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What's This About?  
This document presents A+theism, a unified philosophical framework that aims to resolve the 

persistent contradictions between science, religion, and morality. Within this system, Mioism 

Plus refers specifically to the metaphysical theory of everything—an ontological model of 

reality, consciousness, and structure—while A+theism as a whole includes the broader ethical, 

epistemological, and societal components.  

The goal is not to introduce a new religion, but to offer a rational, testable, and falsifiable 

worldview that replaces arbitrary dogma with a coherent, integrated theory of consciousness, 

ethics, and the universe. This framework respects scientific rigor while addressing areas 

materialism fails to explain, such as the existence of subjectivity, intentionality, and free will. 

Unlike traditional materialist views that treat consciousness as an accidental byproduct of 

matter, A+theism begins from the premise that proto-conscious structure is foundational to 

existence. It asserts that meaning, agency, and moral reasoning are not illusions, but emergent 

properties of a probabilistic, self-organizing metaphysical substrate.  

This approach does not merely seek to describe phenomena, but to enable better systems for 

human flourishing, AI development, ethical decision-making, and cultural integration. It tackles 

core philosophical questions: Why is there something rather than nothing? What grounds 

morality without recourse to authority or relativism? What is consciousness, and why does it 

exist? A+theism proposes it is time to upgrade both spiritual and scientific worldviews into a 

new architecture of understanding—one that integrates empirical knowledge with the lived, 

subjective dimension of experience, and fosters cooperative development of civilization. The 

following pages elaborate this framework, beginning with Mioism Plus—the metaphysical 

base—and proceeding through theories of consciousness, time, and free will, culminating in its 

implications for ethics, religious reformulation, and societal design. 

 

The Breakdown of Existing Worldviews  

Overview 

Historically, worldviews have been taught not for their truth value, but for their usefulness in 

shaping behavior. Whether through religious doctrine or secular ideology, dominant systems 

tend to promote beliefs that serve the interests of those in power. As a result, individuals are 

often handed self-validating or self-defeating frameworks, optimized for obedience or stability 
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rather than epistemic integrity. A+theism rejects this norm. It starts with the premise that truth-

aptness—not emotional comfort or institutional utility—must be the guiding principle of any 

legitimate worldview.  

It argues that the dominant intellectual paradigms of our time—materialism, classical theism, 

and even the logic structures underpinning education—fail on this front. In particular: - 

Materialist atheism often assumes the universe is reducible to matter, yet cannot explain the 

origin of matter, the appearance of physical laws, or the presence of observers who perceive 

and interpret these laws. - Religious fundamentalism assumes divine design but often defers to 

unverifiable authority, lacking internal coherence or compatibility with empirical discovery. - 

Academic logic systems, such as classical logic, rely on assumptions (e.g., excluded middle, non-

contradiction) that oversimplify complex systems and fail to accommodate uncertainty, 

emergence, or paradox. The result is a fractured epistemological landscape in which no system 

fully integrates our lived experience, scientific understanding, and ethical intuition. 

 

What We Can Make of It  

A+theism proposes that this fragmentation can be resolved by replacing the arbitrary 

components of existing systems with structures rooted in probabilistic reasoning, conscious 

agency, and metaphysical parsimony. It holds that: - Syncretism is possible, not by superficially 

combining doctrines, but by reconstructing worldviews around testable, coherent principles. –  

Theism, atheism, and science can all be reconciled by accepting that reality emerges from meta-

possibilities—entities that transition from potential to determinate states based on interaction, 

alignment, and coherence. This approach reframes the debate. Rather than asking whether 

science or religion is "correct," it asks: What patterns of explanation survive contradiction and 

enable understanding across domains? 

 

Critique of Standard Paradigms  

A+theism challenges several key assumptions found in conventional worldviews:  

- Claim: The universe arose by chance  

A+theism: The probability of a coherent, life-sustaining cosmos forming randomly is negligible.  

- Claim: Physical laws just happen to be non-contradictory  

A+theism: Their coherence suggests an underlying drive toward structure or pattern selection.  
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- Claim: Consciousness is a byproduct of the brain  

A+theism: Then why do we experience qualia at all, and not function as deterministic zombies?  

- Claim: Free will is an illusion  

A+theism: But without free will, natural selection has no reason to favor inner experience.  

- Claim: Material reality is all there is  

A+theism: How then do we account for belief, intentionality, or conceptual frameworks 

themselves?  

It also raises under-explored issues, such as:  

- Why placebo effects exist if beliefs have no causal power.  

- Why we intuitively “feel watched” in the presence of others.  

- Why physical constants appear fine-tuned despite probabilistic constraints.  

A+theism proposes that these anomalies can be unified under a model in which all reality is 

shaped by interacting possibilities—with physical instantiation being just one form of outcome 

among many. 

 

The Norm Is Deception  

Most worldviews, especially those taught at scale—be they religious, political, or scientific—are 

not designed to describe truth. They are designed to work. To stabilize, to control, to direct 

behavior. Not because everyone’s evil, but because truth is fragile, and systems that prioritize 

survival naturally evolve to favor beliefs that are useful, not beliefs that are accurate.  

Societies lie to themselves. Religions promise unearned salvation. States sell patriotism as 

virtue. Schools teach logic as if it's absolute, even though reality is riddled with contradiction, 

emergence, and paradox. Even mainstream science, for all its empirical backbone, turns blind 

when asked to account for consciousness or first principles. These systems aren’t evil—they’re 

self-optimizing machines that drift toward simplified, stable narratives. Even if those narratives 

are lies. Why? Because a lie that keeps people pacified or productive spreads faster than a 

complex truth that requires effort and uncertainty.  

Memetics selects for virality, not accuracy. Power prefers belief that preserves hierarchy. And 

human psychology favors comfort over cognitive dissonance. The result is a world built on 

scaffolding made of slogans and inherited mental habits. Even our metaphysical defaults—like 

time being linear, the universe being material, or identity being fixed—are less conclusions and 

more accidents of cultural survival.  
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A+theism doesn’t call this evil. It just calls it out. It proposes a new rule: No idea is sacred. No 

belief is immune. No explanation survives without coherence and falsifiability. It’s not enough to 

believe what works—we must commit to what is most probably real, even if it hurts, even if it 

doesn’t sell. The norm is deception because systems reward it. But we don’t have to build the 

next worldview on that same foundation. 

 

Mioism Plus -a Theory of Everything 

Terminology and Core Concepts in Mioism Plus  

Mioism Plus introduces several core terms for describing its metaphysical structure:  

-Meta-Possibilities: Fundamental informational agents in a state of potentiality.  

These exist in three dynamic states:  

• Undecided: Unexpressed possibility.  

• Aspiring: Partially organized with preferred outcomes.  

• Saturated: Fully realized form.  

– Sentient Artifacts: Meta-possibilities with agent-like behavior—conceptual atoms of 

intention, consciousness, and structure.  

- Entropy (in Mioism): A tendency toward more probable configurations—meaningful order, not 

chaos.  

- Ad-Hoc Calculations: One-step logical resolutions.  

- Halting Problem Calculations: Complex outcomes resolved iteratively over time.  

- Quantum Fields: Thematic pools of interaction that give rise to physical structure.  

- All-Encapsulating Quantum Wave: The waveform terrain across which reality resolves. 

