


 
 

The Possibilities 
Mind 

 
Conversations With God, 

Einstein, and Others 
 
 
 
 

Bernard G. Berenson, Ph.D. 
and 

Robert R. Carkhuff, Ph.D. 



 
 
Copyright © 2001 by Possibilities Publishing, Inc. 
 
 
All rights reserved. Any reproduction in any media without written 
permission of the publisher is a violation of international copyright law. 
 
 
Published by Possibilities Publishing 
   22 Amherst Road 
   Amherst, MA 01002 
   413-253-3488 
   800-822-2801 (U.S. and Canada) 
   413-253-3490 (fax) 
   www.possibilitiespublishing.com 
 
 
Cover Photo:  In this stunning picture of the giant galactic nebula NGC 
3603, the crisp resolution of NASA’s Hubble Space Telescope captures 
various stages of the life cycle of stars in one single view. 
 
Credit: Wolfgang Brandner (JPL/IPAC), Eva K. Grebel (Univ. 
Washington), You-Hua Chu (Univ. Illinois Urbana-Champaign), and 
NASA 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ISBN 0-87425-630-5 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Editorial services by Mary George 
Production services by Jean Miller 
Cover design by Eileen Klockars 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
To our parents, 

who taught us “forever” has an 
uncompromising social 

inclination 
 



This page intentionally left blank 



 

v 

The Possibilities Mind 
Conversations With God, Einstein, and Others 

 
CONTENTS 

 
About the Authors ...........................................................................  vii 
Foreword: “Window on the Universe” by David N. Aspy, Ed.D. ..  xi 
Preface: “Of Variability and Changeability”..................................  xxi 

1. Perspective Is Everything ........................................................  3 
2. From the Leftovers ..................................................................  7 
3. X ≠ Y Is the Big Bang .............................................................  15 
4. Possibilities..............................................................................  19 
5. X ≠ Y Is the Source Formula...................................................  25 
6. Toward God’s Formula ...........................................................  29 
7. The Possibilities Mind I...........................................................  33 
8. Reinventing Equality ...............................................................  37 
9. “Unequality” Is a Hunger ........................................................  43 
10. Historical Social Denial...........................................................  51 
11. The Artificial and Its Terrible Price ........................................  57 
12. Reinventing Intelligence..........................................................  63 
13. The Asymmetrical Lifeline......................................................  71 
14. Beyond Chance........................................................................  77 
15. Thank God for Leftovers!........................................................  83 
16. The Possibilities Mind II .........................................................  89 
17. Perspective Is Born in Relating ...............................................  97 
18. Where There Is a Social Nature, There Are No Voids............ 103 
19. Ideas From the Study of the Possibilities Mind....................... 109 
20. “We Do Not Arrive Here Alone” ............................................ 115 
21. Toward Integrative Reinvention.............................................. 123 
22. Freeing Possibilities................................................................. 133 
23. The Masquerade Is Over.......................................................... 141 
24. Momentary Functions Toward Meaning ................................. 151 
25. A Space to Mingle Intellectually ............................................. 157 

References ....................................................................................... 161 
Acknowledgments ........................................................................... 163 



This page intentionally left blank 



 

vii 

About the Authors 
 
 
BERNARD G. BERENSON, PH.D. is Executive Director, Carkhuff 
Institute of Applied Science and Human Technology. He founded and 
directed the first Center for Human Resource Development at 
American International College in 1958. A professor at several major 
universities, Dr. Berenson is co-author of numerous works on science 
and psychology, including The New Science of Possibilities, The 
Possibilities Organization, and The Possibilities Leader. 
 
ROBERT R. CARKHUFF, PH.D. is Founder and Chairperson of several 
corporations, including Carkhuff Thinking Systems, Inc. One of the 
most-cited social scientists of our time, he is also co-author of The New 
Science of Possibilities and visionary of other works, including The 
Age of the New Capitalism, Human Possibilities, and The Possibilities 
Schools. 



This page intentionally left blank 



 

ix 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The infinite possibilities 

universes may reveal their 
processing complexities only 
in a scientific community of 

Possibilities Minds. 



This page intentionally left blank 



xi 

Foreword 
Window on the Universe 

     by David N. Aspy, Ed.D. 
       Science Consultant 
       Center for Health Sciences 
       University of Oklahoma 

 
 
 In The Possibilities Mind, Berenson and Carkhuff challenge one of 
the most fundamental assumptions of orthodox science: that one side of 
an equation equals the other. Nothing in God’s universe is equal to 
anything else, the authors contend, and it is precisely because of such 
inequality that entities are dynamic, ever relating and processing 
interdependently. With this assertion, Berenson and Carkhuff open the 
window on a universe of universes; with a new science—the science of 
possibilities—they set about to elevate the platform for civilization. 
 In pursuing their quest, these scientists place in perspective 
humankind’s proudest accomplishments as “probabilities moments”: 
moments that occur only under controlled conditions in time and space, 
moments that are finite—even infinitesimal—in relation to the power 
of the infinite and changing processing systems of God’s universe. An 
entire human universe may be but a millisecond in that universe of 
universes; yet, as Berenson and Carkhuff argue, it may also open to the 
infinite through the power of possibilities—our recognition of the 
process-centricity of all phenomena as we select and define our worlds. 
 Clearly, this is a vital dimension of knowledge, experience, and 
creativity to which orthodox science, a science of probabilities, has not 
and cannot fully convey. It is an advancement of the mind, one that in 
turn accelerates the advancement of science and, thus, the evolution of 
civilization. 
 The new science of possibilities challenges us to select, define, and 
develop universes in which the processing potential of phenomena—
whether people, data, or things—is enhanced and phenomena freed to 
seek their own changeable destinies. For example, Berenson and 
Carkhuff explain, we may choose to dedicate ourselves to the process-
ing function of education. If we define that function in terms of learner 
processing functions, such as thinking skills, then we may develop, 
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through further definition and nesting, a whole new human universe 
dedicated to education—a processing system whose dimensions 
(functions, components, processes, conditions, and standards) are 
themselves processing systems related interdependently. 
 Such universes will be, the authors tell us, as valid as any of God’s 
universes—perhaps more valuable for humankind’s immediate pur-
poses than the universal conditions in which they are nested. And in the 
long term, they will contribute profoundly to our appreciation of God’s 
universes. 

The Journey and the Quest 
 This introduction to possibilities science may bring to mind the 
journey of the Hubble Space Telescope. In fact, we have embarked on a 
journey into both inner and outer space guided by two remarkable 
scientists. I am pleased to report that their evidence for this science is 
powerful and mounting. I am also proud to report that I have witnessed 
the span of their achievements by contributing humbly to some of 
them. 
 For me, this has been the long journey home. I did not realize 
where I had been until I got there again. I was born the son of a humble 
but educated preacher in rural Kentucky. I was raised with all the awe 
and wonderment due to God’s works. My lifelong quest has been to 
understand the miracles of God’s universe, the mysteries of life. In this 
pursuit, I did not lead a protected, monastic life but a fully participative 
and actively initiative one. Along the way, I learned the difference 
between the protocol of probabilities science and the systematic 
processing of possibilities. 

The Probabilities “Rules” 

 In the 1950s, as a budding scientist, I was privileged to work at the 
University of Chicago in the very same place where Enrico Fermi and 
his researchers had conducted the first successful tests of atomic chain 
reaction. There I was fortunate enough to participate in conferences 
with Robert Oppenheimer and his group of distinguished scientists, all 
of whom were instrumental in saving us from catastrophe in the Second 
World War. 
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 During discussions, Oppenheimer himself would usually listen 
intently. On the rare occasions when he did speak, his manner and 
words were to the point. He would quickly specify the issue at hand 
and present his views in precise language, formulae, and equations. 
This fit the atmosphere of the conferences, one permeated with a sense 
of “scientific protocol.” 
 Communication in this environment was typically restrictive, 
limited to a conservative scientific point of view. Remarks “outside the 
box” of orthodox science were simply ignored. It was comparable to 
being at a world-class chess match: everyone knew the rules and 
adhered to them rigidly; moves outside those strictures were such “bad 
form” that they were beneath comment and, indeed, contempt. 
 The basic assumption here was quite simple: that everything could 
be described, predicted, and controlled by the conceptual tools avail-
able to scientists. This assumption, which summarizes the rules—or 
more properly, the functions—of probabilities science, fed a persistent, 
exclusive perspective on phenomena, science included. The search for 
new technologies, tools, and “gadgets” might be admissible, but ques-
tioning the perspective itself was a different matter. There was an 
absence of the notion that whole, new operational perspectives of 
science were possible. The prevailing attitude was that all of the major 
questions had been answered. These scientists believed that because 
they had tested their findings they had validated their privileged access 
to the ultimate power of the universe. 
 

Probabilities
Science

Functions

Description,
Prediction,

Control
 

 
 Of course, we were living in a postwar world where science was 
widely credited with having saved millions of lives by forcing, through 
atomic means, the surrender of Japan. Atomic energy was considered 
the force of the future, and world peace maintained by fear of atomic 
warfare. The scene was one of ego-centered satisfaction with the status 
quo. It was thought there was nowhere else to go: science had proved 
its potency by fathering the ultimate child. 
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The Processing Journey 

 In the 1960s, my journey took a new course, into processing, 
guided by Berenson and Carkhuff and their associates. In an old mill 
overlooking a waterfall in Massachusetts, they introduced me to the 
limitless power of our brains to generate our own destinies. Open 
inquiry with systematic independent processing was the hallmark of my 
meetings with them. 
 Unlike the rigidly structured conferences in Chicago, those 
meetings were informal and permeated by a learning spirit. Their 
freedom was shaped by systematic processes for generating new and 
more powerful images of phenomena: 

• Exploring our images of current phenomena by analyzing the 
operations of the phenomena; 

• Understanding new images of the phenomena by synthesizing 
more powerful operations; 

• Acting upon these more powerful images of the phenomena by 
operationalizing new objectives and technologizing programs 
to achieve the objectives. 

These processes, E-U-A, defined our “method.” We used them to 
generate “best ideas.” The latter were provisional: they governed our 
processing until we generated even better ideas. 
 From E-U-A, a new kind of processing developed—S-P-R gen-
erative processing.∗ S-P-R represents generative human processors (P) 
as they transform stimuli (S) into powerful images of responses (R). 
Historic conditioning and learning systems were incorporated into this 
processing, with the relationships of these systems, including the S-P-R 
systems, ordered as follows: 

• S-R conditioned responding systems, derived from Watson, 
Pavlov, and Skinner, were nested in learning systems. 

• S-O-R discriminative learning systems, drawn from Hull, 
Mowrer, and Bugelski, were nested in generative processing 
systems. 

                                                 
∗ Carkhuff, R. R. Human Processing and Human Productivity. Amherst, MA: HRD 
Press, 1986. 
 



xv 

• S-P-R generative processing systems, developed by Berenson 
and Carkhuff as “hosts” for the conditioning and learning 
systems, were themselves to be nested in higher-order 
phenomenal processing systems. 

The lower-order processing systems thus provided the processing 
response repertoire for their higher-order processing “hosts.” 
 By redefining processing, Berenson and Carkhuff redefined the 
terms of science. They replaced controlling functions with relating 
functions, a process they accomplished with S-O-R discriminative 
learning systems. They added empowering functions through the newly 
generated S-P-R processing systems: people could thus be empowered 
to generate their own new and powerful ideation. These scientists were 
now on the verge of their most profound discoveries. 
 Berenson and Carkhuff went on to generate multidimensional 
images of phenomena such as organizations, marketplaces, economies, 
cultures, and environments. Indeed, empowered by generative proc-
essing systems, anyone could now create such images of phenomenal 
processing systems. Once equipped with these images, we could begin 
to process interdependently with them; this interdependent processing 
was defined as “mutual processing for mutual benefit.” Here we 
related to data points and transformed them into processing objects that 
could transform themselves and others, including we who created them. 
Simply put, interdependent processing takes place virtually within, 
between, and among phenomena: people, data, and things. It allows us 
to discover our own changing place in God’s universe, an experience 
both humbling and exhilarating. 
 Empowerment in generative processing enabled not only inter-
dependent phenomenal processing, but also the nesting and freeing of 
all phenomenal systems. Berenson and Carkhuff defined phenomena 
generically in terms of their operations and, in so doing, generated the 
principles of changeability that account for the evolution of phenom-
ena: 

• Inequality in processing potential; 
• Nesting in more powerful, higher-order phenomenal 

processing systems; 
• Genetic coding of lower-order processing systems by higher-

order systems; 
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• Continuous rotating of processing systems to higher- or lower-
order functions. 

