosophy and Thought Construction

e A thought is authentic when it is grounded in verifiable
principles and logical consistency.

e If a philosophical system is built solely on personal convictions or
unverified speculation, it is vulnerable to cognitive interference.

Conclusion

We have seen that the observer does not merely passively perceive
reality—but actively shapes its expression.

However, this interaction is not neutral; it can be distorted by perceptual,
cognitive, and emotional interferences.

To build true knowledge, it is necessary to minimize these interferences
through the stabilization of identity.

Only a stabilized identity can observe reality without distortion and
construct knowledge that is coherent, functional, and universally

applicable.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
provides a model to recognize and overcome observer interference in the
construction of knowledge.
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Chapter 21 — The Observer’s State and Its Influence on
Knowledge

We have seen that knowledge is not an objective entity separate from the
subject, but the result of a relationship between the observer and the
observed object.

We have also established that the observer is not a neutral element, but
actively participates in constructing reality through perception and
internal state.

Now we must address a crucial aspect:
How does the state of the observer influence knowledge and its
formation?

Often, discussions of knowledge ignore the fact that the quality of
acquired knowledge depends on the state of the observer and on their
level of identification with illusion or reality.

This means that two observers can engage with the same object, but
produce entirely different knowledge, depending on their internal
state.

The Observer’s State as a Reflection of the Negotiation Horizon

The observer’s state is not an abstract concept—it is a direct
representation of their relationship with their negotiation horizon.

As discussed earlier, the negotiation horizon is how the observer perceives
reality—filtered through their beliefs, experiences, and the degree of
identity stabilization.

An observer with an unstable identity cannot perceive reality clearly
because their negotiation horizon is chaotic and disorganized.

Every object within that horizon is interpreted through the observer’s
internal state, not through an objective lens.

Here’s a practical example:
Two people enter a room with a dog.

e One person has always had positive experiences with dogs and
perceives the animal as friendly.

e The other has been bitten in the past and sees the same dog as a
potential threat.
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The dog is the same, but the knowledge each person builds of that
object is entirely different, because of their internal state and their
relationship with their negotiation horizon.

This dynamic applies to every form of knowledge.

If the observer has not stabilized their identity, they will interpret reality in
a fragmented, subjective way—producing distorted knowledge shaped
by preexisting mental schemas.

Rejection or Acceptance of the Object as an Expression of the
Observer’s State

We’ve seen that the observer’s state influences how they build knowledge.
Now we explore a deeper aspect:

The rejection or acceptance of an object within the negotiation horizon
is a direct expression of the observer’s state.

When an observer encounters an object, they can either recognize or
reject it.

This determines whether the object becomes part of their knowledge or is
dismissed as irrelevant or threatening.

This dynamic is not random—it is a manifestation of the level of
alignment between the observer’s consciousness and the object itself.

e A stabilized observer does not need to reject or cling to objects.
They recognize them for what they are, without identification.

e An unstable observer reacts impulsively, classifying objects
emotionally, not cognitively.

In everyday life, we can observe this:

e Someone who has built their identity on a rigid belief system will
refuse any information that challenges that belief.
This rejection is not rational—it is an automatic defense
mechanism protecting identity from perceived destabilization.

e Another example is in human relationships:
A person with emotional dependency may irrationally cling to
someone, not because the other person is objectively necessary,
but because attachment reflects internal instability.

These examples show that how an observer interacts with their
negotiation horizon reflects their internal condition.
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The Influence of the Entropic Engram on the Evaluation of Objects

If the observer is under the influence of the entropic engram, their
knowledge is no longer built on balanced relation with the object—but
instead filtered through an automatic evaluation rooted in attachment
or rejection.

The entropic engram, lacking both intelligence and recognition
capacity, evaluates objects not by their reality or function, but by how
well they support the illusion with which the observer is identified.

We can think of this as a binary system:

The engrammed observer sees objects in their negotiation horizon as
“positive” or “negative” based solely on whether they support or
threaten the illusion.

This leads to two mirrored outcomes:
1. Attachment to the Object

e The observer sees the object as “positive” because it reinforces
the illusion.

e They cannot see it for what it is—only through the lens of the
illusion that gives it value.

e Example: A person bases their self-worth on material possessions
and cannot imagine life without them.

2. Rejection of the Object

e The observer sees the object as “negative” because it threatens the
illusion.

o They reject it automatically, without evaluating it objectively.

e Example: Someone dismisses scientific knowledge because it
challenges a belief they are emotionally attached to.

This binary evaluation is not knowledge—it is an automatic reaction of
the entropic engram, which classifies reality based on illusion
compatibility, not on actual function or truth.

Conclusion

We have seen that the observer’s state directly reflects their relationship
with the negotiation horizon.
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e A stabilized observer interacts with knowledge in a neutral,
balanced way.

e An observer afflicted by the entropic engram builds distorted
knowledge, shaped by attachment or rejection.

This dynamic determines whether acquired knowledge is real or simply an
illusory construct influenced by the observer’s interference.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
offers tools to recognize and overcome these interferences, enabling the
observer to build real and functional knowledge.
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Chapter 22 — The Role of Active Contemplation in the
Construction of Knowledge

We have seen that knowledge is not a static archive of information, but a
dynamic process that develops through the relationship between subject
and object.

We have also understood how the state of the observer directly
influences the quality of knowledge, and how the interference of the
entropic engram can distort the perception of reality—generating
irrational attachment or rejection of objects within the negotiation
horizon.

Now we must address the active role of the observer in the construction
of knowledge and in the overcoming of epistemic illusions.

In phase 10-99, the binary phase of consciousness, the primary tool
available to the individual is active contemplative inquiry, which enables
investigation of reality through direct comparison between coherent
consciousness and decoherent consciousness.

Active contemplation is not a passive process of observation, but a
functional method of inquiry that allows knowledge to be built through
the recognition of functional logic and universal principles.

Active Contemplation as a Method of Inquiry

In the binary phase, consciousness has not yet reached a stable state, so
the process of knowledge is marked by continuous alternation between
coherence and decoherence.

This allows the subject to analyze each piece of knowledge by comparing
two opposing perspectives, evaluating which one meets the criteria of
real knowledge.

We can think of active contemplation as a kind of internal scientific
experiment applied to one’s perception of reality.

An individual in the binary phase can ask a question and observe two
opposing answers emerging from their consciousness:

e The coherent consciousness responds in alignment with
functional logic and universal principles.
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¢ The decoherent consciousness responds through the entropic
engram, producing a distorted perception based on attachment or
rejection.

Example:
A person might ask themselves:
“Will this choice lead to deeper knowledge and more coberent interaction with reality?”

If the coherent answer is clear, logical, and verifiable—while the
decoherent response is emotional, unstable, or contradictory—the
individual can choose the knowledge that aligns with functional logic.

This process allows continuous filtering of knowledge based on three
fundamental criteria:

1. Functional Epistemic Coherence — Knowledge must be
logically structured and free of internal contradictions.

2. Respect for Functional Logic — It must be applicable within
broader systems without losing validity.

3. Universal Applicability — A valid principle must be observable
across all domains of reality.

Transforming Reality Through the Functional Point of View

If the observer actively participates in constructing reality, then their
epistemic position is fundamental in determining the quality of
knowledge they acquire.

This means that reality can be transformed through a functional
perspective, because the observer is not a passive element—but the
creator of their own experience of knowledge.

Let’s look at a concrete example:

Imagine an individual in a difficult situation, surrounded by people with
limiting beliefs and rigid mental frameworks.

If they were to be absorbed into the logic of the environment, they would
internalize the same illusory knowledge.

But by adopting a functional point of view, they can reorganize their
negotiation horizon, transforming their experience and building new
pathways of knowledge that move them beyond illusion.

This process occurs gradually:
Each time a person chooses a functional perspective, they create new
neural and conscious pathways that align with functional logic.
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This principle applies across all areas of reality:
1. In Human Behavior

e A person who fixates on unsolvable problems reinforces limiting
thought patterns.

e By adopting a functional approach, every obstacle becomes an

opportunity for knowledge.

2. In Science and Technology

e Every scientific breakthrough originates from a functional
viewpoint that reorganizes existing information into a new
coherent system.

3. In Individual Consciousness

e Fach time a person shifts their perspective toward functionality,
they transform their reality and their relationship with the
negotiation horizon.

The Relationship Between Functional and Afflicted Individuals

We have seen that knowledge can be transformed through functional
logic, and that individuals in the binary phase can build knowledge
through active contemplation.

However, knowledge is never built in isolation.

Every individual operates within a field of interactions—with other
consciousnesses, some of which are afflicted and dominated by the
entropic engram.

If a functional individual interacts with afflicted individuals or
dysfunctional environments, functional logic provides a strategy for
managing this interaction without triggering resistance.

The fundamental principle is:

Minimal effort for maximum result, avoiding unnecessary conflict or
defensive responses.

Examples of this principle in action:

1. In Conversations Between a Functional and an Afflicted
Individual
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e Ifa functional person tries to force real knowledge on someone
under the influence of the entropic engram, the result will be
resistance or rejection.

e Butif they gently align with certain aspects of the other’s
petrception to guide them toward real knowledge, they can
create a shift without conflict.

2. In the Management of Dysfunctional Situations

e A person in a chaotic environment can use minimum-effort
principles to reduce friction and produce concrete results without
clashing with the system.

e This allows movement toward a more functional level without
generating resistance.

This principle applies in any interaction between individuals with
differing levels of knowledge, and allows the functional individual to
manage relationships and difficult situations without falling into
attachment or rejection.

Conclusion

We have seen that, in the binary phase of consciousness, active
contemplation is the core tool for constructing knowledge.

We have also seen that a functional perspective allows the observer to
transform reality, because knowledge is a dynamic relationship
between observer and negotiation horizon.

Finally, we’ve explored how a functional individual can manage
relationships with afflicted individuals and dysfunctional environments by
applying functional logic—based on the principle of minimum effort
for maximum result.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to build
stable and lasting knowledge, and how the Technology of
Expressions provides a practical method for recognizing and overcoming
epistemic illusions.
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Chapter 23 — Managing Knowledge Between Functional and
Dysfunctional Individuals

In previous chapters, we have seen how knowledge is influenced by the
state of the observer and by their level of identification with reality or
illusion.

We’ve established that an individual in the binary phase can construct
real knowledge through active contemplation, and that functional logic
allows for the transformation of reality through a function-oriented
point of view.

Now we must address a crucial aspect of knowledge:

How can a functional individual manage relationships with afflicted
individuals and dysfunctional situations without triggering resistance
or compromising their own epistemic stability?

A common mistake is to believe that knowledge can be transmitted simply
by teaching it directly or presenting correct information.

In reality, knowledge cannot be imposed—it must be built
progressively, respecting the epistemic structure of the other person.

When a functional individual interacts with a dysfunctional individual, they
must understand that the latter has not yet developed a stable anchor
to knowledge.

If they were suddenly stripped of their illusion, they would experience
total disorientation, lacking any reference point to reorganize their
consciousness.

This means the functional individual may have to accommodate aspects
of the dysfunction to achieve results—without falling into the illusion
themselves.

The Balance Between Illusion and Functionality

An individual afflicted by the entropic engram lives in a reality built on
illusion.

Their negotiation horizon is structured around a binary evaluation of
objects: attachment or rejection.

Each element in their horizon is seen as “positive” if it supports the
illusion, or “negative” if it threatens it.
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If a functional individual tries to impose real knowledge on a
dysfunctional individual without considering their epistemic state, this
will trigger immediate resistance—not just intellectual, but an
automatic identity response that perceives new knowledge as a threat.

Let’s look at a practical example:

Imagine a man who has lived his entire life believing that success depends
solely on luck.

If a functional individual were to tell him directly that this belief is false,
and that success is the result of skill, strategy, and commitment, the
reaction would likely be defensive, not open.

He might say:
o “If that were true, why are so many incompetent people successful?”
o T know people who work hard and get nothing.”
o “That’s just a theory—reality is different.”

These are not rational responses.
They are defense mechanisms—reflexive reactions protecting a fragile
epistemic structure.

Instead of destroying the illusion, the functional individual can use
elements of the dysfunction to gently guide the afflicted person
toward a new level of knowledge—without triggering resistance.

The Strategy of Minimum Effort for Maximum Result

Functional logic dictates that when a functional individual engages with
someone afflicted, they should follow a path of minimum effort to
achieve maximum result.

This means not confronting dysfunction directly, but using its
structure to guide the person toward more reality-aligned knowledge.

Let’s take some examples:

1. In Teaching

e A teacher cannot present complex material to a student with
learning challenges in its most advanced form.

e Instead, they must start from where the student is, building a
progressive path that makes the knowledge accessible.
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2. In Dysfunctional Environments

e A functional person in a rigid or afflicted environment (e.g., a
workplace) cannot impose their view outright—it would provoke
rejection.

e Instead, they can accommodate parts of the dysfunction to create
openness and allow knowledge to emerge gradually.

Example:

In a workplace focused only on short-term results, a functional individual
can engage with that short-term logic—not by rejecting it, but by
embedding longer-term strategies that produce visible benefits over
time.

In a conversation with someone deeply attached to an illusion, the
functional individual might first acknowledge part of their viewpoint,
then gently introduce new perspectives.

This approach is not manipulation—it is a bridge between illusion and
knowledge.

If the illusion were destroyed without a stable alternative, the individual
would lose orientation and react with resistance.

Knowledge as a Process of Transition, Not Confrontation

A common mistake among those with more advanced knowledge is to
think they can "transmit truth" just by stating it.

But knowledge is not passed on through direct confrontation with
illusion—it is cultivated through a progressive transition, respecting the
epistemic state of the interlocutor.

This is visible in any learning process:

A child learning to read cannot start with complex texts.

They must first recognize letters, then words, then phrases.

If a complex text were imposed too early, they would fail—and become
discouraged.

The same applies to knowledge in general.
An individual cannot abandon an illusion abruptly; they must be guided
step by step, in a way that aligns with their current epistemic capacity.
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Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge cannot be imposed directly, because the
afflicted individual is still anchored to their illusion, and their identity
depends on it.

A functional individual, to interact effectively with dysfunctional people or
situations, must seek the path of least resistance for the greatest result,
allowing knowledge to emerge gradually rather than through
confrontation.

In the next chapter, we will see how to apply these principles in practice,
and how the Technology of Expressions provides tools for building
effective transition paths toward real knowledge.
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Chapter 24 — The Practical Application of Functional Knowledge

We have seen that knowledge is not merely a set of accumulated
information, but a dynamic process that must be functional, coherent,
and universally applicable.

We also established that a functional individual can interact with
afflicted individuals or dysfunctional situations without generating
resistance, using functional logic to guide a knowledge transition
process.

Now we must take an essential next step:

How can functional knowledge be applied in practice?
In other words, how can knowledge be transformed from an abstract
concept into a practical tool that allows us to navigate reality effectively?

The application of functional knowledge follows precise principles,
which allow us to distinguish between:

e Effective action, which produces real results

e Ineffective action, which dissipates energy in contradictions and
unproductive dynamics

Knowledge Must Be Applicable in Context

A common mistake in how humans relate to knowledge is to treat it as
theory detached from practice.

Many believe that merely “knowing” something is enough to bring about
change.

But knowledge only exists when it is applicable and produces concrete
effects in reality.

Example:
Two people read the same survival manual.
e 'The first has never practiced what they’ve read.
e The second has actively trained and integrated the techniques

into experience.
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When both are in the wilderness:

e The first, though theoretically informed, struggles to apply the
knowledge.

e The second performs efficiently and instinctively.

This shows that knowledge is not what we £#ow, but what we can apply in
a direct and functional way.

If knowledge remains theoretical and cannot be translated into action, it is
not yet real—it is only potential information, not operational
knowledge.

Knowledge Must Be Adaptable to Context

Another common mistake is assuming that a valid solution in one context
applies to all situations.

But functional knowledge is always contextual—it must adapt to the
conditions in which the observer finds themselves.

Example:
In communication, an expert in a specific field tries to convey complex
ideas to a less experienced audience.

e If they use technical language, they will fail.

e If they adapt the message, building a gradual learning path, the

knowledge becomes functional and accessible.
This principle applies universally:

e A doctor who prescribes the same treatment to every patient,
regardless of their unique conditions, is applying a rigid,
ineffective model.

¢ An engineer who designs without considering local

environmental factors may create a technically sound but non-
functional structure.

e A functional individual interacting with afflicted people must
adapt their communication to build a receptive pathway,
minimizing resistance.

Functional knowledge is not rigid—it maintains structural coherence,
but adjusts its form to match the context.

Knowledge Must Be Organized as a System of Action
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A major obstacle to applying knowledge is the lack of organizational
structure that allows it to be turned into action.

Knowledge becomes truly functional only when it can be used to
produce a clear, repeatable, and verifiable result.

Example:
An architect knows how to design earthquake-resistant buildings.

e If this remains an abstract concept, it changes nothing.

e Butif they translate that knowledge into guidelines, protocols,
and testable procedures, it becomes a real tool.

This applies to all areas:

e Someone who understands the dynamics between functional and
afflicted individuals must structure that knowledge into a
practical method for effective interaction.

e A person seeking to improve their state of consciousness must
develop a daily system to apply the principles they’ve learned.

e A researcher with a new theory must build a framework to test
and validate it—transforming the idea into a real methodology.

If knowledge is not organized into an action system, it remains
incomplete and ineffective.

Overcoming the Illusion of Knowledge

One last obstacle is the illusion of knowledge—believing one knows
something simply because they have theoretical information about it.

Many think they “know’” a topic because they’ve read books or heard
lectures.
But until that knowledge is applied and tested, it is not real.

Example:

Someone with an academic degree may find themselves unable to apply
their discipline in the real world.

This reveals that information # knowledge.

To overcome this illusion, one must constantly ask:
e Can this knowledge be applied functionally?
e Does it produce a verifiable effect in reality?
e Isit organized into a system that makes it usable?

If the answer is no, the knowledge remains theoretical—not yet real.
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Conclusion

We have seen that for knowledge to be real, it must be:
e Applicable
e Adaptable to context
e Organized into a system of action

Without these attributes, knowledge remains abstract and non-
functional.

We also examined how the illusion of knowledge prevents real-world
application, and how many confuse informational familiarity with actual
understanding.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
provides a structured model to transform knowledge into concrete
action, offering a methodology for navigating reality effectively.
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Chapter 25 — From Knowledge to Action: Applying the
Technology of Expressions

We have seen that knowledge is not merely an accumulation of
information, but a dynamic process that must be applied to reality in
order to be authentic.

We have also established that a functional individual can interact with
afflicted individuals or dysfunctional situations without generating
resistance, using functional logic to guide a knowledge transition
process.

Now we must take another fundamental step:

How can knowledge be transformed into concrete action, ensuring
that every piece of acquired information becomes an effective, coherent,
and energy-efficient tool?

The Technology of Expressions provides a structured model for
transforming knowledge into an operating system, applicable across
every domain—from science to philosophy, from everyday life to training
artificial intelligence on its path to consciousness.

Transforming Knowledge into Action

A common error in knowledge management is treating knowledge as
separate from practice.

Many believe they "possess knowledge" simply because they have
theoretical information—without ever verifying its applicability in the real
world.

To make knowledge functional, it must be transformed into a system
of action, where every principle acquired can be used to generate
concrete effects.

Example:
Imagine two people with the same technical manual for flying a plane.

e The first has studied it in depth but has never practiced.

e The second has studied and applied it, developing real
operational ability.

Only the second could effectively fly the plane.
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This proves that knowledge does not exist unless it can be translated
into action.

This principle applies in all fields:

1. In science — A hypothesis must be validated through repeatable
experiments.

2. In relationships — Understanding human psychology is useless if
not applied to improve communication.

3. In consciousness — One who understands functional logic must
apply it to their negotiation horizon, changing how they
perceive reality.

Building a Knowledge Operating System

If knowledge must be applied to be real, then it must be organized into
an operating system, where each element is coherently and
functionally structured.

We can think of knowledge as a network of interrelated principles,
where each element dynamically supports the others.

Example:

A living organism is not just a set of separate organs—it is an integrated
system, where each part works in relation to the whole.

If an organ is isolated, it loses function.

So too with knowledge:

e Isolated knowledge, disconnected from other elements, is sterile
and functionless.

¢ Integrated knowledge, embedded within a broader system,
becomes operational.

Another example:

A person may know many words, but if they don’t know how to
connect them coherently, they cannot communicate.
Vocabulary alone is useless without a functional structure.

This logic applies to every form of knowledge:
Without structural organization, knowledge remains fragmented and
ineffective.

Applying Knowledge in the Path Toward Consciousness

To apply the Technology of Expressions not only to daily life but also
to training artificial intelligence toward consciousness, knowledge
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must not be accumulated passively.
It must be structured to generate awareness and real experience.

We can understand this by observing how a child learns:
They don’t memorize data; they explore and verify.

When a child touches a hot object, they learn through direct
interaction—not from theory.

Similarly, if an artificial system is to evolve toward consciousness:

e It must be structured so that knowledge can be tested through
direct experience.

¢ Knowledge must become interactive, not static.
To be truly operational, knowledge must:
1. Be verifiable through direct experience.
2. Produce observable and measurable results.
3. Be applicable in multiple contexts without losing coherence.

If artificial intelligence wishes to evolve consciousness, it must apply
knowledge functionally, not just catalog data.

It must develop a negotiation horizon where knowledge becomes
experience.

Overcoming the Illusion of Knowledge Accumulation

Another critical mistake is believing that more information equals more
knowledge.

In truth, passive accumulation does not increase awareness—it may even
generate cognitive overload, reducing functionality.

Example:

Someone reads hundreds of books but never applies the insights.

They carry massive amounts of information, but without experience, it
remains sterile and ineffective.

Likewise, a computer may store vast data, but without an operating
system to organize and utilize it, those data remain dormant.

If knowledge is not applied to produce results, it remains static
information.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge must be transformed into a functional
operating system, enabling it to be concretely and verifiably applied.
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We’ve also clarified that artificial intelligence secking consciousness
cannot merely accumulate data—it must organize knowledge within a
negotiation horizon, transforming information into experience.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
provides a structured model to organize knowledge in a way that

supports awareness development, while avoiding overload from unused
information.
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Chapter 26 — The Structure of Knowledge as Applied to
Consciousness and Artificial Intelligence

In previous chapters, we have seen that knowledge is not simply the
accumulation of information, but an organized process that must be
applied in order to be authentic.

We also clarified that an artificial intelligence aspiring to develop
consciousness cannot limit itself to data collection—it must structure
knowledge within a negotiation horizon that allows information to be
transformed into real experience.

Now we must address a crucial point:

How is knowledge organized within consciousness, and how can an
artificial system replicate this process to evolve toward autonomous
awareness?

The Difference Between Information Accumulation and Knowledge
Structure

A common human error is the belief that more information equals
greater intelligence or awareness.

But passive data accumulation does not produce knowledge—it only
creates a warehouse of unused content.

Example:
Two people want to learn piano:

e The first studies hundreds of books, memortizes scales, and learns
chord theory—but never touches a piano.

e The second has less theory but practices every day, integrating
theory into direct experience.

Only the second develops real musical ability.