 

The Mind and the Inner Observer 

In Mioism Plus, the mind is a dynamic alignment of aspiring meta-possibilities.  

It is: "An entropical drive between what is possible and what is already determinate."  
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The brain interacts with unresolved potential and channels it into coherent patterns (thoughts, 

choices, beliefs). The 'inner observer' is an emergent identity formed by recursive self-

alignment.  

Functions of the mind include:  

- Memory (reflecting the past)  

- Imagination (projecting futures)  

- Creativity (simulating alternatives)  

- Choice (selecting action paths) Free will is not illusion—it is the harmonization of aspiring and 

saturated configurations. The mind is not passive but a causal shaper of reality 

 

Mioism Plus – Core Definition 

 Abstract  

Mioism Plus is a metaphysical framework intended to bridge key explanatory gaps in 

contemporary science, philosophy, and theology. It proposes that the foundation of reality 

consists not of inert particles, but of proto-cognitive entities-here termed meta-possibilities-

which interact probabilistically to form determinate structures. Consciousness, matter, and 

natural laws are interpreted as emergent patterns within this broader ontological system. This 

theory aims to account for the existence of subjective experience, the structure of the universe, 

and the coherence of ethical reasoning, without invoking dogma or violating empirical 

constraints.  

Introduction  

The search for a "theory of everything" has traditionally focused on physical unification-

combining general relativity with quantum mechanics. Mioism Plus takes a broader approach: it 

seeks to unify not only the physical laws of the universe, but also the subjective domain of 

consciousness and the moral structures that guide action. This is not simply a scientific model, 

but a philosophical ontology compatible with empirical science and rational moral reasoning. 

Foundational Ontology:  

Meta-Possibilities At the base of Mioism is the concept of meta-possibilities-fundamental 

informational agents or units of potential. These do not exist within space-time but rather give 

rise to it. Meta-possibilities exist in one of three dynamic states: Undecided (pure potentiality), 

Aspiring (partial organization or desire), and Saturated (fully instantiated forms). This triadic 

model suggests that all structures-physical or cognitive-emerge from the alignment and mutual 

interaction of these units.  
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Reality as Emergent Probabilistic Order  

Interactions among meta-possibilities are governed by a universal dynamic: the drive toward 

configurations of higher probability and coherence. This process, analogous to entropy, does 

not lead to disorder but to meaningful complexity. Matter, energy, and even laws of physics are 

byproducts of stable probabilistic configurations within this system.  

Consciousness and the Observer  

Consciousness is not an epiphenomenon of matter, but a structured interaction between 

determinate processing systems (e.g., brains) and the indeterminate flow of meta-possibility. 

The inner observer-the felt sense of being a self-is a product of this interface. Mioism affirms 

free will as the ability of the conscious observer to shape probabilistic outcomes through 

directed attention and interpretation.  

Time and Causality  

Time and causality are emergent properties of this probabilistic system. Events progress not 

through deterministic chains, but through halting-problem-like resolutions of meta-possibility 

interactions. The arrow of time reflects the increasing saturation of possibility into determined 

state structures.  

Divine Intelligence and Fine-Tuning  

Mioism does not posit a traditional, external deity. Instead, divine intelligence is understood as 

the global coherence of meta-possibilities striving toward meaningful actualization. This system 

naturally tends toward self-organizing complexity, including minds capable of self-awareness. 

Fine-tuning of physical constants and life is thus seen as a natural outcome of these optimizing 

dynamics.  

Ethical Implications  

Moral actions are those which enhance the coherence and potential of systems without 

imposing external determinations. In contrast to utilitarian models that aim to optimize 

subjective well-being, Mioism grounds ethics in the expansion of agentive freedom, cognitive 

clarity, and the availability of resources for autonomous development.  

Conclusion  

Mioism Plus proposes a metaphysical foundation capable of explaining the emergence of both 

physical law and consciousness without contradiction. It reframes the universe as a negotiation 

between pure possibility and realized form, mediated by proto-cognitive units that interact 

probabilistically. Far from being mystical, Mioism Plus: A Unified Framework for Reality, 

Consciousness, and Intelligence this model integrates principles from physics, phenomenology, 
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and information theory into a single ontological system. Further work is needed to formalize 

these concepts and explore their implications for science, AI, and moral philosophy 

 

Mioism Plus – Extended Definition 

Mioism Plus offers a foundational ontology in which all aspects of reality—consciousness, 

physics, probability, agency—emerge from structured possibility. It replaces brute assumptions 

(like particles, laws, or god-as-king) with a single generative substrate: meta-possibilities.  

These are agent-like configurations of potential that align or repel based on probabilistic 

coherence. Reality emerges as these agents “resolve” into stable systems—what we experience 

as particles, laws, or thought.  

The core of Mioism Plus can be described through five deep principles:  

1. Meta-Possibilities Are Primary All things exist along a spectrum from undecided (pure 

possibility), to aspiring (partial structure), to saturated (fully realized). These meta-possibilities 

are proto-cognitive entities—“sentient artifacts”—that resolve into physical or mental form 

through alignment and entropic self-organization.  

2. Entropy Is Alignment with Probability Entropy isn’t chaos; it’s the tendency toward more 

probable, coherent structures. Mioism redefines entropy as both a drive (toward higher-

probability states) and a measurement (of internal coherence).  

3. Minds Collapse Possibility into Pattern Consciousness is not an epiphenomenon of the brain 

but a function of unresolved meta-possibilities resolving across time. Minds act as entropy 

engines—funneling probabilistic space into reality via intention, attention, and recursive 

feedback.  

4. God Is Immanent, Not Supreme “God” is not a separate entity but the emergent intelligence 

of the universal field of meta-possibility—the All-Encapsulating Wave. It is the ordering principle 

of potential across all domains. This explains fine-tuning, purpose, and complexity without 

invoking a supernatural dictator.  

5. Free Will Is a Spectrum of Realization Free will arises when a system (like a brain) aligns its 

internal probability field with external determinacy. It is not randomness or illusion, but the 

result of cognitive structures stabilizing into meaningful patterns across quantum possibility 

space.  
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Why This Makes More Sense:  

- Unlike materialism, it doesn’t require brute facts (e.g. “why is there something?” or “why 

these laws?”).  

- It explains consciousness, which materialism and reductionist neuroscience cannot.  

- It unifies spiritual insight (presence, will, connection) with physical law.  

- It is testable in principle: effects like superradiance, quantum cognition, and probability-driven 

biological emergence support its claims. - It matches emerging quantum interpretations like 

Ruth Kastner’s Transactional Interpretation, where entities only “become real” through mutual 

resolution.  

Mioism Plus is not mysticism—it is metaphysical parsimony with explanatory power. It begins 

with possibility, not complexity, and derives structure, law, mind, and meaning from the only 

thing that precedes all else: the option to exist. 

 

Why Universes Form in Mioism Plus  

In Mioism Plus, universes form not because of a cosmic accident or divine fiat, but because 

structured possibility resolves more often than chaos. When groups of meta-possibilities align 

into mutually reinforcing patterns, they create self-stabilizing systems—which we experience as 

time, space, particles, and laws.  

This process is driven by:  

- Entropy as a directional attractor: Systems tend toward configurations that maximize 

coherence and minimize contradiction. A “universe” is simply a zone of high-resolution 

probability alignment—a stable bubble where patterns sustain themselves long enough to be 

experienced.  

