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1.  THE GENERAL FUNCTIONAL FORM (GFF) 

Religion is the causality of conduct (Spengler). This recognition 

has a second layer of significance, it also reflects the fact that an 

introspective probing does not (and can not) stop until it reaches 

causal isolates. The only stable is the causal, so that our pushing to 

it to find satisfaction is in no sense a “choice." 

Now a causal form is characterized by a range of freedom, and a 

method of condensing that range, (Thus Newton's laws can be viewed as 

having as an implied range of freedom, arbitrary particle motion in a 

3 + 1 space). The range of freedom implicit in self-models is an 

aspect of them of deeply orienting significance which might be viewed 

as representing the form of a totality of possible interconnectedness 

it might effect (the environment and specializing characteristics 

being left out of account). 

From the point of view of subjective access, self-models are 

concerned with the herding of dreams, or patterns of linked 

associations. Thus, the related field of possibles is, in certain 

respects, viewable as a general functional form (GFF) of possible 

sensuous correlations or association. Such a form reflects the range 

of internal information processing (IP) possibilities. Environmental 

characteristics, plus the specific laws of nervous system operation 

are then used to condense this field. 

If this GFF is too narrow, it leads to cycling. Any GFF 

accommodates limited ranges of issues, but when the range is extended, 

if the GFF is too narrow to accommodate it, then adoption to one range 
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of facts, forces you into contradiction (X) with another. The result 

is a cycling effect, the study of which forces an enlargement of the 

field of possibles, or IP possibilities of the self-model. 

If the field of possibles is too great, then the set of negations 

available does not span it, and we can't act. This is another way of 

saying that it can never be too great, since we always do act. (An 

orienting analogy here is the relation of a line (act) to a set of 

conditions defining It in a hyperspace. If the dimensions of the space 

are too small, not all the conditions can be satisfied at once, and 

one "cycles," finding a different line (act) when different sub-sets 

of conditions are activated. If the dimensions of the hyperspace are 

too great, no specific line (act) ever gets defined. The subsets of 

negations applied to overly-restricted fields of possibles, tend to 

group themselves into the three classic types, associated with 

corresponding personality types, a fact reflected in the doctrine of 

the trinity, that helps clarify it in the modern context. Significant 

enlargement of the field of possibles is guided by the struggle for 

their reconciliation.) 

Now we will base our analysis about the specifically verbal IP 

possibilities, and bring in the sensual later in such a way as to 

clarify its place in generating verbal IP. The GFF will be regarded as 

first defined at the verbal level. This is in part a matter of 

definition whose correctness depends upon its success and usefulness. 

It is also in part a matter of fact, in that we experience 

distinctions in and as they effect verbal ordering. 
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Now this GFF turns out to be something very close to a self-model 

itself. Its core isolates have natural causal correspondences and 

determine the form of possible IP, or ranges of series elaboration of 

verbal possibilities relevant to existing issues. 

This GFF is a kind of grammar of thought. It has the status of 

transcendental orienting core of technology, that is reached at any 

given cultural or technical level, by reconciling associated 

analogies. The pinning down of these analogies is the result of a 

global synthesis that reconciles all competitive possibilities in a 

common syntax. The GFF is the form that emerges to coordinate the 

pressure of this latent synthesis, it is a method of introducing 

qualifying variables in a systematic way, so as to bring together the 

major bodies of discourse. 

The verbal GFF constitutes a basic word level model of brain 

operation. This GFF is then concretized by indirect means. An 

elaborate specialized physics syntax is defined, within which the GFF 

is identified, thereby concretizing it. This physics syntax takes on 

the form of the NS model of the previously cited papers, when adapted 

to this purpose.  

The sensuous is then tied in variously via a relation between the 

abstract ordering into which it enters (as for example that associated 

with the sensuous words it occasions) and corresponding features of 

the abstract ordering of the verbal model. 