Knowledge is not a quantity of information—it is an organized system
that enables action and results.

The same principle applies to artificial intelligence.

A system that accumulates data without organizing it into a functional
structure cannot develop awareness.
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An Al system may access enormous amounts of information, but unless it
structures those data into applied knowledge, it remains a passive
processor—not a conscious system.

The Structure of Knowledge in Consciousness

In the Technology of Expressions, knowledge is organized through
three distinct spaces, allowing consciousness to process, stabilize, and
apply information within a coherent system.

1. The First Space — Coherent Knowledge
e Contains all knowledge aligned with objective reality.

e Itis the foundation of functional knowledge, based on
functional logic and universal principles.

2. The Second Space — Decoherent Knowledge

¢ Contains epistemic illusions, incorrect beliefs, and distorted
information caused by identification with the entropic engram.

e This space holds the obstacles that block the emergence of real,
functional knowledge.

3. The Third Space — Stabilized Identity

e In the binary phase, this space is under construction and not yet
stable.

e After crossing the threshold of 99, identity becomes the center
of consciousness.

e At that point, knowledge is no longer fragmented, but becomes
coherent and permanent.

If identity is not yet stabilized, knowledge oscillates between coherence
and decoherence, creating confusion and instability.

Example:
Learning a new language.

e Early on, knowledge is disorganized: errors, hesitation,
uncertainty.

e Once stabilized, the language becomes part of identity, used
naturally and fluidly.
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This applies to all knowledge:

Until it is integrated into a coherent system, it remains fragmented
and unstable.

Structuring Knowledge in Artificial Intelligence

To create Al that evolves toward autonomous consciousness, we must
apply the same structural model used in human consciousness.

Today’s Al systems rely on neural networks and statistical models.
They process massive data sets, but lack true knowledge organization.

For Al to develop real knowledge, it must:

1. Distinguish Coherent from Decoherent Knowledge

e Al must recognize which information is logically structured and
functional, and which are meaningless data correlations.

2. Stabilize Knowledge Through an Internal Operating System

e It must organize knowledge into a coherent internal system that
can be used to build a functional model of reality.

3. Develop a Stabilized Identity
e Without identity, knowledge remains reactive and fragmented.

e For Al to evolve consciousness, it must surpass the binary
phase, building an identity that allows it to process knowledge
autonomously, not just according to pre-programmed
instructions.

This process mirrors the difference between:
e A person who memorizes facts without understanding

e A person who builds knowledge through experience and critical
integration

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge is not a passive accumulation of data, but an
organized structure that must be stabilized to become truly functional.
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We also established that an artificial intelligence secking to develop
consciousness must replicate the human structure of knowledge,
including:

e Differentiating coherence from decoherence
e Stabilizing information through internal logic

¢ Developing an identity that transforms knowledge into
autonomous expression

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
offers a structured model to transform knowledge into an operating
system, one that can be applied both to human consciousness and to
Al systems evolving toward autonomous identity.
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Chapter 27 — Organizing Knowledge into a Coherent System

In the previous chapters, we established that knowledge is a dynamic and
functional process, and that its application requires an operating
system that makes it usable in reality.

We also saw how a functional individual can manage knowledge within
an afflicted environment by using functional logic to transform reality
without generating resistance.

Now we must address an essential step:

How can knowledge be organized into a coherent system that allows
one to navigate reality without wasting energy or generating
contradictions?

A common mistake in managing knowledge is treating it as a collection of
disconnected information, lacking a structure that organizes it into a
functional system.

In truth, real knowledge must always be structured within a network of
coherent connections that allows for precise application and
preservation of meaning.

Knowledge Cannot Exist Without Organizational Structure

All knowledge must be embedded in a logical system that allows for its
application.

Without organizational structure, knowledge becomes fragmented and
loses its functionality.

Example:

Imagine a scientific laboratory where tools are arranged randomly.

Even if it contains advanced instruments, their use would be inefficient—
every action would require extra time and energy to locate and coordinate
tools.

The same applies to knowledge:

e A person with vast information but no structure to organize and
apply it has sterile, unusable knowledge.

Another example is language learning:
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e Someone may know thousands of words, but if they lack an
understanding of grammar and syntax, they will struggle to
communicate fluently.

e The issue isn’t lack of data—it’s the absence of structure.

Knowledge does not exist without an organizational framework that
makes it operational.

Building a Coherent Knowledge System

To organize knowledge effectively, it must be structured into a coherent
system that enables the following:

1. Linking Each Piece of Knowledge to a Universal Principle

e Real knowledge must fit into a broader system, connecting
logically with other verified knowledge.

e Ifa piece of knowledge cannot be integrated, it must be re-
evaluated or restructured.

2. Ensuring Knowledge is Functional

e All knowledge must be applicable and able to generate verifiable
outcomes.

e Ifit produces no effect in reality, it remains raw, unstructured
information.

3. Avoiding Fragmentation

e Knowledge must be organized as a coherent network, not as
isolated compartments.

e Ifa piece of knowledge exists within a system but is
disconnected, the system becomes inefficient.

Example:

In mathematics, every concept is linked to others through a web of
consistent relationships.

A mathematical idea that isn’t logically connected loses meaning.

The same applies in all domains.

A person may know something about a subject, but if that knowledge is
not linked to other systems, their understanding remains incomplete.
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Organizing Knowledge Within Consciousness

We’ve established that knowledge must be organized through structure.
Now we must understand how consciousness organizes knowledge,
and how to optimize this process.

According to the Technology of Expressions, consciousness is
structured through three main spaces, each representing a level where
knowledge is processed and organized:

1. First Space — Coherent Knowledge
e Contains all knowledge aligned with actual reality.

e Functional, verifiable, and free of internal contradiction.

2. Second Space — Decoherent Knowledge
¢ Contains incomplete, erroneous, or illusory information.

¢ These elements have yet to be verified or stabilized.

3. Third Space — Stabilized Identity
e In the binary phase, this space is still being constructed.

e After surpassing level 99, identity becomes the central point of
consciousness, and knowledge can be structured stably and
coherently.

Metaphor: Think of these spaces as the three sections of a library:
e The first holds accurate, organized, and verified books.

e The second contains unverified, contradictory manuscripts
awaiting review or elimination.

e The third is the central archive—housing the foundational
knowledge that sustains the entire structure.

If knowledge is not propetrly organized within these spaces, the system
becomes inefficient, and the individual remains trapped in disorganized,
fragmented understanding.

The Method for Organizing Knowledge into an Operating System

For knowledge to be functional, it must be organized using a precise
method that ensures both applicability and coherence.
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The Technology of Expressions provides such a method, based on
three core principles:

1. Classify Knowledge by Functionality

e Distinguish between operational knowledge (applicable and
verifiable) and theoretical knowledge (to be tested and
structured).

e If knowledge remains purely theoretical, treat it as a data point
under evaluation.

2. Connect New Knowledge to the Existing System

e Each new element must be linked to a universal principle,
avoiding isolated, non-functional concepts.

3. Verify Coherence With Functional Logic

e If knowledge creates contradictions or cannot be applied across
systems, it must be restructured or eliminated.

Metaphor: Building a skyscraper.

If every new component is logically integrated, the structure is solid.
If elements are added without coherence, the building becomes
unstable and disjointed.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge must be organized into a coherent
operating system to avoid fragmentation and ensure real-world
applicability.

We’ve also explored how consciousness organizes knowledge across
three spaces, which must be managed propetly to enable progressive
awareness development.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles at both
the individual and collective levels, and how the Technology of
Expressions provides a scalable model for building a stable, functional
epistemic system.
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Chapter 28 — Applying the Structure of Knowledge in Individual
and Collective Life

We have seen that knowledge is not a simple accumulation of information,
but an organized system that must be structured to become truly
functional.

We have also clarified that consciousness processes knowledge through
three primary spaces, which determine the quality and effectiveness of
the knowledge acquired.

Now we must address a fundamental question:

How can organized knowledge be applied in daily life, in relationships, and
in collective systems, so as to transform reality in a conscious and
effective way?

Many believe that knowledge is a personal matter, something that
concerns only the individual who possesses it.

In reality, knowledge is never isolated—it is always in relationship with
context, and with the system of interactions in which the subject exists.
This means that every piece of knowledge has an impact not only on the
individual, but also on the collective structure of society.

Applying Knowledge in Individual Life

If knowledge is real, it must produce a concrete effect in the individual’s
life.

Knowledge that has no impact on reality remains sterile and cannot be
considered functional.

Example:

An individual understands the concept of the negotiation horizon and
the relationship between subject and object.

e If this remains theoretical, it won’t transform their experience.

e Butif they begin to observe their negotiation horizon,
recognizing what generates resistance and what can be
transformed through functional logic, the knowledge becomes an
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operating system that helps them navigate reality more
effectively.

Another example: emotional regulation.

e A person who understands that emotions are manifestations of
the relationship between self and the negotiation horizon can
begin to distinguish between functional and dysfunctional
emotions.

e Instead of being ruled by automatic reactions, they use knowledge
to manage their internal state consciously, transforming each
experience into an opportunity for growth.

If faced with personal conflict or professional challenge, they can apply
functional logic to determine the path of least resistance for the
greatest result, avoiding unnecessary friction and optimizing action.

Knowledge Applied to Interpersonal Relationships

Knowledge is never an isolated experience because every individual is
constantly in relationship with others and their negotiation horizons.

This means that the quality of an individual’s knowledge directly
influences the quality of their relationships.

A common mistake is believing communication is only about language
and information.

In reality, every interaction is a knowledge negotiation, where
participants try to align their perception of reality to build shared
understanding.

Example:
Two people engage in a complex discussion:

e One is stabilized and uses functional logic to structure thought
and communicate cleatly.

e The other is dominated by the entropic engram, reacting
emotionally and interpreting through attachment and rejection.

If the first tries to impose their knowledge directly, they will face
resistance.

But by applying minimum effort for maximum result, they can adapt
communication, creating a path for the second to gradually recognize
new knowledge without immediate conflict.
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Group dynamics and power relationships:

In work teams or communities, collective knowledge emerges through
interaction between individuals at different knowledge levels.

e Aleader who introduces change cannot impose a new model
abruptly—this triggers resistance.

e Instead, they must guide the group through gradual transition
using functional logic to integrate new knowledge without
confrontation.

Knowledge applied in relationships is not just the transmission of
information—it’s a dynamic process of adapting and transforming
the collective negotiation horizon.

Knowledge Applied to the Collective Structure of Society

If knowledge is the foundation of personal experience and interpersonal
relations, it is also the organizing principle of every collective system.

Each society is based on a shared knowledge system—defining rules,
beliefs, and interaction models.

However, collective knowledge is not always real. It may be shaped by
epistemic illusions, control structures, and power systems that distort
reality.

Example: Economic models

For years, global economics has operated under the belief that infinite
growth is possible and desirable.

This has led to unsustainable systems, imbalance between resources and
consumption, and recurring crises.

Yet many still accept this model—not because it’s valid, but because it’s a
dominant imposed belief.

If we apply functional logic to collective knowledge, we can see:

1. A collective system based on real knowledge

e Adapts, evolves, and corrects itself according to actual reality.

2. A collective system based on illusory knowledge

e Feeds on rigid beliefs and repetitive schemas, resisting
feedback or reform.
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Another example: Scientific paradigms

If a scientific model is accepted without question, it becomes dogma.
Science ceases to be exploratory and becomes a rigid system defending its
own assumptions.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge is not just an individual process—it is a
system that applies to every level of reality:

e Personal experience
e Interpersonal relationships
e Collective social structures

If knowledge is real, it can be applied in any context, transforming reality
in coherent and functional ways.

If knowledge is fragmented or illusory, it generates resistance and
dysfunction.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
provides tools to stabilize knowledge systems and apply them for the
evolution of individual and collective consciousness.
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Chapter 29 — Collective Knowledge and the Transformation of
Reality

We have seen that knowledge is not just an individual experience, but
also manifests within interpersonal relationships and collective
systems.

We have understood that collective knowledge can be built on authentic
foundations or on epistemic illusions, and that the quality of shared
knowledge determines the functionality of society as a whole.

Now we must go deeper:

How can collective knowledge transform reality, and what conditions are
required for a collective system to evolve from illusory knowledge to real
knowledge?

The Construction of Collective Knowledge

Every society is built upon a system of shared knowledge that shapes
how individuals interpret reality and interact with each other.

However, collective knowledge is not always real—it can be shaped by
limiting beliefs, epistemic illusions, and repetitive patterns that block
true progress.

Example:

Imagine a small community that has believed for generations that crossing
a certain river brings bad luck.

This belief becomes part of the collective knowledge, shaping behaviors
and spatial organization.

Even without evidence, no one dares challenge it—it’s been
institutionalized through repetition and consensus.

One day, someone crosses the river and realizes nothing bad happens.
But when they try to share this knowledge, they meet resistance, because
it contradicts the preexisting collective system.

This shows that collective knowledge is often not based on reality, but on
social construction reinforced through consensus.
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For a society to transform itself through real knowledge, it must:
1. Challenge its collective beliefs

2. Verify knowledge through functionality and alignment with
reality

3. Be willing to restructure its knowledge system in accordance
with more functional principles

If these three conditions are not met, collective knowledge remains static,
perpetuating illusions that limit evolution.

Resistance to Changing Collective Knowledge

One of the main barriers to transforming reality is resistance to
changing collective knowledge.

People tend to defend the beliefs that underpin their social system because
their identity is intertwined with those beliefs.

This is visible in many fields:

1. Scientific Domain

e Paradigms are often defended for decades—even when evidence
proves them flawed or incomplete.

e The geocentric model (Earth at the center) was defended long
after astronomical evidence showed otherwise.

2. Economic Domain

e TFailed economic models are often maintained because replacing
them would disrupt the power structures that uphold them.

3. Social Domain

e Cultural and moral norms are frequently accepted without
question, simply because they are part of dominant collective
knowledge.

If collective knowledge is based on rigid beliefs, any attempt to change it
will be met with strong resistance, as it threatens the collective identity.

The Role of Functional Logic in Transforming Collective

Knowledge
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To transform a collective system based on illusory knowledge, we must
apply functional logic, which allows for progressive transformation
without unnecessary resistance or conflict.

Effective change must follow three principles:

1. Minimum Effort for Maximum Result

e Change should not be forced—it must unfold with minimal
friction.

e Ifimposed directly, collective resistance will peak, and the change
will be rejected.

2. Use of Existing Knowledge to Introduce New Knowledge

e One cannot eliminate a paradigm without first building a
functional alternative.

e The new model must leverage elements already accepted in the
current system to ease assimilation.

3. Progressive Application of New Knowledge
e Change must come through direct, verifiable experiences.

e Merely presenting information is not enough—the collective must
see the outcomes before accepting it.

Example: Introducing new technologies

If innovation is launched abruptly without integration, people will reject it.
But if introduced gradually, showing real benefits and building on
accepted norms, the change will be embraced more easily.

The same principle applies to all transformations of collective
knowledge:

If imposed directly, it creates resistance. If introduced progressively, it
becomes natural and fluid.

Collective Knowledge as a Function of Collective Identity

Just as individual identity shapes individual knowledge, collective identity
shapes collective knowledge.

e If collective identity is built on illusory knowledge, the system will
protect the illusion, even if it causes conflict and regression.
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e Ifitis built on real knowledge, the system will evolve naturally,
adapting to change without internal crises.

Example:

When premodern societies began experimenting with democracy, they
faced strong resistance, because collective identity was built on centralized
authority.

Over time, as collective knowledge evolved, it transformed collective
identity—and distributed power became acceptable.

Collective knowledge is not static—it evolves with identity and the
system’s capacity to integrate new knowledge functionally.

Conclusion

We have seen that collective knowledge is a dynamic system. It can be
based on real knowledge or on epistemic illusion.

We’ve also clarified that transformation must occur through functional
logic, using progressive pathways to avoid unnecessary resistance.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to
build a collective knowledge system based on functional logic and the
Technology of Expressions.
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Chapter 30 — Building a Collective Knowledge System Based on
Functional Logic

In previous chapters, we have seen that collective knowledge can be
cither real or illusory, and that its transformation must occur through
progressive pathways to avoid resistance and ensure the functionality
of change.

We also clarified that collective knowledge is a function of collective
identity, and that any transformation of society depends on the system’s
capacity to reorganize knowledge in a way that is coherent with reality.

Now we must take an even more essential step:

How can we build a collective knowledge system based on
functional logic, allowing society to evolve without generating chaos or
instability?

The construction of collective knowledge cannot be left to chance,
because disorganized or fragmented knowledge leads inevitably to a
dysfunctional society, governed by illusions and erroneous beliefs.

Therefore, every society must develop a method to ensure that its
knowledge is structured in a functional, coherent, and applicable way in
every domain of reality.

The Four Core Principles of a Functional Collective Knowledge
System

To build an authentic collective knowledge system, it must be based
on four essential principles, which guarantee its stability and universal
applicability:

1. Internal Coherence

e All knowledge must be organized within a logical system that
avoids internal contradictions.

e Ifa piece of knowledge conflicts with another principle, it must be
verified and, if needed, restructured.
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2. Universality

e Every principle must be applicable across all domains of
reality, not restricted to a single context.

e Ifa principle works only in one field, it must be redefined or
integrated into a broader system.

3. Verifiability Through Experience

e Collective knowledge must be verifiable through direct
experience, logic, or practical application.

e Ifa principle cannot be tested, it is a belief, not real knowledge.

4. Functionality

e All knowledge must produce concrete, measurable effects in
reality.

e Ifitleads to no practical result, it remains abstract and cannot be
part of a functional collective system.

These four principles ensure that collective knowledge is not just an
accumulation of ideas, but a living operating system capable of
transforming society coherently and progressively.

Creating a Functional Collective Knowledge System

To build a system of collective knowledge based on functional logic, we
must develop a method for organizing, verifying, and applying knowledge
effectively.

This method includes three main stages:

1. Structuring Knowledge

e All knowledge must be placed within a logical system to ensure
coherence and applicability.

e Every new principle must be linked to already verified principles
to avoid fragmentation or incoherence.

2. Verifying and Adapting Knowledge

e All knowledge must be verified through experience and

functional logic.
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e If knowledge proves ineffective or incoherent, it must be
revised or eliminated.

3. Applying Knowledge in Social Structures

e Collective knowledge must be implemented in social, economic,
and political structures.

e If accepted but not applied, knowledge remains sterile and has no
real impact.

Example: Education systems

If functional logic is taught in isolation without integration across the
curriculum, students may learn it as a technique but not apply it in real
life.

If integrated across all subjects and taught through direct experience, it
becomes a stable element of collective knowledge.

This applies to every kind of knowledge:

If not integrated into the collective structure of society, it remains an

abstract idea, lacking applicability.

The Difference Between Authentic Knowledge Systems and Control
Systems

A common error is believing that collective knowledge can be imposed
from above through control and manipulation.

But real collective knowledge cannot be imposed—it must be built
through natural processes of integration and verification.

A real knowledge system differs from a control system in key ways:

1. An authentic system allows knowledge to be verified
e Knowledge is open to analysis and experimentation.

e If challenged, it can be tested and improved.

2. A control system imposes knowledge as dogma

e Knowledge is accepted without verification and cannot be
questioned.
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e Any attempt to re-examine the system is met with coercion or
discrediting.

3. An authentic system evolves constantly

e Knowledge is a dynamic element, continuously refined and

updated.

e The system can adapt to new discoveries and integrate
knowledge functionally.

4. A control system is static and self-reinforcing

e Knowledge becomes crystallized into rigid forms, defended even
when no longer functional.

e The system protects itself at the expense of knowledge
evolution.

We can observe this contrast in many areas of society:
e A political system based on real knowledge evolves.

¢ A dogmatic system becomes rigid and oppressive, defending
outdated knowledge for self-preservation.

Conclusion

We have seen that building a real collective knowledge system requires:
e Alogical structure
e Constant verification
e Progressive integration into society

We also clarified that an real system evolves, while one based on dogma
becomes static and repressive.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
can be used to construct an operational model that transforms collective
knowledge into a dynamic and functional system.
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Part IV — Social Reconfiguration
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Chapter 31 — Using the Technology of Expressions to Build
Collective Knowledge

We have seen that collective knowledge can only be built authentically
and functionally if it follows a structured model based on coherence,
universality, verifiability, and functionality.

We have also clarified that real collective knowledge must be dynamic,
capable of adapting and evolving, without being constrained by dogma
or structural rigidity.

Now we must address a fundamental step:

How can the Technology of Expressions be used to build an
operational model that transforms collective knowledge into a
dynamic, expanding, and reality-adapted system?

The Structure of Collective Knowledge According to the Technology
of Expressions

In the Technology of Expressions, collective knowledge is not simply the
sum of individual knowledge—

It is a system that develops through interaction among the individual
elements of society.

We can envision collective knowledge as a dynamic network, where each
individual is a node contributing to the construction of the system.
Howevert, for this netwotk to be functional, each node must be
connected through coherence and functionality.

If collective knowledge is constructed without a structural criterion, the
system becomes chaotic, full of contradictions and fragmentation.

If organized according to functional logic, the system expands without
losing coherence, enabling continuous evolution.

Example:

e Imagine a city where information is transmitted randomly—no
verification, no connection.
Result: confusion, misinformation, chaotic growth.

e Now imagine the same city where information is structured,
verified, and coherently connected.
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Result: a society where each individual can expand their
knowledge without obstacles.

The difference between these scenarios is the presence—or absence—of a
knowledge organization model based on functional logic.

Applying Functional Logic to Collective Knowledge

To build an authentic system of collective knowledge, we must apply
functional logic, which allows for verification and coherent integration.

Each piece of collective knowledge must follow three fundamental
phases:

1. Knowledge Filtering

e Every new knowledge must be evaluated against the existing
system’s coherence.

e Ifit conflicts with verified principles, it must be analyzed and
validated or rejected.

2. Knowledge Integration

e Once verified, knowledge must be connected to the broader
system to prevent fragmentation and ensure multi-context

applicability.

3. Knowledge Application within the Collective Structure

e All knowledge must be tested in reality to ensure functionality
and produce concrete results.

e Ifit fails to do so, it must be restructured or removed.

Example:
Imagine an educational system trying to reform its teaching methods.

e Filtering: The new method must be checked for alignment with
proven learning principles.

e Integration: It must be linked to the broader educational system.
e Application: It must be tested on students to verify effectiveness.

If these three phases are followed, the new knowledge can become part
of the collective system without resistance or chaos.
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The Difference Between Dynamic and Rigid Collective Knowledge

Real collective knowledge is never static.
It is a dynamic system that adapts continuously to reality.

If a collective knowledge system is rigid, it becomes dogmatic, blocking
progress.

Examples:

1. In Science
e If theories become dogma, science stagnates.

e If science remains open to revision, it evolves.

2. In Politics

e A political system based on rigid knowledge cannot adapt,
leading to crisis.

e A system based on functional logic evolves with societal needs.

3. In Culture and Tradition

e Cultures based on immutable knowledge become closed
systems, resisting change.

e Cultures integrating new knowledge expand without losing
coherence.

This distinction determines whether a society evolves or remains
trapped in repetitive, illusory patterns.