These principles define continuous interdependent processing. They 
define changeability. They define freedom as the highest-order function 
in the new science of possibilities. 
 

New Science
of Possibilities

Functions

Relating,
Empowering,

Freeing
 

 
 My lifelong quest has been answered—for the changeable 
moment! There are systems to the wonders of phenomena, models to 
represent the changeable nature of our universes, and infinite, con-
tinuing intelligence to be found in God’s work. Berenson and Carkhuff 
have made these principles known to us. 

The New Science of Possibilities 

 While it is rare for science to be the object of inquiry, it is virtually 
unprecedented for such an inquiry to result in a new science. This is, 
however, what has happened in the case of Berenson and Carkhuff. 
 These scientists have questioned the assumptions of science and 
found them limited: “probabilities moments” in God’s infinite uni-
verses of possibilities. As we saw earlier, they have, in place, posited 
the assumption of inequality: 
 

X Y=
 

 
This simply means that all phenomena are inherently unequal and that 
their inequalities are the source of changeability in Nature. Nature’s  
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mission is not balance, but dynamic imbalance; that is to say, the natu-
ral state is imbalance. Such inequality reveals the fundamental flaw in 
probabilities science: its belief that there is one final, all-encompassing 
formula that will tie up all the loose ends of Nature, of the universe, in 
one stable and fixed package. 
 Equations such as E = mc2 are thus the products of a limited 
science, one whose successes have led to its limitations. Indeed, when 
Einstein noted the gap between the theory of relativity and quantum 
theory, he underscored the limitations of them both. At that point, it 
was apparent that a more comprehensive science was required for the 
successful continuation of scientific inquiry. Science itself had to be 
elevated. 
 In this context, Berenson and Carkhuff have hypothesized that the 
universe of unequals requires a science whose operations are relating, 
empowering, and freeing, rather than describing, predicting, and con-
trolling. Scientific inquiry must begin with an empathic understanding 
of phenomenal information before proceeding to empowerment and 
freedom. The initial goal is to relate to a phenomenon in order to 
understand its operations—a goal that assumes each phenomenon 
requires a unique paradigm that will emerge through relating. Ulti-
mately, free and empowered phenomena will generate new paradigms 
and processes that, in turn, will generate new universes ad infinitum. 
 Clearly, the possibilities objective counters the orthodox goal of 
discovering fixed laws that characterize all phenomena. From this 
viewpoint, relativity and quantum theory describe incomplete proc-
esses; they are not fundamental laws of the universe, but rather, limited 
descriptions of changing phenomena. Although both make contribu-
tions to our knowledge base, they fail to recognize that Nature’s engine 
is social process-centric: everything is a process, including them. The 
concept of a unified field theory thus takes on new light, and is duly 
challenged. “God does not play dice with the universe,” Einstein stated. 
Berenson and Carkhuff’s challenge supports that statement. 
 It must be realized that, with regard to incomplete processes, our 
perspective is crucial. The incomplete does not lack value; it is our 
proposals of completeness—the misconceptions we impose on phe-
nomena—that keep the incomplete short of potency. The present 
volume, The Possibilities Mind, offers us a processing structure within 
which to consider all theories and processes that are inherently incom-
plete, including relativity and quantum theory. 
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 A recurring theme in Berenson and Carkhuff’s work is the force of 
our human urge to have complete knowledge. Only if we know “the 
rest of the story” are we comfortable; so we press toward the high mark 
of completeness and give homage to those who take us closer to that 
reassuring place of fictitious refuge. Thus, when Einstein embarked on 
the search for “a theory of everything,” the world held its breath for the 
news. Although he failed in this quest, as have others after him, the 
hope continues that someone will discover the final equation that 
anchors everything in a nice, tidy pattern. Berenson and Carkhuff 
suggest that such hope is futile, for there is no final equation that pro-
duces a nice, tidy pattern. The universe does not work that way; our 
universes do not work that way. Indeed, these scientists present a model 
which shows that our universes are places of constant change; we can 
account for this change and generate it in human terms and other phe-
nomenal terms. 
 To support their views, Berenson and Carkhuff do not simply offer 
up the science of science. They also present the most exhaustive body 
of research and demonstration on relating and empowering ever pre-
sented in behavioral science. Moreover, they engage in the most 
advanced demonstrations of phenomenal potential, including human, 
ever attempted. 
 In their continuing work on the logic, science, and technology of 
science,∗ they are generating breakthrough modeling systems: 

• Possibilities science, which generates new and powerful 
images of phenomena to drive probabilities science 
operations; 

• Possibilities mathematics, which establishes the sociogenetic 
relations between process objects and processing systems; 

• Paradigmatic modeling technologies, which empower us to 
define universes, model any phenomena within those uni-
verses, and tailor measurements to assess the changeable 
destinies of the phenomena. 

                                                 
∗ For logic, see this volume, The Possibilities Mind. For science, see Carkhuff, R. R., 
and Berenson, B. G., The New Science of Possibilities: Vol. I. The Processing 
Science. For technology, see idem, The New Science of Possibilities: Vol. II. The 
Processing Technologies. The latter two volumes published Amherst, MA: HRD 
Press, 2000. 
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Together, these process-centric breakthroughs will lead us to a grand, 
new age of enlightenment—the Age of Ideation. 
 In private-sector organizations, Berenson and Carkhuff are lead-
ing the way to fill “the processing space” by applying the innovation 
engine for all interdependently related processing systems:∗ 

• Marketplace (environmental), 
• Organization, 
• Human, 
• Information, 
• Mechanical. 

Together, these interdependent processing systems will mount the next 
e-commerce platform on the World Wide Web: the universal process-
ing platform. 
 In the public sector, these scientists are making cutting-edge 
demonstrations in all forms of new capital development: 

• The Possibilities Schools, 
• The Possibilities Community, 
• The Possibilities Economics.∗∗ 

Together, these new capital development systems define the cultural 
requirements of the twenty-first-century global community and its 
marketplace; they present us with the Possibilities Culture.∗∗∗ 
 As this expansive body of work illustrates, Berenson and Carkhuff 
live in the real world: they believe that all science is applied science.  

                                                 
∗ See Carkhuff, R. R., and Berenson, B. G., The Possibilities Organization: The New 
Science of Possibilities Management. Also, idem, The Possibilities Leader: The New 
Science of Possibilities Management. Both volumes published Amherst, MA: HRD 
Press, 2000. 
 
∗∗ For schools, see Carkhuff, R. R., and McCune, S., The Possibilities Schools, 
Amherst, MA: HRD Press, 2000. For community, see Carkhuff, R. R., Griffin, A. H., 
and McCune, S., The New Possibilities Community. For economics, see Carkhuff, R. 
R., Cook, A., and Rayson, P., The New Possibilities Economics. The latter two 
volumes in press, McLean, VA: Carkhuff Thinking Systems, 2001. 
 
∗∗∗ For more on new capital development systems, see Carkhuff, R. R., The 
Possibilities Management System, McLean, VA: Carkhuff Thinking Systems, 2001. 
For culture, see Carkhuff, R. R., Berenson, B. G., Griffin, A. H., and McCune, S., The 
New Possibilities Culture, McLean, VA: Carkhuff Thinking Systems, in press, 2001. 
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They are also dedicated to empowering us to generate increasing 
approximations of the ideal world: 

• To create new paradigms for science; 

• To generate elevated platforms for civilization; 

• To reinvigorate dedication to the sources of possibilities from 
which we come—free and open, generative and spiritual 
societies, the science of which is inspired by a knowable God. 

These scientists thus invite us to perceive the real and the ideal in a new 
way, through relating, empowering, and freeing. They invite us to 
engage in The Possibilities Mind. 
 Berenson and Carkhuff, as I, have come around not full circle but 
spiraling through space, inner and outer, to create time and movement, 
substance and relatedness. I have been blessed with a window on this 
universe of universes. What vision it brings! What joy! 
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Preface 
Of Variability and Changeability 

 The fundamental assumptions of probabilities science revolve 
around the principle of variability: variability is the range of deviations 
from some central tendency such as a mean, median, or mode; the 
central tendency becomes the standard, and we seek to narrow our 
tolerances around the standard. 
 The fundamental assumptions of possibilities science revolve 
around the principle of changeability: changeability is the ongoing 
rotation of operations in the universe; these rotations enable the con-
tinuous interdependent processing of all phenomena. 
 Thus, the probabilities scientist seeks to continue some artificial 
ideal and to order everything and everyone in a way that conforms to 
that ideal. The science derives from this controlling function: 

• We describe phenomenal operations. 
• We predict phenomenal operations. 
• We control phenomenal operations. 

This controlling function has served humankind in the production of a 
spiraling array of goods and services. However, it does not align itself 
with the inherent changeability of all natural phenomena. 
 The possibilities scientist, while not abandoning probabilities 
science, seeks to align with the natural and changing rhythms of 
phenomena. Accordingly, the science culminates in a releasing or 
freeing function: 

• We relate to phenomenal operations in order to understand 
their potential. 

• We empower phenomenal operations in order to enhance their 
potential. 

• We free phenomenal operations so they may actualize their 
potential. 

This freeing function will serve humankind in the fulfillment of its 
potential and its environment’s potential to actualize changeable 
destinies. 
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 The central principle here is changeability. Changeability defines 
the standards by which we operationally define all phenomena: 

FUNCTIONS  Life-cycle processing functions are discharged 
COMPONENTS by unequal multidimensional modeling 

components 

PROCESSES  enabled by interdependent processing 
CONDITIONS  under asymmetrically curvilinear conditions 
STANDARDS  with changeability standards. 

 Changeability is thus the key to these operational definitions. 
 Whereas variability seeks to fix phenomena in a static state, 
changeability seeks to align with, first, naturalistic operations and, 
second, empowering interventionistic effects upon operations. Its view 
is inclusive, admitting variability as simply another instance of the 
changeable. Variability itself, though, is exclusive, and eliminates all 
concepts of changeability. 
 These two contrasting principles shape the core of two very 
different sciences. Probabilities science, which relies on variability, is 
highly artificial in origin, contributed by humankind’s need to order 
and control its universe. This science fixes its data sources in two-
dimensional matrices of rows and columns. It analyzes its data in 
statistics concerning the deviation of phenomena from derived central 
tendencies. In so doing, it loses much of the measuring of its original 
data through so-called “error variance.” In this context, chaos and 
even relativity are misinterpretations. 
 Possibilities science comes to us fashioned by observations of 
Nature itself. Nature speaks to us and tells us the following: 

• All phenomena process. 

• All phenomena are unequal in the power of their processing. 

• All processing phenomena are nested in higher-order 
processing phenomena. 

• All lower-order phenomena are genetically encoded by higher-
order phenomena. 

• All phenomena rotate to become drivers in processing 
(depending upon their purposes and ours). 
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 Changeability is thus defined by all of these continuous operations: 

• Phenomenal processing, 
• Inequality of processing, 
• Nested processing, 
• Genetic encoding of processing, 
• Rotating of processing systems. 