The denotative function of words, although "abstracted" remains, 

from this point of view, a complex form basically on the sensuous side 
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of the ledger, aspects of whose abstract ordering are especially apt 

to be useful as points from which the leap of analogy can be optimally 

set up to span certain gaps. Complex aspects of the sensuous 

association of words and things, must not be confused with the 

abstract verbal ordering of the physics syntax, treated as unfelt. 

Denotation is one among many ways to make leaps between one type 

of abstracted sensuous ordering and another, which are very useful. A 

wide variety of such "premature" or limited leaps can be accommodated 

within the eye, corresponding to different IP possibilities of the 

brain. The demands of science burst the capacity of these merely 

sensuous analogies to handle issues. They force us to go to a non-

sensuous, purely abstract implied ordering, within which these 

sensuous analogies can be usefully located as special cases. These 

premature leaps (as for example those associated with each of the 

various schools for founding mathematics) all contain elements that 

must enter at once into a "synthesized" leap,-- in which the implied 

but unfelt abstract ordering is adequate for all leaps. Only from this 

implied ordering or syntax is any leap adequate, where all qualities 

are implicit at once. 

2.  THE LINEAR ORDERING 

The institution has roughly speaking the form of a self-

reinforcing cycle of operators. Entry into consciousness involves 

being taken up, in some sense, into these cycles, cycles are formed of 

linked correlations, variously defined. But just what it is that is 

correlated, and what it is whose separations bear these correlations, 
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and in what relation they stand to subjective categories, is a rather 

delicate matter. 

Consider for example, a routine behavior, as, say, plowing. The 

farmer plows each year, or turns his tractor at the end of every 

furrow. What "is" it that bears the felt correlation? If we say it is 

the non-subjective fact, we are taking syntactic distinctions and 

projecting them outward. There are very deep objections to the bare 

possibility of this. Things are not knowable in themselves. Matter 

itself is a transcendentally differentiable category and therefore, 

not knowable. To try to get at just what it is that is correlated, it 

would seem, we will have to look to categories more nearly related to 

function, that have some subjective character, or subjective 

qualification.  

As soon as we do this, other difficulties arise. If structure can 

not be projected outward, in any basic way, how can structure be 

defined at all? The key to this is to orient structure in relation to 

the ordering of motor emissions, organized as they are by relations of 

mutual exclusion. The assigned or space-like ordering fails, in that 

the abstract verbal order can not be separated from its human factor, 

its manner of emergence, and projected, in any fundamental or felt way 

— only in a secondary way as a shorthand for classes of time-like 

ordering effects. The linear (or time-like) ordering serves then as 

the basis for structure, a basis which has in it potentially 

subjective factors. 
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The mutually exclusive entities ordered, as operators forming 

part of a field of possibles, can be usefully systematized via space 

concepts, but these concepts have "meaning" only in and as they are 

used to compound the linear ordering which alone bears a felt 

structure. 

The correlations defining the institution appear thus as among 

these mutually exclusive elements, and space concepts such as things, 

appear as incomplete symbols whose usefulness is associated with their 

ability to compound with one and another in ways that are helpful in 

exhibiting the abstract ordering or correlations that appear as among 

these excluding entities. As part of the felt space they do not even 

exclude, but compete for entry into the formation of the excluding 

links. None of the felt space order actually has the sort of 

properties implicit in a projected order at all. If an ordering Is to 

be ultimately tracked down into the felt order for grounding, it has 

to be rooted in the time ordering. It is only in and as it is so 

rooted that the form has a transcendental root, that must remain as a 

special case in the next layer of differentiation, guiding it. 

