A New Framework for Being
in a Technological Age




[t’s not just a coincidence.

[t’s a teedback loop.
e

“Ever get that weird feeling your social N e
media feed knows what you want before /
you even do? Or that your streaming
recommendations aren’t just suggesting
_things, but are kind of shaping your
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These aren’t random occurrences. They

- are powerful feedback loops at the heart of
. our relationship with technology.
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The fundamental question is: who's really

in control here? | >
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To grasp this complex
reality, we must merge
two fields:

* Anthropology: The
study of humans,
our societies, and
our cultures.

* Cybernetics: The
study of systems
and how they use
information and
feedback to steer
themselves.

Anthrocybernetics is
the study of our
co-evolution with
technology.

It comes from the Greek
Anthropos (human) and
Kubernetes (steersman).

It reveals how we steer
our systems, and more
importantly,
importantly, how our
systems are, in turn,
steering us.




The Glitch Isn’t in Our Technology.
/4 [t’s in Our Thinking.

Our disorientation stems from using an obsolete map to navigate a new world.

For centuries, our understanding of communication has been governed by a rigid, autocratic paradigm:

The Regime of Communication.

This is the simple, linear transmission model: a sender encodes a message, sends it through a medium,
and a receiver decodes it.
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X 5 The Old Map Was W\~ \w'

o of thet mind r
The Regime of Communication was built on the
philosophy of John Locke.

He argued that ideas are not innate, but come |
from sensory experience.
In this model, communication exists to “excite” |
ideas in another person’s mind. J |
This established a worldview based on a strict | |
divide: the individual, subjective self on one side, |
and the external, objective world on the other. |
A world of “mine” versus “yours.” | o |
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;':._.fﬁjf;r The core problem with the transmission model is that it prioritizes the self, reducing —
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7/ The Fatal Flaw of the Old Model.

conversation to a series of isolated transmissions. As the narrator in Fight Club observes,
people aren’t truly listening, they’re “...instead of just waiting for their turn to speak.”

This stands in stark contrast to older, “ritual” views, where communication wasn’t about sending
information but about drawing people together in fellowship, like a sacred ceremony.

Transmission View Ritual View




- Itis Time for a Communicoup D’etat.

To overthrow the Regime, we must start at the foundation of reality
itself. Before subjects or objects, before minds or matter, there is

Primordos: the universal collection of vibrations and wavelengths that
L. constitute the Material Realm. It is the raw potential of the universe,

o Y persisting with or without our existence.
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When Primordos interacts with
sense organs, we have Sentience.
At this moment, the unified

field is perceived as a duality:

Function. The logical, structural,
quantifiable aspect of reality.

e Qualia: A primitive measurement of
Sentiment. The intuitive, aesthetic,
experiential aspect of reality.
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* Quanta: A primitive measurement of

Sentiment

They are not opposites,
but interact like the Yin
and Yang, two poles of

the same thing.




Communication is Not Transmission. It is Radiation.

The old model is wrong. We do not transmit ideas through an objective world. We
are active participants in reality. Our very being radiates information—passively through our
biomagnetism, actively through language—constantly shaping the Primordes field around us.

Every man cmd every woman is a star.”

— Aleister Crowley




When the fields we radiate interact with each other and with the environment, they
create Aesthetic Resonance. This is the similarity of vibrations among different
bodies, the shared vibrational field we experience as reality and culture.
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| Consonance: When these vibrations align, Dissonance: When they are in conflict,
I creating harmony and pleasure. producing disharmony and displeasure.




/) The New Map: From Universal Field to Shared Culture. \ =

This new framework provides a holistic view of reality creation, moving \“ b
from the universal to the personal and back to the collective. :

Primordos
(The universal vibrational field)
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Sentience
(A being emerges, splitting the field)

7~ Qualia
~ (Sentiment) I8

Transjective Radiation
(A being radiates its field) B

Aesthetic Resonance (/A
(The nuerlappln% fields creatlng s A N
a shared cultural reality) : .-




= T__ / First Axial Age
(c. 900-200 BCE)

Hebrew
Prophets

Buddha

A period of profound transformation where sages like
Plato, Buddha, and Confucius laid the spiritual and
s philosophical foundations of the modern world in
geographically distinct regions.

ALY We Are Living in a Second Axial Age. A\

Second Axial Age
(Present Day)

-

Today, our transformation is not defined by isolated ~ * |

sages, but by globalization and accelerating . 1

technology. It is a pivotal moment of mterconnected, ﬁ 7
civilizational transformation.
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' The feedback loops of i

Anthrocybernetics are the
modern mechanism through
which our shared reality is being
forged.

Technology is not an external
object;itisanactive partofour
transjective, resonating system. -
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Aland its algorithms are not just -
A i - code; theyare powerfulforces _j
. A ~ % actively shaping our collective——"4
Dﬁ[’%ﬁﬁ?&ﬁ?@@ Aesthetic Resonance, _
i - accelerating the dance / .o |
of co-evolution. N =1




Thisis not a one-way street
where humans use machines.

It is a constant back-and-forth
where the feedback from our
technology shapes us, and
how we change then shapes
the next generation of
technology.

As we design our systems, we
are, in avery real sense, -

designing our future
selves. %
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D R%: | The new question is | S
i NG NV
& “JWhat kinds of humans are these
' machmes helpmg to create”’ <