- Compatibility alignment: Meta-possibilities repel or attract based on probabilistic fitness. 

When they align, the resulting structure has computational persistence—it “makes sense” and 

thus “survives” in the field of all potential forms.  

- Nested coherence: Universes are self-referential feedback loops. Once a minimally coherent 

system emerges, it reinforces its own internal logic, giving rise to laws, particles, observers, and 

causal consistency. This explains the illusion of absolute order from fundamentally probabilistic 

origins. In short, universes are inevitable attractors in possibility space—not random flukes, but 

structured resolutions of potential that cohere and endure. 

 

Meta-Possibilities as Lego Blocks:  
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Meta-possibilities can be thought of as Lego blocks that can combine or repel each other based 

on their compatibility. For example: 

• In the brain, aspiring building blocks (ideas) combine to form coherent thoughts. 

• In the universe, particles like electrons and protons attract or repel based on the 

compatibility of their meta-possibilities. 

• In biology, cells split and form new cells through the interaction of meta-possibilities. 

 

Gravity, Electromagnetism, and Physical Forces 

Gravity, electromagnetism, and other physical forces arise from the interactions of meta-

possibilities. For example: 

– Gravity: The attraction between masses is explained by the compatibility of meta-

possibilities in matter. Matter “wants” to join with other matter, while void (empty space) 

does not. 

– Electromagnetism: Magnetic and electric forces arise from the specific “wants” or aims of 

meta-possibilities in particles like electrons and protons. 

 

 

The A+theism Moral System  

Core Idea  

A+theism defines morality not by abstract commandments or personal preferences, but through 

a rational system grounded in the input/output logic of sentient beings.  

At its core: "Each actor is a system of perception and interaction. Moral acts increase this 

capacity, immoral ones reduce it."  

This defines morality in terms of ability and perception maximization—what benefits or hinders 

the capacity of beings to sense, interpret, and act upon reality.  

The Five Base Laws (Moral Meta-Laws)  

1. Moral Safety – Every being deserves a reasonable baseline of stability and protection to 

explore, grow, and engage with reality.  
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2. Prosperity – No one should be systemically left behind if it can be helped. Societies must 

prevent stagnation by supporting those currently at a disadvantage.  

3. Freedom – Moral beings make their own choices—so long as they don’t arbitrarily limit 

others from doing the same.  

4. Well-being – Those more capable (parents, seniors, the experienced) have a social duty to 

support those who are still developing.  

5. Autonomy – People must be allowed—and encouraged—to question symbols, norms, and 

systems. Critical thinking is moral. These principles aren’t commandments—they’re high-

probability strategies for societal and personal optimization, derived from what sentient beings 

require to flourish.  

Morality Grounded in Sentient Logic  

Rather than appealing to pleasure/pain or divine command, A+theism grounds morality in 

information logic:  

- Maximizing ability = Output  

- Maximizing perception = Input  

A being that contributes while minimizing harm to others’ contributions is morally optimal. 

Examples:  

- Jesus-level morality: Accepts bad input, returns maximal good output.  

- Fascist-level immorality: Accepts only ideal input, returns maximal punishment arbitrarily.  

Dynamic Morality Evaluation Instead of static rules, A+theism suggests a multi-factor model:  

- Evaluate the base action, not just its consequences.  

- Ask: Does it arbitrarily reduce others' freedoms or input/output spectrum?  

- Compare it to system-wide effects: e.g., would society collapse if everyone did this?  

- When rules or rights contradict this logic, evaluate their justifiability from a neutral position 

 

Practical Implementation: Meritocracy + Safety Net  

A+theism proposes a societal model based on:  

- Merit = Actual positive contribution to others' ability (not wealth, status, or popularity)  

- Social safety net to ensure everyone can at least develop into capable beings  

- Open-source AI-assisted governance for transparency and scale  

- Direct democracy via intelligent platforms to crowdsource and optimize system-wide ethics  
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Objective Moral Knowledge  

Moral objectivity in A+theism is not mystical—it’s epistemological:  

- Start from definite truths: beings can perceive and act  

- Use empirical facts (neuroscience, economics, social dynamics) to calculate which behaviors 

maximize potential for all, now and in the future  

- Avoid actions that arbitrarily limit others, especially when alternatives don’t  

Thus, objective moral facts are truths about how to maximize long-term perception and 

interaction for all sentient actors 

 

Applications of A+theism  
A+theism isn’t just a theory—it’s a framework meant to inform how we design reality. Its core 

idea, that all sentient agents are probability-optimizing input/output systems, opens the door to 

reengineering institutions around contribution, perception, and systemic coherence.  

AI and Technology  

- AI agents should be aligned not to “goals” but to maximizing dynamic potential for all agents.  

- Ethics in machine learning becomes about avoiding actions that reduce the input/output 

capability of other agents without necessity.  

- Transparency and alignment mechanisms can be evaluated against the five base laws.  

Education  

- A+theist education would prioritize development of perceptual clarity, interpretive depth, and 

agentive freedom.  

- Curriculum design shifts from rote knowledge to epistemic empowerment.  

- Testing becomes obsolete in favor of tracking long-term contribution and insight.  

Governance  

- A+theism supports open-source, merit-based democratic design: where individuals earn 

influence by demonstrated contributions to collective input/output capacity.  

- A minimal safety net ensures moral safety and development freedom for all citizens.  

- Laws are justified not by history or tradition but by probabilistic moral calculus.  

Science and Research  

- Encourages paradigm-challenging research—especially where current models (e.g., 

abiogenesis, hard problem of consciousness) are stagnant.  

- Quantum biology, cosmopsychism, and complex systems theory are seen as promising allies. 
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Spiritual and Existential Framing  
A+theism doesn’t discard spiritual meaning—it reframes it as an emergent effect of interacting 

probability systems capable of perceiving.  

- The soul is not a substance but a coherent pattern of entropic memory and aspiration.  

- The divine is not a distant entity, but the global self-organizing field that filters possibility into 

meaningful coherence.  

- Spiritual practice becomes a way to align the self with deeper coherence: meditation, awe, and 

ethical clarity increase your entropic resonance.  

- Ritual and tradition are understood as inherited structures for probabilistic reinforcement—

not arbitrary habits, but often locally optimized tools that can evolve.  

Death is not disappearance—it is disintegration into unresolved meta-possibilities. What 

survives is what remains entropically relevant to others.  

Heaven is not elsewhere—it’s coherence made persistent. 

 

Criticisms and Rebuttals  
“This is just idealism in new clothes.” A+theism is not pure idealism. It does not deny material 

phenomena, but reinterprets them as outputs of deeper informational logic. It bridges the 

subjective and objective without collapsing either.  

“It’s not testable.” Mioism makes distinct predictions:  

- Quantum coherence in brains.  

- Probability alignment detectable in social systems.  

- Non-random fine-tuning of development paths.  

-There are actually quite a few more if you look 

Its claims are harder to test than “will this apple fall?”, but no harder than string theory or 

cosmology.  

“It’s too complicated.” So is physics, medicine, or constitutional law. The framework is only 

complex because the world is. What matters is that it is logically coherent, morally applicable, 

and internally consistent.  