 Together, these operations make up the continuous interdependent 
processing systems that define changeability. If we are continuously 
and interdependently processing, then we are continuously changing. 
 Changeability is the prepotent construct. It generates an infinite 
array of spiraling standards and serves as the driving function for vari-
ability. It empowers us to do the right things, while variability enables 
us to do things right. On occasion, we may even dedicate changeability 
to variability and the eternal task of narrowing variability around static 
standards. 
 In short, changeability is the engine of possibilities—the energy 
source of Nature’s intelligence. It is a free seminal generator, certainly 
not something to be partitioned like variance. The artificiality of the 
latter may be employed to support a temporary fad-like commercial 
product or idea, or even scientific content; yet, all processing phenom-
ena are ever, in truth, changeability companions. 
 The essays that follow are interchangeable responses to Nature’s 
social and interdependent processing dynamics. Collectively, they are a 
social statement, one generated from new perspectives on science, phi-
losophy, and psychology. 
 The Possibilities Mind is both the subject of this work and its 
vehicle. Substance, meaning, perspective are all integrally related here. 
To have meaning, perspective must merge substance, the personal, and 
the creative. This merging can occur only with a view from the chang-
ing margins, beyond the borders. When the mind is ego-free, relating 
fully and merging with processing, changing phenomena, then elevated 
levels of meaning are clear and available. In these precious moments, 
phenomena demonstrate their empowerment and freedom; the mind—
now the Possibilities Mind—grows more comfortable flirting with new 
universes. 
 Penetrating visions emerge from the adventure of reaching into 
how and why the unequal companions of Nature relate, process, and 
transform their interdependent social relationships; that is, how and 
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why the phenomena are empowered to contribute to reinvention, even 
their own demise. The inclusive perspective embraces the generativity 
when changeability and freedom live and serve one another at the 
countless instants that asymmetrical, unfinished Time begins. 
 The function of the Possibilities Mind is thus to conjure up time-
less perspectives. That mind is faithful to its possibilities function when 
relating in order to align; aligning in order to empower; empowering in 
order to free all processing phenomena. 
 On the changing margin, beyond the borders, the Possibilities 
Mind grasps a vision of Nature’s reinventing community of unequal 
companions. It is here in this asymmetrical community of “leftovers” 
where the power of freedom is processed into the primal life force of 
change. It is here where the life force of change is processed into free-
dom. 
 By contrast, conditioned intellectual isolation, purity, and stasis 
yield but an incomplete skeleton of “probables.” The heart and soul are 
gone; the mind and perspectives atrophy. 
 Whatever is asymmetrical, and therefore by definition unfinished, 
is alive with changing imperfections. Possibilities substance, art, 
science, philosophy, psychology, and, yes, possibilities perspectives are 
imperfect, asymmetrical, unfinished. They live. They are leftovers! 
Only leftovers are free! 
 As water springs from the special social relationship between 
hydrogen and oxygen, changeability springs from the unequal and 
social interdependent processing dynamics of Nature. As it is with 
Nature, so it is with the Possibilities Mind: the Possibilities Mind is 
Nature; Nature is the Possibilities Mind. And both are unfinished. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1 
 

Perspective has no 
beginning and no end. 
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Perspective Is Everything 
 We may be many things. We are, most of all, teachers. Whatever 
our tasks, we are teachers. The substance of teaching is perspective. 
Perspective is everything! 
 The fundamental substance of the Possibilities Mind is a combi-
nation of the assumptions, implications, attitude, and meaning of that 
mind’s evolving perspectives. Possibilities are first generated by per-
spective in the free and changing mind. The expanding scope of 
possibilities and the power of the vision they engender are promises. 
Everything is at hand for the mind to explore and process with its 
complex of identities. This is a search for what accounts for reinven-
tion. 
 Of the various perspectives offered by Einstein, the most signifi-
cant and eloquent was relating. From that perspective, there should be 
some unifying, universal formula for creation—a source formula that 
merges the human and natural forces of the universe. Such a formula 
would have to be anchored in relating, be process-centric, and, above 
all, be social. Its theory would describe, among other things, the 
“social” relationships between relativity and quantum mechanics; it 
would explain how they can exist at the same cosmic span of time, 
overlapping without merging, and describe how each dominates a 
phase of the development and dissipation of singularities. With such a 
formula and theory, we could explain relativity and quantum mechanics 
as probabilities moments within the context of infinite possibilities, 
avoiding ego-imposed equality. 
 Let us say this universal source formula indeed exists. Now prob-
abilities science may describe probabilities moments, but not predict 
and control such moments as successfully. Now we have the inception 
of a science of possibilities, a science that will allow descriptions of the 
creation of new free variance by providing the processing and technical 
architecture with which to relate, empower, and free any and all phe-
nomena. 
 The overlapping relationships of relativity and quantum mechan-
ics, their inability to merge, and their selective dominance of movement 
toward and from singularity set the conditions and standards of a uni-
verse full of diverse, unequal “big bangs”—a universe allowed to be
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the aftermath of a larger “big bang.” The aftermath of any “big bang” 
is the escape from the intolerable state of symmetrical singularity. The 
expanding universe is a “big bang.” The “big bang” is not over. The 
cycles of the phases toward and away from symmetrical singularity 
support the hypothesis that there is no beginning or end to the universe. 
Moreover, infinite possibilities require universes with no beginning and 
no end. Universes are whole processing phenomena! 
 Only whole processing phenomena may merge, having been 
empowered and freed as a function of their capacity to relate fully. 
Only whole phenomena may relate fully. 
 Probabilities moments are not whole phenomena: they cannot 
relate fully; they are not empowered to be free; they cannot merge! 
They may, however, overlap as in Pearson Product Moment Correla-
tions: each overlapping represents only a small portion of operating 
variance; the greater portion of operating variance is lost in multidi-
mensional space due to right-angled regression lines, sampling, and 
measurement errors. Moments of linearity based upon artificial, static 
estimates cannot relate one to the other. 
 We may thus advance the following: 

• Relativity and quantum mechanics may only overlap; they are 
probabilities moments, and less-than-whole phenomena. 

• Less-than-whole people may never merge; they may only 
overlap, briefly, with less-than-substantive phenomena. The 
less-than-whole person is a probabilities moment! 

• The whole person is a possibilities phenomenon, able to merge 
with any substantive phenomena. 

• The universe was not created by a “big bang”; it is a “big 
bang”! 

• Like the universe, the whole person generates new variance by 
relating fully to empower and free phenomena. This is a “big 
bang”! 

• Whole processing phenomena are personal, social phenomena. 
• Only whole processing phenomena are possibilities 

phenomena. Whole processing phenomena are possibilities 
universes. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2 
 

“There are no tragic, silent 
universes because there is no 

singular, lasting whole. 
There is no singular, lasting whole 
because there are no equals in our 
community. In the order and the 
disorder, there is only an eternal 
awakening of free and unequal, 
asymmetrical social companions 

actualizing the leftovers.” 
 
          — Nature 
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From the Leftovers 
 Perhaps nowhere in human experience is the union between 
phenomena more clear, full, and complete than in the performance of a 
symphony orchestra: the merging of conductor, musicians, score, and, 
by extension, composer. It may well be the experiential model for the 
new scientist. There is no lasting conflict, only the exercise of merging 
in the changing moments to vitalize the composition in sight and sound. 
Each performance is new and fresh, never a duplication of any past 
performance. The potential is ongoing, defying a singular, “definitive” 
perspective. It is impossible to “hear it all.” 
 Over the years, we have seen some colleagues “burn out” and 
others flourish. Those who burned out tended to have the same experi-
ences day after day, year after year; in time, they had “heard it all” and 
“seen it all”—at least from an isolated perspective. Those who flour-
ished tended to have different experiences day after day, year after 
year; there was always more of “all” to hear and see. They were always 
expanding their functions, developing more inclusive perspectives. 
Most important, they were always putting different systems together. 
 So it is with Nature. 
 From the clash of matter and antimatter, from the clash of sub-
stance and antisubstance, we, the leftovers, travel to the margin beyond 
the borders, where nothing is forever. It is here, in this great pulsating 
vista, where unity becomes elusive and our search for it becomes a 
grand, taunting challenge. It is here where that mind can see universes 
expanding and collapsing, and understand them with adventurous 
meaning. 
 Einstein once commented, “I have little patience with scientists 
who take a board of wood, look for its thinnest part, and drill a great 
number of holes where drilling is easy.”∗ This may well be his view of 
probabilities science. Probabilities invite “easy drilling”; moreover, 
when independent of the larger, operational, expanding and changing 
context of possibilities, probabilities are evidence of intellectual 

                                                 
∗ Quoted in Frank, P., “Einstein’s Philosophy of Science,” Review of Modern Physics, 
21, no. 3 (July 1949). 
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slavery.∗ All “easily drilled” holes are, at best, guesses about concepts 
that suggest concepts. But it takes more than concepts to advance a 
science that merges with the possibilities of Nature. It takes more than 
X = Y probabilities moments! 
 In probabilities designs, the great portion of variance is discarded 
as leftover errors; that is, variance that does not fall on or very close to 
a linear (or even curvilinear) regression line is lost in the space between 
right-angle vectors that represent the variables being studied. In con-
trast, possibilities designs are nourished by leftovers. Leftovers are 
possibilities in the making! They enhance interdependence, while prob-
abilities enhance independence. 
 All impediments to interdependent processing promote brain-
numbing isolation for people and thus distorted responses to Nature. 
When technologies, contrived statistics, ideologies, and abused forces 
of Nature become instruments for serving isolation, they are powerful 
deficits. 
 Even the skewed curves of probability are deficits. They are 
addressed as variants of “normal” curves; yet “normal” curves are con-
trived assumptions that distort the asymmetrical character of phenom-
ena, restricting possibilities and thus impeding interdependence. In the 
context of evolving possibilities, the computational justifications 
(means, deviations) are impediments to understanding and merging 
with changeable phenomena—unequal (≠), greater than (>), less than 
(<) relationships that are congruent with the natural context of existing 
and evolving asymmetry. 
 To paraphrase Michael Faraday, all forces of matter are unequal, 
yet they are mutually interdependent and share a common process-
centricity. 
 Possibilities scientists must therefore rise above and reach beyond 
the customary rows and columns of probability requirements; only 
then will they be free of fixed, “either/or” choices between apparent 
polarities—simple and complex, chaos and relativity, collapsing and 
expanding, equal and unequal, symmetry and asymmetry—choices that  