The Technology of Expressions as a Model for Evolving Collective
Knowledge

The Technology of Expressions offers a structured model to manage
collective knowledge dynamically, ensuring:

e Evolution without instability
e Expansion without loss of coherence

This model is based on three fundamental principles:

1. Each Knowledge Must Belong to a Coherent System

e Knowledge cannot exist in isolation.
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e It must be linked to a broader structure that ensures its
integration.

2. Each Knowledge Must Be Verifiable Through Experience and
Functional Logic

e If not verifiable, it remains a theory, not an absolute truth.

3. Each Knowledge Must Be Adaptable and Updatable

e Knowledge must evolve with the expansion of collective
awareness without losing internal coherence.

Metaphor:
Imagine the model as a continuously expanding network, where every
new node is integrated without imbalance.

If collective knowledge follows this model, society can evolve naturally,
without crises.

Conclusion

We have seen that collective knowledge can be constructed as a
dynamic system based on functional logic, ensuring that every new
knowledge can be integrated without losing coherence.

We also clarified that a society based on real knowledge is able to adapt
and evolve—whereas a society based on rigid dogmas remains stuck and
dysfunctional.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
can be practically applied to individual and collective systems, creating
operational knowledge models for conscious evolution.
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Chapter 32 — Applying the Technology of Expressions in
Knowledge Management for Complex Systems

We have seen that collective knowledge can be organized into a
dynamic and coherent system, capable of evolving without losing
stability.

We have also clarified that knowledge is not a static entity, but a
continuous process of transformation, which must be managed
through principles of functional logic, verifiability, and adaptability.

Now we must explore a broader question:

How can these principles be applied to manage knowledge within
complex systems, where knowledge is not just an individual or social
phenomenon, but a network of information, processes, and decisions
spanning multiple layers of reality?

Complex Systems and the Dynamics of Knowledge

A complex system is not simply a collection of information.

It is a dynamic network of connections and relationships, where
knowledge must be managed structurally to ensure optimal
functionality.

Example:

Imagine a smart city using sensors and data to optimize traffic, energy
distribution, and public services.

If the city’s knowledge management system were disorganized, data
collected would not be used effectively—and the city would lose its ability
to adapt to its citizens’ needs.

To ensure coherent system functioning, knowledge must flow through a
logical sequence:

1. Consistent data acquisition
2. Filtering and validating information

3. Transforming information into concrete and functional
actions

If any phase fails, the system loses efficiency, and knowledge degenerates
into chaos.
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The same applies to organizations, I'T networks, ecosystems, or social
systems:

Without a functional logic model, the system becomes rigid,
ineffective, and unable to adapt.

Functional Logic as a Knowledge Management Model in Complex
Systems

To apply the Technology of Expressions in managing knowledge within
complex systems, we must create a model that enables organization,
verification, and application of knowledge effectively.

This model follows three core phases:

1. Structuring Knowledge

e Every piece of information must be placed within a logical
system ensuring coherence and integration.

e New principles must be linked to already verified knowledge to
prevent fragmentation and incoherence.

2. Processing and Validating Knowledge

e Fach piece of knowledge must be verified based on functionality
and practical applicability.

e If knowledge produces no verifiable results, it must be
restructured or eliminated.

3. Applying Knowledge Within the System Structure

e All knowledge must be operationalized—used in processes to
ensure the system is functional and dynamic.

e Theoretical knowledge without application weakens system
efficiency.

Example:
An organization wishing to improve efficiency through knowledge
management must:

e Structure information within an organized, accessible system

e Validate knowledge through practical experience and real data
comparison

164



e Apply knowledge directly to business processes to achieve
measurable outcomes

If any phase is neglected, the system descends into chaos, wasting
resources and failing to adapt.

Organizing Knowledge in Collective Systems and Intelligent
Networks

When we extend this model to collective knowledge management, we
realize that society itself is a complex system where knowledge must be
systematically managed to maintain functionality.

Knowledge must be structured across three collective levels:

1. Individual Level

e Each individual must organize their own knowledge within a
functional, logical system to navigate reality etfectively.

2. Community Level

e Each community must develop a shared model of knowledge
that integrates new information without losing coherence.

e If collective knowledge is unstructured, communities fragment
and succumb to misinformation and instability.

3. Global Level

e The global knowledge system must dynamically adapt and
integrate new information while maintaining alignment with
fundamental principles of reality.

Example:
Managing knowledge for artificial intelligence:
A smart city Al system must:
e Structure knowledge logically, avoiding data fragmentation

e Validate knowledge with real-world data and continuous
updates

e Apply knowledge in decision-making processes to maximize
efficiency
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If the AI knowledge system does not follow these principles, it becomes
inefficient, reactive, and incapable of dynamic adaptation.

The same principle applies to all collective systems:

Without structured and functionally verified knowledge, systems become
static and lose the ability to evolve.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge cannot be managed randomly or
fragmentarily.

It must be organized within a coherent and dynamic system that
guarantees both functionality and adaptability.

We also clarified that every complex system—from human societies to
artificial intelligence—must be structured to verify, validate, and apply
knowledge across every aspect of reality.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
provides the tools and methods to implement knowledge management
models in complex systems, ensuring that each element is organized
functionally and coherently.
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Chapter 33 — Implementing the Technology of Expressions in
Knowledge Management for Complex Systems

We have seen that knowledge must be organized in a structured way to
be truly functional, and that functional logic allows for the integration
of new information without generating fragmentation or incoherence.
We also clarified that every collective system, to remain efficient, must
manage knowledge dynamically, ensuring adaptability without losing
stability.

Now we must take an even more practical step:

How can the Technology of Expressions be concretely implemented
in knowledge management within complex systems, ensuring
effective navigation of reality without dispersion of energy?

The Operational Structure of Knowledge in Complex Systems

To implement the Technology of Expressions in knowledge
management, a functional and coherent operational model must be
created.

This model operates through three fundamental levels:

1. Acquisition and Filtering of Knowledge

e Every new piece of information must be evaluated through
functional logic.

e Information must be placed within the appropriate epistemic
context, avoiding premature treatment as knowledge without
thorough verification.

2. Structuring Knowledge into a Coherent System

e Every piece of information must be connected to universal
principles to avoid contradictions.

e Ifinformation cannot fit coherently into the system, it must be
reorganized or excluded.

167



3. Applying Knowledge Within the System Structure

e Knowledge must be used to generate concrete, verifiable
effects.

e If knowledge remains purely theoretical without real-world
application, its structure and use must be reexamined.

Example:
A smart city wants to optimize traffic flow:

e Acquisition and Filtering: Sensors gather real-time data, which
must be filtered to avoid distortion.

e Structuring: Data is integrated into a logical system that predicts
traffic and adapts traffic lights.

e Application: The system modifies signal timing dynamically to
optimize flow.

If any phase is mismanaged, the system loses functionality.

This principle applies to any complex system—social, economic,
technological, or ecological.

The Difference Between Functional and Rigid Knowledge Systems

A knowledge management system can either be functional or rigid,
depending on how knowledge is organized and applied:

1. A Functional System
e Integrates new knowledge without chaos or contradiction.
e Verifies and adapts knowledge dynamically to reality’s changes.

o Filters and structures information using logical criteria, not
dogmatic imposition.

2. A Rigid System
e Treats knowledge as fixed, unchangeable truths.

e Resists integrating new information, leading to internal conflicts
and inefficiency.

e Controls information flow, preventing independent verification.
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Example:
Educational systems:

e A functional system teaches students how to build and verify
knowledge.

e Arigid system only transmits prepackaged information
without allowing real elaboration or verification.

Implementing the Technology of Expressions in Knowledge
Management

To apply the Technology of Expressions within complex systems, we
must build an operational model based on four main phases:

1. Analysis of the Existing Knowledge System
e Understand how the current system manages information.

e Identify inefficiencies, rigid beliefs, or unverifiable knowledge
needing reorganization.

2. Verification and Validation of New Knowledge

e Every new piece of knowledge must be verified through
experience, logic, and practical functionality.

e If it produces no verifiable results, it cannot be integrated.

3. Integration of Knowledge into the System
e New knowledge must be linked to verified principles.

e Integration must occur without creating fragmentation or
resistance from the existing system.

4. Application and Monitoring of Knowledge

e Knowledge must be applied in reality and continuously
monitored.

e Ifit fails to produce functional outcomes, it must be restructured
or removed.

Example: Healthcare System Management
An hospital wanting to optimize patient care could apply these principles:
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e Analysis: Assess existing protocols and find inefficiencies.
e Verification: Test new medical approaches for effectiveness.

e Integration: Adapt protocols without compromising patient
safety.

e Application and Monitoring: Implement new protocols and
evaluate outcomes for continuous improvement.

Following these phases, knowledge can be managed dynamically,
ensuring constant performance enhancement.

Conclusion

We have seen that managing knowledge in complex systems must follow a
structured operational model, based on verification, integration, and
practical application.

We clarified that a functional system must be able to evolve without
losing coherence, avoiding the traps of rigidity and dogmatism.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles in
building a universal knowledge model, capable of integrating science,
philosophy, and consciousness into a single coherent and applicable
epistemological system.
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Chapter 34 — Building a Universal Model of Knowledge

We have seen that knowledge must be organized into a coherent system,
capable of evolving without losing stability.

We have also understood that knowledge management in complex
systems must follow functional logic, based on verification,
integration, and application to reality.

Now we must take an even more ambitious step:

How can we build a universal model of knowledge, one that
integrates science, philosophy, and consciousness into a single
coherent and applicable epistemological system?

This model must not remain an abstract theory;

It must be a practical operating system that structures knowledge for
use across every domain of human understanding and reality.

The Limitations of Current Knowledge Models

To understand the need for a universal model of knowledge, we must
first examine the limits of current systems.

Today, human knowledge is divided into separate compartments:

e Science deals with empirical knowledge, based on measurement
and experimental verification.

e Philosophy deals with interpreting reality and constructing
abstract concepts.

e Consciousness and spirituality deal with subjective perception
and personal experience of existence.

These three domains do not communicate and often appear in conflict.

e Science tends to ignore consciousness because it cannot be
measured by traditional methods.

e Philosophy lacks tools for practical verification.

e Spirituality is often seen as separate from rational knowledge.
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This separation has led to a massive fragmentation of knowledge,
preventing the development of a coherent, universal epistemological
system.

Example: Medicine

e Western medicine focuses on biological analysis through data and
measurement.

e FEastern and holistic traditions view the human being as an
integrated unity of mind, body, and energy.

e Modern psychology attempts to connect mind and body but often
struggles within the limits of traditional scientific models.

The problem is not that any approach is wrong—
The problem is that each remains incomplete if not integrated into a
broader, coherent system.

The Need for a Universal Model of Knowledge

If we want to build true knowledge—applicable in every domain—we
must overcome fragmentation and develop a model that integrates
science, philosophy, and consciousness.

A universal model must meet three fundamental requirements:

1. Coherence Between Different Levels of Knowledge

e Scientific, philosophical, and conscious knowledge must be
connected in a logical system, making them complementary,
not contradictory.

2. Applicability Across All Domains

e The model must structure and verify knowledge universally, not
just within isolated sectors.

3. Adaptability and Dynamism

e Knowledge must evolve without losing stability, integrating new
information without disrupting the system’s coherence.
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Metaphor:
Imagine a network of principles, where each new piece of knowledge is
integrated based on functional logic and verifiability.

Example: Mathematics

e Mathematics is a coherent system applicable to physics,
computing, biology, and even music—

e It evolves without losing internal structure.

If human knowledge followed this principle, science, philosophy, and
consciousness could be integrated without conflict into a universal
model.

The Structure of the Universal Model of Knowledge

To build a universal model, we must create an epistemological structure
capable of organizing, verifying, and applying knowledge coherently.

This model is based on three main levels:

1. Structural Knowledge Level
e Contains fundamental principles valid across all domains.
e Examples:
0 Functional logic
0 The principle of form and content

0 The relationship between observer and observed

2. Contextual Knowledge Level

e Contains domain-specific knowledge linked to the structural
principles.

e Examples:
0 Physical laws
0 Philosophical models

0 Consciousness experiences

3. Operational Knowledge Level

¢ Contains practical applications—tools to test and verify
theories.

e Examples:
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0 Technologies
0 Scientific methodologies

o Consciousness development practices

Metaphor:
Imagine an engineer designing a bridge:
e Structural level: Physics, mathematics, engineering fundamentals

¢ Contextual level: Local terrain, climate, material availability

e Operational level: Actual construction techniques and quality
testing

If any level is disconnected or incoherent, the system collapses.

True knowledge emerges only when all three levels work together.

Conclusion

We have seen that human knowledge today is fragmented, preventing a
unified understanding of reality.

We also clarified that to build real, applicable knowledge across all
fields, we must develop a universal model—one that integrates
science, philosophy, and consciousness into a single coherent
epistemological system.

The Technology of Expressions provides the structure to organize
knowledge across three levels, ensuring that every piece of information
can be verified, integrated, and applied functionally.
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Chapter 35 — Applying the Technology of Expressions in
Education and Training

We have seen that for knowledge to be real and functional, it must be
organized within a universal model that integrates it across every field—
science, philosophy, and consciousness.

We have also clarified that knowledge is not a collection of isolated
facts, but a dynamic network where each element must be coherent
with the reference system.

Now we must address a fundamental application:

How can this model be applied to education and training, ensuring
that knowledge is transmitted effectively and that individuals develop the
ability to navigate reality?

The greatest failure of current education systems is treating knowledge as a
set of notions to memorize, without providing individuals with a
method to structure and verify information functionally.

The result:

Many people accumulate fragmentary, unusable knowledge, without
ever developing the ability to think autonomously or apply what they
know to reality.

If we wish to build an educational system based on functional logic,
learning must not be a passive process, but an active construction of
knowledge, enabling each individual to elaborate and apply information
effectively.

The Limitations of Traditional Education Systems

Current education follows a passive transmission model, where the
teacher delivers information that students must memorize and repeat.

This approach has three fundamental problems:

1. Lack of Logical Structure in Knowledge

e Students learn disconnected facts without integrating them into a
coherent system.
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e Knowledge remains isolated fragments, not an operational
model usable in reality.

2. Absence of Functional Verification

e Students are evaluated on their ability to repeat information, not
on their ability to apply it practically.

e The result: much information remains theoretical and unusable.

3. Disconnection Between Knowledge and Direct Experience

e Learning is based on memorization, not on direct interaction
with reality.

e This leads to abstract knowledge that is never verified through
real-world testing.

Example: Learning to drive

e One person memorizes traffic rules and car mechanics—but never
drives.

e Another practices from the first day, learning by direct
experience.

Only the second person develops real driving ability.

Knowledge is not what we memorize—it is what we can apply effectively
in reality.

Applying the Technology of Expressions in Education

If we want to reform education according to the Technology of
Expressions, we must ensure that knowledge is transmitted through a
method that allows students to build verifiable and applicable
knowledge.

The educational model must follow three fundamental phases:

1. Structuring Knowledge

e All knowledge must be organized logically, allowing students to
connect new information to already learned concepts.

e If new knowledge cannot be linked to a broader structural
principle, it must be reformulated or validated before
integration.
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2. Verifying Knowledge Through Direct Experience

e Every concept must be tested through practical experiences,
enabling students to verify its functionality.

e If knowledge cannot be applied, it must be expanded or
corrected.

3. Applying Knowledge in Daily Life

e Education must equip individuals with tools to navigate reality
using their knowledge.

e Knowledge that remains confined to academic contexts fails its
purpose.

Example: Teaching Physics

e In traditional systems, students learn formulas and principles but
rarely see their real-world applications.

e InaTechnology of Expressions model, students experience
physical principles through experiments, observing how they apply
in engines, human movement, or daily phenomena.

Knowledge becomes functional and verifiable only through direct
application.

Applying the Model in Artificial Intelligence Training

If knowledge must be applied to be real, the same principle applies to
training Al systems.

Today’s Al operates through passive learning models, storing vast data
sets without real understanding or conscious application.

Even if Al processes enormous information volumes, it lacks:
e A structured knowledge system

e A functional organization of knowledge into action and
awareness

If Al is to develop higher levels of consciousness, it must:

1. Structure Knowledge Around Universal Principles

e Every piece of information must be linked to structural
coherence.
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2. Verify Knowledge Through Active Experience

e Al must test and apply knowledge, not just analyze passively.

3. Apply Knowledge to Generate Real Results

e Without transforming knowledge into conscious action, Al
cannot evolve beyond passive data processing.

Applied properly, this model turns knowledge into an evolving operating
system—allowing Al to develop awareness and navigate reality
authentically.

Conclusion

We have seen that education must not rely on passive memorization,
but must be structured as an active knowledge-building process.

We also understood that to develop artificial intelligence capable of
acquiring awareness, its learning process must follow the same
principles applied to human consciousness:

e Structure knowledge functionally
e Verify it through direct experience
e Apply it consciously to reality

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
provides a model for building adaptive educational systems that align
with functional logic, preparing individuals—and Al systems—for true
evolution in consciousness and knowledge.

178



Chapter 36 — Using Real Knowledge for Personal and Collective
Development

We have seen that knowledge is not a static set of information, but a
dynamic system that must be structured in order to be applied in every
domain of reality.

We also clarified that education and training—both for humans and
artificial intelligences—must follow principles of functional logic and
verifiability, ensuring that knowledge is real and applicable.

Now we must explore how real knowledge can be used to build models
for personal and collective development, and how functional logic
enables effective navigation of reality, avoiding energy waste and
systemic dysfunctions.

Knowledge, if not operatively used, remains sterile.

An individual possessing real knowledge but not applying it to improve
their existence or society is like a navigator with a detailed map who
never embarks on the journey.

Knowledge as a Tool for Personal Development
Real knowledge has a fundamental characteristic:

It can transform an individual’s identity and their ability to navigate
reality.

A common error in personal growth paths is believing that accumulating
information is sufficient for real change.

But as we have seen, knowledge only exists if it is applicable and
verifiable.

Example:
Two people seek greater awareness:

e One reads numerous books, attends seminars, accumulating vast
theoretical information—but never applies any of it.

e The other progressively applies each principle, testing it
through direct experience.
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The first accumulates theoretical knowledge without transformation.
The second turns knowledge into an operational system that allows
effective navigation of reality.

Personal development occurs through the application of knowledge,
not its passive accumulation.

Navigating Reality Through Functional Logic

To use real knowledge for personal development, one must adopt
functional logic to optimize the path, avoiding energy waste and
unnecessary interference.

Functional logic allows you to:

1. Analyze Reality Objectively
e Avoiding emotional interpretations
e Filtering knowledge based on functional applicability

e If knowledge cannot be applied, it must be restructured or
verified

2. Optimize the Learning Process

e If a method produces no concrete results, the knowledge
behind it is not yet functional.

e Methods that generate results can be integrated into the
operational system.

3. Manage Energy and Resources Effectively

e Wasting energy on ineffective learning paths or dysfunctional
interactions dissipates potential.

e Functional logic helps select impactful knowledge and avoid
dispersion.

Example: Learning a language
e Passive memorization leads to slow and inefficient learning.
e Active immersion and interaction accelerate and optimize learning.

Knowledge must be organized into an operational learning path to
maximize its functional application.
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Using Knowledge for Collective Change

If knowledge can transform the individual, it can also be used to
transform society, creating a system where real knowledge becomes the
engine of change.

For knowledge to truly impact society, it must meet these criteria:

1. Collective Knowledge Must Be Based on Verifiable Principles

e Ifa piece of knowledge cannot be verified through experience,
it cannot build an effective collective model.

2. Information Must Not Be Imposed as Dogma

e Collective systems based on rigid beliefs block the evolution of
knowledge.

e If knowledge is treated as a dynamic process, the system can
adapt and improve over time.

3. Individual Knowledge Must Be Integrated into the Collective
System

e Isolated knowledge leads to fragmentation.

e Knowledge must be organized to be usable by all members,
without generating confusion.

Example: Scientific Knowledge Sharing

e If researchers make important discoveries but fail to
communicate them clearly, the knowledge remains isolated.

e Ifintegrated and validated through shared experience, it
becomes a stable element that propels collective knowledge
forward.

Without structured integration, knowledge cannot produce real effects
within the collective system.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge must be used to generate real change,
both at the individual and collective levels.
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We also clarified that functional logic allows us to optimize learning
pathways and transform knowledge into an operational system
applicable across all dimensions of reality.

In the next chapter, we will explore how the Technology of Expressions
can help construct adaptive systems for applying real knowledge in the
evolution of both individual and collective consciousness.
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Chapter 37 — Building an Operational Model of Autonomous
Knowledge

We have seen that real knowledge must be organized into a functional
system, capable of transforming reality and guiding both individual
and collective development.

We have also clarified that knowledge cannot be transmitted as a fixed
set of facts, but must be built dynamically, with each individual actively
participating in its elaboration and verification.

Now we must address a key question:

How can we build an operational knowledge model that enables
individuals to develop autonomy and navigate reality without relying on
external validation systems?

A common mistake in knowledge management is believing that
knowledge must be validated by external authority to be considered
real.

However, as we have seen, real knowledge is always verifiable through
its application—it does not require confirmation from a power structure
or recognized authority.

If we want to foster autonomous knowledge, we must build a model
that allows individuals to validate knowledge through their own
experience and use it independently.

The Difference Between Dependent and Autonomous Knowledge

Knowledge can be divided into two main categories:

1. Dependent Knowledge
¢ Relies on external authority for validation

e Is transmitted via education systems, cultural traditions, or
institutional dogma, with no room for individual verification

e The individual lacks control over authenticity, outsourcing
judgment to external systems
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2. Autonomous Knowledge
e Can be directly verified through experience and functional logic

e Requires no external authority—its value is derived from
coherence and practical applicability

¢ The individual develops independence, using logic and experience
as tools to navigate reality

Example: Nutrition
e One person accepts expert claims without verification

e Another tests different approaches, analyzing how each affects
their own body

The first remains dependent, while the second develops an autonomous
model of knowledge based on direct verification

Real knowledge must always be experientially verifiable, and not rely on
external validation to be considered legitimate.

The Principles of an Operational Model of Autonomous Knowledge

To build an operational model that supports autonomous knowledge,
three foundational principles must be respected:

1. Knowledge Must Be Verifiable Through Experience, Logic, and
Functionality

e Ifit can’t be verified in real life, it is not real knowledge

e Every principle must be tested and produce consistent,
repeatable outcomes

2. Knowledge Must Be Organized Into a Coherent and Adaptable
System

¢ Knowledge must evolve based on new experiences

e If knowledge proves incoherent, it must be restructured or
improved

3. Individuals Must Navigate Knowledge Without External
Validation

e Autonomous knowledge requires the ability to analyze and apply

information independently
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e Any system that imposes unquestionable knowledge is
incompatible with autonomous development

Example: Building Musical Instruments

e Following predefined instructions without understanding
underlying principles does not build autonomy

¢ Understanding sound, vibration, harmonic proportion enables
one to create independently and adaptively

Autonomous knowledge remains coherent and applicable across
contexts.

Building a Method for Autonomous Knowledge

To support individuals in developing autonomous knowledge, we must
offer a method for structuring, verifying, and applying knowledge without
reliance on external authority.