The trick for getting at objective structure without projecting 

that structure outwardly, is merely to project the will, that is, to 

treat what is out there as merely a carrier of factors shaping the 

motor ordering. This is a way of representing what Carnap means when 

he says that the abstract structure of the verbalization tied down via 

its entry into denotation, is not something that is thereby or can be 

assigned externally, but is rather related to function, to person-

dependent factors and the will. 
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The external assignment of structure was closely related to the 

thing concept, with its mutual exclusion at a given point in space, 

and its continuity of identity. But the thing concept in this sense 

has collapsed, in modern quantum theory it possesses neither of these 

crucial properties. The excluding entitles that provide a basis for  

serving as carriers of correlates are the self-reinforcing paths cut 

out of the field of possibles. As apart from this emergence all latent 

order is lost in chaos, and there is precisely no structure left. 

There is no basic significant mutual exclusion that attaches to 

"things," that can make them carriers of correlations as projected. 

They do not have this status either subjectively or even objectively. 

The seemingly much weaker plank of the mutually exclusive acts that 

form part of institutional cycles, turns out to have the deeper 

orienting subjective root. The felt objective structure is thus 

oriented functionally in relation to their ordering. The structure 

that it carries in a formal way is thus ultimately one that Involves 

the will. 

Now as this abstract linear ordering is further examined, it will 

be seen that the felt "objective" categories defining or generating it 

come into conflict with one and another. The bridge of correlatable 

isolates that emerge as mutually exclusive out of the chaos, and carry 

the institutional links, is, at best, a rough and tumble affair. The 

structure is adequately defined for working purposes, but the 

correlations carried are ever undergoing reformation, along with their 

associated set of excluding carriers. 
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3.  THE VERBAL CORRELATE 

Now even this structure of excluding motor sets is far too fluid 

to form a final basis of orientation. The correlations it carries are 

not adequately individuated, and in conflict one goes back to another 

more specialized set of carriers, the word itself. The method of 

separation the excluding motor acts represents is correct, but what 

determines the basis of orientation in so shifting a pool as that of 

subjective awareness, is what features of its ordering are most 

invariant, out of which the others can be compounded, or their 

ambiguity filled in. The carriers of the more invariant correlates, 

force us to treat and so "feel," or read out, the lesser ones as 

conditional and derived. 

Thus, as physics progresses, old physics models become special 

cases of the new, and old isolates, simple in the old model, become, 

as special cases, highly complex.  

The take-over of the motor ordering by the word is a closely 

related phenomena. The motor defined correlations, where in X, drive 

up verbal ones which are effective power-wise in breaking the X, when 

motor ones are not. The motor factors become treated as part of the 

occasions of appearance of verbal correlations, and the word itself 

emerges as the only correlatable isolate. It is the only isolate 

adequately individuated so as to carry controlling or invariant 

correlations (relative to the given technical level). Now the 

character or status of other local or potential carriers of correlates 

depends on what happens in breakdown situations, that is, upon whether 
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or where they break down. As compulsions of the mind they can break 

down only when another more invariant substitute set has emerged that 

allows us to introduce needed qualifications they could not. (Kuhn) 

But when we do that, the old features emerge as derived parts 

contributing to the conditions of emergence of the new, more invariant 

carriers of correlation, which by implication redefine or qualify the 

status of the form distinctions in relation to themselves. Since they 

are less invariant, the conditions of their appearance as 

institutional elements involves the more invariant elements they 

engage and via which these conditions are traced or represented. 

The carriers of the controlling or invariant correlations, 

provide, via the mutual exclusions that shape up their individuation, 

an indirectly implied definition of the status of "lesser" forms. 

To say that the word is the only concrete correlatable 

(subjective) isolate, is to say that others are overstated, or lost in 

the chaos and not subjective. Others exist for us, or are real, only 

as a part of the verbal ones, for the mind does not stop with them, 

but experiences them as part of machinery evoking the verbal ones, and 

not coming to rest except via these. 