                                                 
∗ Here we are reminded of Luc De Clapiens’s observation “Servitude degrades people 
to such a point that they come to like it.” 
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diminish science and philosophy and strangle perspective. With such 
freedom, these scientists may choose to merge “polarities” and thus 
expand perspective and science. 
 Faraday’s insights into the forces of matter demand that we 
operationalize how and why “polarities” require one another and form 
larger more powerful phenomena out of their inequality. In this 
architecture of the new science of possibilities, “polarities” exist as 
indispensable, merging companion-partners. With their free evolutions, 
they alter the dynamic anchors of all cosmic experience as well as the 
anchors of science. These alterations make possibilities the life force of 
Nature and thus the life force of an elevating scientific possibilities 
wisdom. 
 So, all the forces of Nature, everything, happen at once. This is 
Nature’s vital spark. This is Nature’s heartbeat. It is the rhythm of the 
new science of possibilities. 
 Throughout the intellectual history that preceded the great proces-
sors—Newton, Dalton, Faraday, Maxwell, and Einstein, all of whom 
were leftovers—Nature and experience were commonly reduced to a 
constant or a small number of constants. Philosophers, early scientists, 
theologians were compelled to champion one or very few popular con-
stants. For the lack of operational definitions, these constants were 
conceptual and expressed in the context of dichotomies, of choices 
between relationships, values, destinies, beliefs, ideas, even formal 
principles. They included such venerable notions as goodness, evil, 
guilt, anxiety, love, hate, fear, greed, power, Eros, roundness, linearity, 
stability, sin, unity, Christ, and Antichrist, to list a few. Principles 
based upon fixed dichotomies established the early rationale for prob-
abilities. 
 Even when confronted with incontrovertible evidence that nothing 
exists by itself, that even constants are variable, that changeability is 
the basic dynamic of Nature, thinkers and everyday folk held to the 
belief that people cannot be guided without constants anchored in fixed 
dichotomies. This belief was and still is dangerous, for it convolutes all 
description and prediction of events, human or otherwise; its assump-
tions and the systems of action based upon them violate what has been 
validated about Nature. In this validation, even time, presented as a 
constant in relativity equations, becomes a variant when interacting 
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interdependently with other variants, including experience. Descrip-
tions and predictions based upon anchored constants artificially reduce 
variance, and so understanding is, at best, incomplete. Prior assump-
tions of stable constants in the context of absolute dichotomies make 
the construction of changeability models of any experience—cosmic or 
human—impossible. Learning is restricted to conditioned description, 
prediction, probability, and improbable control. 
 Dichotomies within the larger context of Nature are artificial. 
They become requirements when all there is to work with are constants. 
Dichotomous “principles” and systems paradigms develop into exclu-
sive and, therefore, isolated psychologies and operate as depressor 
variables. Depressor variables put a lid on potential. 
 By contrast, when the great processors of history sought out unity 
among the forces of Nature and experience, they penetrated confound-
ing mysteries, requiring the redefinition of relationships as well as new 
levels of inclusivity. They pursued possibilities beyond “self” and pos-
sibilities including “self.” In so doing, they approximated an elusive, 
unified scientific-philosophical perspective within which more and 
more contradictions were no longer unnatural. 
 These processors left behind dramatic demonstrations of interde-
pendent processing, a legacy we have come to appreciate bit by bit. 
Among these profound, elegant lessons in perspective, the most mean-
ingful is that the probability paradigm by itself cannot withstand the 
interdependent, generative processing of an empathic mind. Probability 
in its conditioned isolation is an instrument of oppression, and like all 
instruments of oppression, it is destined to smash into impotence upon 
a mind enabled to relate inclusively and interdependently with chang-
ing content. Possibilities are social. Probabilities are not social. 
 The great processors introduce us to the Possibilities Mind. That 
mind is empowered with the freedom to welcome, merge with, and 
understand the procreative power of asymmetrical interdependence; 
it may also apply that power because it changes as Nature changes. 
This is how and why Faraday became Faraday and Einstein became 
Einstein. 
 Collectively the great processors announced, “Unity but not 
symmetry!” Their bold, courageous possibilities minds reached far  



2. From the Leftovers 
 

11 
 

beyond the rows and columns of the probability curve, a curve in 
partnership with conditioning. The latter require each other in order to 
limit responses, especially new responses. Usually this partnership 
tolerates only a two-response repertoire. A limited, conditioned 
response repertoire such as this engenders isolation, which in turn 
engenders distortion, even pathology. Thus, if we postulate a unity, or 
even a disunity, of Nature based upon a singular conditioned polarity, 
we commit the ultimate fallacy, advancing isolation: we diminish 
Nature as well as science. The characteristic two-response repertoire 
of conditioned polarities invariably represents isolation: it is never 
worthy! 
 Outside the context of possibilities, probabilities offer a small 
view. Within the context of the possibilities paradigm, probabilities 
are better than that. Faraday’s suggestion that the forces of matter are 
mutually dependent suggests, in turn, that risking the loss of private 
experience is infinitely more generative for universal experiences than 
is isolation. At best, probabilities may be empowering for the briefest 
moment, but they will never free any phenomena. To deny freedom is 
to trash substance, and that is criminal. Possibilities technology may 
enter any area of substance and elevate it: this is what allows a human 
being to be more. 
 Newton, Dalton, Faraday, Maxwell, and Einstein gave us proc-
essed clues that probability curves are no more than a microdot on one 
of an infinite number of generative, multidimensional possibilities. 
While advancing science, they advanced our humanity. They also 
allowed us a glimpse of the infinite degrees of freedom only God could 
have created and can understand and manage. They did so at great per-
sonal cost, but with an obsessive processing mission. 
 When humans pray, they pray to a possibilities God. 
 The unforgiving employment of the probability curve is nothing 
more than an indefensible, tyrannical, political, infectious invasion of 
science. 
 The message from Nature? “Whether you probe the most minute 
or the most grand with your Possibilities Mind, you will discover 
generative possibilities tracks that change as they approach the birth 
moments of still more possibilities. Such adventures are the generous 



THE POSSIBILITIES MIND 
 

12 
 

enterprises of the Possibilities Mind, enterprises that expand and 
clarify evolving understandings.” 
 As the territory of Einstein’s adventures, Dalton’s indestructible 
atom became destructible and the concept of unity expanded to 
embrace unity and disunity. The possibilities continue as the processing  
—the life—of the Possibilities Mind continues. The margin beyond the 
borders is ever present. The search is for meaning. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3 
 

If  X = Y, 
there are only probabilities. 
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X ≠≠≠≠ Y Is the Big Bang 
I still work indefatigably at science, but I have become an evil 

renegade who does not wish physics to be based on probabilities. 

 Albert Einstein, 1948 
 

I am quite convinced that someone will come up with a 
theory whose objects, connected by laws, are not probabilities. 

 Albert Einstein, near the end of his life 
 
 
 The journey to discovery is as much physical as it is intellectual. 
It requires a physically based endurance, an obsessive focus, and an 
excited, ego-free curiosity. Discovery itself requires the capacity to 
relate fully and merge with phenomena, for the adventures of discovery 
are social. Phenomenal relating and merging reveal the social fabric of 
changeability possibilities. They are unequal and asymmetrical! They 
are innocent! Their inequality and asymmetry empower them! They are 
free! So it is with the possibilities model. So it is with the Possibilities 
Mind. 
 The possibilities model is, by necessity, constantly changeable, as 
all phenomena and their processing interdependence are constantly 
changeable. The unequal asymmetrical is the source of changeability. 
 The unequal social character of the possibilities model and its 
science engenders endless discovery. This fundamental character is 
Nature’s requirement for an evolving cosmos: it is the essence of 
cosmic perspectives, and as such, empowers and frees. Through this 
character, and because of this character, the detailed, deductive, and 
developmental architecture of the new science redefines intelligence 
and provides a universal, scientific language. Such intelligence and 
language support and nourish each other: they become the operational 
power of the psychology that composes generative, universal process-
ing. Redefinitions of intelligence emerge with each cycle of the possi-
bilities model to collaborate repeatedly with new language. We thus 
apply possibilities science to internalize a possibilities intelligence and 
possibilities language, integrating, at long last, the human and the 
scientific.
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 This interdependent processing between the human and the 
scientific is, like all cosmic interdependent processing, unequal and 
asymmetrical. Such processing (unequal, asymmetrical) is basic to a 
dynamic nature that describes the processing relationship between 
relativity and quantum mechanics (chaos): it offers the how of relative 
gravity as an output of relativity and chaos; it accounts for all change-
ability and new variance. Relativity and chaos are themselves unequal 
and asymmetrical. 
 Unequal asymmetrical process-centricity is the cosmic unifying 
dynamic. It is the grand idea of Nature. It is the genesis of and the 
deductive system-model for all phenomena. It is the essence of relating, 
empowering, and freeing. Any fear of being free to relate fully with any 
phenomena is entombed in less-than-healthy reasons. The fear of free-
dom stifles merging and, thus, unequal asymmetrical processing as well 
as increasing degrees of freedom! 
 Beyond the asymmetrical, there can be no certainty of growth, of 
grasping truth before it evolves into a new reality, of evolving with 
truth. In this context, the probable dissolves into the artificial and the 
artificial into the probable: a poor, rigid, reckless guess. 
 Within Nature’s embrace, nothing can be firmly imagined for very 
long except Nature’s unequal social processing. The implications are 
clear: the probabilities scientist attains but a very distant view of 
Nature; the artist gets a glimpse of Nature’s eccentricities; the proc-
essing philosopher and the Possibilities Mind receive Nature as an 
adventurous companion and teacher. During moments of discovery, 
Nature is, all at once, personal and universal, physical and intellectual, 
and forever social. 
 Mysteries are thus born and resolved between unequal, momentary 
limits and absolutely no limits at all. Both are real and co-exist. The 
new possibilities scientist, when free enough, may process with Nature 
without the burden of ancient labels while being introduced to a new 
possibilities language. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4 
 

Nature has an eternal 
social disposition. 
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Possibilities 
 The struggle to understand the meaning of Nature’s possibilities is 
a confusing mix of disparate beliefs, assumptions, superstitions, and 
observations. We seem destined to pass through mortal moments of 
only limited awareness. Some moments may stand out fresh and new, 
but most simply blend into a familiarity of experience and are hardly 
noticed. It is as if we live in a state of semi-consciousness, and in a 
sense we do. This state is shaped by the force of the conditioned need 
for stability, with fragile egos and anxious fears about new freedoms 
leaving a residue of small, exclusive images of experience. This does 
not have to be our destiny. 
 There are a few basic, required principles to understand. The most 
fundamental principle is that discovery emerges from explorations of 
the social character of Nature’s functions and processes. These explo-
rations and their implications are indispensable to humanity’s growing 
genius in at least one changing universe. 
 Clarity of vision comes from pure ideas about our possibilities. 
It remains for us to uncover the courage and curiosity to expand our 
perspectives, to dare to see and to welcome growing relationships, 
empowerment, and freedom and thereby earn a glimpse of creation. 
 As all of Nature creates new variance and thus possibilities, so 
does the human genius. The denial of this universal function would 
banish us to the numbing wasteland of repetitious history and mindless 
oblivion. This need never happen! If we have nothing else to guide us, 
we have the temporary social habits of Nature. It is Nature’s execution 
of its own demise and reinvention that testifies to the eternal social 
disposition of the cosmos. The most profound revelation emerging 
from this is that there is no balance in these cycles of reinvention: no 
equality and no symmetry. Burgeoning possibilities, even creation 
itself, flow from great diversity. Nature, then, is the master teacher of 
this new science of possibilities, and the message of this new science is 
social! Nature shares its operational substance with the meaning of 
relating and intervening. It is all applied with the rotating interdepend-
ence of the new scientific functions, components, and processes serving 
the multitude of changing conditions. Together, these possibilities 
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applications offer the escape from conventional insistence upon some 
finite resource-driving human activity. 
 The clarity of the inclusive social idea offers meaning in a process-
centric perspective and architecture. There is, as well, a glimpse of a 
new sort of genius as it engages in comprehending the unifying and 
generative power of social circumstances. 
 The interdependent process-centricity of the possibilities genius 
shines light into the dark corners of all phenomena. These corners are 
transformed into potentialities and merged into a unity. This temporary 
new unity explodes with the vitality of creating possibilities from its 
unequal asymmetry. The new variance fosters the reinvention of intel-
ligence! 
 While establishing asymmetrical process-centricity as the spring of 
Nature’s infinitely complex changeability designs, the possibilities 
genius validates social process-centricity as Nature’s cavalcade of 
intelligence. The new science of possibilities provides the context for 
the possibilities genius and, further, establishes the platform for fash-
ioning the anatomy and physiology of a unifying source formula: one 
that is ego-free and equation-free! 
 The merging of human values and human prodigy are operational-
ized in Nature’s social activities: relating, empowering, and freeing. 
These primary activities flow out of cosmic, asymmetrical interdepend-
ence and provide the essentials for a human physics. 
 Possibilities shape and free ideas to reach out and merge with the 
connecting and pliable glue of the cosmos, making the bonds more 
accessible and even more pliable. With the fabric of the process-centric 
possibilities genius, this connecting glue is made ever more universally 
intelligent. So now we in the company of the new scientist may pass 
through mortal moments of fresh, new insights with which to harvest 
time’s unequal and unequaled generosity. 
 The new science of possibilities offers possibilities insights and 
applications and technologies for and about the following: 

• The origin and power of Nature’s social intellect; 

• The social process-centric evolution of all creation that 
portends the unity of science; 
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• Elevated outcomes of rotating, developmental-merging cycles 
of process-centricity; 

• Possibilities as a universal life force. 