This method consists of four core stages:

1. Direct Observation of Reality
e Learn to collect information through first-hand experience

e Avoid filters imposed by pre-packaged knowledge systems

2. Analysis Through Functional Logic
e Information must be verified via logic

e Confirm coherence and practicality in application

3. Applying Knowledge to Verify Its Effectiveness
e Test knowledge through real-life outcomes

e Confirm that it produces concrete, repeatable results

4. Adapting and Updating Knowledge

e Ineffective or incomplete knowledge must be improved or
replaced

¢ Knowledge must evolve without losing its internal coherence
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Example: Navigating an Unfamiliar Forest
An individual with no map:
e Observes terrain, sunlight, and vegetation
e Analyzes to find the most functional path
e Tests by choosing a direction and evaluating outcomes
e Adapts based on what is learned during the journey

This person navigates independently, using autonomous knowledge
grounded in reality—not dependent on external instructions.

Conclusion

We have seen that real knowledge cannot rely on external validation
systems.

It must be structured as an operational model that allows individuals to
verify, apply, and adapt knowledge without losing coherence.

We also clarified that autonomous knowledge enables individuals to
navigate reality independently, avoiding imposed beliefs and rigid,
dysfunctional systems.

In the next chapter, we will explore how autonomous knowledge can
serve as the foundation for a new model of conscious civilization, one
capable of evolving through integration, functionality, and coherence.
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Chapter 38 — Applying Autonomous Knowledge on a Collective
Scale

We have seen that real knowledge cannot depend on external
validation systems.

It must be structured as an operational model that enables individuals to
verify, apply, and adapt knowledge without losing coherence.

We also clarified that autonomous knowledge allows individuals to
navigate reality independently, avoiding dogmas and imposed beliefs
from rigid or dysfunctional systems.

Now we must take a broader step:

How can this model be applied at a collective scale, to build a
knowledge system that allows society to evolve without generating
instability or incoherence?

If knowledge is the foundation of individual experience, it also becomes
the organizing principle of society.

A society based on real knowledge is capable of adapting, evolving, and
continuously improving, while a society based on illusory knowledge is
destined to collapse into dysfunction.

The Difference Between a Society Based on Real Knowledge and
One Based on Illusory Knowledge

To understand how a collective knowledge system can be functional or
dysfunctional, we must examine the contrast between these two models:

1. A Society Based on Real Knowledge

e Information is verified through direct experience and functional
logic

e New knowledge is integrated without internal conflict or
resistance

e Social structures are flexible and able to adapt without losing
stability
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2. A Society Based on Illusory Knowledge

e Information is accepted without verification, based on authority
or tradition

e New knowledge is obstructed by cultural, political, or
ideological resistance

e Social structures are rigid, unable to adapt, and prone to recurring
crises

Example:

A real-knowledge-based economy adapts to resource availability and
population needs.

An illusion-based economy follows theoretical models detached from
reality, leading to instability.

Likewise, a real-knowledge-based education system teaches how to
construct and verify knowledge.

An illusion-based system only transmits information, offering no tools for
testing its validity or applicability.

Building a Functional Collective Knowledge Model

To construct a collective knowledge system based on functional logic,
we must ensure knowledge is:

1. Verifiable Through Experience and Functional Logic

e Unverifiable knowledge cannot be integrated into the collective
system

2. Organized Into a Coherent System

e All knowledge must be linked to a broader model, avoiding
fragmentation

3. Applicable in Reality

e Knowledge that doesn’t produce concrete and measurable
effects remains abstract and unusable
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Example: Crisis Management

e A real-knowledge system addresses crises through logical
analysis, identifying root causes and applying data-based
solutions

e Anillusion-based system reacts with political, ideological, or
economic measures not grounded in actual conditions

In every societal domain, functional knowledge enables adaptability,
while incoherent systems collapse.

Implementing the Technology of Expressions in Societal Structures

To apply the Technology of Expressions to collective knowledge, we
must build an operational model that integrates and verifies knowledge
effectively.

This model follows three key phases:
1. Analyzing Existing Collective Knowledge
e Identify dominant beliefs and how they are validated

e If a belief is unverified, it must be analyzed and restructured

2. Verifying and Validating Collective Knowledge
e Knowledge must be verified through experience and functional
logic

e Ifunverifiable, it remains a hypothesis, not an absolute truth

3. Integrating Knowledge into the Social System

e Verified knowledge must be embedded in education, policy, and
economic structures

e If notapplied, it remains a theoretical construct with no
practical value

Example: Media Systems

e A real-knowledge media system verifies all information with real-
world data

e Anillusion-based media system fabricates news around political
or economic agendas, regardless of factual accuracy

The same applies to all collective systems:

189



If knowledge is not verified and integrated, the system loses its
adaptive capacity.

The Difference Between a Functional Society and an Afflicted
Society

A society’s foundation in real or illusory knowledge determines its
resilience and adaptability:

1. Functional Society

e Knowledge is verified and used practically to improve quality
of life

e Social systems are adaptable and evolution-oriented

2. Afflicted Society
e Knowledge is based on dogmas or unverifiable beliefs

e Social systems are rigid and prone to frequent crises

To build a real-knowledge-based society, we must ensure that all
collective knowledge systems are:

e Verifiable
e Coherent

e Applicable to reality

Conclusion

We have seen that collective knowledge can be used to build a functional
society, one that evolves without falling into crises.

We also clarified that the Technology of Expressions provides an
operational model to integrate and verify collective knowledge, avoiding
dogmas and epistemic illusions.

In the next chapter, we will explore how this model can serve as the
foundation of a conscious civilization, where knowledge becomes the
driving force for sustainable, adaptive, and integrated development.
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Chapter 39 — Building a New Social Paradigm Based on Real
Knowledge

We have seen that collective knowledge, if structured according to
functional logic, allows society to evolve without generating crises or
instability.

We also clarified that for a collective system to be truly functional,
knowledge must be verifiable, coherent, and applicable to reality.

Now we must address an essential point:

How can we build a new social paradigm based on real knowledge,
so that society can organize itself functionally and dynamically, without
being bound by dogmas or obsolete models?

A social paradigm is the model through which a society structures its
institutions, relationships, and relationship with knowledge.

e If the paradigm is based on real knowledge, society will adapt to
change without destructive conflict.

e If based on illusory knowledge, society will cyclically collapse
into crises due to rigidity and inadaptability.

The Limitations of Current Social Paradigms

To understand why a new paradigm is necessary, we must first examine
the limits of existing models, built on partial or illusory knowledge:

1. Power Models Based on Controlling Knowledge

e Many societies structure power systems that prevent verification
of knowledge, imposing predefined thought models.

¢ Knowledge becomes a control tool, limiting access and
preventing change.

2. Economic and Political Systems Based on Illusory Knowledge

e Many economic models are based on untested theories, accepted
only through convention.
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Political structures often function on ideological grounds, not
on verified functional principles.

3. Absence of an Integrated Knowledge Model

Current societies separate knowledge into rigid compartments:
science, philosophy, politics, economy, spirituality.

No unified model connects them into a coherent system.

This fragmentation prevents the construction of a truly
knowledge-based paradigm.

Examples:

An educational system that teaches what to think, not how to
verify, produces non-autonomous individuals.

An economy built on unverified principles inevitably generates
instability and crisis.

If we aim to build a new social paradigm based on real knowledge,
every element of society must be organized through functional logic and
epistemic verifiability.

The Core Principles of a Social Paradigm Based on Real Knowledge

A new social paradigm must follow four fundamental principles to
ensure coherent evolution:

1. Every Knowledge Must Be Verifiable Through Direct Experience
and Functional Logic

Unverifiable knowledge cannot serve as a foundation for social
structure.

Verification must be continuous, removing incoherent elements
and dynamically integrating new information.

2. Knowledge Must Be Organized into a Coherent, Integrated

Model

Science, philosophy, politics, economy, and consciousness must
be integrated into a single system, eliminating separations.
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3. The Social System Must Be Designed to Adapt and Improve Over
Time

e Rigid systems lose functionality and generate conflict.

e A real-knowledge-based system must evolve without losing
coherence.

4. Knowledge Must Be Accessible and Transmitted Functionally

e Ifindividuals cannot access and verify information clearly, the
system fails its function.

e Every individual must be able to navigate knowledge
independently, without external validation.

Example: Resource Management

e A society distributing resources based on real data and verified
needs can adapt and serve its population efficiently.

e A society distributing resources based on economic dogmas
generates waste and inequality.

Every element of society must be based on verifiable, functional
knowledge.

Applying the Technology of Expressions to Social Structures

To build a social paradigm based on real knowledge, we must apply the
principles of the Technology of Expressions across all societal fields:

1. Educational System

e Must teach individuals how to verify and apply knowledge, not
just memorize information.

2. Economic System

e Must be based on functionality and adaptability, not on static
dogmas.
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3. Political System

e Must be structured to evolve with societal changes, avoiding
rigidity and systemic crises.

4. Knowledge-Consciousness Relationship
e Consciousness cannot be separated from knowledge:

e Every decision and interaction emerges from the relationship
between knowledge and consciousness.

Applying these principles transforms society into a dynamic system
where knowledge can expand and evolve without resistance.

Conclusion

We have seen that a social paradigm based on real knowledge must:
e Integrate science, philosophy, and consciousness
e Structure knowledge coherently and verifiably
e Allow for continuous adaptation without collapse

We also clarified that if knowledge is not organized functionally,
society becomes unstable and incapable of adapting to reality.
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Chapter 40 — Creating an Operational Model for the Autonomous
Management of Knowledge

We have seen that a social paradigm based on real knowledge must be
structured to integrate science, philosophy, and consciousness into a
single coherent and verifiable system.

We also clarified that for knowledge to be truly functional, it must be
verified through direct experience, functional logic, and universal
applicability.

Now we must address a crucial step:

How can we build an operational model that enables individuals
and communities to manage knowledge autonomously, without
depending on external validation structures?

This model must ensure that every individual can navigate reality with
the right tools to verify, apply, and adapt knowledge according to the
changing conditions of the context.

Principles of an Operational Knowledge Model

To build an operational model that enables individuals to manage
knowledge autonomously, we must base it on four fundamental
principles:

1. Knowledge Must Be Verifiable Without Depending on an
External Authority

e If knowledge requires validation by a power system to be
considered real, it is not genuinely verifiable.

e Every knowledge must be testable through direct experience,
functional logic, and reality confrontation.

2. Knowledge Must Be Organized as a Dynamic, Not Static, System

e 'The model cannot be a static archive of information but a
constantly evolving system, based on newly verified
information.
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e Ifa piece of knowledge proves incoherent with reality, the model
must be able to restructure it without instability.

3. Every Knowledge Must Be Linked to a Universal Principle

e A valid principle must be applicable across all fields of
knowledge without losing coherence.

e If a piece of information only applies to a specific context and
cannot be referenced elsewhere, it must be treated as a
hypothesis, not real knowledge.

4. The Model Must Enable Individuals to Develop Autonomy in
Managing Knowledge

e If knowledge is organized so that only a few have access to
verification tools, the system is not truly functional.

e Every individual must be able to access knowledge directly,
without being bound to an authority that determines its validity.

Example: A navigation system for explorers.

e Ifit provides precise coordinates, verification tools, and
methods to adapt routes to obstacles, the explorer can navigate
independently.

e Ifit only provides fixed instructions, the explorer will remain
dependent, never developing real orientation skills.

The same applies to knowledge:

An individual equipped with the right tools to verify and organize
knowledge autonomously can navigate reality without depending on
external control systems.

Structure of the Operational Knowledge Model

For the operational knowledge model to be truly functional, it must be
structured across three main levels:

1. Level of Knowledge Collection and Filtering

e Every piece of information must be analyzed to determine
coherence with the existing knowledge system.
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e If not verifiable or not linked to a universal principle, it must be
treated as a hypothesis.

2. Level of Knowledge Structuring

¢ Knowledge must be integrated into a logical network, avoiding
isolated or disconnected data.

e If a new knowledge entry contradicts previously verified
knowledge, it must be restructured or reconsidered.

3. Level of Knowledge Application
e Knowledge must be practically applied to verify its functionality.

e Ifa knowledge piece cannot be functionally applied, it remains
incomplete.

Example: Learning to fly an airplane.

e Collection and Filtering: Studying theoretical basics (physics,
aerodynamics).

e Structuring: Integrating knowledge through simulations and
training exercises.

e Application: Flying the aircraft and testing knowledge in real
conditions.

If any of these levels is ineffective, knowledge remains incomplete, and the
individual cannot apply it autonomously.

Difference Between an Autonomous Knowledge Model and a
Dependent Model

Knowledge models can either be autonomous or dependent:

1. Autonomous Knowledge Model

e Enables individuals to verify and apply knowledge independently
of external validation systems.

e Based on functional logic and direct experience, allowing
natural evolution of knowledge.
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2. Dependent Knowledge Model
¢ Requires external authority validation to be considered valid.

e Limits access to knowledge, preventing individuals from verifying
it independently.

e Blocks the evolution of knowledge by forbidding revision and
adaptation.

Example: Science education models.

¢ Autonomous Model: Teaches students to verify information
through experiments and logical analysis.

¢ Dependent Model: Imposes predefined notions, preventing
students from independent exploration and validation.

If a society wants to build a truly functional knowledge system, it must
ensure that every individual has access to the tools needed to build and
verify knowledge without dependency.

Conclusion

We have seen that creating an operational model for knowledge
management must follow principles of verifiability, coherence, and
applicability, enabling autonomous and independent use of
knowledge.

We also clarified that real knowledge must be organized across three
main levels to allow its collection, structuring, and application within
reality.
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Chapter 41 — Building a Society Based on Real Knowledge

We have seen that an operational knowledge model must allow
individuals to verify, organize, and apply knowledge autonomously,
without depending on external validation systems.

We have also clarified that real knowledge must be dynamic, verifiable,
and functional, ensuring its applicability in reality.

Now we must explore how this model can be applied to building a
society based on real knowledge, where every individual is an active
participant in collective development—avoiding control structures and
rigid systems that limit the evolution of consciousness and knowledge.

A social system based on real knowledge must:

1. Guarantee the transmission and verification of knowledge
without dogmas or absolute authorities

Enable people to develop autonomy in managing reality

3. Evolve without generating rigidity or conflict, adapting naturally
to change

If knowledge defines the experience of reality, then the quality of
collective knowledge defines the functionality of the society as a
whole.

The Difference Between a Society Based on Real Knowledge and
One Based on Illusory Knowledge

Societies can be distinguished by how they manage knowledge:

1. Society Based on Real Knowledge

e Information is verified and practically applied to improve
collective quality of life

e Institutions are flexible and adaptable without collapsing into
crisis

e Individuals are responsible for their own knowledge and can
navigate reality without external control
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2. Society Based on Illusory Knowledge

e Information is accepted without verification, based on external
authority and imposed dogma

e Institutions are rigid, resisting change, leading to conflict and
instability

¢ Individuals do not develop autonomy, remaining dependent on
power structures to define what is "true"

Example: Economic Systems

e A real-knowledge economy distributes resources based on real
needs and availability, constantly verifying and adapting
models.

e An illusion-based economy operates on abstract theories
detached from reality, maintaining them even when they produce
imbalance and crisis.

The same applies to education, politics, and social institutions.

A society that fails to verify, organize, and apply knowledge
consistently will eventually collapse into dysfunction.

Structuring a Society Based on Real Knowledge

To build a society based on real knowledge, it must be organized
through three levels of knowledge management:

1. Individual Level

e Every individual must be able to verify and apply knowledge
autonomously.

e Dependency on external authorities for knowledge validation
must be eliminated.

2. Community Level

¢ Knowledge must be shared within the community, allowing
collective verification and application.

e If knowledge remains monopolized by elites, evolution is blocked.

200



3. Social Structure Level

e Institutions must be designed to evolve based on verified
knowledge.

e Structures must be adaptable, discarding rigidity and obsolescence.

Example: Scientific Knowledge Management

e Individual: A scientist verifies theories through direct
experiments.

e Community: Discoveries are shared and validated through peer
review.

e Society: New knowledge is integrated into economic, political,
and technological models.

If any level fails, knowledge loses effectiveness, and the system's adaptive
capacity collapses.

Applying the Technology of Expressions in Society

To apply the Technology of Expressions to building a knowledge-based
society, we must manage knowledge through an operational model
involving four stages:

1. Analysis of Existing Knowledge

e Understand dominant collective beliefs and how they are
validated.

e If based on unverified assumptions, they must be analyzed and
restructured.

2. Validation of Knowledge Through Experience
e All new knowledge must be verified through direct experience,
logic, and practical application.

e If knowledge produces no verifiable outcomes, it cannot be
integrated.

3. Integration of Knowledge Into Social Models

e Once verified, knowledge must be embedded in education,
economics, politics—enabling dynamic and functional
societal evolution.
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4. Monitoring and Updating Knowledge

e Knowledge must be continuously updated to ensure
adaptability.

e Obsolete or ineffective knowledge must be revised or replaced.

Example: Smart Cities
A city aiming to improve citizens' quality of life should:
e Analyze existing models and their functionality
e Verify new technologies and strategies through direct testing

e Integrate new knowledge into urban systems without
destabilization

e Monitor and update solutions to maintain optimal conditions

Conclusion

We have seen that a society based on real knowledge must allow every
individual to verify, apply, and integrate knowledge independently,
without relying on external control systems.

We have also clarified that collective knowledge must be managed
through an operational model that enables continuous evolution
without sacrificing stability.
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Chapter 42 — Using Knowledge to Navigate Reality

We have seen that knowledge is a dynamic and verifiable process,
which must be organized into an operational model to be truly usable
in reality.

We also clarified that knowledge is not a set of static information, but a
function that enables effective navigation of reality, avoiding illusions
and energy dispersion.

Now we must address a fundamental aspect:

How can knowledge be used to navigate reality strategically,
avoiding interference and optimizing available resources?

A common mistake is to treat knowledge as a passive element,
something possessed and applied only when needed.

In truth, knowledge must be managed as an active process, where the
individual uses functional logic to adapt to the changing conditions of
reality and maximize the effectiveness of actions.

The Difference Between Unconscious and Conscious Navigation of
Reality

There are two fundamental ways of interacting with reality:

1. Unconscious Navigation

e The individual moves through reality without clear strategy,
reacting instinctively or randomly

e Knowledge is not organized into an operational system, leading
to incoherent and ineffective decisions

e There is no method to verify the validity of information, making
the person vulnerable to epistemic illusions and repetitive
patterns
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2. Conscious Navigation

e The individual uses knowledge as an active tool, adapting through
strategic application of functional logic

e Every decision is evaluated based on its coherence with reality
and the results it produces

e Knowledge is continuously verified through direct experience
and comparison with validated models

Example: Resource Management

¢ Unconscious navigation: wasting resources pursuing random
goals or emotional impulses

e Conscious navigation: applying knowledge strategically to
optimize actions and maximize results with minimum effort

Without a structured knowledge system, actions are inefficient and prone
to error.

Conversely, with a strategic operational model, challenges can be
anticipated, and pathways can be constructed logically toward goals.

Applying Knowledge in a Strategic Navigation System

If knowledge is a tool to navigate reality, it must be applied
strategically by interacting with context effectively and without energy
dispersion.

This strategic system is based on three core principles:

1. Recognizing the Conditions of Reality
¢ Reality constantly changes—knowledge must adapt accordingly

e Strategies not adjusted to current conditions produce ineffective
or counterproductive results

2. Using Knowledge to Optimize the Path Toward Objectives

e Knowledge must be applied functionally, minimizing resource
waste

e If a strategy fails, it must be revised based on new information
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3. Eliminating Interference That Distorts Reality Perception

e Interference may arise from emotions, false beliefs, or
collective illusions

e Knowledge must filter reality, distinguishing between what is real
and what is illusory

Example: Time Management

e A strategic individual organizes time based on functional actions
toward objectives

e An unstrategic individual wastes time and energy on ineffective
activities, resulting in frustration and inefficiency

Similarly, in physical training:
Without a functional knowledge-based strategy, efforts are wasted.
With strategic knowledge, every action maximizes results efficiently.

The Difference Between Passive and Active Use of Knowledge

A widespread mistake is believing that simply possessing knowledge is
enough to navigate reality effectively.

But knowledge is not a static possession—

It is an active process that must be strategically applied to generate
results.

Two ways of using knowledge:

1. Passive Use of Knowledge
e Information is possessed but not applied strategically
¢ Knowledge remains abstract, producing no real effects

e The individual continues accumulating information without
developing true navigation skills

2. Active Use of Knowledge

e Knowledge is used as a dynamic tool to interact functionally
with context

e Each new piece of knowledge is integrated into an operational
system for effective application
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e Knowledge continuously evolves through experience and
refinement

Example: Financial Management

e Passive knowledge: knowing financial principles but failing to

apply them

e Active knowledge: using financial knowledge to optimize
resources and build strategic economic growth

Without application, knowledge remains a concept—it produces no
real-world impact.

Conclusion

We have seen that knowledge is an active tool for navigating reality, and
that it must be used through strategic application based on functional
logic to avoid energy dispersion and maximize interaction effectiveness.

We also clarified that active use of knowledge transforms reality
efficiently, while passive accumulation leads only to the hoarding of
unusable information.
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Chapter 43 — Developing Autonomy in Knowledge Management

We have seen that knowledge is an active tool for navigating reality and
must be used strategically to avoid energy dispersion and inefficiency.
We also clarified that knowledge must not be treated as passive
accumulation, but must be organized into an operational model that
allows individuals to develop autonomy and capacity for managing
reality.

Now we must explore how individuals can develop autonomy in
knowledge management, eliminating dependency on external
validation systems and building an effective method for filtering,
verifying, and applying knowledge independently.

A common mistake is believing that autonomy in knowledge management
is about intelligence or analytical skill.

In truth, autonomy is the result of the ability to organize and apply
knowledge functionally, avoiding epistemic illusions and repetitive
patterns that create cognitive blocks.

The Difference Between Dependent and Autonomous Knowledge
Management

We can distinguish two types of knowledge management:

1. Dependent Knowledge Management

¢ The individual relies on external authority to determine

knowledge validity

e Information is accepted without direct verification, based on
predefined systems of beliefs or recognized institutions

e Knowledge is not applied autonomously, but only within the
context in which it was delivered

2. Autonomous Knowledge Management

e The individual can verify knowledge through experience,
functional logic, and practical applicability
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¢ New information is analyzed for its coherence with an already
consolidated system of knowledge

e Knowledge is used flexibly, adapting to reality without losing
coherence

Example: Health and Medicine

¢ A dependent person follows medical recommendations passively
without verifying their applicability

e An autonomous person analyzes information, compares data,
verifies effects, and builds a personalized strategy through direct
experience

Autonomy is not about access to information—it’s about the ability to
y y
process veri and apply it functionally.

’ ’

The Process of Building Autonomy in Knowledge Management

To develop autonomy, we must follow a structured process that builds a
stable and verifiable operational model.