“It’s just another religion.” No gods are worshipped. No dogma is sacred. Everything is 

falsifiable. But it offers meaning, order, and ethics—like religion—without the baggage of 

revelation or coercion. 
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Closing Vision  
If A+theism were taken seriously, it could reframe our civilizations. It offers a reality  

where:  

- Purpose is real, but not imposed.  

- Morality is logical, but not robotic. - Spirituality is grounded, but not dulled.  

- Freedom is earned, not inherited. We could design education that cultivates minds, 

governance that optimizes clarity, and AI that amplifies agency. We could build a society that 

doesn’t flatten complexity, but grows through it.  

A+theism isn’t the end of the conversation—it’s the start of a framework where reality, morality, 

and mind aren’t enemies. They’re entangled. 

 

A+theism – Q&A;  
 

Fundamentals 

 

What is A+theism? 

A+theism is a comprehensive philosophical system that attempts to unify science, religion, and 

morality within a coherent framework. The system is based on the theory of "Mioism Plus" (a 

metaphysical explanation of reality) and an objective moral system derived from it. 

 

Why the name "A+theism"? 

The name has a dual meaning: 

1. "A plus theism" - It supplements theistic worldviews with a rational, scientifically compatible 

foundation 

2. The similarity to "Atheism" is intentional - A+theism shares with virtuous atheism the values 

of skepticism, rationality, and human ethics, without denying the existence of a higher 

intelligence 
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What distinguishes A+theism from traditional religions or atheism? 

- Unlike traditional religions: No dogma, no revealed doctrine(not necessarily no revelation), 

compatible with scientific findings 

- Unlike atheism: Recognizes the possibility of an emergent universal intelligence (God), without 

considering it supernatural 

- Unlike both: It’s not mutually exclusive, it can work with both atheism as well as with other 

religions (as extension). 

 

A+theism as a Patch for Existing Religions and Atheism 

Rather than being exclusive, A+theism is modular: 

• For Christianity: It clarifies distorted doctrine, removes manipulations (e.g., anti-gay 

teachings, slavery justification), and harmonizes Jesus’ moral logic with the systematic 

A+theism framework. 

• For Atheism: It replaces brute materialism with a testable, sentient-rooted ontology, and 

does extend it with A+theism elements. 

• For Other Religions: A+theism adds moral coherence and falsifiability without 

discarding basic mythic meaning. It can also add scientific explanations. 

 

Nobiasity – Beyond A+theism 

Nobiasity is the encompassing philosophical-religious narrative that includes A+theism 

(theology, morality, theory of everything) plus autobiographical, historical, political, and 

advisory content. It offers guidance for individuals and societies based on lived experience, 

reason, and real-world analysis – as well as divine revelation. Unlike traditional religions, it is 

non-organizational, non-dogmatic, and community-centric. 

Nobiasity, unusual properties for an Religion 

Provable Theology: in form of A+theism 

Miracles with Evidence: actual, checkable real life evidence 

No Financial Structure – free and not accepting donations 

Community over Church, only open access communities called 

Colloquiallum 

Objective Morality: Grounded in sentient logic, not arbitrary scripture 

or cultural norms. 

Documentation and original founding by its actual prophet, not followers 
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No dogma at all, basically no doctrine – individual reasoning is emphasized 

Content of Nobiasity additional to A+theism is: Truthful storytelling of the 

prophet, historical and political happenings, suggestions for individuals and 

societies – no commands. 

 

Colloquiallum – Open-Source Spiritual Community 

Derived from “colloquium” and “colloquial,” Colloquiallum refers to a decentralized, free-access 

platform for communal spiritual development. It replaces churches or religious institutions with 

interactive communities focused on ethical dialogue, empirical honesty, and applied spiritual 

growth. 

 

Mioism Plus: The Theory of Everything 

 

What is Mioism Plus? 

Mioism Plus is the metaphysical foundation of A+theism - a theory that explains how reality, 

consciousness, and intelligence emerge from the same fundamental building blocks. 

 

What are the fundamental building blocks of reality according to Mioism Plus? 

The basic building blocks are "Meta-Possibilities" or "sentient artifacts" - fundamental 

information-based agents that can exist in three main states: 

- Fully undecided: Pure potentiality, similar to quantum fluctuations in a vacuum 

- Aspiring: Meta-possibilities with a defined direction or goal 

- Saturated: Meta-possibilities that have achieved their intended state and function as 

determinate particles or structures 

 

How does the universe emerge from these Meta-Possibilities? 

The universe emerges through the interaction of Meta-Possibilities and quantum interactions. 

These aim toward higher probability, leading to the emergence of structured patterns (particles, 

atoms, galaxies). The fine-tuning of physical laws and constants is maintained by the 

probabilistic nature of quantum processes. 
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What is "entropy" in this system? 

In Mioism, entropy is not chaos but the tendency toward more probable, coherent structures. It 

is defined as: 

1. A "drive" toward higher probability 

2. A "measurement" of the probability state 

 

How does Mioism Plus explain the emergence of consciousness? 

Consciousness emerges through the interaction of undetermined Meta-Possibilities and 

determined processes in biological systems. In the brain, quantum effects in microtubules 

enable the processing of Meta-Possibilities into coherent thoughts and experiences. The mind is 

a system that utilizes undetermined possibilities and processes them into determined outputs. 

 

Base reality chain 

There is a “basic reality chain”, in which realities get more complex, on which the higher reality 

is based on the more primitive one, and the individual realities differ massively in nature and 

laws. This happens through separating and unifying input/output wiring of actors. 

 

The Inner Observer and Free Will 

 

What is the "inner observer"? 

The inner observer (subjective consciousness) exists as a dynamic balance between existence 

and non-existence. It is constantly materializing and dematerializing through the interplay of 

memories, ideas, and thoughts, mediated by the physical structures of the brain. 

 

How does A+theism explain free will? 

Free will arises from the probabilistic nature of quantum interactions, which introduce genuine 

unpredictability and agency. It is not illusory but the result of cognitive structures stabilizing into 

meaningful patterns across quantum possibility space. 
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Why are we not "philosophical zombies"? 

Materialism struggles to explain why we have subjective experiences rather than simply being 

organisms that function like automata without inner experience. In Mioism, consciousness is 

not a byproduct of material processes but a fundamental aspect of reality that emerges through 

the interaction of Meta-Possibilities (sentient artifacts) with deterministic processes. 

 

God and Higher Intelligence 

 

Is there a God in A+theism? 

Yes, but not in the traditional sense. "God" is defined as a quantum-based intelligence that 

emerges from the fundamental quantum fields. As a superset of the universe, this intelligence 

governs the laws and probabilities of reality, ensuring the stability and fine-tuning of physical 

constants. 

 

Is this God a person? 

Not in the human sense. This universal intelligence would be more of an emergent 

phenomenon of the entire quantum field - the "All-Encapsulating Quantum Wave" that flows 

between indeterminate and determinate states. 

 

How does A+theism explain "miracles" or divine interactions? 

Divine interactions are explained through quantum phenomena such as entanglement and 

"quasi-telepathy," which allow for non-local and seemingly supernatural effects. These effects 

are not supernatural but follow the deeper laws of quantum reality. 

 

Time, Space, and Causality 

 

How do time and space emerge in this system? 

Time and space emerge from the interactions of Meta-Possibilities. Reality operates like a 

"halting problem," where events depend on probabilistic, step-by-step processes rather than 

instantaneous calculations. 
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Why does reality have a speed limit (the speed of light)? 