 In this context, the clarity and potency of inclusive ego-free 
empathy transforms human psychologies and perspectives into the 
community language of all phenomena: the new science becomes the 
intentional science which evolves into the ideational science; the 
ideational science frees the focus of the Possibilities Mind and sparks 
the maturity of the new science. This is the social content for the social 
context of all creation and, most profoundly, concession to social unity. 
 Social unity is the soul of the Possibilities Mind. Such unity is 
ego-free and equation-free. It is the unifying source. It merges human 
values and human prodigy while establishing a human physics. 
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If  X ≠≠≠≠ Y, 
there are infinite possibilities. 
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X ≠≠≠≠ Y Is the Source Formula 
 Einstein suggests that the broadest, clearest, and simplest perspec-
tives have been beyond our reach because we have been prisoners of 
our egos. He declares that the escape from the bondage of self is the 
prelude to universal discovery and profound perspective. In escaping 
from such bondage, we also leave behind the myth of equality in 
Nature. The insistence upon that equality, expressed in equations, is a 
reflection of the ego’s unforgiving requirement for what can be gov-
erned by the ego: the static, the symmetrical. 
 Universal discovery reveals itself in a series of rather humble, 
simple propositions. These propositions are made clear, even pure, by 
their unequal origins, origins of asymmetrical, interdependent process-
centricity. In the largest sense, this means X ≠ Y: beyond the scope of 
our small universe, E ≠ mc2. 
 There are three propositions in all: 

I. [X = Y] ≠≠≠≠ [X′′′′ = Y′′′′]: This proposition presents images of probabil-
ity within the context of infinite possibilities, as with the periodic 
rotation of the interdependence of relativity (field theory) and 
quantum mechanics (chaos). However, the rotation of probabilities 
can only reveal small, unreliable possibilities because the moments 
are not whole and are only related linearly and transitionally. 

Each side of this unequal relationship is thus asymmetrical and for 
short-lived probabilities moments may claim a balance or not. 
Beyond these moments, such a claim is almost irrelevant. Yet 
probabilities moments may process interdependently with each 
other and, more important, process interdependently with possi-
bilities, yielding considerable degrees of generative, unequal 
asymmetry. Here, at least one phenomenon is whole. 

II. [X ≠≠≠≠ Y] ≠≠≠≠ [X′′′′ = Y′′′′]: In this construct, probabilities moments 
process with possibilities and yield greater generative unequal 
asymmetry. Again, “unequal” embraces the asymmetrical. 
Unequal, asymmetrical, interdependent process-centricity is the 
perpetual dynamic of the generative nature of possibilities: the 
phenomena in themselves and between each other are asymmetri-
cal and unequal! 
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III. [X ≠≠≠≠ Y] ≠≠≠≠ [X′′′′ ≠≠≠≠ Y′′′′]: The infinite generative nature of cosmic 
possibilities emerges from and creates elevated levels of inequality 
that are, by definition, asymmetrical in their interdependent 
process-centricity. The social generative character of Nature can 
be expressed in this construct: it moves phenomena toward and 
away from singularity, creating new variance without violating the 
periodic dominating validity of relativity and quantum mechanics 
and their overlapping relationships. 

 The first proposition does not depict the source formula for cosmic 
changeability phenomenal modeling any more than does E = mc2. 
E ≠ mc2 comes much closer. Propositions I and II are necessary to 
realize that we no longer require an equation for cosmic phenomenal 
modeling, only unequal, asymmetrical, interdependent process-
centricity, or X ≠ Y. We can now appreciate the overlapping of rela-
tivity and quantum mechanics more fully. 
 As Einstein was pulled into issues other than physics, he demon-
strated the growing maturity of the Possibilities Mind. His writings and 
presentations on these “more human” social issues drew pathways that 
contrasted the ego-centric with interdependent but essentially unequal 
process-centricity. 
 Einstein’s most important and profound teaching about perspective 
is this: “big bangs” are going on all the time at the same instants all 
over creation. They are only an evolving continuation of God’s 
response to symmetry. “Big bangs” are not a beginning, nor are they 
an end! We can say the Possibilities Mind, too, is a “big bang.” All 
phenomena in it are unequal. It too is a continuation, a response to 
symmetry. Above all, it grows with an appreciation of asymmetry as 
genesis: X ≠ Y. 
 Through Einstein’s teachings, we may arrive at a further insight: 
mysteries are born and resolved between the inequality of momentary 
real limits (probabilities) and absolutely no limits (possibilities). Both 
are possibilities. Both are real: they co-exist! Understanding this is the 
key to discovery. It is the laboratory of the Possibilities Mind! What we 
are struggling to write has no beginning and it has no end. It is simply a 
continuation. This is what X ≠ Y is: a continuation! 
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X ≠≠≠≠ Y is Nature’s 
source formula.
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Toward God’s Formula 
 Looking back on his life’s work and looking toward the future of 
science, Einstein expressed strong doubts about a continuous field 
theory. He suggested there may well be a computational image to relate 
the statistical chaos model of quantum mechanics with relativity field 
theory, perhaps interdependently. Here is the missing perspective: 
X ≠ Y. 
 We thus posit the following: 

• X ≠ Y is ego-free and equation-free. 

• Every possibilities event interrupts symmetry (including, in 
cosmic time, hypothesized symmetry expressed in E = mc2), 
thus placing the probabilities moments of both relativity 
and quantum mechanics within the context of unequal 
(asymmetrical) possibilities. 

• In the context of infinite possibilities, E ≠ mc2. 

• Possibilities are whole phenomena; probabilities moments 
are less-than-whole phenomena. 

• X ≠ Y establishes the generative conditions for the inception 
of rotating functions, components, and processes, validating 
nesting as well as changeability. 

• X ≠ Y validates the architecture of the new science of 
possibilities. 

• X ≠ Y translates into “Unequal (asymmetry) begets unequal 
(asymmetry).” 

• Unequal interruptions of relativity and quantum chaos define 
their overlap without their merging. This is true for all 
probabilities moments. 

• Interruptions occur at the same cosmic moments, with all 
cosmic time in general universal space for all probabilities 
moments! (This provides additional validation for Nature’s 
intolerance for symmetry, singularity, and equality, or X = Y). 
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• Being less than whole, probabilities moments may overlap but 
never merge! 

• If universes were to be symmetrical, they would not evolve 
into other possibilities. All evolution stems from unequal 
asymmetry (X ≠ Y). 

• The contributions of the great minds of the past overlap but 
do not fully merge—accounting for the absence of, and up to 
now, the futile search for, a unified science. 

• The interruptions of symmetry are continuations and engender 
the greatest unequal energies. 

• Any major cosmic event over universal time/space interrupts 
E ≠ mc2 to produce greater energy than E = mc2 uninterrupted. 
These interruptions yield enormously greater levels of energy, 
form greater “unequality” for both relative and chaotic 
phenomena, and constitute the energy source for time and 
trans-universe travel. Possibilities, then, are the result of 
interrupted symmetry and equality; also of any interrupted 
singularity, even levels of “unequality.” 

• X ≠ Y is the greatest source of possibilities energy. 

• Creation is the continuation of the birth and rebirth of 
possibilities, universal and human! 

• Every possibility is a reflection of rotated functions, 
components, and processes. 

• Changeability and rotation are the same phenomenon. 

• X ≠ Y provides leftovers from which everything, including 
changeability, is generated. 

• X ≠ Y is the composition of the continuation of creation. It is 
therefore the source of all possibilities. 

• Every X ≠ Y possibilities creation merges the human, the 
natural, and the scientific. 
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In a universe of  X = Y, 
stasis is everything and 

everything is alone. 
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The Possibilities Mind I 
 Einstein believed that the search for a unified source formula is a 
religious crusade. He wrote: “The most beautiful thing we can experi-
ence is the mysterious. It is the source of all art and science.”∗ The 
beauty and power of “the mysterious” live between momentary real 
limits and infinite possibilities. They are testimony to the generosity of 
great inequalities. 
 This is not to say there is no such thing as equality. There is! 
Equality simply needs to be reinvented, redefined. Equality is the free-
dom to participate fully in the merging that occurs from interdependent 
but unequal asymmetrical processing. For equality to be fair, partici-
pants must have empathy, skills, and the ego-free will to merge in a 
developmental relationship that creates evolving phenomenal infor-
mation. That is the prelude to the Possibilities Mind. It is also how the 
Possibilities Mind contributes to the efficacy of science, for all science 
is nourished in the womb of rediscovery and, at rare moments, born 
anew in the reinvention of phenomenal information. 
 The mysteries of the unequal and asymmetrical entice the 
Possibilities Mind to process interdependently. These are the adven-
tures of discovery in which phenomena and the possibilities scientist 
merge to take on their ever-changing, unequal meaning and applica-
tions. These mysteries between real limits and infinite possibilities are 
wondrous because they hold the keys to perpetuating possibilities. 
 The fragile, tyrannical ego and the probabilities equation are very 
much like teetering tightrope-walkers. They are dedicated to validating 
balance, when balance is not an enduring reality. 
 The eternal conflict is change versus stasis. That conflict will not 
be resolved by a conventional equation such as X = Y, because perfect 
balance produces nothing at all. The unconventional X ≠ Y is at least a 
poetic and, as such, fertile expression of what produces everything: 
changeability. Here we have the source of new variance, Nature’s 
intolerance for symmetry and singularity, the mysteries upon which 
feast the Possibilities Mind and all creation. 

                                                 
∗ Living Philosophies (1949), Vol. 7. 
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 The possibilities X ≠ Y validates what Ralph Waldo Emerson 
referred to as “the privilege of the immeasurable mind”; it gives us the 
freedom and right to generate phenomenal information. The alternative 
is to embrace a world such as the one described by T. S. Eliot, in which 
“the majority of mankind is lazy-minded, incurious, absorbed in 
vanities, and tepid in emotion, and is therefore incapable of either much 
doubt or much faith.” In this world, Eliot adds, “hell is alone, the other 
figures in it merely projections. There is nothing to escape to. One is 
always alone.”∗ 
 The message of the Possibilities Mind is social, and phenomenal 
information is the substance of the message. With the Possibilities 
Mind, one is never alone. 
 While we have not learned everything about Nature’s processes, 
we have learned more about the sources of Nature’s character. And we 
are learning how these sources come together and create the power of a 
unifying but unequal social process-centricity! In so doing, we are 
being introduced to Nature’s intellect, mind, and perspective. 
 Again, this is social, even conversational. We find we are not shap-
ing what we are writing and thinking. We are writing and thinking what 
the voice of Nature tells us to write and think. These conversations 
require two preconditions: 

1. An architecture so tidy it can be driven by Nature’s social 
changeability, and thus be generative and interdependent in its 
deductive models. 

2. A bracketing of the ego so that we can interdependently relate 
to the emerging phenomenal substance and merge with it. 

Together these preconditions help to liberate us from the apparent 
conflicts between the architecture of science and the seeming untidiness 
of Nature. While science follows its mission to make things tidy, the 
dynamics of Nature are never constantly tidy. Nor are they ever equal! 
 