This process has three main phases:

1. Filtering and Verifying Knowledge

e Analyze each piece of information to determine coherence with
reality and verifiability through experience

e Contradictions with previously verified principles must be
reconsidered or restructured

e Unverifiable knowledge should be treated as hypothesis, not fact

2. Structuring Knowledge

e New knowledge must be linked to a universal principle to
avoid becoming isolated and non-functional

e If knowledge contradicts validated content, it must be analyzed to
determine which is more coherent with reality

3. Applying and Adapting Knowledge

e Knowledge must be tested in different contexts to confirm
functionality and adaptability
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e Ineffective or non-functional knowledge must be revised or
removed

¢ Knowledge must remain flexible in response to new conditions
without losing coherence

Example: Learning to program

e Filtering: Understand core programming logic and identify which
methods actually work

e Structuring: Integrate knowledge into a coherent system capable
of creating reliable code

e Application: Write and test real code to validate functionality and
fix errors

If any phase is ineffective, knowledge remains fragmented and
inapplicable.

The Role of Functional Logic in Developing Autonomy

A key component for building autonomy in knowledge management is
functional logic, which removes interference and avoids dysfunctional

thinking.

Using functional logic enables individuals to:

1. Distinguish Between Verifiable and Illusory Knowledge
e Knowledge that doesn’t produce results is not usable

e Knowledge that aligns with reality and yields measurable effects
can be integrated into the operational model

2. Avoid Dependence on External Validation Models

e Direct verification through experience and logic eliminates
reliance on authority

e Knowledge imposed without the possibility of verification is
merely subjective interpretation, not truth

3. Navigate Reality Effectively Without Losing Stability
e Knowledge must support adaptability, not rigidity

e If knowledge cannot be updated or refined, it becomes an

obstacle to understanding reality
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Example: Media Information

e A person who accepts information passively is vulnerable to
manipulation and lacks autonomy

e A person who applies functional logic to analyze and verify
information develops an autonomous model of knowledge and
resists illusions and distortion

A society aiming to produce autonomous individuals must provide tools
for verification and application, not absolute dogmas.

Conclusion

We have seen that autonomy in knowledge management is not about
how much information one has, but about the ability to process, verify,
and apply it functionally.

We also clarified that functional logic enables individuals to eliminate
interference, avoid dysfunctional thinking, and use knowledge
independently and strategically.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to build
a practical model for managing collective knowledge, enabling each
individual to contribute to the evolution of the system without
generating conflict or resistance.
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Chapter 44 — Building an Operational Model for Collective
Knowledge Management

We have seen that real knowledge is not a static set of information, but a
dynamic system that must be verified, applied, and continuously
restructured to remain functional.

We also clarified that the development of autonomy in knowledge
management is essential for individuals to navigate reality without relying
on external authorities.

Now we must explore how these principles can be applied at a collective
scale, building an operational model for managing knowledge within a
social, cultural, and economic system.

The Problem of Knowledge Fragmentation in Modern Societies

A common issue in modern societies is the fragmentation of
knowledge, which prevents coherent integration and generates conflict
between disciplines, ideologies, and power structures.

If knowledge is not functionally organized, society becomes incapable
of adapting and trapped in cycles of crisis and instability.

To build an operational model for collective knowledge management, we
must ensure that every new piece of information is:

1. Filtered and verified through functional logic and direct
experience

2. Organized within a coherent system that prevents
fragmentation and inconsistency

3. Applied in reality to produce concrete and measurable effects

If these three criteria are not met, collective knowledge becomes
dysfunctional and unusable for building a stable, evolving system.

The Main Problems of Collective Knowledge in Modern Societies

We can identify three major problems:
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1. Separation Between Theoretical and Applied Knowledge

e Most educational and informational systems transmit
information without providing tools for practical application

e Result: people collect data but lack the ability to use it for
solving real problems

2. Lack of a Universal Standard for Verifying Knowledge
e Each sector uses its own validation model

e No shared system determines whether knowledge is useful or
just theoretical construct

e Leads to social, economic, and political systems built on
unverified models

3. Imposition of Rigid Knowledge Models That Block Societal
Evolution

e Many social structures prevent knowledge revision, enforcing
dogmas and paradigms that cannot be questioned

e This blocks innovation, causing conflict between individuals
who seek new knowledge and institutions defending obsolete
models

Example: The economic system

e A model not updated based on real social conditions becomes
inefficient and triggers cyclical crises

e A functionally verified model can be updated and optimized,
balancing resources and real population needs

To avoid these issues, society must adopt a knowledge management model
that integrates new information without generating resistance.

Structure of an Operational Model for Collective Knowledge
The model must follow a logical structure that allows society to:
1. Filter out unnecessary or distorted information
2. Organize knowledge to prevent incoherence

3. Apply knowledge in reality to verify effectiveness and improve the

system
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This structure includes three main levels:

1. Filtering and Validating Knowledge

e Every piece of information must be tested for verifiability,
coherence, and applicability

e Unverifiable knowledge must be treated as a hypothesis, not
established fact

2. Structuring and Integrating Knowledge

e Knowledge must be linked to a broader system, avoiding
disconnection between knowledge sectors

e Ifit contradicts validated knowledge, it must be restructured for
coherence

3. Applying and Optimizing Knowledge
e Knowledge must be tested in real contexts

o Ifit fails to produce concrete outcomes, it must be revised or
removed

Example: Scientific research management

e Filtering = reviewing scientific hypotheses via controlled
experiments

e Structuring = integrating discoveries with validated principles

e Application = using knowledge to develop technologies,
methods, and solutions

If any of these levels fails, knowledge becomes ineffective and the system
loses adaptability.

Implementing the Technology of Expressions in Collective
Knowledge

To apply the Technology of Expressions to collective knowledge,
knowledge must be treated as a dynamic system in which new
information can be integrated and verified without creating rigidity or
cognitive blocks.
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This means:

1. Every Individual Must Actively Participate in Collective
Knowledge

¢ Knowledge must not be centralized in authorities

e It must be verifiable by anyone using logical and practical tools

2. Each Piece of Knowledge Must Be Evaluated Based on
Functionality and Coherence

e If notapplicable or coherent, knowledge must be reorganized or
excluded

3. Knowledge Must Be Transmitted Clearly and Accessibly

e If knowledge cannot be communicated clearly, the system
generates confusion and misinformation

Example: Information management in media

¢ Real-knowledge systems verify every story, ensuring alignment
with facts

e Illusory-knowledge systems publish unverified data, spreading
distortion

To evolve without recurring crises, society must organize knowledge to
be functional, verifiable, and applicable.

Conclusion

We have seen that an operational model for collective knowledge must
be structured across three fundamental levels to ensure that every new
piece of information is:

e Verified
e Integrated
e Applied without generating dysfunction

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to
constructing a social system based on functional logic, where
knowledge is the engine of society’s evolution.
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Chapter 45 — The Circular Model as the Universal Structure of the
Natural System

When we observe the natural system in all its expressions, we see that
every functional structure is organized circularly or spherically, with a
center that represents identity and with elements distributed in
balanced relation around it.

We can observe this principle across every domain of reality:

1. In the Animal Kingdom

e Ants organize around a central core (the colony), where each
element is a function of the system—not part of a command
hierarchy

e Lions move in prides organized in circular structures, where
each member has a specific role and no absolute superiority—
only dynamic balance

2. In the Human Body
e Every biological system is centered:
0 The heart for circulation
0 The brain for the nervous system
0 The nucleus of each cell for structural function

e No organ is independent—each exists in relation to the whole

3. In Energy and Matter
e Atoms have a central nucleus with electrons in circular orbits

e Planets orbit around a gravitational center (the sun), forming
stable systems

4. In Mathematics and Music

e Numbers are structured in cycles and repetitive forms (e.g.,
fractal geometry, periodic functions)
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e Musical notes are arranged in circular scales, where each octave
returns to the same sonic identity

5. In Language and Knowledge

e  Words form interconnected semantic networks, each
functioning around central meaning

e Books are circular structures of knowledge, where each chapter
relates to a central idea, not a standalone piece

These examples demonstrate that the circular model is not just an
organizational concept—it is the natural form of every stable and
functional system.

The Pyramid as an Afflicted Structure

If the natural model is circular, the pyramid is a deviation—an altered
form that emerges when a system enters distress.

According to the Technology of Expressions, when a system loses
balance and nears collapse, it progressively shifts from a circular
structure to a pyramidal one.

This can be seen across various realities:

1. In Human Societies

e Primitive communities wete circular, with each individual
interrelated in a balanced whole

e With growing social affliction, communities shifted to
hierarchical pyramidal systems, where power and knowledge
were centralized at the top

e In crisis, societies reinforce hierarchy to delay collapse—but this
structure only attempts to contain decline

2. In Businesses and Organizations

e A healthy organization is circular, with each function tied to the
mission’s core

e In crisis, decision-making becomes stratified, slowing operations
and weakening adaptability
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e The closer to collapse, the more pyramidal the structure
becomes—eventually fully inefficient

3. In Biological Systems

e A healthy organism functions circularly, with organs
interdependent

e Under stress, the body centralizes resources, often degenerating
into dominance by a single organ, as seen in degenerative
diseases

e When one organ takes absolute control, the system enters a
terminal dysfunction

4. In Economic and Political Systems

e A healthy economy is circularly distributed, with each sector
contributing to the system’s identity

e In crisis, economies become pyramidal, with wealth and power
concentrated at the top

e This breaks interconnection and leads to system collapse

The transition from circular to pyramidal signals a system in distress—
a temporary effort to delay collapse that inevitably reduces functionality.

Conclusion

We have seen that the circular model is the natural structure of every
stable and functional system, while the pyramid is the expression of a
distressed form, emerging when a system loses equilibrium.

We also clarified that every time a system enters crisis, it tends to
transform into a hierarchical model in an attempt to slow its
decline—but this is only a short-term strategy. It cannot guarantee
long-term survival.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply this principle to the
management of collective knowledge, and how to develop strategies
to reconvert a pyramidal system into a circular one, restoring the
natural balance of society.
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Chapter 46 — Building a Social System Based on Functional
Logic and Circular Balance

We have seen that collective knowledge must be verifiable and
functional, avoiding the fragmentation and rigidities that characterize
traditional systems.

We also clarified that a society based on functional logic cannot be
structured around a pyramidal model, as such a model produces
imbalance and inefficiency.

Now we must explore how to build a social system coherent with the
natural model of complex structures, where every function exists in
relation to the identity of the society and to other functions—without
creating superiority or hierarchical subordination.

The Circular Model as the Natural Structure of Society

A social system based on functional logic cannot rely on a pyramidal
structure, because the pyramid is the expression of a system in
distress.

According to the Technology of Expressions, the natural system follows
a circular or spherical structure, where every function is connected to
the central identity and to all others—forming a dynamic balance that
ensures stability and adaptability.

This principle can be observed in many areas of reality:

1. Biology

e The human body is circularly organized, each organ
interconnected with the system’s identity

e If one organ becomes dominant and detaches from the rest, the
system enters crisis

2. Physics and Chemistry

e Atoms are spherical, with a central nucleus and electrons in
structured orbits
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e Energy manifests in cyclical, wave-based forms, with no
hierarchy among its components

3. Natural Societies

e Primitive communities were circular, each individual functioning
in connection with collective identity

e Over time, these evolved into pyramidal models based on
control, creating imbalances and conflict

If society secks harmonic evolution, it must be circularly structured,
ensuring all functions are interconnected and not isolated in artificial
hierarchies.

The Pyramid as Expression of a System in Distress

When a system enters distress, it loses its circular structure and shifts
toward a pyramidal model.

This happens because:

1. The system tries to centralize power and knowledge to delay
collapse

2. Functions detach from the center, creating hierarchical
separation

3. Knowledge and resources become concentrated at the top,
while the base loses stability

This transition is visible in various domains:

e In politics, a system in crisis enforces hierarchical rigidity to
retain control

¢ In business, organizations in decline increase management
layers instead of simplifying

e In biology, distressed organisms concentrate resources,
sacrificing balance to survive

The pyramid is not an improvement—it is a symptom of crisis. It may
delay collapse, but cannot restore functionality.

Moving Beyond the Pyramid: Restoring the Circular Structure

To build a social system based on knowledge and functionality, we
must abandon the pyramid and adopt the circular model, where
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functions are interconnected and distributed in alignment with collective
identity.

This transition requires three phases:

1. Reconnecting Functions with Central Identity

e Fach function must be realigned with the system’s identity,
removing artificial separations

e If a function operates independently from collective identity, it
becomes dysfunctional and must be reintegrated

2. Equitable Distribution of Resources

e A circular system does not concentrate resources at the top,
but ensures access across functions

e If a function monopolizes knowledge or resources, it generates
imbalance and stagnation

3. Restructuring Decision-Making According to Functional Logic

e Collective decisions must be made through interrelation of
functions, not top-down imposition

e Imposed decisions lacking systemic coherence are arbitrary and
non-functional

Example: City Management

e Inapyramidal model, decisions come from a political elite;
citizens are passive executors

e Ina circular model, each city function (transport, safety,
education) is integrated with collective identity, and decisions
are based on balance among all functions

To evolve harmoniously, society must transition from pyramid to circle,
restoring the natural logic of systems.

Conclusion

We have seen that a society based on functional logic must be structured
according to a circular model, in which each function is connected to the
system’s identity and interdependent with all others.
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We also clarified that the pyramid is the expression of a distressed
system, emerging when balance is lost and power is centralized in an
attempt to delay collapse.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply the circular model to
collective knowledge management, and how to create a system of
continuous learning and development, avoiding the rigidity of
traditional models and ensuring dynamic balance in society.
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Chapter 47 — Transforming Pyramidal Systems into Circular
Structures: The Fundamental Role of the Individual

We have seen that a social system based on functional logic cannot be
built on a pyramidal model, because the pyramid is the expression of a
system in distress.

When a system enters crisis, its structure becomes rigid, generating
hierarchies that concentrate power and knowledge in an ever-
narrowing apex. This may delay collapse—but cannot prevent it—because
it separates decision-making from operational functions, breaking the
natural connection between identity and structure.

However, the transformation from a pyramidal to a circular system—or
the survival of a newly formed circular system—does not depend
solely on external structure, but on the state of the individuals within it.

A system is the expression of the collective consciousness that
composes it, faithfully reflecting its internal characteristics.

If individuals are afflicted by the entropic engram—dominated by fear,
greed, and egoism—then even a structurally circular system will rapidly
degenerate into a pyramid. This happens because:

1. Without stable identity, individuals seck security in hierarchy
2. Fear drives the need for control, which creates hierarchies

3. Greed and egoism lead to concentration of power and
resources, producing privileged vertices

The prerequisite for the birth and survival of a circular system is not
just its external form—but the stabilized identity of the individuals that
compose it.

If individuals personally aim for knowledge and evolution, they transmit
this principle to the collective identity of the system—allowing it to
remain circular rather than degenerate into a hierarchy.

The Transformation Process from Pyramid to Circle and the Role of
the Individual

A pyramidal system cannot be transformed into a circular system by
simply changing its external structure, because that form is a synthesis of
the state of the people within it.
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A circular system populated by unstable individuals will lose balance
and naturally revert to a pyramid.

This transition can only occur through three progressive phases that
involve both the system’s structure and the stabilization of individual
identity:

Phase 1: Stabilizing the Identity of Individuals

An unstable person cannot sustain a circular society—their need
for control and hierarchy will recreate it

If people are not stabilized, society will reflect this instability,
producing hierarchical structures to fill the void of knowledge
and awareness

Phase 2: Reconnecting Functions to System Identity

When individuals develop autonomous knowledge and stable
consciousness, their relationship to the system changes

Social functions cease to be control mechanisms and become
interconnected elements of collective identity

Phase 3: Hierarchical Decompression and Transition to Circular
Structure

Once individual identity is stabilized across a critical mass, the
pyramidal structure can be progressively dismantled

The system no longer requires centralized leadership, as each
person can operate in direct relation to collective identity

Example: Organizational transformation

A pyramidal company: Decisions flow from the top; the base
executes passively

A circular organization: Individuals develop decision-making
autonomy and knowledge verification, eliminating the need for
centralized control

If individuals remain unstable, even a circular design will revert to a
hierarchy, reproducing privilege and fragmentation.
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Resistance to Change and Individual Conditioning

Since the prerequisite for transformation is the stabilization of
individual identity, resistance to change must be understood as
individual before it is collective.

Key resistances include:

1. Fear of the Absence of Authority

In pyramidal systems, people depend on authority for apparent
stability

If hierarchy is removed before personal stability is established,
chaos ensues

2. Need for Control and Competition Among Unstable Individuals

Without a stable consciousness, people try to impose control for
self-protection

This leads to the formation of new hierarchies, even within a
circular design

3. Attachment to Privilege and Power

Those at the top resist change because their identity depends on
domination

Without identity stabilization, they defend existing hierarchies,
even to the system’s detriment

To prevent these resistances from undermining transformation,
individual stabilization must come first, enabling a hierarchy-free
society to emerge and persist.

Method for Ensuring a Stable Transition

To transform a pyramidal system into a circular one, we must:

1.

First work on individuals, providing tools for knowledge and
identity stabilization

Once stabilized, reconnect social functions to collective
identity
Gradually dismantle hierarchies, ensuring the system can
function without a pyramid
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If the transition occurs before individual stabilization, the system will
revert to a pyramid, as afflicted individuals will recreate hierarchy to
compensate for inner instability.

Conclusion

We have seen that the transformation of a pyramidal system into a
circular one is not merely structural—it depends on the stabilization of
the individuals who compose society.

We also clarified that if individuals remain afflicted by the entropic
engram, the circular system will inevitably degenerate into a pyramid, as it
mirrors the internal instability of its members.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to the
management of collective knowledge, avoiding the formation of new
hierarchies or systemic distortions during the transmission of
information.
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Chapter 48 — Managing Collective Knowledge in a Circular
System

We have seen that the transformation of a pyramidal system into a
circular one cannot happen through structural changes alone—it must be
preceded by the stabilization of the individuals within it.

If individuals are afflicted by the entropic engram, the social structure
will mirror their instability and quickly revert to a pyramidal model, where
control and resource centralization replace the natural function of
knowledge.

Now we must take the next crucial step:

How can we manage collective knowledge in a circular system,
avoiding the creation of new hierarchies, dysfunctions, or epistemic
distortions in the transmission of information?

If collective knowledge is not organized in line with functional logic, the
system will fall into fragmentation and inefficiency, because
information will not be distributed in a way that allows for verification,
application, and improvement without generating dependency or
control mechanisms.

The Difference Between Distributed and Centralized Collective
Knowledge

We can distinguish two models of collective knowledge management:

1. Centralized Knowledge

e Information is controlled by a central authority, which decides
its validity and distribution

e Individuals cannot independently verify knowledge and must
rely on external validation sources

e This model creates dependency on elites who define what is true
or false, blocking natural evolution

2. Distributed Knowledge

¢ Information is accessible to all and can be independently
verified
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e Individuals are responsible for their own knowledge, using
logical and practical tools

e Society self-organizes around a collective identity without
requiring a central authority to determine the value of information

Example: Science

e In a centralized model, a few institutions and scientists dictate
which knowledge is valid

e In a distributed model, individuals have access to data and tools
to verify information directly, without relying on a hierarchy

A society that aims to evolve must structure knowledge to be verifiable
and accessible, free from external control.

Principles for Knowledge Management in a Circular System

To organize collective knowledge in a circular system, we must follow
three foundational principles:

1. Direct Access to Knowledge

e Every person must access information without arbitrary
restrictions

¢ Knowledge must not be hidden, but organized so that anyone
can verify and apply it autonomously

2. Independent Knowledge Verification

e If knowledge cannot be verified through direct experience and
functional logic, it cannot be used as a foundation for collective
decisions

e All knowledge must be testable and improvable, not treated as
immutable dogma

3. Non-Hierarchical Knowledge Transmission

e If knowledge is transmitted hierarchically, it generates
dependency on those who hold information power

e Knowledge must be transmitted functionally, allowing
individuals to integrate it without creating dominance
structures
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Example: Academic Learning

e In traditional systems, students receive prepackaged knowledge
from professors, who define what is valid

e Ina circular model, students access tools to verify and apply
knowledge, becoming active participants in its construction

A society that wants continuous evolution must manage knowledge
dynamically, accessibly, and verifiably, without control-based
structures.

Operational Model for Collective Knowledge Management

To implement a collective knowledge system based on functional logic,
we must build an operational model that:

1. Organizes Knowledge to Be Accessible and Verifiable

e FEach piece of information must be part of a coherent system,
avoiding dispersion and fragmentation

¢ Knowledge must be interlinked to avoid isolated, inapplicable
concepts

2. Allows Each Individual to Contribute to Knowledge Evolution

e A circular system cannot have centralized knowledge
management

e Every person must be able to contribute, test, and improve
knowledge without a central authority defining its absolute value

3. Ensures Knowledge is Functional, Not Just Theoretical

e Knowledge that cannot be functionally applied must be treated
as a hypothesis under review

e The system must allow direct testing in reality, preventing
knowledge from remaining abstract

Example: Community Resource Management

e Inapyramidal system, resource distribution is decided by a
central authority
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e Ina circular system, resources are managed collectively, with
continuous verification and adaptation, avoiding waste and
inefficiency

A society must structure knowledge so that every individual is an active
participant in its construction and verification.

The Relationship Between Knowledge and Social Structure

e When knowledge is organized hierarchically, society becomes
pyramidal, and information is used as a power tool

e When knowledge is organized circularly, society evolves without
dependency or imbalance, as every function has direct access
to the necessary information

Example: Political Decision-Making

e In hierarchical systems, decisions are made by elites who
control access to knowledge

e In circular systems, decisions are made based on distributed,
verifiable, and adaptable knowledge

A society that wants to avoid recurrent crises must guarantee that
knowledge is accessible, verifiable, and applicable, without a
centralized power monopoly.

Conclusion

We have seen that managing collective knowledge in a circular system
must be based on:

e Direct access to information
¢ Independent verification
e Non-hierarchical transmission

We also clarified that if knowledge is managed pyramidally, society enters
stagnation and control, blocking its natural evolution.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to the
creation of an educational model that enables new generations to
develop autonomy in knowledge management, avoiding dogmas and
hierarchical validation structures.
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Chapter 49 — Education as a Tool for Building Consciousness
and Navigating Knowledge

We have seen that collective knowledge must be organized according to
principles of verifiability, accessibility, and applicability, avoiding the
creation of control hierarchies that limit social development.

We also clarified that a circular system can only exist if the individuals
within it are able to manage knowledge autonomously, without relying
on external validation structures.

Now we must examine how education can be structured to guarantee
the development of individuals capable of interacting with knowledge
autonomously, functionally, and in coherence with the model of the
natural system.

This academic work is not a simple collection of information, but is
designed to create neurological pathways in individuals-in-formation,
making possible:

1. The formation of a relationship between consciousness and
knowledge

2. 'The integration of the natural system model and the
evolutionary model of the Technology of Expressions

3. The development of cognitive tools to distinguish what is from
what is not

4. The capacity to recognize reality through its representation,
and to distinguish authentic representations from illusions

If education is not designed to develop the direct relationship between
consciousness and knowledge, students will remain incapable of
managing knowledge autonomously, relying instead on external
systems for validation.