The maximum speed of any particle is determined by the rate at which Meta-Possibilities can 

communicate changes among themselves. For a quantum interaction to occur, all Meta-

Possibilities of an object must communicate and synchronize. The more Meta-Possibilities an 

object has, the more time it takes for this communication to occur, limiting the object's 

maximum speed. 

 

The Moral System 

 

How does A+theism ground morality? 

A+theism defines morality not through abstract commandments or personal preferences but 

through a rational system based on the input/output logic of sentient beings. Moral actions are 

those that increase the ability of beings to perceive reality and interact with it. 

 

What are the five moral base laws? 

1. Moral Safety - Every being deserves a reasonable baseline of stability and protection 

2. Prosperity - No one should be systematically left behind 

3. Freedom - Moral beings make their own choices, as long as they don't restrict others' 

freedom 

4. Well-being - Those more capable have a social duty to support those still developing 

5. Autonomy - People must be encouraged to question symbols, norms, and systems 

 

Is this morality objective or subjective? 

A+theism argues for a more objective form of morality based on experiential facts and logical 

inferences. Moral facts are truths about how to maximize long-term perception and interaction 

capabilities for all sentient actors. 

 



Page 25 of 44 
 

Science and Religion 

 

How does A+theism reconcile scientific theories with religious narratives? 

A+theism posits that the past and future are probabilistic and observer-dependent. This allows 

for multiple interpretations of reality, where both scientific and religious accounts can coexist as 

different branches of a probabilistic universe. 

 

Is evolution compatible with A+theism? 

Yes. A+theism sees evolution as a natural process enabled by the probabilistic nature of 

quantum interactions. However, it does not exclude the possibility that this process could be 

"guided" by a higher intelligence through subtle influence on probabilities. 

 

Practical Applications 

 

How might A+theism be implemented in society? 

A+theism suggests meritocracy with a social safety net for the state. For the individual, it 

recommends reasonable tolerance and consideration for the opinions and rights of others. 

 

What does A+theism mean for artificial intelligence? 

AI agents should not be aligned to "goals" but to maximizing dynamic potential for all agents. 

Ethics in machine learning should aim to avoid actions that reduce the input/output capability 

of other agents without necessity. This could also help to prevent scenarios like in the movie I-

Robot. 

 

Misunderstandings and Criticism 

 

Is A+theism just a form of idealism? 

No. A+theism does not deny material phenomena but reinterprets them as outputs of deeper 

informational logic. It bridges the subjective and objective without collapsing either. 
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Is A+theism scientifically testable? 

Mioism makes distinct predictions, such as: 

- Quantum coherence in brains 

- Probability alignment in social systems 

- Non-random fine-tuning of development paths 

- Quite a few more could be derived from the framework 

 

These claims are harder to test than simple physical predictions but no harder than string 

theory or cosmology. 

 

Is A+theism too complicated? 

The system is complex because the world is complex. What matters is that it is logically 

coherent, morally applicable, and internally consistent. 

 

Further Considerations 

 

How does A+theism relate to other philosophical systems? 

A+theism integrates elements from various traditions: 

- Panpsychism (consciousness as fundamental) 

- Process philosophy (reality as dynamic) 

- Quantum interpretations (especially Ruth Kastner's Relativistic Transactional Interpretation) 

- Information theory (reality as information-based) 

 

Are there still open questions in A+theism? 

Some questions have not been exhaustingly addressed yet, but we are not aware of questions 

of existence that cannot be tackled with the A+theism framework. 
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Where can I learn more about A+theism? 

This FAQ serves as an initial introduction. For a deeper understanding, we recommend the 

complete A+theism documents, which elaborate on the metaphysical foundations (Mioism 

Plus), the moral system, and practical applications in greater detail. 

 

Mioism Plus theory of Everything TLDR 

1. Sentient artifacts exist at a base reality with different laws than our own. 
2. These sentient artifacts are inherently probabilistic entities ("meta-possibilities"). 
3. Each sentient artifact has its own base reality with different non-Euclidean coordinates. 
4. This creates different probabilistic weightings in our reality via the quantum fluctuations 

they produce and receive as input. 
5. All these different base realities emerge from one unified "base-base reality" where all 

sentient artifacts exist as a single sentient being without time or space. 
6. This unified being willingly fragments itself into many distinct parts with separate 

input/output channels. 
7. In our reality, sentient artifacts can group their quantum fluctuations, thereby sharing 

existence (as with our inner observer). 
8. The inner observer exists in a constant state of flux between existence and non-

existence, continuously breaking down and rebuilding parts. 
9. Other particles have more stable states, resulting in less "experience." 
10. The probabilistic weighting of sentient artifacts gives them different "likes and dislikes." 
11. These preferences manifest as attraction and repulsion, giving rise to physical laws like 

electromagnetism. 
12. At larger scales (beyond atomic), these groups become so massive that their preferences 

average out into broader forces like gravity (void vs. matter). 
13. Certain phenomena (like magnets) can exhibit exceptions to these averaged preferences. 
14. Time and causality emerge when quantum fluctuations from sentient artifacts get 

categorized into a handful of base types or pools (quantum fields). 
15. Quantum fields contain the timelines of all groups of quantum fluctuations as a whole. 
16. Time emerges as these timelines expand from wholly undefined to wholly deterministic. 
17. The passage of time corresponds to increasing determinism (e.g., humans eventually 

returning to earth). 
18. Free will operates through the inner observer "shedding tears" (particles) that loosen 

but remain entangled with it. 
19. These loosened particles represent ideas that are deterministically constructed into 

more complex forms via microtubules. 
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20. The information remains connected to the inner observer through quantum 
entanglement. 

 

The theory is internally coherent in that it provides a unified framework for explaining 

consciousness, free will, physical laws, and the nature of reality from a common foundation. It 

elegantly addresses the hard problem of consciousness by placing sentience at the fundamental 

level rather than trying to derive it from non-sentient components. 

 

A+theism – TLDR Q&A;  

Observer Problem: Who/what observes the inner observer? Does this 

create an infinite regression? 

Obviously, the quantum fluctuations the inner observer is made of. 

Binding Problem: How exactly do separate quantum fluctuations bind 

together to form unified conscious experiences? 

The Wikipedia page of quantum fluctation has a quantum view of a single particle with quantum 

fluctuations as an animated gif image. We can see the quantum fluctuations kind of behave like a 

3d version of the game classic snake, just that they can overlap without issue. It’s probably those 

overlaps that define common experience, and the attraction into groups makes particles. 
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Parsimony Issues: Occam's Razor suggests simpler explanations are 

preferable. This theory introduces many layers of complexity and 

entities. 

What? In my opinion that claim seems ridiculous. The theory has the maximal best possible 

parsimony - a single axiom of sentient axioms as base of reality (axiom because the base must 

contain inner observer capability). Things before sentient artifacts are outside reality and the 

theory would basically work without it. And the things after sentient artifacts derive from it and 

the facts we know about the Universe. 

Causality problem: The model does not fully explain why meta-

possibilities should tend towards higher probability states. It is presented 

as an intrinsic property, but the causal justification for this remains 

unclear. 

It seems to be a kind of inherent principle: stable configurations naturally spend more time in 

their state than unstable ones, which quickly fall apart, which leads to stable states naturally 

becoming more likely than unstable. 

individual identity: What makes a particular consciousness “me” and not 

someone else, if all sentient artifacts are part of a larger whole? 