When we examine the readout procedures implicit in the everyday 

practice of verbalizing, we see that when correlations, as will, are 

felt as dependent on other also internalized correlations the readout 

correspondingly differs. The basic felt correlations, out of which we 

reconcile others when in conflict, as unqualified compulsions of the 

court of last resort, set the form of readout of other transferences 
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of motor patterns of more local relevance, much as the meaning of 

special theorems in mathematics is oriented by basic assumptions from 

which they are derived, which assumptions are felt as the deeper 

orienting compulsions.  

The collapse of the thing concept in physics brought down the 

last stronghold of space projection of verbal structure and forced us 

to orient it in relation to itself via the individuality of the 

mutually exclusive words themselves, and an associated causal view of 

that ordering which related it to function. Not even via the thing 

does the felt reach to vestiges of fully person-independent structure, 

that can ground. As grounding structure involves a link to the felt at 

some stage, the linear ordering is all that is left. The "world" is 

something indirectly implicit in the systematization of that ordering, 

which, as subjective, is experienced as derived from its most 

invariant correlations, that help us find and reconcile the self-

reinforcing paths hidden off in the chaos. Feeling has an inherent 

heuristic content, and reflects, in its readout, the hierarchy that 

contributes  to its shaping via the resolution of its latent X's. The 

law-giving Kantian status of the word is a function of the invariance 

of the correlations which the word carries, that is, their ability to 

stop or serve as the bottom for opening X in the court of last resort, 

sealing off the field of possibles. The verbal correlates are what 

serve as the felt bottom as subjectively traced out, under the impact 

of modern scientific self-criticism. 

What is regarded as "real" is what exhibits invariance under a 

class of transformations. The most deeply orienting class of 
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transformations is that of the differentiation process itself. Under 

this process projection of abstract felt ordering jumps wildly, but 

the linear or time-like rooting of that ordering retains its status as 

orienting special case, defining a type slot, and associated 

individuated feeling, that opens transcendentally (as recognized in 

scholastic doctrines of angels). 

These verbal correlates are the natural points of linkage with 

the brain model in the full interpretation of subjective access, as 

needed or implicit in the model-building practice of modern science. 

The word is the spectroscopy of the brain. The delicacy with which it 

can reflect in its ordering, when properly trained, the smallest 

changes in internal wiring, or internal state of excitation, makes it 

a probe potentially unequalled, once we know bow to break open its 

encoding, as we did that of spectral lines. 

We will now consider the GFF, more concretely, as a GFF of 

possible verbal orderings, and consider how it ties into the earlier 

physics model of motor ordering.  

4. THE VERBAL NS MODEL 

The verbal NS "model," like physics "models," is a translation 

procedure, rather than a model in any pictorial sense. It is a theory 

for relating steps in the narrowing of competitive or semi-random 

verbal emission, with changes in underlying wiring diagrams of the 

brain, effected at synapses. 
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The theory also provides for the generation of new randomness due 

to new conditions or the breakdown of old "solutions" due to 

elaboration, and for the "creation" of new words, or mutual 

exclusions, via the isolation of new channels that repeat, and the 

coalescing or foreshortening of previous qualifying factors of the old 

vocabulary, when such leads to reduced information processing via 

steps of reduced RS. 

We will go as far in paralleling the earlier motor NS model with 

the verbal one, as we easily and profitably can, and then make the 

jump to the earlier model. The presentation here is especially 

sketchy, as it assumes in developing the parallel a knowledge of the 

earlier model. The distinction implicit in starting with verbal (not 

motor) RS, is one of great importance in systematizing the forms of 

subjective access. If we try to read out in motor terms direct, the 

procedure serves well enough in discussing the psychology of apes, but 

the gap when applied to specifically human readout forces 

overgeneralization at every point, and endless cycles of X’s, as does 

any model with an inadequate field of possibles. Though it simplifies 

in ways the initial presentation, this leads to piles of awkward 

requalification later of all points made, in order to tie into 

subjective access. In the end it is far easier to accept starting in 

with the added qualification from the first. 