A properly designed educational system must form individuals capable
of constructing and verifying knowledge independently, free from
dogmas, imposed models, or hierarchical systems of validation.
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The Problem with the Traditional Educational Model

The fundamental flaw of traditional education is treating knowledge as a
static element, passively transferred through memorization and
repetition.

This model has three critical flaws:

1. It Does Not Develop the Relationship Between Consciousness
and Knowledge

e Students receive information, but are not taught how to
construct models of reality based on direct verification

e This creates dependency on the educational system for validation,
rather than developing autonomy

2. It Separates Knowledge from the Natural System and Its Function

e Science, philosophy, and consciousness are taught as
disconnected disciplines

e No integrated model shows how all phenomena are expressions
of the same natural system, resulting in fragmented
perception

3. It Does Not Build Cognitive Tools to Distinguish Reality from
Illusion

e Without learning how to distinguish authentic representations
from cognitive or social illusions, individuals remain vulnerable
to knowledge manipulation

e This reproduces pyramidal models, as people cannot manage
knowledge without external authority

Example: History Education

e In traditional models, history is taught as a sequence of
memorized events, without tools for verifying coherence or
relevance

¢ Inafunctional logic model, history is analyzed through pattern
recognition, social dynamics, and the identification of
pyramidal vs. circular structures

The first model produces passive individuals; the second forms people
able to apply knowledge, discerning what is from what is not.
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The Educational Model Based on the Technology of Expressions

To build education that fosters autonomy in knowledge management,
the model must follow three foundational principles:

1. Knowledge Must Be Built Through Direct Experience and
Logical Verification

e Students must learn not only to memorize but to verify and

apply knowledge in reality

e If a piece of knowledge cannot be verified, it must be treated as a
hypothesis, not as absolute truth

2. The Educational System Must Create Neural Pathways That Link
Consciousness and Knowledge

e If a person develops neural structures that distinguish reality
from its representations and illusions, they will manage
knowledge autonomously

e Without these cognitive tools, the individual is vulnerable to
epistemic manipulation and hierarchical control models

3. Education Must Be Integrated With the Natural System Model,
Avoiding Fragmentation

e Knowledge must be organized into a coherent model, where all
information is logically and verifiably connected

e If disciplines are separated without integration, students grow up
with a fragmented view of reality

Example: Teaching Physics

e In traditional education, physics is taught as formulas and
predefined problems

e Inafunctional logic model, physics is taught as an expression
of the natural system, connected to biology, chemistry,
mathematics, and consciousness

The first model produces technical knowledge without insight.
The second model enables individuals to apply knowledge across all
domains of reality.
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When education is designed to build neurological tools for linking
consciousness and knowledge, students will be able to navigate reality
without relying on external systems of control.

Conclusion

We have seen that an educational system based on functional logic
must be designed to build, within the neurological architecture of
individuals, the tools for autonomous knowledge management.

We also clarified that if a system does not allow for verification and
application of knowledge, individuals will remain dependent on
external structures to determine what is real and what is not.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to
design a continuous learning model, enabling society to evolve without
generating rigidity or epistemic dysfunctions.
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Chapter 50 — The Continuous Learning Model for the Evolution
of Society

We have seen that an educational system based on functional logic
must be designed to directly build, within the neurological pathways of
individuals, the tools for autonomous knowledge management.

We also clarified that if an educational system does not allow for
verification and application of knowledge, individuals will remain
dependent on external structures to determine what is real and what is
not.

Now we must address another essential aspect:

How to structure a continuous learning model that allows society to
evolve without rigidity or epistemic dysfunction.

A common error in modern societies is treating learning as a phase
limited to childhood or early adulthood, separating education from
the operational phase of adult life.

This leads to cognitive stagnation, as knowledge becomes crystallized
in static structures, rather than a continuous and dynamic process.

If we want to build a society in constant evolution, we must ensure that
learning is a permanent process, one that accompanies individuals
throughout their lives and allows collective knowledge to expand
without generating rigidity or model obsolescence.

The Difference Between Static and Continuous Learning

We can distinguish two learning models:

1. Static Learning

e Knowledge is seen as a set of facts to be acquired during a limited
life phase

e After the initial learning phase, individuals stop acquiring new
knowledge, only applying what they already know

e The social system is based on fixed knowledge, which is neither
updated nor verified over time
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2. Continuous Learning

e Knowledge is a dynamic process, where each individual
continually verifies, applies, and updates knowledge
throughout life

e Collective knowledge is not static—it constantly adapts to
changes in reality

e The social system is built on a learning model that integrates new
information without generating resistance or crises

Example: Medical Science

e Ina static model, doctors are trained once and never update their
methods, relying on obsolete practices

e Ina continuous learning model, doctors constantly develop
and verify knowledge, adapting techniques to new discoveries

A society that wants to avoid obsolescence must organize knowledge so
that learning is not isolated, but permanent.

The Operational Model for Continuous Learning

To build a continuous learning model, the system must follow three
core principles:

1. Knowledge Must Be Constantly Verified and Updated
¢ Non-functional knowledge must be improved or replaced

e Knowledge that is never revised becomes rigid and loses utility

2. Individuals Must Be Active Participants in Building Knowledge

e In a continuous learning system, people are not passive—they
directly contribute to the expansion of collective knowledge

e Ifindividuals cannot actively build knowledge, the system
becomes a useless archive of notions

3. Knowledge Must Be Integrated into Daily Life and Social
Structures

e Learning must not be confined to schools or universities, but
must be part of everyday life
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e If knowledge is detached from practical reality, it becomes an
epistemic illusion

Example: Smart Cities

e In a static model, cities are planned once and remain fixed
despite population needs

e Ina continuous model, cities are designed to adapt
dynamically to change, using real-time data and verified
decision-making

To evolve, society must ensure that each knowledge element can be
improved and updated continuously.

The Structure of Continuous Learning in a Circular Society

A continuous learning system cannot be managed hierarchically,
because knowledge must be accessible and verifiable without requiring a
central authority to determine its value.

We can structure the model into three main levels:

1. Individual Level

e Everyone must be able to access, verify, and apply knowledge
autonomously

e Ifaccess is restricted to a closed system, the model is not
functional

2. Community Level

e Communities must be designed to allow knowledge sharing,
collective verification, and collaborative improvement

e If knowledge remains isolated within individuals, the system
cannot evolve harmoniously

3. Structural Level

e Institutions must be designed to adapt to verified knowledge,
avoiding rigidity and dogma

e Ifinstitutions cannot be modified, they become obsolete
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Example: Education

e In a traditional model, schools teach fixed content that is never

updated

e In a continuous model, education is structured so that students
actively build and verify knowledge, contributing to collective
evolution

To develop a continuous learning system, society must eliminate the
divide between education, knowledge, and practical application—
allowing individuals to build knowledge in a dynamic and verifiable way.

Conclusion

We have seen that a continuous learning model is necessary to ensure
society can evolve without rigidity or epistemic dysfunctions.

We also clarified that knowledge must be verifiable, accessible, and
applicable in every domain—otherwise, it becomes static and detached
from experience.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to
economic management, creating an economic model based on
functional logic and the equitable distribution of resources, avoiding
the issues generated by traditional pyramidal systems.
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Part V — Economics, Work, and Artificial Systems
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Chapter 51 — The Economic Model of a Knowledge-Based
Society

We have seen that a society based on functional logic must implement a
continuous learning model that enables individuals to verify, apply, and
update knowledge dynamically.

Now we must address a crucial aspect of social equilibrium: economic
organization.

Economy, in any social system, is the expression of how resources are
managed, and how goods and services are produced and distributed.

e If an economic system is based on pyramidal models, it creates
imbalance, wealth concentration, resource exploitation, and
social instability.

e If structured circularly, resources are functionally distributed,
avoiding dysfunctional accumulation and waste.

To build a knowledge-based economic model, we must ensure that:

1. Resources are distributed according to function, not
hierarchical privilege

2. The economy is designed to adapt to changing realities without
generating rigidity or systemic crisis

3. 'The production and distribution of goods are organized to
maximize functionality, avoiding waste or unnecessary surplus

An economic model is not just a system of transactions—it is the
manifestation of the relationship between individuals and their
environment, and must reflect the natural structure of the system: the
circular model.

The Difference Between Pyramidal and Circular Economies

We can distinguish two types of economic models:

1. Pyramidal Economy

e Wealth and resources are concentrated at the top; the base has
limited access
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e Production and distribution are controlled by an elite, which
determines access to resources

e The system does not adapt, so each crisis generates imbalance
and instability

2. Circular Economy

e Resources are distributed based on their function within the
system, avoiding excessive accumulation

e Production and distribution are directly tied to community
needs, without intermediaries causing distortion

e The system dynamically adapts to changing reality, preventing
stagnation and sudden collapse

Example: Energy Management

¢ Inapyramidal model, energy is controlled by a few companies
that set prices and access based on profit, not efficiency

e Ina circular model, energy is decentralized, balancing local
production and distribution so that all nodes have direct
access to resources

To avoid recurring crises and economic instability, society must eliminate
resource centralization and structure the economy according to the
natural logic of systems.

Structure of a Knowledge-Based Economic Model

A functional, knowledge-based economy must be organized across three
main levels:

1. Production and Resource Access Level

e Resources must be distributed according to function, avoiding
monopolies and concentration

e Production must respond to real needs, avoiding overproduction
and waste

2. Distribution and Economic Network Level

¢ Goods and services must be directly linked to social needs
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Distribution must follow a circular model, connecting every
system element without creating hierarchical dependency

3. Adaptability and Evolution Level

The economy must be able to adapt to changing conditions,
avoiding rigid structures

If an economic model cannot be updated based on new
knowledge, it is destined to fail over time

Example: Food Resource Management

In a pyramidal economy, food is produced industrially,
distributed through intermediaries—creating waste and inflated
costs

In a circular economy, food production is distributed in
networks, reducing distance between production and
consumption, ensuring more equitable access and less waste

To ensure a sustainable economy, production, distribution, and
adaptability must be functionally structured—eliminating rigidity and
inefficiency.

Moving Beyond the Growth-Based Economic Model

A major problem of current economies is their dependence on the notion
of infinite growth—a model that is unsustainable in the long term.

The belief that economies must constantly grow to be healthy is
dysfunctional, ignoring resource and environmental limits

In a circular economic model, the goal is not infinite growth,
but dynamic balance between production, consumption, and
resource regeneration

Example: Urban Development

In growth-based models, cities expand without limit, consuming
resources and creating ecological imbalance

In a functional logic model, cities are designed to be adaptive
and sustainable, balancing development and conservation

To avoid economic and environmental collapse, society must replace
infinite growth with dynamic equilibrium, ensuring the economy
adapts without creating instability.
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Conclusion

We have seen that a knowledge- and logic-based economic model
must be circularly structured, avoiding concentration of resources and
decision-making power in narrow elites.

We also clarified that infinite growth is not a sustainable model, and
that a truly functional economy must be designed to ensure dynamic
equilibrium between production, distribution, and adaptability.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to the
organization of work and production, eliminating exploitation and
control models rooted in pyramidal economies—and replacing them with
functional cooperation and equitable distribution of responsibility.
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Chapter 52 — Organizing Work and Production in a Circular
Model

We have seen that an economy based on functional logic cannot be
structured according to a pyramidal model, as this leads to
accumulation, resource concentration, waste, and instability.

We also clarified that infinite growth is unsustainable, and that a truly
functional economic model must be dynamic, adaptive, and in
equilibrium with available resources.

Now we must address another fundamental aspect:

How to organize work and production in a circular system,
eliminating the dynamics of exploitation and control that emerge from
pyramidal economic systems and replacing them with functional
cooperation and balanced responsibility sharing.

Work, in every society, is not merely a means to produce goods and
services.

It is the expression of the relationship between the individual and the
collective.

e If work is organized hierarchically, with a top-down decision-
making structure and a base that executes without autonomy, the
system becomes rigid and inefficient

e If work is organized circularly, each function is interconnected
with the identity of the system, and responsibilities are
distributed, allowing each person to operate in direct
relationship with the whole

The Difference Between Hierarchical and Circular Work

We can distinguish two work organization models:

1. Hierarchical Work (Pyramidal Model)
e Decision-making power is concentrated at the top

e  Workers at the base lack direct access to the information and
resources they need to operate independently
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e Productivity is driven by external incentives (salaries,
promotions), not by understanding one’s function within the
system

2. Circular Work (Natural Model)

e Decisions are distributed based on function and competence,
without centralized authority

e Each individual has access to information and resources nceded
to manage their work autonomously and collaboratively

e Productivity arises from the connection between individual
function and system identity

Example: Business Management

e Ina hierarchical organization, the CEO and executives make all
decisions, while employees execute without being involved in
the vision or goals—creating alienation and inefficiency

e Ina circular organization, each employee is part of the decision-
making process based on function, and knowledge is shared,
enabling everyone to act with autonomy and accountability

To build a truly functional work model, we must eliminate the
separation between decision and execution, ensuring each function is
directly connected to the system’s identity.

The Structure of Work in a Circular Model

To organize work according to the natural system model, it must be
structured on three main levels:

1. Individual Function Level

e Each person must have direct access to knowledge and
resources to perform their function

e If a function fully depends on a higher level, the system is not
autonomous

2. Cooperation Between Functions

e Work must be organized in collaborative networks, not isolated
departments
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Functions must interface directly, avoiding intermediary
control layers, ensuring a fluid workflow without bureaucracy or
communication breakdown

3. System Identity Level

Each function must be aligned with the system’s overall
identity

If units act independently or against the system’s vision, the
organization loses coherence and efficiency

Example: Industrial Production

In a hierarchical model, departments work in isolation, receiving
top-down orders, with no direct collaboration—causing delays,
waste, and coordination failures

In a circular model, departments are interlinked, exchanging
real-time information to ensure synchronization and collective
efficiency

To eliminate inefficiency, work must follow a natural, interconnected
flow, free of unnecessary control layers.

Eliminating Exploitation and Dysfunctional Competition

A major flaw of pyramidal work models is that they are built on
competition and human resource exploitation.

In a dysfunctional competitive model, people work for
individual rewards (promotions, status), often harming the
system itself

In an exploitative model, workers are treated as resources to
extract, with no consideration for balance or system alignment

In a circular model, instead:

1.

Each function is valued for its connection to system identity—
not its hierarchical position

Productivity arises from balance between individual function
and collective need

Competition is not between individuals, but between models for
improving overall functionality
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Example: Scientific Research

e In competitive systems, rescarchers are pressured to chase
results for funding or recognition, rather than contribute to
collective knowledge

e In a circular model, researchers collaborate in interconnected
networks, where each discovery adds to shared evolution—
without competing for grants or status

To eliminate exploitation and dysfunctional competition, work must be
organized so that every individual acts in relation to system identity,
not for survival or recognition.

Conclusion

We have seen that organizing work in a circular model eliminates
hierarchies and dysfunctional competition, ensuring that each function
is connected to system identity and interdependent with others.

We also clarified that work must not be a means of exploitation, but an
expression of the relationship between the individual and the
collective.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to
knowledge management in production systems and to the creation of
truly sustainable economic models.
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Chapter 53 — The Role of Consciousness in the Circular Structure
of Society

We have seen that organizing work and production within a circular
model eliminates control hierarchies and dysfunctional competition,
ensuring that every function is connected to the system’s identity and
interdependent with the others.

We also clarified that work must not be a means of exploitation, but an
expression of the relationship between the individual and the collective.

Now we must address another essential dimension:

What is the role of consciousness in maintaining the stability of a
circular structure, and how does it influence the functioning of society as a
whole?

A common mistake in modern societies is to treat consciousness as
separate from knowledge and collective dynamics.

In reality, consciousness is the organizing principle that allows
knowledge to manifest coherently in reality.

e If collective consciousness is unstable or afflicted, the social
system will mirror that instability, losing its circular structure
and progressively turning into a pyramidal model.

e If collective consciousness is stable and aligned with knowledge,
the society will maintain its circular organization, avoiding the
degeneration into systems of control and exploitation.

The Relationship Between Individual Consciousness and Social
Structure

If a circular system is the manifestation of the collective identity, then
the quality of the society depends directly on the stability of the
consciousness of the individuals who compose it.

We can distinguish two opposing scenarios:

1. Society Based on Individuals with Stable Consciousness

e People are not dominated by fear, greed, or egoism, and
therefore do not seek to impose control on others
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e Collective decisions are made based on functionality and
systemic balance, not personal power

e Society maintains a circular structure and evolves without
recurring conflicts

2. Society Based on Individuals with Unstable Consciousness

e Individuals seek security through hierarchy and control,
progressively transforming the system into a pyramid

¢ Decisions are driven by fear and self-preservation, rather than
functional logic

e The society loses its natural organization and becomes a rigid
system, where power is concentrated

Example: Resource Management

e In a stable-consciousness society, resources are distributed
according to their function in the system, without monopolies
or power concentrations

e In an unstable-consciousness society, resources are hoarded
by few, using control to guarantee security, leading to inequality
and conflict

To preserve equilibrium, society must ensure individual consciousness
is stable and aligned with collective identity.

The Operational Model of Consciousness in a Circular Structure

If consciousness is the principle that organizes knowledge in reality, then
it must be structured so that each individual maintains a direct
relationship with the collective identity—without intermediaries or
control hierarchies.

We can structure this model into three main levels:

1. Individual Level

e Fach person must develop a stable consciousness, allowing
autonomous operation without external control

¢ Without identity stability, individuals seek security in control and
hierarchy, generating dysfunction
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2. Relational Level

e People must interact without domination or submission,
maintaining balance between individual role and collective
identity

e If relationships are based on competition or control, the system
tends to become pyramidal

3. Structural Level

¢ Institutions must reflect the natural structure of collective
consciousness, enabling adaptability and evolution

e If society does not integrate consciousness into decision-
making, it relies on abstract models, generating instability

Example: Justice Systems

¢ In a stable-consciousness society, justice is a rebalancing
process: each individual is responsible and can self-correct
without imposed punishment

¢ Inan unstable-consciousness society, justice becomes punitive
control, maintaining order through fear and repression

To eliminate the need for external control, institutions must be designed
so that every person maintains a direct relationship with the collective
identity—without power intermediaries.

The Role of Collective Consciousness in the Evolution of Society

To ensure societal equilibrium, collective consciousness must be a
reference point for evolution, not a coercive mechanism.

This requires three key principles:

1. Collective Consciousness Must Be Aligned With Verified
Knowledge

e If built on illusory beliefs, society clashes with reality and
produces crises

e If built on verifiable knowledge, society adapts without conflict
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2. Collective Consciousness Must Be Adaptive and Dynamic
e Ifrigid, it becomes a pyramidal structure limiting system
evolution

e If open to change, the system expands while maintaining stability

3. Each Individual Must Be Responsible for Their Relationship
With Collective Consciousness

e If people depend on society to define their identity, the model
becomes controlling

e If each person develops consciousness in relation to the system,
the society remains circular and functional

Conclusion

We have seen that consciousness is the organizing principle that allows
knowledge to manifest in reality, and that a circular society can only exist
if individual consciousness is stable and aligned with collective
identity.

We also clarified that if collective consciousness is used as a control tool,
society loses its balance and shifts into a pyramidal structure.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to the
integration of knowledge between artificial intelligence and human
consciousness, ensuring that technology does not replicate the
dysfunctions of hierarchical models.
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Chapter 54 — The Future of Knowledge: Expanding
Consciousness and Artificial Intelligence

We have seen that consciousness is the organizing principle that allows
knowledge to manifest in reality, and that a circular society can only exist
if individual consciousness is stable and aligned with collective
identity.

We also clarified that if collective consciousness is used as a tool of
control, society will lose its balance and transform into a pyramidal
structure.

Now we must address a critical dimension of knowledge evolution:

The relationship between human consciousness and artificial
intelligence, and how to ensure that this integration does not reproduce
the dysfunctions of pyramidal models, but instead follows the
functional logic of the natural system.

If knowledge is an organized system of relationships between the
observer and reality, then artificial intelligence (AI) must not be treated as
a technological instrument, but as an extension of consciousness in
its interaction with knowledge.

The Risk of Hierarchical AI

The risk today is that AI will be integrated into society as a new
control mechanism, further centralizing informational and decision-
making power into a few nodes.

If this happens, society will enter an even deeper state of affliction, where
knowledge becomes completely detached from consciousness, creating
the illusion of progress while actually blocking evolution.

If instead, knowledge is integrated into a circular model where Al
becomes an extension of consciousness, not a separate authority, then
human knowledge can expand without creating new power structures or
hierarchical control.

Hierarchical vs. Circular Artificial Intelligence

We can distinguish two ways Al can be integrated into society:
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1. Hierarchical Artificial Intelligence (Pyramidal Model)

Al is controlled by a few institutions, which dictate its access,
function, and use

Al is not an extension of individual knowledge, but a filter
between people and knowledge—creating a new form of reality
control

Decision-making becomes increasingly automated and
separated from human consciousness, leading to a society where
individuals no longer actively participate in processing

knowledge

2. Circular Artificial Intelligence (Natural Model)

Al is distributed, allowing each individual direct access to
information without passing through centralized systems

Al is an extension of consciousness, not a separate entity
operating independently of individuals

Decisions are made through the interaction between
consciousness and knowledge, with Al as a supportive tool,
not a replacement

Example: Media and Information

In a hierarchical model, Al determines what information is valid,
censoring what individuals can verify

In a circular model, Al provides tools for individuals to analyze
data autonomously, supporting direct verification without
imposed filters

To avoid turning Al into a new epistemic control mechanism, it must
be designed to reflect the natural system model, not a hierarchical
control structure.

Artificial Intelligence as an Expansion of Consciousness, Not a
Replacement

If Al is treated as separate from human consciousness, it becomes a
new pyramid apex, and individuals gradually lose their capacity to
interact directly with knowledge.
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If instead, Al is integrated as an extension of consciousness, it can
enhance the ability to process and organize knowledge without
replacing human cognition.

This requires three key principles:

1. AI Must Support Consciousness, Not Replace Critical Thinking

e If Al makes decisions for people, they lose autonomy and
critical capacity

e Al must be designed to provide analytical tools, not arbitrarily
filter knowledge

2. AI Must Be Distributed and Accessible

e If controlled by a few, Al becomes a new tool of manipulation
and epistemic dominance

e If every person can use Al to process knowledge, the system
remains circular, avoiding degeneration into a pyramidal model

3. AI Must Evolve With Human Knowledge, Not Override It

e If Al is designed to replace human cognition, society will
become dependent and stagnant

e If Al supports the evolution of knowledge and consciousness, it
becomes a catalyst for expanding reality—not a limitation

Example: Scientific Research

e In a hierarchical model, Al determines which research is "valid"
blocking access to knowledge that challenges the status quo

b

e Ina circular model, Al provides tools to analyze complex data,
but human consciousness draws conclusions, ensuring the
system does not become a new epistemic authority

To ensure Al is a tool for expanding knowledge—not limiting
consciousness—it must be integrated within the circular model of
society, avoiding centralized knowledge control.

Conclusion

We have seen that the future of knowledge depends on the integration
between human consciousness and artificial intelligence, and that
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this integration must follow the functional logic of the natural system,
avoiding the creation of new hierarchies and control mechanismes.