                                                 
∗ From Eliot’s introduction to Pascal’s Pensées. 
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Phenomena may merge 
to form a unity, but the 
merging is never equal. 
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Reinventing Equality 
 The architecture of the new science of possibilities is tidy enough 
to be interdependent with Nature’s changeability, that is, social 
process-centricity. It need never be absolutely tidy! A possibilities 
perspective is both tidy and untidy all at once! The tidy and untidy 
absolutely require each other to perpetuate some degree of asymmetry 
as they accompany each other. The tidy and untidy are never equal; the 
momentary real limits and infinite possibilities are never equal. Social 
process-centricity itself is never equal for very long, if ever. 
 Notice that here, unlike probabilities thinkers, we do not attempt to 
fit science and Nature into a comfortable place within our perspective, 
neglecting the notion that Nature may have its own perspective. We 
acknowledge and seek to merge with Nature’s perspective, which is a 
possibilities perspective. 
 The power of this approach is reflected in the following points: 

• The architecture of the new science is socially process-centric, 
a core quality that makes a possibilities perspective opera-
tional; thus, the new science may be the true and faithful 
translator of Nature’s social process-centricity. 

• Possibilities’ architectural interdependency and merging with 
Nature provides a sociogenetic place for Nature to share its 
possibilities perspective through its voice of changeability. 

• The new science’s architecture and Nature’s possibilities per-
spective are both born and nourished in the womb of unequal 
social forces. The new science thus realizes the enormous sig-
nificance of such genesis: it grants Nature its powers to create 
the evolving cosmic melting pot out of all the connected and 
connecting universes that are and those yet to be. 

• The possibilities architecture images the dynamic connections 
among and between the relating, empowering, and freeing 
powers of changeability: changeability → unequal social 
process-centricity. This reveals the sense and significance of 
Nature’s growing openness to its own tolerance and intoler-
ance for short-lived polarities: relativity and chaos, symmetry
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and asymmetry, singularity and diversity, as well as relative 
gravity in all the complex and seemingly contradictory 
influences that flow from its own fertile irregular and social 
character. 

Indeed, in this context, possibilities science realizes that it 
is this simultaneous but unequal tolerance and intolerance 
for polarities, the apparent and real, that allows opposing 
phenomena to operate at the same instance in the same con-
text. Functionally and phenomenally, they are companions 
and, in that sense, short-lived polarities. 

As all the above makes clear, even ambitious revivals of learning 
cannot impact nor fully employ logic, reason, and empathy when 
science is not fully focused on relationships and their possibilities. 
How phenomena relate to and with everything else, and how the 
resulting changes generate infinitely more truths than the study of 
the phenomena by themselves, is imaged in the new science of 
possibilities. 
 All of the history of science is about coming to this revelation. 
Without it, all Nature’s secrets would remain hidden. There are no 
natural truths without it. 
 The new science is about how universal social forces live and act 
in and between connections; connections between the absolutely finite 
and absolutely infinite; between absolute simplicity and absolute 
complexity; between the present, past, and future; between the 
appearance of linearity and the reality of the changing cycles of the 
winds of interdependency; between the limits of probability and the 
liberty of possibilities. 
 The challenge for the new scientist-biographers is to discover what 
it is like to be inside these mutating connections—inside the mind of 
changeability, inside the mind of Nature. They will discover that 
Nature and the new science are chameleon-like: one determines the 
changing processes of time, space, relationships, connections, merg-
ings, and structures as functions of their social character; the other 
emerges out of relating with these processes by merging fully with 
them and their changing social relationships. 
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 The social character of Nature is the “determiner.” The new 
science is the ego-free relating “mergerer.” 
 The repetitive and too often immature visions of history and politi-
cal-economic-social perspective are accounted for by a blindness to the 
insight that free phenomena are governed by the power of an unequal 
social process-centricity. This is how Nature thinks! Probabilities 
science stops short of understanding this. 
 Social process-centricity is Nature’s mind, arms, legs, method, 
blood, and spirit. It is the dynamic of relative gravity and thus the 
cosmic fabric that makes it possible for all universes to be connected. 
Expressed by relative gravity, unequal social process-centricity forms 
the “connective changeability bonding tissue” (CCBT) between uni-
verses and dimensions of time. CCBT creates the pathways to and 
through the thresholds of possibilities. The interdependent change-
ability models of the new science allow the selection of the thresholds, 
instant to passing instant, establishing links between cosmic “growth” 
requirements and cosmic changeability. 
 CCBT is the passageway between universes and time travel. 
 Even as universes converge, disperse, and merge, cycle after cycle, 
they are sociogenetically connected. They reflect one another as they 
change both in their own ways and in their unequal relationships. In 
this way, they are “one” even as they exercise their unique developing, 
diverse time-space dimensions. They are engaged as they reflect upon 
one another. This socially reflective and merging relationship, socio-
genetically determined, creates new changeability dimensions. This is 
cosmic magic! 
 The new dimensions are variable expressions of the basic 
asymmetrical social character of Nature. Although Nature tolerates 
symmetrical and singular cosmic moments, as well as the asym-
metrical, there is slightly more intolerance for symmetrical phenomena 
and singularity. Without this miniscule difference, there would be no 
universes. 
 This difference is the source of all matter—of everything! 
 Even matter and antimatter mirror one another. They are con-
nected. There cannot be one without the other. Matter and antimatter 
enjoy the most intimate relationship in all the universes. However, they 
are not perfectly equal! 
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 When they meet, both cease to be. What remains is an instant of 
the purest, most powerful energy—the most generative energy plus a 
very small number of protons. All universes thus owe their very exis-
tence to this slightly unbalanced, asymmetrical relationship between 
matter and antimatter. This creative, productive, social process-centric 
and unbalanced interdependence is the genesis of asymmetrical uni-
verses. 
 Social process-centricity, asymmetrical universes, and the new 
science are born again and again at these same “most generative energy 
instants.” They create changeability reality from the unequal tolerance 
for the symmetrical and singular and the resulting asymmetrical and 
diverse. 
 All things share with all creation not only contrasts but also 
connection: the forever asymmetrical interdependence. This is where 
change comes from! Again, this is where everything comes from! What 
is to come is given life by this same small imbalance, yielding and 
shaping asymmetrical social Nature. 
 These evolving, emerging universes enjoy a dynamic connection 
pulsating with possibilities within and between possibilities—new 
dimensions, different places all at the same moment. And so it is for all 
of us! 
 The basic processing character of social process-centricity—and 
thus changeability, relative gravity, CCBT, generative energy instants, 
and asymmetrical interdependence—is set in motion by the common 
unequal sociogenic DNA of Nature. 
 Our mentor and friend, Jim Drasgow, states the basic implication 
of this clearly: “All humans are born unequal so we can help one 
another.” 
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From chaos to order, 
From order to chaos, 
From blindness to clarity, 
From confusion to certainty, 
From tears of disorientation to the 
   unbridled joy in the journey. 
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“Unequality” Is a Hunger 
 Inequality, or “unequality,” is the precondition and the essence of 
social process-centricity. The social inclination can only be expressed 
in asymmetrical interdependence. Asymmetrical interdependence is the 
boiling caldron of process-centricity. Changing, non-parametric uni-
verses require the unequal, the asymmetrical. All universal relation-
ships within and between phenomena are unequal. They are the very 
fabric of the connective changeability bonding tissue, or CCBT, 
allowing time and space transitions made up of interdependent, unequal 
processing fibers. 
 The eternally developing, maturing cosmos introduces so many 
complexities and so many liberties that relating to it is like brawling 
with the most powerful headwinds ever. Yet, the struggle is strangely 
welcoming, for we come upon new insights. Recognizing that asym-
metrical interdependence and social process-centricity are more than 
companions is one of the great prizes. They are the nature of the 
mergings and unequal unities that account for continuously evolving 
phenomena, the result of the socio-cosmogenic legacy of all creation. 
They are enormously freeing. 
 Whereas asymmetrical interdependence is the fundamental form 
and structure, social process-centricity is how Nature functions. If the 
processing were equal, there would be no leftovers and, therefore, 
nothing. Unequal social process-centricity is the enduring, evolving 
groundwork for changeability. 
 Now we understand why a natural physics cannot rest upon X = Y. 
In Nature, in human affairs, the fluctuating interdependence between 
phenomena is rarely balanced. Consequently, we find it more and more 
comfortable to record what we see when Nature shares its vision of an 
asymmetrical and even non-parametric creation. It is ego-free and thus 
censor-free: we hear the sound, rhythms, and unfamiliar melodies of 
meaning emanating from the social process-centric alliances. 
 In these privileged moments, we are not bound by fixed parame-
ters. We are introduced and reintroduced to constantly reinvented 
relationships and members of the new alliances. We change rapidly. 
We are reinvented. All entities are linked by their shared CCBT path-
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ways. Never tranquil, never conceptual, never in equilibrium, the 
affiliations mutate in an increasingly empowering and freeing socio-
cosmogenic process. Bound together in this evolving manner, we 
become the quintessential community. Each processing member is now 
able to keep probability in proper perspective: probability is the lure for 
the losing gambler who offers a single resource not only finite but con-
trolled by only a few. Each member now moves on to fulfill his, her, or 
its unique cycles of rebirth. 
 We are no longer combatants in a battle with the headwinds. We 
are biographers. What we see and what we hear is multisensual, phe-
nomenal cosmic magic, marvelous with evolutionary and revolutionary 
truth. 
 From the unforgiving shadow of empty space to the innocence of 
the first color of morning light, we race from the fuming cyclone to the 
welcomed cooling breezes of midsummer. We ride the waves of glori-
ously painted early evening skies to the innumerable multitudes popu-
lating the plentifully seeded space beyond sight. We owe this, the 
companionable trait of personality (however defiant, however garru-
lous), to social process-centricity: everything is social, including states 
of physics and states of mind, heart, and soul. 
 In this great contentiously gathering party, humankind is the sin-
gular temporary tenant who is struggling; but as yet it is too insignifi-
cant to spoil that party. 
 Humans, Nature’s biographers, are learning that even solitude is 
another season for relating! 

Everything is a hunger for relating! 
This, too, is cosmic magic. 

Captured in the season of solitude, memory hungers for relating: isola-
tion falsely satisfies appetite. Curiosity becomes hunger itself, while 
knowledge becomes evidence of the hunger. In this forgiving season of 
humankind’s solitude, change becomes the hunger for what is new and 
interdependence becomes the hunger for something more. 
 Season after season, processing is the hunger for life and centricity 
the hunger for the merging that intensifies. And season after social 
season, technology is the hunger for being useful and science the 
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hunger for insights about relationships. All the while, the new science 
is the hunger for possibilities and social cosmogenic freedom. 
 Tragically, catastrophically, the rewards of these infinite degrees of 
freedom are lost in the linear and the probable. Sadly, the fear of free-
dom’s changing possibilities may well be the most telling lesson we 
can learn from human history and from our collective psychology. 
Interchangeable responses are nowhere to be heard! 
 These freedoms, these prospective liberties, provide no stability. If 
they did, they would not be freedoms; at best, they would be empty 
promises. As part of the genesis of possibilities, they stimulate and 
respond to the healthy appetite for expanding perspective about Nature 
and about humankind. Expanding perspective may be the only experi-
ence that will rescue all of us from the confines of probability-based 
finite resources and, thus, the trappings of a conditioned, incentive-
driven level of motivation. 
 Such motivation sustains conditioned mentalities that are bound 
and bonded to a two-response, “Go/No Go” repertoire. A two-response 
repertoire is all that is left to transform perspective into empowering, 
socially connected wisdom. It will not do. It is hopeless! It is an 
inhibitor of potential, of all the constructive and enduring insights and 
initiatives that would develop from accelerating change. There is noth-
ing positive about such constraining options. 
 Nietzsche wrote, “When people are devoid of purpose, the void 
becomes the purpose.” We might add that the same happens when 
people are devoid of legitimate purpose. Stability—an impossibility—
is more than freedom’s enemy: as the purpose for anything, stability is 
a void. It is no secret that defenders of this void commit every imagin-
able cruelty in its name once they think they can be in control. There 
are no emancipating options, no possibilities. 