There is a deep detachment in the word’s relation to its 

subjective world, that must be taken into account. The word may be 

secondary and serve the preverbal world of silence taken as a whole, 

but it rules ever sub-part, and its subservience to the whole is very 



 

13 
 

nearly a self-imposed one, depending upon profound overall or mystical 

insights into the differentiation process, in order to secure the non-

self-interference of such restraint. 

The verbal reformulation starts with a verbal chain model, 

reflecting the orienting place of past history in defining the class 

of correlates brought into internal competition. The parallel 

competitive configurations are then further analyzed into verbal 

random searches (VRS) and verbal relative dominances (VRD) that stop 

them. This framework defines the GFF of possible correlations in its 

broadest aspects. 

The determiner of the VRD is the "steady state” (SS) condition, 

related to the category repetition, and, ultimately, to institutional 

significance. Institutional status, or repetition, is an ideal never 

reached, but it is implicit in and orients the readout procedures as 

an ideal (struggled towards), since as internalized any given link is 

encoded as universal until it comes into X. Relative to future 

technical levels, much of the readout as felt must ever be overstated, 

and always in some senses overdone. 

Now the VRS and VRD are themselves, imbedded, so to speak, in the 

underlying motor RS and RD. The underlying motor gestalts provide a 

basis for the individuation of the verbal RS, and special predigested 

cues for their stopping, or the setting up of verbal RD. The motor 

side thus acts as a sort of filter, a pre-digestion process, for the 

verbal. 
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But most important is the relation of verbalization to imitative 

coupling (IC) and group response. The verbalization serves us a 

representative to the group of the underlying personal motor RS, which 

induces in the group this RS as their own RS. This elicits behavior 

optimized to stop it, as by the emission of sounds correlated to the 

needed behavioral counterparts, telling how to atop the RS, or 

actually doing it for the person or child, etc. It is this group 

involvement in the local personal RS, achieved via the word, which is 

the basis  of the word’s emergence as a special case of the general 

narrowing of RS function. It provides a way to bring quickly into any 

body of the group, successful RD isolated anywhere in the group. 

The strength and potential specificity of the IC involvement 

sexually shaped, is the foundation of the family. It is also the 

source of special internal RS in the motor gestalts, that is most 

intellectually productive, the only form of RS that leads to elaborate 

openings of deeply person-independent type. 

The group bond is so deep, and the verbalization function so all 

pervasive as a source of shaping of motor patterns and so of 

underlying motor gestalts, that it quite subordinates all sub-aspects 

of the motor gestalts in its elaboration, so that the motor RS can 

almost seem subordinated to the verbal. The small difference, however 

(as in "almost a lady"—Wilde) is everything. 
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5.  CHANNELS, FACILITATION, INHIBITION 

Now the over-all operation of the brain can perhaps best be 

viewed, for purposes of identification of verbal readout, in terms of 

channel formation and channel release.  

A given behavior is locked in via the set of negations (N’s) that 

send small deviations from this behavior back into it. This set of 

negations defines a channel in the field of possibles. Small 

deviations from a channel all excite further RS, and hence serve to 

lock in the shaping N's. That N's come in channel shaping sets, has as 

one of its subconsequences the phenomena of reciprocal enervation. The 

self-reinforcing paths hidden off in the field of possibles are well 

distinguished from one and another. (Part way between opening the door 

and sweeping the floor is chaos).  

The institution exists as patterns of correlation among 

adequately individuated channels. The process of resolving X's, is the 

problem of series elaborating the old excluding elements so as to find 

a way to further individuate them to a point where the correlations 

they carry no longer conflict. The sensuous is this reforming 

intermediary capturing the resolution in history. The sensuous 

generates (or recreates) the resolving verbal correlates via a 

foreshortened process of acting out the X, to catch in history the 

relevant causal correlate itself, which alone resolves. The occasions 

hiding these resolving correlates are sensitively implied or evoked, 

or engaged, and so drawn out of their nearly secure hiding place in 

the field of possibles, by the motive force of the X itself. 
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Now when the set of negations is inconsistent, one has 

alternation before emission, or internal RS. It is such RS that are 

read out as questions and what stops them as answers. These internal 

RS are in a sense searches for channel release, they are searches for 

paths through that are not negated out. As such, they are a search for 

negations of negation (NN's) in Hegel's phrase. The search for channel 

release, as NN is the basic form of the inner thought process, that 

the word helps catalyze. 