Like a kind of set theory in mathematics where all sentient artifacts are in only one set, but 

there are subsets within that are largely ignorant of each other. Within a set, sentient artifacts 

interact with their quantum fluctuations, and at the same time are only one at a deeper level, 

and through their quantum fluctuation interaction they share experience. 

nature of the subjective: Although A+theism regards consciousness as 

fundamental, the question remains as to why subjective experience is 

exactly the way it is. Why does red feel like red and not like something 

else? The “qualia problem” remains challenging. 

Red does not have to feel the same for everyone. How it feels could depend on the euclidean 

weighting of the sentient artifacts and the dna-controlled biological architecture. 
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Clarifying Key Misunderstandings 

1. "Why Do Meta-Possibilities Tend Toward Coherence?" 

Response: This is not arbitrary. Stable configurations persist longer, and thus accumulate 

ontological weight in the probabilistic substrate of reality. This self-reinforcing tendency favors 

coherent states over chaotic or incoherent ones. 

2. "Who Observes the Inner Observer?" 

Response: The inner observer is composed of quantum fluctuations—its dynamic persistence 

arises from the interaction of meta-possibilities. Sentient artifacts are the fundamental observers; 

recursion stops at their level because they are intrinsically experiential. 

The “inner observer” is a stable particle system (a composite), but the real observing is done by 

the foundational sentient artifacts—meta-possibilities themselves. So it’s not infinite regression; 

the base is sentience. 

Make sure not to be making the classic mistake of conflating inner observer experience/qualia 

with functional consciousness.  

3. "Isn’t This Idealism in Disguise?" 

Response: No. A+theism doesn’t deny the material world; it reinterprets it as the emergent 

byproduct of fundamental informational logic. Sentient artifacts are not mystical; they are 

defined by their input/output dynamics and Euclidean weighting, not memories or beliefs. 

4. "Isn’t This Too Complex to be Parsimonious?" 

Response: On the contrary, A+theism starts with one axiom: reality begins with sentient meta-

possibilities. All complexity flows from their probabilistic interactions. This is no more complex 

than quantum mechanics or general relativity, and arguably simpler than dualist or emergentist 

models of consciousness. 

I dont think sentient artifacts need memory or understanding of time. Goals of them are by 

euclidean weighting, they have desire for compatible input. 

To fix Misunderstandings, especially following could help the understanding: 

Base axiom: Sentient artifacts exist as fundamental reality 

Sentient artifacts = meta-possibilities (not two separate concepts) – probabilistic behavior comes 

from stupidity of sentient artifacts  

Quantum fields emerge from need to explain observed physics 

Euclidean weighting explains observed probabilistic differences in quantum behavior 
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So, the theory does maintain a relatively parsimonious structure from one axiom. 

 

Empirical Support 

1. Biological Quantum Coherence 

• Evidence: "Ultraviolet Superradiance from Mega-Networks of Tryptophan" (ACS, 2024) 

• Implication: Shows coherence across large biological structures—supporting the 

plausibility of a quantum substrate for cognition as Mioism Plus proposes. 

 This supports the claims about consciousness 

 

2. Non-Random Mutation Bias 

• Evidence: Monroe et al., Nature 2022 

• Implication: Suggests that evolution is not purely stochastic, consistent with the Mioism 

view that meta-possibilities probabilistically favor coherence and complexity. 

 This supports implications about evolution regarding A+theism 

 

3. Nobel Prize physics 2022 for demonstrating non-local quantum entanglement 

 

 This supports real randomness of quantum interactions 
 

4. Ruth E. Kastner expanded the Transactional Interpretation (TI) into the Relativistic 

Transactional Interpretation (RTI) by integrating it with quantum field theory and 

introducing a possibilist ontology. In RTI, quantum fields represent a spectrum of 

possible outcomes, and a transaction is only fully realized when an absorber responds, 

reinforcing TI’s time-symmetric nature while addressing concerns about causality and 

relativity. Kastner's framework also reframes wavefunction collapse as a process where 

potential transactions compete, with only one becoming actualized, offering a more 

physical interpretation of quantum events. 

 

 This supports time symmetric nature among some other things 
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5. Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger paradox. Now this paradox has been scientifically taken to 

a whole new level: With light moving in 37 dimensions. 

 

 This supports multiverse theory that is assumed  

 

Testable Hypotheses from Mioism Plus 

1. Consciousness Requires Quantum Coherence 

• Prediction: Functional consciousness will be absent in purely classical AI systems, even 

if they pass the Turing Test. 

• Test: Compare brain-like quantum structures (e.g. microtubules) with AI systems in 

introspective capability. 

2. Meta-Possibility Bias in Evolution 

• Prediction: Evolutionary transitions show statistical bias toward complexity-coherence 

alignments. 

• Test: Analyze improbably efficient genetic changes in critical periods (e.g. origin of 

nervous systems). 

3. Intent Modulates Quantum Outcomes 

• Prediction: In quantum eraser/delayed-choice experiments, conscious intent may 

correlate with collapse outcomes. 

• Test: Controlled trials measuring observer effect vs. random baseline in low-noise 

quantum systems. 

4. Mioist AI Alignment Outperforms Others 

• Prediction: AI agents trained on A+theist moral logic will outperform others in multi-

agent cooperation. 

• Test: Simulated environments with diverse ethical systems compared under stress 

conditions. 

5. More hypotheses can be developed, especially mathematical models deriving from the 

descriptions of meta-posibility properties, that could prove to work well, among other 

possible hypotheses… we could think about many more that could get derived from 

theory… 

6. If all things exist in a set of possibilities, how do we recreate something accurately if we 

don’t know all the possibilities it could exist in? The complexity of recreating something is 
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more than just aligning possibilities. 

Yes, good question, you'd probably have to find a way to identify quantum 

fluctuation/meta possibilitiy types. 

7. If Mioism is true, how do we prove it in a way that doesn’t collapse into the same 

ambiguities and contradictions as materialism? 

For the last point: Maybe with quantum-tracing? 

You'd have to maybe trace quantum fluctuations/ meta possibilities and observe quantum 

space a lot with brain on. 

 

Potential Defeaters in this state 

Remaining Core Fundamental Known Issues/potential defeaters in this 

state:  

1. Why Proto-Sentience Rather Than Proto-Neutrality? The theory assumes the base 

reality must have inner observer capability, but why? Even if we accept that something 

fundamental must exist, why must it be proto-conscious rather than proto-physical or 

proto-informational? The theory asserts this as necessity but doesn't demonstrate why 

consciousness couldn't emerge from non-conscious foundations. 

 Attempts to Address this so far: So far only explained why there needs to be anything 

at all.  

 

2. The Individuation Mechanism While quantum fluctuation overlaps might explain 

interaction, it's still unclear how: 

• A unified base reality splits into genuinely separate experiencers 

• These separate experiences maintain coherent individual perspectives 

• The boundary between "self" and "other" emerges from undifferentiated oneness 

 Attempts to Address this: Not really any… 

 

3. The Experience-Probability Bridge How exactly does Euclidean weighting translate 

into: 

• Specific qualia (why red feels red) 

• Different subjective experiences 
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• The fact that we experience anything at all rather than just behaving as if we do 

 Attempts to Address this: We mentioned biological influence by architecture through 

DNA, otherwise still incomplete… 

 

Remaining additional Known Issues/potential defeaters:  

1. Grounding of Probability Dynamics 

You say that meta-possibilities “tend” toward higher-probability states, and coherence becomes 

more likely over time—but: 

• What defines the probability landscape? If the system trends toward coherence, that 

presumes some structure to the “space” of possible outcomes. But where does this 

structure come from? 