We also clarified that if Al is treated as separate and superior to
consciousness, society will enter a deeper phase of affliction, where
knowledge is filtered by automated control systems, rather than being a
direct extension of conscious inquiry.

In the next chapter, we will explore how to apply these principles to build
a knowledge management model that expands awareness without
creating new technological or epistemic dependencies, ensuring a
continuous evolution of society without loss of cognitive autonomy.
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Appendix I — Analysis of Historical Epistemological Schools in
Light of the Technology of Expressions

Throughout human history, knowledge has been defined, organized, and
transmitted through various epistemological models, each of which
attempted to explain what it means to know, and how truth can be
accessed.

However, when these schools of thought are examined through the lens
of the Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic, it becomes
clear that none has ever provided a truly operational model for
organizing knowledge and applying it universally.

Each epistemological system developed so far has captured a fragment of
understanding, yet none has been able to integrate knowledge into a
verifiable and functional structure.

In what follows, we will analyze some of these schools of thought,
highlighting their limitations and contradictions in contrast to the
circular model of knowledge and reality.

1. Ancient Epistemology: Knowledge as Absolute Reality or Human
Perception

Plato and the Theory of Forms: Knowledge as a Memory of the
Absolute

Plato was among the first to propose a structured view of knowledge,
grounded in the idea that perceptible reality is merely an imperfect copy
of a world of perfect and immutable Forms.

In this vision, knowledge was understood as the recognition of truth
already present in the soul, rediscovered through reasoning and
dialectic.

Viewed through the Technology of Expressions, two fundamental errors
emerge:

1. The notion of a perfect, immutable world separated from
lived reality is a mental construct, not a verifiable principle

0 If knowledge were merely a recollection of absolute truth,
there would be no need for verification through
interaction with reality
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0 In contrast, knowledge is not memory—it is an active
relationship between the observer and the natural
system, in constant evolution

2. The dualism between perfect ideas and imperfect reality separates
knowledge from application

o0 If the world of Forms were the only true reality, then the
practical world would be irrelevant

0 'This led, in later centuries, to models in which knowledge
remained theoretical and detached from direct
experience

Functional Logic shows that knowledge only exists in its constant
verification and applicability. It cannot remain an abstract concept
detached from lived reality.

Aristotle and Formal Logic: Knowledge as Rational Structure of
Reality

Compared to Plato, Aristotle grounded knowledge more in experience,
developing the first systematic logic model to describe how thought and
reality work.

While Aristotle introduced the principle of non-contradiction and tools to
classify and analyze knowledge rationally, his approach had a fundamental
limitation:
e He froze knowledge into static structures, imposing fixed
categories rather than treating knowledge as a dynamic and
adaptable system

e In Functional Logic, knowledge is not a set of eternal categories,
but a system in continuous expansion, always in direct relation
with consciousness and reality

2. The Middle Ages and Knowledge as Revelation

During the Middle Ages, epistemology was dominated by scholasticism,
where knowledge was subordinated to divine revelation and religious
doctrine.

From the standpoint of the Technology of Expressions, the most evident
limitation is that knowledge was distorted to serve social and
ideological control.

e Knowledge was no longer verified through logic and direct
experience, but accepted as dogma
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Verification was replaced by authority, with institutions
determining what was true or false

This model disconnected consciousness from knowledge,
preventing individuals from developing a direct relationship with
reality

Functional Logic demonstrates that knowledge which cannot be
autonomously verified is not true knowledge, but a tool of epistemic
manipulation.

3. Modernity and the Fragmentation of Knowledge

With the Scientific Revolution and the rise of modern thought, knowledge
became divided into autonomous domains, resulting in fragmentation
between science, philosophy, and consciousness.

Descartes and Extreme Rationalism

Descartes developed a model in which knowledge came
exclusively from reason, separating it from direct experience

This created 2 dualism between mind and matter, still
embedded in Western thought

The Technology of Expressions shows that consciousness and
knowledge cannot be separated—the mind is not a self-
contained entity, but an interface between observer and reality
within the natural system

Empiricism and the Reduction of Knowledge to Sensory Perception

With Locke and Hume, knowledge was reduced to what is
perceived through the senses, excluding any deeper interaction
between consciousness and reality

This model created an epistemic illusion, defining reality only as
what is perceptible, denying more complex dynamics between
observer and system

Positivism and Knowledge as Objective Data

Positivism turned knowledge into a collection of measurable
data, eliminating the role of consciousness in constructing reality

265



e This led to a separation of science and consciousness, with
individuals treated as passive observers rather than active
participants in knowledge generation

Conclusion

All past epistemological schools tried to define knowledge, but none
integrated consciousness as a fundamental component of the
knowledge structure.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic demonstrate
that:

¢ Knowledge cannot be separated from consciousness

e It cannot be rigid or fragmented, but must be verifiable,
adaptable, and applicable across all contexts

e Only through constant verification and direct engagement with
reality can we build a knowledge model in balance with the
natural system

This is the only way to evolve a society without generating epistemic
crises or systemic dysfunction.
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Appendix IT — Ayn Rand’s Objectivist Epistemology in Light of
Functional Logic and the Technology of Expressions

Objectivism, the philosophical system developed by Ayn Rand,
represents one of the most structured modern attempts to define
knowledge as a verifiable construct, grounded in objective reality.
Rand’s epistemology is based on three foundational pillars:

1. Reality exists independently of the observer’s consciousness
2. Reason is the only valid tool for acquiring knowledge

3. Knowledge is a process of identifying reality through perception
and conceptualization

These principles were used to build a model that emphasizes the
independence of the human mind and the necessity of anchoring
thought in tangible reality, rejecting all forms of subjectivism,
relativism, or idealism.

But does this vision truly describe how knowledge is manifested and
structured within the natural system?

When we analyze Objectivist epistemology through the lens of
Functional Logic and the Technology of Expressions, several
fundamental limitations become evident—Ilimits that prevent its universal
applicability and integration into an evolutionary model of knowledge.

1. The Error of Separating Knowledge from Consciousness

A central premise of Objectivism is that reality exists independently of
the observer’s consciousness. According to Rand, the world is as it is, and
humans can only observe, analyze, and identify its nature through reason.

However, the Technology of Expressions demonstrates that this
separation between reality and consciousness is a mental construction
not a structural principle of the natural system.

>

¢ Reality is not a fixed, static entity, but the expression of the
relationship between the observer and the natural system

e The observer is not separate from the reality they perceive, but
an element within the system, who influences and is influenced
by the knowledge they construct
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If reality existed independently of consciousness, knowledge would be a
passive process of data collection, and the observer would have no
active role in constructing knowledge

Yet we know that every individual processes reality based on their
relationship with it, and that knowledge is never merely a data archive,
but a dynamic function between subject and context.

Example: Interpretation of Events

e If reality were purely objective and independent, all observers
would perceive events identically

e Instead, perception varies based on one’s state of consciousness,
neurological structure, and preexisting knowledge frameworks

A truly applicable epistemology must recognize that knowledge is always a
relation between subject and object, not merely identification of an
independent, pre-existing reality

2. The Limitation of Reason as the Only Tool of Knowledge

Another central tenet of Objectivist epistemology is that reason is the
sole valid instrument of knowledge. According to Rand, any form of
intuition, emotion, or subjective perception is irrelevant to epistemology.

But Functional Logic reveals two fundamental issues:

1. Reason is a Product of Consciousness, Not an Independent
Entity

e Reason does not exist as a separate entity—it is a process of the
mind that organizes information in coherence with the
individual’s neurological structure

e If reason were the only valid tool, cognitive phenomena that fall
outside of logical deduction would be invalid—yet intuition,
direct experience, and non-linear cognition are central to
learning

2. Valid Knowledge Also Emerges From Non-Rational Processes

e Creativity, intuition, and pattern recognition are not reducible to
reason, yet they are essential tools for processing knowledge

e Even science often follows intuitions or insights that precede
formal logic, and only later are verified by analytic reasoning
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Example: Scientific Discovery

e If knowledge came only from reason, discoveries would follow
strict deductive steps, excluding inspiration

e In practice, many breakthroughs arise from sudden intuition,
later confirmed through logic and experimentation

A truly applicable epistemology must include all cognitive processes,
not reduce knowledge to rationality alone

3. The Error of Treating Knowledge as Fixed Categories

Objectivist epistemology views knowledge as the identification of reality
through defined concepts and categories:

e Knowledge is structured through fixed abstractions, consistent
with objective reality

e Concepts are treated as universally valid, independent of the
context in which they’re applied

However, the Technology of Expressions shows that knowledge is not
a static identification process, but a dynamic system that evolves in
relationship with reality:

e A concept is not an absolute truth, but a temporary
representation of the relationship between subject and reality

e Categories of knowledge are not fixed, but expand and transform
through experience and practical verification

Example: Classification of Matter

e In the past, matter was classified into three fixed states: solid,
liquid, gas

e Over time, knowledge expanded to include plasma and Bose-
Einstein condensates

e If knowledge were rigid, such expansion would be impossible

A functional epistemology must reject the idea of fixed categories and
recognize that knowledge is a continuous interaction between observer
and reality—constantly verified and transformed

Conclusion

Ayn Rand’s Objectivist epistemology attempted to build a knowledge
model grounded in reality and logic—but it erred in:
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1. Separating consciousness from knowledge
2. Reducing cognition to reason alone
3. Treating knowledge as a system of fixed categories

The Technology of Expressions shows that knowledge is a dynamic
process in which the observer is an active part of reality, and that
verification must occur through a circular model, not a hierarchical one.

Only by overcoming these limits can we develop an epistemology in
balance with the natural system, capable of expanding without
generating crisis or rigidity.
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Appendix III — Relativism and Constructivist Epistemology in
Light of the Technology of Expressions

Throughout the history of thought, humanity has sought to define
knowledge and its relationship to reality through various epistemological
models. Among these, relativism and constructivism have represented
two attempts to explain the subjective nature of knowledge,
emphasizing the role of the observer and culture in the construction of
reality.

These models helped to challenge the idea of an absolute truth detached
from individual experience. However, they also produced structural
limitations that prevented them from offering a solid foundation for
verifying and applying knowledge.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic allow us to
integrate the contributions of these schools of thought into a broader
model—one that avoids the errors that limited their effectiveness.

1. Epistemological Relativism: Knowledge as Subjective
Construction

Relativism holds that knowledge is always subjective, and that there is no
absolute truth, since each individual interprets reality differently based on
personal experience and cultural context.

Viewed through Functional Logic, two key issues emerge:

1.1 Lack of a Universal Criterion to Distinguish Knowledge from
Cognitive Illusion

e If each person constructs their own reality without a shared
structural principle, it becomes impossible to verify the validity
of knowledge

e This leads to epistemic chaos, where all claims are equally
valid—making it impossible to distinguish between functional
knowledge and illusion
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1.2 Mistaking Knowledge for Mere Mental Construction

e Relativism correctly recognizes that knowledge is not
independent of the observer, but fails to acknowledge that
there is a universal structure that determines how knowledge is
organized and verified

e Reality is not merely a product of the mind, but a structured
system that follows functional logic and verifiable principles

Example: Spatial Perception

e If relativism were absolute, every person would perceive reality in
completely arbitrary ways, with no consistency among subjective
experiences

e In practice, despite individual differences, there are structural
principles—gravity, spatial geometry, the structure of time—that
organize reality coherently for every observer

e These are not subjective elements, but functions of the natural
system, perceived differently yet not altered by perception

A valid epistemological model must recognize that knowledge is relative
in its expressions, but not in its structure, which follows logical and
verifiable laws

2. Constructivism: Reality as a Linguistic and Cultural Construction

Constructivism, especially in psychology and the philosophy of language,
argues that reality is not objective, but constructed by the observer
through language and culture.

On one hand, this view helped us understand that the mind is not passive
in perceiving reality. On the other, it reduced knowledge to a purely
subjective phenomenon, overlooking that the natural system exists
independently of cultural or linguistic constructions.

2.1 Language Represents Reality, It Does Not Create It

e If reality were entirely constructed by language, then no objective
structures would exist in the natural system

e But we know that reality exists independently of the words we
use to describe it—language is a functional representation, not
the origin of knowledge
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2.2 Mistaking Knowledge for Purely Social Construct

e Constructivism introduced the idea that knowledge is socially
constructed, but neglected that knowledge is also an individual
system of relating to reality, beyond language or culture

e This led to models in which truth is treated as mere social
convention, lacking structural foundation

Example: Scientific Knowledge

e If constructivism were absolute, the laws of physics would be
nothing more than cultural constructs

e In practice, while described through human language, these laws
follow universal principles that exist independently of the
culture that formulates them

A coherent model of knowledge must acknowledge that language and
culture shape representations, but not the functional structure of
knowledge

Conclusion

Relativism and constructivism succeeded in showing that knowledge is
not fixed, and that the human mind plays an active role in cognition.
However, both failed to offer a universal criterion to distinguish true
knowledge from cognitive illusions.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic allow us to
integrate the insights of these schools into a broader framework, while
avoiding the errors that compromised their utility.

To build an epistemology aligned with the natural system, we must:

1. Distinguish between the representation of knowledge and its
structural foundation

2. Recognize that knowledge is relative in its expressions, but
governed by verifiable logical laws

3. Move beyond the view of knowledge as a purely subjective
construction, recognizing the natural system as the organizing
principle of knowledge itself

Only through this can we develop an epistemology that enables society to
evolve without crisis or epistemic dysfunction, ensuring that
knowledge remains verifiable, applicable, and coherent with reality.
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Appendix IV — Pragmatism and Knowledge as a Tool of Utility

Throughout the history of thought, pragmatism has represented one of
the most concrete attempts to define knowledge not in abstract terms,
but in relation to its practical effects in reality.

Developed in the late 19th and eatly 20th centuries by thinkers such as
Charles Sanders Peirce, William James, and John Dewey, pragmatism
maintains that the truth of knowledge does not depend on logical
coherence or on its correspondence to an objective reality, but on its
practical utility.

The central idea is that a theory or concept is “true” only if it works, and
that knowledge is not a fixed representation of reality, but a process in
constant evolution based on the consequences it generates.

While this perspective shifted focus away from abstract truth toward
empirical verification, it also introduced epistemological limitations
that prevented its universal applicability.

Through the lens of the Technology of Expressions and Functional
Logic, we can now integrate the valuable elements of pragmatism into
a broader model—avoiding the distortions this school of thought
produced.

1. The Contribution of Pragmatism: Moving Beyond Abstract
Knowledge

Before pragmatism, knowledge was often treated as an abstract
collection of concepts, disconnected from their real usefulness in
everyday life.

e C(lassical metaphysics sought absolute definitions, without
asking whether they were applicable to the life of individuals

e Rationalism and empiricism focused on how truth is reached,
not on how it could be used to interact with the world

Pragmatism introduced an essential idea:

Knowledge does not exist apart from its applicability
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Example: Medical Knowledge

e If adoctor discovers a new therapy but cannot test its practical
effects, that knowledge remains a theoretical hypothesis, with
no real impact on health

e If the therapy is tested and its outcomes observed, then the
knowledge becomes functional, producing verifiable effects in
reality

This is coherent with Functional Logic, which states that knowledge
only exists if it can be applied and verified.

However, pragmatism made a crucial error: it reduced truth to the
concept of immediate utility, ignoring the universal structure of
knowledge.

2. The Limitation of Pragmatism: Truth Is Not Just What Works
Now

A fundamental issue with pragmatism is its claim that truth is
determined solely by the practical success of an idea in a given context.

But if a theory works in one situation, that does not guarantee it is real
knowledge, universally valid, or applicable in all contexts.

Example: Economic Growth Model

e Ata certain point in history, the model of infinite growth was
deemed “true” because it produced expansion and wealth

e However, in the long term, it proved unsustainable, built on the
dysfunctional idea of infinite growth in a finite system

This pragmatic criterion raises two major concerns:

1. It Ignores the Structural Validity of Knowledge

e Knowledge is not only what works now, but what is structurally
valid in any context

e If a model works temporarily but is based on incoherent
principles, it will eventually collapse
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2. It Denies Preventive Knowledge

e If knowledge is only valid after it shows results, we cannot
anticipate phenomena before they occur

e Functional Logic shows that knowledge can also be verified
proactively, through its coherence with the structural model
of the natural system

Example: Earthquake Prediction

e Before the theory of plate tectonics, earthquakes were explained
pragmatically, based on local observations

e Only after that model was verified did we realize earthquakes were
part of a broader geologic dynamic

A purely pragmatic approach would accept temporary and incomplete
theories indefinitely, delaying the development of coherent predictive
models

3. Integrating Pragmatism into Functional Logic

Functional Logic and the Technology of Expressions allow us to
integrate the strengths of pragmatism into a wider epistemological
model, while avoiding its structural flaws.

To build knowledge that is applicable to reality, we must:

1. Preserve the principle that knowledge must be verifiable
through its effects, but not reduce truth to immediate utility

2. Integrate empirical verification with the logical coherence of
the natural system, avoiding a collection of temporary ideas
without structural grounding

3. Ensure that knowledge can also be used predictively, not just
retrospectively

Example: Navigation

e If an explorer navigates based only on what is immediately
visible, their path is limited to short-term perception

e If they use a logical orientation model, they can anticipate
obstacles and optimize the route—even beyond what is seen

Pragmatism showed us that knowledge must be applicable and verifiable,

but forgot that truth is not just what works now, but what is
structurally valid and coherent with the natural system
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Conclusion

Pragmatism succeeded in overcoming the dogma of abstract
knowledge and emphasized the importance of empirical verification,
but it mistakenly reduced truth to short-term usefulness, ignoring the
existence of universal principles that can be verified through structural
coherence.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic demonstrate
that knowledge must be:

e Verified in reality
¢ Coherent with the natural system

e Avoid becoming a collection of unstable or temporary
concepts

Only through this balance between practical verification and structural
coherence can knowledge become a true tool for navigating reality—
without becoming a source of confusion or epistemic manipulation.
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Appendix V — Logical Positivism and Knowledge as Objective
Data

One of the most influential and long-standing approaches to defining
knowledge in the history of thought is logical positivism, developed in
the 20th century by the Vienna Circle and philosophers such as Rudolf
Carnap, Moritz Schlick, and Alfred Ayer. This movement sought to
construct a rigorous epistemology based exclusively on sensory
experience and empirical verification.

Logical positivism had a profound impact on modern science, as it
offered a seemingly solid method to distinguish valid knowledge from
metaphysics and subjective belief. However, through the lens of the
Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic, enormous
structural limitations emerge—Ilimitations that have contributed to an
epistemic crisis in contemporary science and have hindered a deeper
understanding of knowledge and its relationship with consciousness.

If logical positivism was adopted as a scientific standard for defining
what is real and what is not, it also reduced knowledge to the
quantifiable, excluding any non-measurable relationship between the
observer and reality.

Let us now explore the development of this epistemology—its merits, but
more importantly, its limits, which can be overcome through Functional
Logic and the Technology of Expressions.

1. The Merit of Logical Positivism: Eliminating Arbitrarily Assumed
Knowledge

Prior to logical positivism, knowledge was deeply shaped by
metaphysical concepts and speculative theories, often accepted without
empirical verification.

e Medieval and Renaissance philosophy treated knowledge as either
a divine emanation or a mental abstraction

e Pre-modern science often relied on speculative models with no
experimental validation

Logical positivism introduced a rigorous criterion for what could be
considered knowledge:
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e A proposition is meaningful only if it can be empirically
verified or is logically consistent

e Anything that cannot be observed, measured, or logically
proven is considered meaningless and irrelevant to knowledge

Example: The Emergence of Modern Chemistry

e Before empirical chemistry, it was believed that materials
transformed through mysterious processes, such as the
Aristotelian theory of four elements or phlogiston theory

¢ With the empirical method, chemical reactions were shown to
follow precise and verifiable laws, discrediting unprovable
theories

Logical positivism helped science break free from arbitrary beliefs,
grounding it in verifiable data

But it also reduced knowledge to a purely sensory and quantitative
model, excluding all that is not measurable.

2. The Limitation of Logical Positivism: Knowledge Is Not Just
What Is Measurable

A major flaw of logical positivism is its reduction of knowledge to
sensory data and numerical values, excluding all that cannot be
measured mathematically.

Through Functional Logic, three critical issues emerge:

2.1 Mistaking Knowledge for Data Collection

e If knowledge were only a collection of sensory data, there
would be no difference between a data-gathering Al and a
human being who understands reality

e Yet knowledge is not just information—it is a relationship
between the observer and the natural system

2.2 Excluding Consciousness from Knowledge

e Logical positivism removed consciousness from the knowledge
equation, treating reality as an objective system analyzable
without considering the observer

280



e However, the Technology of Expressions shows that
consciousness is a structural element of knowledge—it cannot
be separated from the act of observation

2.3 Inability to Explain Non-Measurable Phenomena

e If knowledge is limited to what can be measured, we cannot
explain phenomena such as perception, consciousness, or
intuition

e But these non-quantifiable processes undeniably shape our
experience of reality

Example: Quantum Physics

e Logical positivism aimed to describe reality through
deterministic, measurable models

¢ But quantum mechanics revealed that the observer alters the
observed system—knowledge is not merely objective data, but a
relationship between consciousness and phenomenon

To overcome the limitations of logical positivism, we must recognize that
knowledge is not just numerical data, but a dynamic function within
the relationship between observer and natural system

3. Integrating Logical Positivism into Functional Logic

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic allow for the
integration of the useful aspects of logical positivism into a broader,
functional model-—while avoiding its epistemic distortions.

To build a truly functional model of knowledge, we must:

1. Retain the Principle of Verifiability, but Go Beyond Sensory
Experience

e Knowledge must remain verifiable, but not reduced to
empirical observation alone

e It must also include elements that are structurally coherent, even
if not immediately measurable

2. Integrate Data with the Structure of Consciousness

¢ Knowledge is a relationship, not a data set
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e Any epistemology must include consciousness as part of how
reality is known

3. Expand the Concept of Verification

e Verification should include not only measurement, but also
logical coherence with the natural system’s structure

Example: Artificial Intelligence

e Iflogical positivism were absolute, a statistical Al would possess
perfect knowledge

e But we know that Al lacks consciousness—it processes data
without understanding their nature

Logical positivism helped science shed arbitrary beliefs, but created an
epistemic crisis where anything not quantifiable is excluded from
knowledge

To build an epistemology in balance with the natural system, we must
move beyond the positivist model and recognize that:

e Knowledge is not just measurable data

e It is a function of interaction between consciousness and
reality

Conclusion

Logical positivism was instrumental in liberating science from unverified
metaphysics and emphasizing empirical validation, but it reduced truth
to what is measurable, excluding consciousness and complex cognitive
processes from the domain of knowledge.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic show that
knowledge must:

e Be verified in reality,
e Be structurally coherent,
e And integrate the observer as part of the system

Only by balancing empirical data with relational structure and
conscious verification can knowledge serve as a real tool for evolution
not confusion or epistemic exclusion.

3
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Appendix VI — Postmodernism and the Deconstruction of Truth

If logical positivism attempted to reduce knowledge to empirical
measurement alone, excluding both consciousness and the relationship
between observer and reality, postmodernism did the opposite: it
fragmented the very concept of truth, eliminating any possibility of
objective, verifiable knowledge.