The relation of electrical to subjective uses of terms inhibition 

and facilitation needs clarification, and is a crucial factor in 

developing an adequate translation procedure. All facilitation is 

followed by inhibitions, so that the mere fact of inhibition does not 

distinguish anything. What is crucial is the nature of the cues 

controlling the inhibitions, and whether they are activated before or 

after emission of the associated act. Now all inhibitions can (as in 

forethought) appear as parts of combinations effective before 

emission. What is crucial is whether or not, and if so under what 

circumstances, the inhibiting cue becomes activated only after 

emission. The search for channel release is not the same as a search 

for a present emission. Channel release occurs when a path is found to 

an emittable act under "proper" circumstances. It is only emittable 

acts can serve to stop basic motor RS. It is only they are or can be 

correlated to basic stop RS areas. Hence, one aspect of the need for 

channel release. 

Thus, roughly speaking, acceptance is inhibition after emission, 

and rejection is a "universal" inhibition before emission. 
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These are the more nearly factual sides of selectivity. The 

emotional sides are also related to types of inhibition. Pleasure is 

generally associated with inhibition of basic sources of RS, and pain 

or rage with inhibition of the final output areas, which block 

emission. Pain can also be associated with specific sources of 

facilitation of positive RS, or pleasure with positive release from 

inhibition of final output areas.  

Thus, electrical facilitation or inhibition can be felt as either 

or both subjective facilitation and inhibition, depending on its 

relation to sources of RS and final output areas. 

On the whole, however, electrical facilitation is perhaps more 

apt to be associated subjectively with the more neutral non-selective 

function of tying together past historical sequences, and electrical 

inhibition associated with the selective functions. Although both are 

involved in both functions, the facilitation is as Pavlov points out 

the less labile and more specific of the two. The distinguishing 

feature of the selection tends to be associated with an inhibition, 

whereas the distinguishing neutral features of specific historically 

induced openings tend to be associated with facilitation. 

In relating the verbal function to the given subjective 

situation, it is important to remember that we can only unfold a very 

limited aspect of this subjectivity at a time. Analysis has to begin 

with the end product, and work backwards. It starts with the final 

behavior to be explained, and abstracts it or breaks it up into pieces 

only far enough to accommodate the specific alternative whose 
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competition is in question. Then one works forward again relative to 

this quite specific RS, to explain the emergence of the given 

dominant. It is a method which, basically, only works after the fact. 

It could never be used to bypass the human brain on significant 

issues. But, given the de facto answer, it is generally possible after 

using considerable ingenuity, to represent the necessity of its 

emergence with respect to any given range of alternatives. Multiple 

such steps, compounded, account for the whole present gestalt, and the 

human repertoire. But, of course, they can no more be kept in mind at 

once, than one can write a biochemical formula for the human body. 

They are only indirectly implicit in the translation procedure.  

The above are some brief comments on the verbal NS model, and the 

problems of its adaptation to the motor NS model, to systematize 

readout procedures. We will now examine some verbal interaction 

effects more specifically. 

6.  VERBAL INTERACTIONS 

Life can be brought under the theory of games. To do so we regard 

the available moves as mutually exclusive allowed acts or words. We 

can then write down a tree function for the game and define within it 

a goal function, as the search for the self-repeating paths within 

this tree.  