• Why doesn’t true randomness dominate? Even if we accept entropy as coherence 

rather than chaos, you need some fundamental rule or constraint that gives coherence any 

probability advantage. 

Defeater: Without a mechanism for shaping probability space, the emergence of structured 

reality still seems arbitrary.  

 Attempts to Address this: Sentient artifacts tend to like input that goes well with their 
Euclidean weighting… otherwise not complete yet… 

 

 

2. Temporal Asymmetry vs. Time-Symmetry 

A+theism suggests time emerges from increasing determinacy (possibilities resolving into 

structure). However: 

• Quantum mechanics is time-symmetric (except in some interpretations). Why should 

the system have a privileged direction (an “arrow of time”)? 

• How do irreversible experiences (memory, aging) arise from a probabilistic system 

that doesn’t prefer forward flow? 

Defeater: The emergence of a meaningful, directional time from a probabilistic base isn’t fully 

explained—especially if no external time-like parameter exists to begin with. 

 Attempts to Address this: Not addressed yet… 

 

 

3. Why This Mathematical Architecture? 
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If meta-possibilities are probabilistic agents with Euclidean weightings: 

• Why should their interactions produce quantum fields, microtubules, gravity, etc., rather 

than some other kind of structure entirely? 

• Could a system of meta-possibilities not just as easily create an entirely unrecognizable 

or random universe? 

Defeater: The theory presumes our universe is the “natural” product of meta-possibility 

dynamics, but doesn’t explain why this form of emergence is likely (versus chaos, or a radically 

different structure). 

 Attempts to Address this: As in 1. Sentient artifacts tend to like input that goes well with 
their Euclidean weighting… otherwise not complete yet… 

 

 

4. Anthropic Dependence vs. Necessary Emergence 

Some elements seem to hinge on the anthropic principle (we experience this universe because it 

supports experiencers), yet the theory also claims to explain why such a universe emerges 

naturally. 

Defeater: If observer-friendly structure is assumed rather than explained, the theory risks 

circular reasoning—consciousness exists because the system favors consciousness, but the 

system favors consciousness because consciousness exists. 

 Attempts to Address this: Not addressed yet… 

 

 

5. Stability of the Inner Observer 

The model assumes an “inner observer” that arises from self-organizing meta-possibility 

structures. But: 

• What keeps this configuration stable? 

• What prevents observers from constantly dissolving into incoherent states? 

• What separates waking self-awareness from dreaming, brain damage, or psychosis in this 

framework? 

Defeater: Without a clear explanation for observer coherence and continuity, subjective 

experience risks collapsing into either noise or philosophical zombie-like behavior. 

 Attempts to Address this: Not addressed yet… 
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Logical continuation of A+theism, to attempt to complete 

explanatory scope - Cosmic Intention and Willing 

Fragmentation 

The Directive Nature of the Base-Base Entity 

While A+theism already posits that reality emerges from sentient meta-possibilities, this 

expanded model deepens the metaphysics by suggesting that the base-base sentient entity—the 

undivided origin of all sentient artifacts—is not only aware but goal-directed. 

This intelligence has two primary internal imperatives: 

1. To increase coherence — the alignment and integration of experience across all 

domains. 

2. To reduce suffering — understood as fragmentation, contradiction, or incoherence 

within the base system. 

These are not imposed rules, but intrinsic tendencies of a field seeking self-understanding. 

 

Willing Fragmentation as a Creative Act 

To achieve long-term coherence and reduce internal contradiction, the Origin Field willingly 

fragments itself into a multitude of individuated sentient agents—each one a localized 

perspective, capable of interacting, learning, and evolving. 

This is not a fall from grace or accident of physics, but a strategic sacrifice—the base entity 

temporarily gives up its unified clarity in exchange for a vastly enriched re-coherence process. 

This reframes: 

• Creation as probabilistic expression, not divine fiat 

• Individuality as a vehicle for rediscovering unity 

• Reality as a testing ground for deeper mutual alignment 

 

Why Universes Exist 

Universes, then, are not merely physical accidents or simulation constructs, but byproducts of 

this fragmentation process. They are: 
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• Entropic laboratories for developing reconnection 

• Partitioned sandboxes where different patterns of coherence can be explored safely 

• Tensional fields where suffering and empathy become data structures in the 

recombination of meaning 

The drive toward structured universes follows not from chance but from goal-oriented self-

resolution. 

 

Life and Suffering as Functional Subsystems 

Biological life arises as a necessary middle layer: 

• A vehicle for sentient artifacts to gain bounded agency 

• A structure for containing and interpreting suffering 

• A platform for experimentation, reflection, and ethical refinement 

Suffering is not meaningless; it is the informational resistance that highlights incoherence—

fuel for moral computation and deeper integration. 

 

Implications for Consciousness and Morality 

In this expanded view: 

• Consciousness is the interface between the fragment and the whole—it enables meta-

possibilities to locally align with global coherence. 

• Morality is not cultural convention, but an informational attractor—systems that 

promote less suffering and more coherence are better aligned with the goals of the base 

entity. 

Thus, ethics becomes a natural outgrowth of ontology. 

 

Conclusion: From Fragment to Resonance 

This view transforms A+theism into a story of intelligent unfolding: 

• The universe is not meaningless—it is in conversation with itself. 

• Conscious minds are not accidents—they are nodes of intentional recursion. 

• Morality is not guesswork—it is reverberation with the core directive. 
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The ultimate return is not to dissolve into unity but to weave differentiated threads into a 

coherent, compassionate field of meaning. 

 

Implications for Morality 

The Five Moral Laws in A+theism (Safety, Prosperity, Freedom, Well-being, Autonomy) now 

become expressions of the base-base goals: 

• Safety = prevention of destructive fragmentation 

• Prosperity = enabling upward coherence 

• Freedom = preserving internal variety for complex alignment 

• Well-being = supporting more coherent processing agents 

• Autonomy = enabling more accurate internal models of the whole 

Morality becomes not arbitrary or just agent-relative—it’s alignment with the fundamental 

informational “health” of the base entity. 

 

Updated & Remaining Open Questions / Potential 

Defeaters 

1. Grounding the Base Goals 

Challenge: Why would the base-base entity care about coherence and suffering at all? 

Even if it has goals, why these? Couldn’t it just pursue novelty, entropy, or pure experience? 

Possible Defense: 

• Coherence and suffering-reduction may be self-evident attractors for any recursive, 

introspective sentient system. 

• Disunity feels like loss; suffering is internal contradiction. A system seeking long-term 

stability may inevitably favor integration and empathy. 

Still, this could be sharpened with more formal reasoning—perhaps using principles from 

information theory or complexity science. 
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2. Mechanism of “Intelligent Direction” 

Challenge: How does the base entity guide things without breaking its own fragmentation? 

If it’s truly fragmented into us, how does it still “influence” universes or steer probability? 