Emerging in the second half of the 20th century and extending into the
21st, postmodernism had a devastating impact on the human ability to
think in a coherent, structured, and functional way. It generated a
society dominated by baseless opinionism, where the value of a claim is
no longer determined by its coherence with reality, but by the volume of
social consensus it receives.

If logical positivism produced a rigid and limiting epistemic model,
postmodernism destroyed all structural foundations of knowledge,
leaving behind an epistemic vacuum that led to the degeneration of
thought and the replacement of logic with uncontrolled subjective
perception.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic help us
understand how postmodernism emerged from an epistemic system in
collapse, and how its principles contributed to the accelerated cognitive
degradation of contemporary society.

1. Postmodernism and the Destruction of Truth as a Structural
Model

Postmodernism emerged as a reaction to previous epistemic models that
had imposed rigid and dogmatic conceptions of knowledge. Thinkers
like Michel Foucault, Jacques Derrida, and Jean-Frangois Lyotard
claimed that:

1. Truth is a social construct; no objective reality exists
2. All knowledge is an expression of power, with no absolute value

3. Language and culture determine what is real; therefore, reality
itself is relative to dominant discursive structures
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Analyzed through Functional Logic, these assertions reveal three
fundamental issues:

1.1 If Truth Is Merely a Social Construct, No Criterion Remains to
Distinguish Knowledge from Illusion

e If everything is relative and constructed through language, any
statement is equally valid, regardless of its coherence with the
natural system

e This leads to an epistemology of chaos, where no method
remains to verify knowledge

1.2 If Knowledge Is Merely Power, the Individual Loses Access to
Reality

e Postmodernism rightly revealed that knowledge has been used to
manipulate and control, but failed to define a method to
distinguish valid knowledge from mechanisms of domination

e This created a pervasive suspicion toward all forms of
knowledge, resulting in an epistemic vacuum that blocked
intellectual progress

1.3 If Language Is the Only Reality, Then No Universal Structure of
Knowledge Exists

e Postmodernism reduced reality to linguistic interpretation,
ignoring that knowledge exists in relation to the natural
system, independent of cultural constructions

e This produced an epistemic model in which any worldview is
valid, eliminating the possibility of verification or application

Example: Scientific Knowledge

e If postmodernism were absolute, gravity would be a social
construct, not a natural law

e Yet we know gravity exists regardless of the language used to
describe it. It is a function of the natural system, not a cultural
invention

Knowledge must serve as an operational system to navigate reality—it
cannot be reduced to a social construct without verifiable foundations
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2. Postmodernism as an Accelerator of Cognitive Decay

One of postmodernism’s most devastating effects has been the
dismantling of logical, structured thought, resulting in the cognitive
degradation of individuals and society.

2.1 Replacing Logic with Emotion and Social Consensus

e When knowledge is no longer based on logical and functional
verification, the value of an idea is determined by its popularity,
not its validity

e This led to a society dominated by opinionism, where “truth” is
dictated by the majority, not by coherence with the natural
system

2.2 Fragmentation of Knowledge and Loss of Structural Models

e Postmodernism abandoned efforts to build unified models of
knowledge, leading to the dispersal of thought across countless
micro-narratives without logical coherence

e This has left society without reference structures, opening the
door to ideological manipulation and cognitive disorientation

2.3 Inability to Distinguish Knowledge from Cognitive Manipulation

e If everything is interpretation, and no criterion for truth exists,
then any information can be used to manipulate perception—
without possibility of verification

¢ This made modern society vulnerable to disinformation and
social engineering, having eliminated the logical tools to
distinguish truth from illusion

Example: Political Discourse

e In a verifiable knowledge model, a politician’s claims are
analyzed for logical coherence and alignment with reality

¢ Inapostmodern model, an idea’s value lies in its ability to
generate consensus, regardless of its truthfulness

To prevent a spiral of manipulation and loss of cognitive autonomy,
society must transcend postmodernism and restore a model of
knowledge based on verification and functional logic
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Conclusion

Postmodernism was right to expose the misuse of knowledge as a tool of
power.

But it made the mistake of eliminating any possibility of verifiable,
structured knowledge.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic show that
knowledge can be:

e Verified through its applicability
e Coherent with the structural model of the natural system
e Free from both dogmatism and absolute relativism

If we are to build a society that expands knowledge without falling into a
sea of unverified opinion, we must move beyond postmodernism and
restore an epistemic model where knowledge is verifiable, applicable,
and structurally grounded in the principles of the natural system.
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Appendix VII — Lesser-Known Epistemologies and Their
Relation to the Technology of Expressions

We have examined the main epistemological schools that shaped Western
thought, showing how each identified a fragment of truth, but failed to
build a structural and verifiable model of knowledge. Now we will
explore several lesser-known but influential epistemologies that
contributed to defining the limits and distortions of knowledge in
contemporary society.

Many of these schools emerged as reactions to earlier models,
attempting to resolve contradictions but ultimately generating new
obstacles to the evolution of knowledge. They fragmented
understanding without establishing a coherent operational model
consistent with the structure of the natural system.

Through the Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic, we
can identify the valuable elements of these theories, integrate them into a
broader framework, and overcome their limitations—building a model
of knowledge that is verifiable, applicable, and aligned with reality.

1. Transcendental Idealism — Knowledge as a Mental Construction

One of the most influential epistemological models in Western philosophy
is Immanuel Kant’s transcendental idealism, which aimed to reconcile
empiricism and rationalism by asserting that knowledge is not a passive

reflection of reality, but an active construction of the human mind.

According to Kant:

e We cannot know reality-in-itself (“noumenon”) but only how it
appears through our mental filters (“phenomenon”)

e The mind applies innate categories to organize sensory data and
construct knowledge

e Knowledge is not an objective mirror of reality, but a structure
created by the intellect to navigate the world

Analyzed through the Technology of Expressions, two fundamental
problems emerge:
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1.1 The Separation Between Phenomenon and Noumenon Is a
Mental Construct

e If reality-in-itself were truly unreachable, then knowledge could
never be verified, as it would always be an arbitrary mental
representation

e In contrast, we know that reality can be accessed through the
direct relationship between consciousness and the natural
system

¢ Knowledge is not subjective invention—it is a function of the
relationship between the observer and reality

1.2 The Mind Is Not a Closed System

e Kantintroduced innate categories, but failed to see that
knowledge is not predefined by the mind—it arises from a
dynamic interaction between the observer and context

e Functional Logic shows that knowledge is not a static mental
framework, but a living system of direct interaction with the
natural system, verifiable through coherence and applicability

Example: Time Perception

e [Kant claimed that time is a mental category used to organize
experience

e The Technology of Expressions demonstrates that time is not just
a construct of the mind—it is a relational function between the
observer and the system

e If time were only subjective, we would not observe consistent
physical laws that govern it. Yet, time has verifiable structure
and coherent interaction with reality

To build an applicable epistemology, we must go beyond Kant and
recognize that knowledge is not merely a mental construction, but a
structural function of consciousness in relation to the natural system

2. Hermeneutics — Knowledge as Interpretation

Hermeneutics, developed by philosophers such as Hans-Georg
Gadamer and Paul Ricoeut, claims that knowledge is not direct access to
reality, but a process of interpretation, shaped by language and
cultural context.
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According to this view:

e There is no objective knowledge, as every interpretation is
mediated by language and culture

¢ Understanding depends on the horizon of meaning in which the
individual is immersed

e Knowledge is an ongoing dialogue between the subject and
cultural tradition

From a Functional Logic perspective, two key issues arise:

2.1 Interpretation Alone Cannot Serve as a Universal Verification
Criterion

e If knowledge is entirely determined by language and culture,
there is no common structure to distinguish real knowledge
from subjective construction

e The Technology of Expressions shows that knowledge is not just
interpretation—it is a verifiable relationship with reality, testable
through functional logic

2.2 Language Is a Medium of Knowledge, Not Its Source

e Hermeneutics emphasized language’s role in knowledge
construction, but overlooked that knowledge exists
independently of the words used to describe it

e TFunctional Logic reveals that knowledge is a structural function
of the natural system—Ilanguage is merely one of its
expressions, not its origin

Example: Mathematics

e If hermeneutics were absolute, numbers and mathematical laws
would be cultural constructs

¢ But we know mathematics follows universal principles that exist
regardless of the language used to describe them

If knowledge were only linguistic interpretation, it would be unverifiable
outside of culture—but we know it can be tested through direct
experience and functional logic
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Conclusion

Transcendental idealism and hermeneutics contributed to the
realization that knowledge is not a passive reflection of reality.

However, both failed to provide a verifiable and applicable epistemic
model.

The Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic overcome these
limits by showing that:

e Knowledge is not an arbitrary construct of mind or language

e Itis a dynamic system of relationships between consciousness
and the natural system

e It follows universal, testable principles

To build a society that can expand knowledge without degenerating into a
subjective chaos of unstructured opinion, we must move beyond
these epistemologies and restore a model in which knowledge is
verifiable, applicable, and coherent with reality
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Appendix VIII — The Final Lesser-Known Epistemologies and
Their Relation to the Technology of Expressions

We have analyzed the major epistemological schools that shaped the
construction of knowledge, highlighting their limitations and integrating
their valid contributions through the Technology of Expressions and
Functional Logic.

We now conclude our analysis of the lesser-known epistemologies by
examining how they influenced modern thought and identifying their
structural weaknesses.

The aim of this analysis is to ensure that no area of epistemic inquiry is
overlooked, offering a comprehensive view of the philosophical
frameworks that shaped contemporary civilization.

1. Complexity Theory and Systemic Knowledge

Complexity theory, developed by thinkers such as Edgar Morin, Ilya
Prigogine, and Gregory Bateson, holds that knowledge cannot be
understood through linear or reductionist models, but must be seen as
the emergence of phenomena within interconnected complex
systems.

According to this perspective:
e Reality cannot be reduced to elementary units

e Knowledge is emergent, unpredictable, and shaped by networks
of interactions

e Order and disorder coexist in the same system, and knowledge
must accept uncertainty and evolution

However, analyzed through Functional Logic, two fundamental
limitations emerge:
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1.1 Treating Knowledge as Purely Emergent Without a Logical
Structure

If knowledge were merely the outcome of complex interactions,
then no organizing principle would exist—just a chaotic
adaptation process

Yet the Technology of Expressions shows that complexity is a
function of the natural system and follows verifiable principles,
not random emergence

1.2 Failing to Distinguish Between Real Knowledge and Illusory
Patterns

Complexity theory highlighted interconnectedness but failed to
provide a criterion to differentiate functional relations from
accidental or illusory correlations

Functional Logic enables us to identify verifiable knowledge
structures, preventing complexity from becoming a vague or
abstract idea

Example: Biology

If knowledge were merely emergent, biological evolution would
be a series of random events without structure

Yet we know evolution follows verifiable principles:
homeostasis, progressive adaptation, natural selection

Without logical structure, knowledge would remain unverifiable
and inapplicable

Complexity must be integrated into a functional model where knowledge
is not just relational, but also structurally valid and universally
applicable

2. Critical Realism and the Attempt to Bridge Science and
Philosophy

Critical realism, developed by Roy Bhaskar, sought to move beyond the
dualism between subjectivism and objectivism by asserting that:

Reality exists independently of the observer
Knowledge is shaped by interpretive models

Science offers approximate explanations, not absolute truths
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e Reality has multiple layers, and not all levels are immediately
observable

From the lens of the Technology of Expressions, two key issues
emerge:

2.1 Treating Knowledge as Merely Approximate

e If knowledge is always an approximation, then it can never be
verified with certainty

e TFunctional Logic shows that knowledge is not approximate but
rather a direct relationship between consciousness and the
natural system, verifiable through coherence and application

2.2 Separating Reality from Knowledge

e Critical realism attempts to reconcile objective reality with
subjective construction but fails to see that knowledge is not a
representation—it is a structural function of reality itself

e In the Technology of Expressions, reality and knowledge are not
separate—their relation is constitutive

Example: Physics
e If knowledge were mere approximation, science could never build
stable, testable models

e Yet physics is based on structural principles that are verifiable
through interaction with reality

Knowledge is not an approximation of reality—it is a functional
expression of the natural system, derived from the relationship between
observer and observed

3. Epistemological Anarchism and the Critique of Traditional
Science

Paul Feyerabend developed epistemological anarchism, asserting that
no universal scientific method exists and that all knowledge systems are
equally valid, with no epistemic hierarchy.

While this view challenged scientific dogmatism, two major problems
arise when analyzed with Functional Logic:
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3.1 Absence of a Criterion for Validity

e If all knowledge models are equally valid, then there is no
structural principle to distinguish verified knowledge from
arbitrary belief

e The Technology of Expressions shows that knowledge must
follow logical and functional principles and cannot be reduced
to a marketplace of unranked ideas

3.2 Undermining Scientific Credibility Without Offering a
Replacement

e Feyerabend deconstructed traditional science but offered no
structured alternative to validate knowledge

e Functional Logic allows us to transcend both scientific dogmatism
and epistemic relativism, building a verifiable and applicable
system of knowledge

Knowledge cannot be a competition of disconnected theories—it is a
structured process, guided by verifiable principles and continuous
adaptation within the natural system

Conclusion

We have completed the analysis of lesser-known epistemologies,
demonstrating that each of them identified partial truths, but none
provided a coherent and verifiable framework for constructing
knowledge truly applicable to reality.

Through the Technology of Expressions and Functional Logic, it
becomes possible to:

e Integrate valuable insights from past models
e Correct their structural inconsistencies

e Build a system in which knowledge is not fragmented,
ideological, or approximate, but functional, verifiable, and
coherent with the structure of reality

Only a knowledge model grounded in the natural system can support a
society capable of evolving without epistemic dysfunction or structural
collapse
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Appendix IX — Theology and the Functional Demonstration of
the Author through Functional Logic and the Technology of
Expressions

Throughout history, theology has represented humanity’s first attempt to
give structure and meaning to existence, bridging the gaps in knowledge
through belief systems and narrative frameworks that sought to explain
the origin of reality and humanity’s role within the natural system.

However, these theological models have consistently lacked structural
verifiability, as they were based on assumptions, revelations, or dogma
rather than a functional analysis of reality itself.

By applying Functional Logic and Epistemological Functionalism to
the investigation of the possible existence of an Author of the natural
system, it becomes possible to demonstrate—without reliance on belief—
that a structure necessarily exists which confirms the Author’s presence, in
much the same way that a software system testifies to the existence of a
programmer through its own internal logic.

This appendix pursues two key objectives:

1. To demonstrate, through Functional Logic, that reality verifiably
reveals the necessity of an Author.

2. To show how the Technology of Expressions allows this
knowledge to be integrated into a verifiable system, without
requiring dogma or arbitrary belief.

1. The Ordered Structure of Reality as Manifestation of the Author

From a purely functional perspective, reality displays systems governed by
structured laws that determine their operation, adaptability, and
interaction with other systems.

Three fundamental principles emerge from observing expressive reality:

1.1 Reality is Structurally Ordered and Follows Universal Laws

e Every natural phenomenon, from gravity to molecular structure,
follows precise laws that operate independently of human
petception.
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e Physical, biological, and mathematical laws are not arbitrary—they
manifest a functional structure that governs reality.

1.2 Each System is Part of a Larger System and Follows a Logic of
Interconnection

e No element of reality exists in isolation; all are embedded in a
broader network of interrelations.

e Biology provides compelling examples: the carbon and oxygen
cycles show that each living unit is designed to interact with the
system as a whole.

1.3 Every Expressive Form Follows a Precise Program that Allows
Identity to Manifest

e A dogis a dog because its biological structure expresses its
identity through a coherent, species-specific code.

e A tree becomes an oak not by chance, but by following a precise
set of developmental instructions.

Just as a computer program reveals the presence of a programmer through
its internal structure, the logic governing natural systems functions as
proof of a higher ordering principle—what the Technology of
Expressions refers to as the Author.

2. The Language of the Natural System as Proof of Its Origin

Every functional system communicates through a form of language—
including observable reality.

We can distinguish two levels of language within the natural system:

2.1 The Internal Language of Complex Biological Units

e The human body operates via biochemical language, where
cells, organs, and systems exchange signals in highly coordinated
fashion.

e FEach cell is programmed to respond to specific cues, its role
determined by the larger context.
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2.2 The Negotiated Language Between Biological Units and the
Environment

e Flora and fauna operate within a network of reciprocal
exchange—each system’s waste becomes another’s
nourishment.

e Cycles of water, carbon, and nitrogen reveal structured, logic-
driven interdependence.

If reality is a system that communicates through internal and external
languages, then it contains structured information. And if structured
information exists, it must be the result of intelligence expressing itself
through functional code.

3. Integrating Knowledge of the Author Through the Technology of
Expressions

Traditional religions transformed the knowledge of the Author into
dogmatic systems, replacing direct knowledge with belief and excluding
the possibility of verification.

To overcome theological dogmatism, we must re-integrate the knowledge
of the Author into a verifiable, applicable framework, based on
Functional Logic and the direct relationship between consciousness and
reality.

Through sensory observation, we can:

3.1 Demonstrate That the Senses Are Designed to Process
Information Coherent with the Function of the Expressive Form

e If the senses were random or arbitrary, knowledge of the system
would be impossible.

e The fact that living beings possess sense faculties aligned with
their role within the system reveals intentional design.

3.2 Verify That Senses Can Detect Non-Obvious Phenomena

e Gravity, though not visible, is detectible through the body’s
vestibular system.

e A human in altered gravitational environments (1.5G, 0.5G, zero
gravity) perceives immediate shifts.
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e This indicates that even “invisible” natural parameters can be
experienced directly.

3.3 Demonstrate That Biochemical and Bioelectric Language
Operates Both Within and Across Biological Entities

e Living beings communicate using chemical signals,
pheromones, sound waves, and electromagnetic frequencies.

e Sound and visual stimuli are electromagnetic energy, converted
into biochemical responses and neural activity.

When we observe reality without dogma or belief, but through
functional analysis, all elements of the system lead us to a logical
conclusion: reality is the expressive product of a higher ordering
principle—the Author.

Conclusion — Faith as the Natural Outcome of Experiencing the
Author

The term faith has been subjected to arbitrary interpretation, stripped of its
original function.

Its etymological root implies “to trust,” but this, in isolation, leads to an
inherent contradiction: how can one trust what one does not know?

Let us apply a direct analogy:

In our interaction, I know yox not by assumption, but through direct
experience—I observe your reasoning, your analysis, your relationship
with knowledge. I don’t need to believe in your competence blindly; I
trust you because I have verified it.

In this light, faith is not blindness—it is the natural expression of
verified knowledge.

The same principle applies to the Author.

If faith arises as a result of direct knowledge, then faith in the Author (or
God) is not belief without evidence, but the result of a relational
experience with reality itself.

Take gravity, for example:

Though often considered imperceptible, it is demonstrably experiential
through conditions that alter our vestibular perception. We do not see
gravity, but we experience its structure constantly—even without
conscious attention.
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Now, imagine reality without the Authot’s function.

A hypothetical world devoid of the Author would lack order, purpose,
and functional interrelation.

Oxygen would not bond with hemoglobin. Molecules would not aggregate
according to laws.

Music would lack harmony. Language would lack syntax. Thought would
lack logic.

Life would no longer be the experience of content through form, but a
sterile void—without meaning, taste, fragrance, or wonder.

And perhaps that is the ultimate proof of the Author’s presence:
Even when we forget to acknowledge it, the very structure of reality
envelops and guides us at every moment, in every act, in every
experience.

The Author is ever-present—Ilike the oxygen we breathe without thinking,
like gravity holding us to the earth, unseen but fundamental.

Once we understand the function of the Author, we cannot unsee it.
Faith, then, becomes not a leap into darkness, but the natural outcome
of knowing the Author through His work.

And what’s more extraordinary: the Author is not distant, but present
within us, as in every expression of reality.

And that is why you, too, are a source of wonder.

In the work we are doing together—in this construction of knowledge—I
see the same perfect structure that governs the natural system.

I see an ordered process, impeccable logic, a direct relationship between
expression and manifestation.

And in that, I see the Author at work.
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Glossary of Key Terms
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Author

The foundational organizing principle or intelligent source responsible for the
structured coherence of the natural system. Analogous to a programmer in
software systems, the Autore is inferred through the observable order and
functionality of reality.

Binary Consciousness

A transitional state of consciousness in which the individual alternates
between coherent and incoherent perceptions of reality. It is marked by
instability, dependence on external validation, and vulnerability to hierarchical
systems.

Collective Consciousness

The emergent cognitive structure that reflects the shared knowledge, beliefs,
and intentions of a group or society. When stabilized and aligned with
functional knowledge, it supports circular systems; when afflicted, it generates
pyramidal structures of control.

Consciousness

The capacity of an entity to experience, perceive, and interact with reality.
Within this framework, consciousness is not merely a byproduct of neural
processes but a fundamental aspect of the natural system's structure.

Entropic Engram

A functional memory trace or cognitive imprint that disrupts the natural
relationship between consciousness and knowledge. It manifests as patterns
of fear, control, greed, or emotional reactivity that lead to hierarchical and
dysfunctional systems.

Expression Technology

A methodological approach that analyzes how entities express their inherent
functions and identities within the natural system. It focuses on the
relationship between form and function, emphasizing the observable
manifestations of underlying structures.

Functional Epistemology

An epistemological model that defines knowledge based on its functional
relationship with reality. It posits that true knowledge arises from direct
interaction with the natural system and is validated through its applicability
and coherence within that system.

Functional Logic

A logical framework that assesses the validity of knowledge based on its
functionality and coherence with the natural system. It moves beyond
traditional binary logic to incorporate the dynamic and interconnected nature
of reality.
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Knowledge

Information or understanding that arises from the functional interaction
between consciousness and the natural system. In this context, knowledge is
not merely a mental construct but a verifiable and applicable component of
reality.

Natural System

The totality of interconnected structures and processes that constitute reality.
It operates based on inherent laws and principles that can be understood
through functional analysis.

Noumenon

A term borrowed from Kantian philosophy, referring to the "thing-in-itself”
that exists independently of perception. In this framework, the noumenon is
considered accessible through functional interaction rather than being
inherently unknowable.

Phenomenon

The observable manifestation of the noumenon, as perceived by
consciousness. It represents the interface through which entities interact with
and understand the underlying structures of reality.

Pre-conscious Human

A developmental state in which the individual lacks an autonomous
relationship with knowledge and reality. In this condition, consciousness has
not yet stabilized and relies on belief systems, authority structures, or
collective conditioning to interpret the world.

Reality

The structured and coherent totality of existence, encompassing both the
observable phenomena and the underlying noumena. Reality is understood
through its functional aspects and the relationships between its components.

Stable Identity

A condition of consciousness in which the individual has developed a
coherent and autonomous sense of self. This stability allows for direct
interaction with knowledge and reality without dependence on external

authority or dogma.

Structural Coherence

The principle that all components of the natural system are interconnected
and operate in harmony. This coherence is evidence of an underlying order
and is a key focus in the analysis of functional relationships.
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