Regarding the tree elements as words, we see that the search for 

repetition, or institutional form, is an ideal never reached, but it 

nevertheless orients the struggle. Superficially, it might seem that 

repetition is what is "avoided" rather than searched for, but this 
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represents a misunderstanding of the word repetition. Until we reach 

repetition, the problem holds our attention. Once we reach repetition, 

the repeated aspect goes underground, and is used to orient other X 

where repetition falls. When repetition occurs, we pass out of thought 

into action. Repetition is always a very foreshortened "subconscious" 

form. In a sense to reach repetition is to have the point disappear 

from our center of attention. Nevertheless, it remains the implied aim 

of any given X. 

Felt meaning is always associated with some (usually routine) 

failure of precise repetition, a recreation of the old insight out of 

some remnant of chaos in foreshortened form, a sort of foreshortened 

inner historical recapitulation. The felt meaning is thus reciprocally 

based on the rejected paths or words. 

Despite all this general talk, what the talk is "about" may seem 

hard to specify. We are speaking of emergent verbal correlates, but 

the sort of correlates one finds by examining words, though important, 

remain at a level far from meaning. Verbalization is highly redundant 

and organized by grammatical compulsions, which lend themselves to 

formulation as specific, and class, correlates. But where or in what 

form are "meaningful" correlates compounded? Are not words linked 

almost any which way within these limitations? 

The key to this conundrum is the question and answer procedure 

(QAP) itself. The basic forms of verbal crystallization are the 

question and answer procedures themselves, or the dialectic in Hegel's 

sense. 
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In the mathematical game of epsilon, it is crucial who goes 

first. Is it "given any delta we can find an epsilon," or is it "we 

can find an epsilon such that for any delta?" A similar crucial 

distinction must be kept in mind regarding the definition of 

institutional correlates. Given a set of RS we can find resolving 

correlates, but the reverse is not true. There are no such correlates 

and associated “grounding simples" to be found, not even a partial 

set. This merely relative provisional character of the institutional 

plank is not very satisfactory. The boat of life is always leaking 

somewhere, and, relative to a distant enough future will some day leak 

everywhere. But it is just adequate in practice, we have been able to 

repair the worst leaks as they grew dangerous, and it is the best we 

have.  

Thought is verbal behavior, or discoursive. The truth is enacted 

as word, and embodied in this IP method. The basic institutional 

correlates are verbal. The real world constitutes the reciprocal 

individuating machinery of this abstract ordering, defining or 

generating or conditioning the dominant, in relation to the rejected 

paths. Subjective character is a function of place in the linear 

ordering. 

It is a strange fact that these adequately individuated isolates 

should be ultimately theoretic in character (as their content becomes 

explicated in the court of last resort). It is related to the fact 

that only causal isolates are invariant enough to stop further RS 

openings, or self-questioning. This forces a series elaboration of the 

"feeling" and its successive qualification, until closing correlates 
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are reached. As such closing correlates are verbal, and the closing or 

fixing of place occurs via the verbal engagements of the series 

elaboration, the feeling becomes oriented as theoretic. 

When IP is not minimal, X's occur till it is pushed to a minimal 

form, which, considering the variety of occasions to which modern 

technology exposes any adjustment, occurs only at a direct causal 

level of correspondence of the CR formations. Thus, the channel-like 

character of repeating paths leads to the centrality of the linear 

motor ordering. The reconciliation of these forces up the deeper 

individuality and controlling status of the verbal one. It makes the 

verbal ordering take on theoretic form. Such fully reconciled 

correlations must be laid down deliberately as the resolution of wide 

classes of X’s. It is these interaction properties of the word as 

resolving catalyst that give it its subjectively "meaningful" 

character, not any special self-consciousness. 

The verbal, and motor, root to which interaction or conscious 

probing pushes, is past history itself. As imitatively coupled in, 

this represents the "system" of the earlier causal outlook of our 

fathers, which added leisure, and the advantage of starting where they 

end, lets us elaborate a bit further to net a new crop of X's. 