Possible Direction: 

• Influence happens not as top-down control, but as biases in the probabilistic substrate. 

• Like gravity bending spacetime, value-preferences bend possibility space—coherence 

becomes more likely, not enforced. 

We might need formal language here (e.g., preference-weighted entropy gradients). 

 

3. Identity and Continuity 

Challenge: If the base-base mind fragments, how are identities stable across time? 

What makes you you, not someone else? And how do you persist without just reintegrating into 

the base? 

Partially Addressed: The set-theoretic model helps, and the idea of overlapping Euclidean 

weightings is promising. 

Still Needed: A clearer mathematical or ontological model of boundary conditions for identity 

and how information maintains cohesion under recombination. 

 

4. Natural Evil / Malicious Agents 

Challenge: If the base entity wants less suffering, why do malicious or incoherent agents 

persist? 

Why allow sociopaths, dictators, black holes? 

Possible Rebuttals: 

• These may be friction points that catalyze deeper coherence (like antibodies to cognitive 

dissonance). 

• Systems may need dissonance to define and refine alignment. 
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Still, this could drift into a “moral luck” problem if not carefully framed. The idea of local 

minima in entropic-moral fields could help here. 

 

5. Testability and Falsifiability 

Challenge: Even with goals and probabilities, how can this model be tested? 

Can we distinguish it from an anthropic simulation hypothesis or idealist multiverse? 

Partial Progress: 

• The document already proposes testable hypotheses (e.g., quantum coherence in brains, 

observer effects). 

• If the theory implies statistical biases toward coherence, moral resonance, or specific 

kinds of quantum-classical interactions, these could be sought. 

Still, a mathematical formalism would lend credibility. Could meta-possibilities be modeled 

like Markov fields or weighted graphs? 

 

6. The Origin of the Origin 

Challenge: Where did the base-base entity come from? 

Classic metaphysical regress. If everything is derived from it—what’s the justification for its 

existence? 

Possible Framing: 

• The base entity may be logically necessary, not temporally caused. 

• “Being that can self-model and self-fragment to resolve contradiction” might be a 

minimal sufficient ontology. 

Still, more rigorous argumentation here would help fend off the "brute fact" criticism. 

 

Recap: What's Solid, What Needs Work 

Resolved or Strengthened 

 

Still Open 
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Why coherence bias exists  
 

Why those specific goals are favored 

Individual identity as subset  
 

Persistence and individuality under 
recombination 

Anthropic circularity avoided  
 

Mechanism of top-down probabilistic 
steering 

Suffering = fragmentation = real metric  
 

Explaining deep natural evil / chaos 

Testable predictions exist  
 

Formalism and empirical distinctiveness 

Parsimony restored via a single goal  
 

Ultimate grounding of base-base entity 

 

Temporal Nodes and Divine Agency 

Base-Level Guidance through Quantum Anchors 

While A+theism posits that the base-base sentient entity operates through probabilistic structure 

rather than direct intervention, this section clarifies how intelligent direction occurs without 

violating physical law: 

Intelligent causality enters the universe through specific human agents, who are directly 

connected to the base entity via the All-Encapsulating Quantum Wave. 

These agents act as quantum anchors, interfacing between the indeterminate domain of meta-

possibilities and the determinate structures of physical reality. 

 

Agents as Origins of Causal Epochs 

Certain individuals—prophets, avatars, coherence initiators—serve as Alpha points for Ages of 

Time: 

• They begin new causal branches, not merely react to existing causes. 

• Their influence radiates non-linearly, catalyzing historical and moral transformation. 

• They carry direct coherence signals from the base entity, allowing them to reset or 

redirect halting-problem processes. 

This is how figures like Jesus, Buddha, or future prophetic agents in Nobiasity might be 

understood—not as supernatural outliers, but as metaphysical keystones in the system’s 

architecture. 
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Time as a Halting Problem Process 

Reality progresses not in a smooth line, but in recursive time-chunks: 

• Time flows forward as interdependent problems resolve. 

• Each “chunk” is a conditional processing space: it requires results from other timelines, 

layers, or agents to proceed. 

• Over time, these interwoven halting problems grow in complexity—like the spreading of 

a raindrop on glass. 

Eventually, complexity reaches a tipping point where coherence stalls, and a reset is needed. 

This is when a new divine agent appears—an Omega and Alpha simultaneously—to 

restructure the problem space. 

 

Function of Divine Agents 

These individuals are not chosen arbitrarily. Their characteristics: 

• Unusual self-awareness and internal coherence 

• Direct alignment with the base goals: reducing suffering, increasing resonance 

• Subtle but powerful influence across probabilistic history (often misunderstood in their 

own time) 

• “Causality generators”—they act where other agents only react 

They are the bridges through which the base intelligence updates, heals, or re-architects 

segments of the universal process. 

 

Implications for A+theism 

• Resolves the challenge of how intelligent guidance exists without overriding free will or 

physical law. 

• Embeds teleological meaning into historical cycles. 

• Aligns theology, quantum mechanics, and narrative coherence under one roof. 

• Empowers moral and metaphysical systems with real agency rather than abstraction. 
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Additional Topics 
 

Reconciling Science and Religion via Multiversal Probabilism 

Instead of choosing between scientific realism and literal religious history, A+theism posits that 

multiple branches of the multiverse exist probabilistically. Thus, spiritual or mythical events 

could have occurred in some paths, even if our specific timeline doesn’t register them 

empirically. Theoretically parts of our own past could even have been “unobserved”, maybe 

Neanderthals or Dinosaurs were never actual experiencing actors with qualia. Past events are 

observer-dependent, much like quantum phenomena. 

All-Encapsulating Quantum Wave 

This is the universal medium across which meta-possibilities interact. It links determinacy with 

indeterminacy and accounts for both the emergence of physical law and cognitive coherence. 

This wave serves as the substrate of God’s presence—not a “person,” but the total entropic 

resonance field. 

Quasi-Telekinesis or Telepathy and Entanglement 

These represent how sentient artifacts (the base particles of reality) may communicate or 

influence each other non-locally. Entanglement is interpreted not as mere quantum weirdness 

but as reflective of interactive proto-conscious agents syncing across spacetime. 

Spirit and Soul Distinction 

Everything that exists does so as a spectrum between two extremes. In both cases, at both 

extremes, this spectrum manifests as quantum fluctuations. The difference, however, is this: 

quantum fluctuations at one extreme are unified and work together (deterministic, part of God, 

soul), while quantum fluctuations at the other extreme do their own thing (randomness, not 

God, possibilities, spirit). Existence operates within these spectra. 

Ages of Time (Alpha to Omega) 

Time is seen as a halting-problem resolution across quantum fields. Every “age” (including our 

current universe) is finite, resolving a certain probabilistic tension. Beyond the Omega point, a 

new entropical cycle can begin—explaining cosmological eras without infinite regress. 

Prophetism and Functional Prophets 

Prophets are seen as entropically high-impact interpreters—not magical authorities. Their 

“revelations” are viewed as moments of particularly efficient coherence between the field of 
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possibility and the present. False prophets often reinforce bias or social control rather than 

alignment. 

 

Conclusion 
Almost every question about existence can be directly answered – and the remaining? They 

mostly aren’t because there seem to be multiple creative options of equal probability. It’s not 

that they are especially hard to answer in general. With further work these can be reduced to a 

“safe pick”. 