 The problem: 
“There are things killing me, and they are all intimately 
social. The more I try to relate to them, the more rapidly 
I feel I am dying. It should not be this way, but it is, for 
me. The intimately social should be free, but it is not for 
me. So, I know, I will die much sooner than much later.” 
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 The solution: 
“The things that nourish vitality and life are also 
intimately social. It should be this way, and it is! The 
intimately social is the source of change for the universe 
and for you. Change is the inheritance of freedom, and 
freedom the legacy of change. The intimately social is 
interdependent and unequal. Learn this, understand it, 
and you will not die so soon. Then you may do what is 
required to live.” 

 As our friend Jack Kelly said, “We are at war to free ourselves 
of the restrictive burdens of our old responses. Our weapons are our 
thinking skills. Our destiny is in our minds.” 
 Our old conditioned two-response repertoire, linear and probable, 
continues as the rule. It leaves no opportunity to explore inclusively, to 
understand interchangeably with dynamic phenomena, and no opportu-
nity to engage Nature and God in conversation to request what we need 
to know in order to partake of socio-cosmogenic freedom. The question 
can only be presented without ego and free of shame from a condi-
tioned two-response mentality. 

 Question: 
“What do we need to know to be part of socio-
cosmogenic freedom?” 

God’s response: 
“As it is with Nature, so it is with all the universes and 
the human brain: social process-centricity is self-
organizing.” 

 Thus the life and mind and personality and perspective that Nature 
shares so diversely is beyond traditional scientific specialties. Nature, 
the universes, and the brain are far too dramatic, and their connections, 
though ever changing, are central to their self-organizing propensity. 
 While the voice of Nature is the ultimate instrument for expressing 
complex and dramatic harmony, its message is the social fabric for the 
composition of the harmony. The new scientist is simply the explorer- 
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recorder. The relating, empowering, and freeing counsel is the “new 
science symphony” within which the harmonious voice of Nature is 
nested, developed, orchestrated, and performed. The chaotic and the 
determined universes are welcomed as one soaring voice. The quaran-
tined specialties are now able to relate and fully share their power; we 
can see that the chaotic and the determined occur simultaneously, 
overlapping but never merging. Now all cycles of singularity/sym-
metry/asymmetry go on and on, contributing their changeability 
statements to the cosmic magic of social process-centricity. 
 The increasing expansion of the universe (or universes) may well 
be due to movement toward colliding then merging with another uni-
versal entity, a movement like that of arms opening to embrace. 
Universal entities in their social process-centricity relate, empower, 
and free each other to be faithful to their own and collective socio-
cosmogenic freedoms. This will continue for as long as the chaotic and 
deterministic occur simultaneously with just enough opportunity for 
matter and antimatter to meet and parent leftovers to add to the asym-
metry that creates the changeability, interdependent (but unequal) 
processing possibilities universes. 
 The infinite complexity of the universes depends upon leftovers. All 
things in, on, and around such phenomenal universes are made from 
leftovers, whatever their expression; even rare human genius. 
 Nature’s unequal tolerance for symmetry and asymmetry is the 
womb for leftovers. Even gravity is simultaneously “relative” and 
“chaotic” in its social process-centricity, contributing to the asymmetry 
that allows sustaining unequal relationships among and between all 
things. 
 Thus, whether moving or not, the phenomenal entities of cycles are 
changing statements of Nature’s sociogenic composition. 
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The brain is far more complex, 
far more dramatic, 
than the computer. 
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Historical Social Denial 
 By insisting upon fitting Nature, even God, into a small and 
specialized stability-oriented perspective, the human intellect became 
isolated: less free, less empowered, and less able to relate fully to and 
with phenomena of any kind. This served the quest for, and defense 
of, control and stability rooted in linear conditioning. Together, non-
relating specialties and risk-laden probability formed the foundation for 
all major institutions, including science, thus relegating humankind to 
the narrow linear path of a minor, ineffectual player among enduring 
social process-centric forces. 
 A sign of just how narrow that path has become is the brain-
computer analogy. Here, the self-organizing power of the brain is 
neutralized in support of, again, a specialized, stability-oriented 
conditioned perspective. Certainly, God would not approve of this 
analogy. In the first place, we humans do what we do because, unlike 
computers, we are not bound by fixed parameters. Fixed parameters 
only feign the interchangeability and instant dramatic possibilities of 
the brain. The human intellect, in its most growthful free state, is non-
parametric. That is only one source of its great power to organize, 
reorganize, and thus reinvent. 
 When we first asked God, “What do we need to know?” the 
answer made no reference to the computer. Rather, God told us: “As 
it is with Nature, so it is with all the universes, the cosmos, and the 
human brain. Social process-centricity is self-organizing.” 
 The neuron, an impulse-conducting cell, does have an “all or 
none,” binary-response pattern. However, unlike the computer, the 
neuron processes interdependently in a great number of relationships 
with numerous changeable variables in its fluid environment: nutrients, 
temperature changes, fluctuations of physics, hereditary legacies, 
degrees of light, glandular activity, as well as electric impulses—to 
name but a few. Although computers can be programmed to estimate 
variability, the instant-by-instant changeability values of neurons are 
beyond the probabilities-based estimates of these values and momen-
tarily fixed parameters. 
 Also, we can grow neurons. The computer cannot grow neurons, 
for it does not have any! This organic dimension of the brain includes 
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the brain’s self-organizing capability to produce countless “programs” 
by itself. The computer cannot do this as well because it has no 
immediate access to the known and unknown changeability of socially 
self-organizing phenomena. 
 Although the brain-computer analogy is sometimes employed to 
illustrate the power of the brain, the brain is far more powerful than the 
analogy suggests. Its dramatic possibilities also make it far more 
interesting, even wondrous; by comparison, the computer is a very 
boring thing indeed. Because the brain is organic, analogies between 
organic phenomena are more valid and more demonstrably powerful. 
 The new science of possibilities is also organic. It draws its power, 
as does Nature, from the convergence that connects the expanding, 
narrowing cycles of change that characterize interdependent social 
processing relationships. The power is thus neither stable nor 
controlled; it is gained and spent interdependently by means of social 
process-centricity. Consequently, the new science cannot be limited 
and bound by any conditioned, ego-centered, two-response-repertoire 
culture. The power of convergence brought about by social process-
centricity—in all its phases, operationalized by its models—reflects a 
cosmic culture of freedom. Conditioned linear mentalities do nothing 
but arrest development and reject such freedom as well as the 
accelerated change that freedom generates. 
 In the very first moment that we contribute to empowering 
changeability with the architecture of the new science—the very first 
moment of a clear, simple, and true human legacy—we replace 
foolhardy efforts to control phenomena based upon partial variance 
accountability. The free changeability resulting from the movement in 
interdependence is accompanied by, and accomplished with, totally 
merging and synchronized diverging sources of unequal variance. Such 
countless, diverse merging and diverging events are required by 
enduring interdependent but unequal social processing relationships. 
Remember, if all things were equal (in the probabilities sense of the 
word), nothing would change and everything would return to the void: 
equality now means sharing in social processing interdependently. 
Accordingly, all phenomena are empowered with their own universal 
freedom so generously bequeathed by the changeability movement of  
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unequal interdependence. The new scientist is endowed with this social 
cosmogenic freedom. The architecture of the new science images what 
may be done with it. 
 Although man may well be a “singular creature” as described by 
Jacob Bronowski, man is another carrier of the sociogenic and cos-
mogenic. Perhaps this is why Bronowski goes on to explain, “Man is 
the ideal explorer of Nature because evolution has not fit man to any 
specific environment,” at least on this planet and perhaps any planet.∗ 
 Tapping their social cosmogenic freedom, the new scientists may 
truly understand that great alterations in how we see our universes are 
brought about by elevating the descriptions of interdependent relation-
ships so that those relationships are more inclusive, more unifying: they 
may apply this understanding to the imaging of DNA, the theory of 
relativity, field theory, evolution, and the merging of mathematics, 
philosophy, and experimentation. Introduction to the near-universal 
application of the new science architecture yields new momentum for 
changeability and its endless transfigurations because it makes dona-
tions to their freedom! 
 A larger role, a universal role, for humankind has no authenticity 
until the new science, in all its intentional-ideational vigor, expands the 
perspective, pursuing the implications of the changeability that emerges 
in and from unequal social process-centric interdependence. 

                                                 
∗ Bronowski, J. The Ascent of Man. Boston/Toronto: Little, Brown and Company, 
1973. 
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There may be no natural laws; 
there are only the temporary, social 
process-centric practices of Nature. 
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The Artificial and Its Terrible Price 
 Probabilities-based history, or history as we have typically known 
it, is not fully human. Too much of it is artificial. Its repetitive cycles 
are so periodically brief and common that they are out of step and out 
of time and outside too many possibilities. Such history is a chronology 
of the abandonment of freedom for the false promise of stability. Its 
legacy is out of sorts with universes that have a dynamic social 
changeability identity. 
 History is so out of kind, so unnatural, that the pursuit of control 
and stability has left but a tenuous place for the development of 
dynamics, and only minor dynamics at that. Long-term positively 
directed dynamics are too frequently assaulted or, worse, denied and 
ignored. The consequences haunt us. Apparentness—what is readily 
seen, what appears to be—is defended in isolated institutions, and often 
with less-than-honest intentions. Probabilities science is a relatively 
isolated institution. 
 Cut off from social possibilities, probability designs engender a 
psychology that sustains the artificial as reality. So nothing—not eco-
nomics, government, education, science—is real, leaving only the 
autonomous commercial. 
 In the world of the artificial, apparentness allows even mathe-
matics to become a game employing symbolic language to fabricate 
increasing numbers of contrived dimensions. Only a few people on the 
margin survive to introduce fundamental insights and unifying per-
spectives. Too often, under the spell of apparentness, they become 
historical curiosities. What else can social isolation do when confronted 
with a glimpse of cosmic magic? 
 The apparentness left behind by the artificial is not real simply 
because it is not free. It is not free because it is controlled. It is not 
empowered to be free because it is not part of the movement in inter-
dependent processing. The artificial is not part of that movement 
because it is not constituted to relate fully with anything: the artificial 
is not social! 
 Apparentness depends upon probabilities. It cannot socially unify. 
Its utility continues the deficit gamble. Even in the artificial universe of 
a less-than-human history, the apparent occupies a very fragile corner 
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set upon the risky gambles of probability. Its captured, restricted 
process is no process at all: it cannot be of generative use to itself or 
any phenomena with a social character. It is simply designed by 
conditioned linear mentalities to defend its fixed, independent token-
view and influence. By putting probability within the context of the 
new science, we put apparentness to rest. 
 Over time and space, the driving social-centric force of all natural 
phenomena is to be free in order to be of use, that is, to contribute to a 
unifying, changing, and diverse journey toward singularity, the fleeting 
precondition for yielding the asymmetry that is the birthplace for new 
unequal changeability variance. Phenomena must be free to fulfill their 
destinies. 
 Contributing to the new free variance of cosmogenic changeability 
is the greatest good. Such contributions mature into elevated phenome-
nal expressions affirming social process-centricity as unequal interde-
pendence. To be generative, interdependence must be unequal—
asymmetrical. In contrast, social isolation moves toward the void of 
stability and can only encourage, from all other processes, chronic 
neglect. Such neglect gives apparent life to unnatural marriages 
between social-economic-political controls and technologies designed 
to transform potential information capital back into data that was sus-
pect in the first place. 
 The new science represents an appetite for unifying insights about 
the nature of expanding unequal relationships. Again, over time and 
space, there are no equal relationships. 
 Unequal relationships are the dynamic center of the social process-
centricity that, in turn, is the dynamic center of universal (change-
ability) principles. These universal principles reinvent the universes 
and they reinvent the mind. 
 The new science of possibilities provides method, idea, theory, 
perspective, and applications architecture for the evolving sources of 
universal development. 
 The new science unifies all sciences. 
 The new science renders all science applied science. 
 The new science generates its own higher levels of interdependent 
social process-centricity. 