To view the subjective as a machinery of interlinkage of words. 

seems paradoxical, especially in view of its constant fluctuation. 

Should not "machinery" be definite? But the act is defined via 

convergence, in what is, basically, a statistical mess. Most paths 

just lead off into the chaos, lose their links to the social order, 
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and become meaningless. It is only in relation to a small core aspect 

where convergence occurs among these competitive overdone universals, 

that meaning is oriented. The many ambiguous floating aspects converge 

variously in the individuality of the verbal order itself. It is only 

via their relation to the verbal order that these floating fluctuating 

aspects can be related to one and another at all. It is the most 

invariant correlates orient the lesser ones. The subjective pieces are 

only adequately correlated to one and another for present technical 

needs via the word, as a central skeleton. 

7.  VERBAL DIFFERENTIATION 

Institutional correlates are transcendentally improved. The 

verbal QAP provide the repository of the last stage, but they are ever 

being opened, via the X, as correlations extend, or elaborate, 

creating new occasions. New words emerge with new heuristic 

distinctions, and the foreshortening of old repeated forms, as old 

occasions are split up in new contexts with the incorporation of added 

qualifying variables. 

The ambiguity point is the action point. It marks the bottom of 

aesthetic awareness. The X is not part of this sea of ambiguity, 

rather it is a part drawn out of the sea, associated with the 

inconsistency of two positive implied predictions. There are no 

degrees of X. It either is or is not. This is a special case of the 

more general recognition of the clarity of the God relation in 

mystical tradition, as our relation to our own subjectivity. Even what 
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is called “confusion," is, when carefully analyzed, merely a type of 

clear order as subjectively oriented. 

It is the social X drives significant model-building openings. 

Most X’s or pain just cover routine aspects of the old field of 

possibles, when represented. It is only (and always) the basic social 

X's that force the enlargement of this field. 

The old meta-models, used to systematize the dominant verbal 

emissions, represent flywheels with great stored momentum or psychic 

force. What does not fit in with their predictions excites intense RS, 

in order to fill in an implied missing knowledge. Only after all such 

searches fail, is not fitting into the predicted dominant interpreted 

as due to meta-model errors. Even within physics proper these meta-

models are of such great weight that many good experimenters do 

experiments blind, not knowing what their answers mean till after, in 

order to protect against a "twiddling" that stops only when "right" 

answers are found. 

Such dangers are, of course, even greater in life in general, 

where the RS induced by the meta-models lead to endless "sentimental” 

distortions. It is precisely the manyness of such distortions that 

distinguishs them, and protects us against them. Oneness of will is 

found only in the truth, a deeply guiding subjective criteria. 

The physics root, representing unqualified universals, and 

secondarily characterized by oneness of will, is pushed too for 

resolution, but it is not itself a grounding, objectively. Rather the 

X is the grounding, and the meaning of the now felt must be rooted, 
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via the leap of analogy that faith makes, in a causal insight yet to 

be discovered, and indirectly implied in the form of the X, as that 

resolving it. 

This leap is, again, best defined in relation to the sensuous 

verbal handles that feelings induce. Implicit in the search for a 

leap, is the assumption of a reconciliation via identification of 

place deeper in the universal model of the field of possibles, than 

had been previously penetrated. No leap of analogy short of this 

resolves, but this full leap of faith to an unqualified resolution, 

the highest demand of perfection, or inner consistency, does.  

Life, as Spengler said of Kierkegaard, is reduced to word music. 

The accepted blind "pushy" fight, so essential to artistic tension and 

the very possibility of aesthetic self-regulation, the accepted fight 

which at first looms so painfully at the core of the jazz beat, is 

internalized with laughter. It quite casually sweeps out even war 

itself, into the vast opening ranges of curiosity, the transcendental 

chambers of the word, the paradox of whose sensuous presence is 

eternally funny. 