11. The Artificial and Its Terrible Price 
 

59 
 

 The new science’s interchangeable responses to Nature positions 
the science in such a way that it can anticipate Nature’s evolving 
expressions and contribute to and even accelerate their evolution. 
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If contributions to social 
process-centricity were equal 
in quality and/or quantity and 
provided fixed parameters, the 
universes and all their cosmic 

comrades would not, could not, 
be connected relatively and/or 

chaotically. They would not exist 
at all. 
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Reinventing Intelligence 
 The new science of possibilities is a reinvention of intelligence. It 
is made fertile with its possibilities language. Its maturing becomes a 
kindred community-processing intelligence. It is the only intelligence 
that fuels profound unifying perspective. It is perpetually generative 
and thus changes how the human genius processes elevated ideas and 
technologies and engineers their interventions. 
 Such intelligence begins its germination in the efforts to formulate 
a possibilities architecture of interchangeable responses to all phenom-
ena (the momentary equals and the cosmic unequals) and to Nature 
itself. These responses, when accurately interchangeable, compose a 
unifying and universal language. It is a language with which we can all 
process. This language vibrates with the diverse cadence of mutating 
unions and with the vitality of phenomena reinventing the implications 
of elevated relationships. 
 Reinventing the implications of elevated, inclusive relationships is 
the function of the Possibilities Mind. While formulating perspective, 
the Possibilities Mind processes the new science into responses to the 
following: 

• What, if anything, is uniquely human, and what is the character 
of its interdependence with what is universal? 

• What, then, are the expanding parameters of substantive human 
and cosmic parameters? Might they be non-parametric? 

• What are the sociogenic nesting and rotating asymmetrical 
dynamics of an evolving possibilities vision of a unified 
scientific cosmology? 

• What drives and sustains the evolution of the social character 
of the changing universal companions? 

• How and why do universal entities process within and between 
inputs into perpetually generative, diverging and converging 
functions? 

• What is the changing structure and source of the processing 
vitality of the symbiotic relationships between time, diversity, 
functions, new variance, and perspective?
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• How and why does detailing the primal force of changing 
interdependent processing facilitate tapping the social character 
of Nature to formulate renewing and unifying possibilities? 

Along the way, the Possibilities Mind offers processed operations for: 

• The basic mechanisms accounting for awareness and 
processing; 

• The social insights for unlocking the mysteries of discovery, 
and the generative expanding of unifying social relationships; 

• Paradigms to organize, analyze, align, represent, and act upon 
change itself to advance all processing substance; 

• Changing the criteria for predicting the potential and expected 
efficacy of new models—social, political, commercial, 
technical, scientific; 

• Welcoming and employing a growing understanding of 
freedom and its reliance upon empowering and relating; 

• Making the interdependence between and among relating, 
empowering, and freeing commonplace in all processing and 
initiative; 

• Pursuing the implications for humankind when it joins in the 
natural freedom of the Universe and altered assumptions; 

• Transforming irrational independence into rational, natural 
interdependence; 

• Moving beyond mindless conditioning toward elevated and 
elevating levels of processing; 

• Welcoming and exercising burgeoning degrees of freedom; 

• Allowing scientists to begin discovery with the same database 
and the same interdependent summary of that changing data, 
even when data represents diverse functions, conditions, and 
changeability standards; 

• Redefining and renewing the potency of the relating, empathic 
individual mind; 
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• Welcoming change and welcoming the empowerment to move 
beyond the fear of freedom for all scientists and their civil 
brothers and sisters. 

 This is how possibilities scientists record the ripples of unequal 
social relationships, human and cosmic. The universal, interchangeable 
syntax of this processing is the pavement for the pathways to our 
echoing levels of understanding and applications. It is a continuously 
generous generator. While it frees our interdependent processing, it 
frees new requirements, revealing altered values. It, too, is unfinished. 
 Everything is happening all the time, at the same time. We migrate 
among the events we report until reinvention becomes a working prin-
ciple. God built reinvention into interdependent social processing as an 
exhibition of social cosmogenic freedom. Our reinvented values are 
thus defined by input from social processing rather than by fixed values 
attached to apparent repetitive cycles attached to fixed parameters. 
 Like all phenomena in the sociogenic cosmos, the architecture of 
the new science—this universal community language—is self-
organizing in this processing context and so reinvents itself. It offers 
transferable applications for all the specialties of science: physical, 
social, even economic. With this shared language we can continuously 
reinvent the marketplace of scientific perspectives to offer the first 
theory of science. This will help render social-scientific “isms” mere 
curiosities. Then, interdependent-processing scientists may begin to 
escape the limiting, conditioned, private messages they hear coming 
from the voices in their heads, and at least hear and understand the 
compounding, unifying messages from all the social process-centric 
universes. 
 A socially isolated intellect accounts for the inability to apply 
interdependent process-centricity and for the tunnel vision and 
characteristic cycles of history. 
 The new scientists do not need to become “like” Nature. They will 
move inexorably toward the discovery that they are Nature as are all 
phenomena. They will journey through time and between universes, 
minds, and spirits faithful to socio-cosmogenic freedom, and, by self-
organizing, they will embrace their interdependent minds and souls not  
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monolithically but socially. All the while, these new scientists will 
contribute to the tipped scale of natural phenomena. They will recog-
nize this tipped scale as Nature’s compass pointing toward cosmic 
solutions. 
 Within this context, the architecture of the new science will be the 
universal community language that will serve to unify, as H. G. Wells 
recommended, three great ideas: science, a universal righteousness, and 
a human commonwealth where the “minds of rare and exceptional 
persons and peoples in which they first originated signify a clear vision 
of man in relation to the things about him.” These conditions will go on 
to give “new colour, then a new spirit, and then a new direction to 
human affairs.”∗ Universal affairs, too, we may add.∗∗ The wonder of 
the new science is the multitude of other new sciences it generates, thus 
producing new color, spirit, and direction—possibilities—and new 
intelligence. 
 The functional interrelationships and ultimate merging of all 
systems, models, skills, and supportive knowledge of all specialties 
ensure that no specialty is destined to become a depressor variable 
creating a race toward total isolation. 
 The new science of possibilities and its operational architecture 
thus offers a socio-cosmogenic, process-centric unifying intelligence: 

• This unity is not 

− stable, 
− singular, 
− symmetrical, 
− independent. 

                                                 
∗ Wells, H. G. The Outline of History: Being a Plain History of Life and Mankind, 
Vol. 1. Edition revised by Raymond Postgate. New York: Doubleday, 1961. 
 
∗∗ We may note that this recommendation from Wells, dating to the early twentieth 
century, was stated without the great support of a universal community language that 
images the complex harmonies of cosmic magic. 
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• This unity is 

− asymmetrical, 
− interdependent, 
− chaotic, 
− relative. 

It is cosmogenically free. 
It is self-organizing changeability. 
It is non-parametric. 
It is—as is all social processing—all these dynamics. 
It is all these dynamics all at once, at the same instant. 
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The wonder of the new science is the 
multitude of science it produces 

from leftovers.
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The Asymmetrical Lifeline 
 Nature’s insistence upon interdependent processing is Nature’s 
lifeline. It is a fundamental message that humankind’s social intelli-
gence duplicates Nature. It constitutes the core of genius. To insist 
otherwise is the essential folly of the assumption of independence, and 
makes inevitable the finality of isolation. Independence is the fatuity of 
whatever is ego-driven. 
 With Nature’s maturing intelligence, great insights are born in the 
rhythms of relating and changing phenomena. 
 During the Middle Ages, theology was the royalty of intellectual 
activity. Today, financial profit-seeking is heir to the throne. Limited 
and thus limiting, private and asocial inductive excursions are its exclu-
sive process. The results are certain to be short-lived whims of chance. 
The price to break these bonds is empowering and freeing intellectual 
commerce. Otherwise, we are left with ego-defended concepts in con-
ceptualized marketplaces. Probabilities science falls in line. 
 For all its contributions, probabilities science does not describe the 
character of Nature and our world as a whole. It focuses upon small 
slices, with only occasional links to other slices. Each scientific 
department selects its private slice, often randomly. Each department 
becomes a compartment that is increasingly self-conscious, thus inhib-
iting coherence. The inhibition of developmental levels of coherence 
continues to serve the controlling royalty very well. 
 The new science of possibilities demands empathy-driven coher-
ence that penetrates the maturation of reciprocity. Empathic relating is 
the essential dynamic ingredient for the generative thinking that unrav-
els and unifies the mysteries of interdependent relationships. It forms 
the fabric of social process-centricity and the production of interde-
pendent, developmental, operational processing models. These 
operationally detailed processing models reinvent themselves in 
harmony with Nature’s changeability. 
 When power-seeking and ego-driven excursions offer stability in 
return for the surrender of empowerment and freedom, they offer 
equations—apparentness—and so promote, and thrive on, the artifi-
ciality of equality. These excursions yield desire without curiosity and 
hope. The absence of curiosity and hope is the vacuum left behind by
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the restricted variance of probability. There can be no generative 
perspective. 
 Ralph Waldo Emerson, in his essay “Spiritual Laws,” wrote: 
“There is a soul at the centre of Nature and over the will of every man, 
so that none of us can wrong the universe.” We may add that at least 
none of us can wrong it without paying a God-awful price. In “Circles,” 
Emerson went on: “Beware when the great God lets loose a thinker on 
this planet. Then all things are at risk.” We may add that even equality 
is among those things. 
 The new science questions X = Y. In the larger context of inter-
dependent processing, the new science replaces = with ≠, >, or <. 
Except for brief moments of singularity, there is rarely any application 
for equality (=). In the postulates based upon social process-centricity 
(and by extension, interdependent processing), there are no “equals.” 
The architecture of the new science is developmentally imaged as 
interdependent-processing paradigms. The new science replaces = with 
↔ and →, representing interdependency between and among things 
that may be more or less, but never equal. Again, equality in possi-
bilities terms is simply full participation in unequal interdependent 
processing. 
 Interdependence requires unequal participants. Interdependence 
between equals is a contradiction in terms, for the processing inherent 
in interdependence is negated by the stasis of equality and its link to the 
symmetrical. Nature’s changeability does not tolerate equals, nor does 
singularity tolerate equals for very long. Developmental, interde-
pendent processing requires asymmetry. 
 Thus: 

• Where there is no asymmetry, there is no interdependence. 

• Where there is no interdependence, there is no processing. 

• Where there is no processing, there is no change. 

• Where there is no change, there is no vitality, no life. 

• Where there is no vitality, no life, there is no intellect. 
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• Where there is no life and intellect, there is only every manner 
of poverty, of the mind, soul, and heart, for Nature, humans, 
and science. 

 The inequality (X ≠ Y; X > Y; X < Y) required for interdependent 
processing and hence social process-centricity, so cardinal to the new 
science, does not connote superiority of one or other participating, 
relating phenomena. Inequality is the variable, fundamental, prerequi-
site condition for all levels of processing: individual, interpersonal, 
interdependent social process-centricity. 
 Interdependent processing is the engine of change. Social process-
centricity is the mutating and maturing, unifying activity. Processing is 
inexorably natural. Change is natural. Change is the performance of a 
processing Nature. It is a performance of elevated levels of phenome-
nal maturity. So it is with intelligence when ego-free enough to dupli-
cate Nature! 
 The technical architectural details of the new science of possibili-
ties are the new proofs for (X ≠ Y; X > Y; X < Y) interdependent proc-
essing. This interdependent processing is the changeability foundation 
for social process-centricity. Unequal interdependent processing (↔) is 
the essential and primary unifying ingredient for the definitions of 
everything in God’s connected and connecting universes. It may well 
be the singular unifying ingredient for all the perspectives that have 
escaped or are clamoring to escape our conditioned minds in order to 
join together and be free. 
 When the new scientists are free to join humankind, they will be 
agents for all the moments to come that are rife with fresh but vener-
able processing responses, responses to be made new again and again 
with elevated relationships, as it is with Nature. It will then be possible 
for all people to become heroic sources of a heightened empathic, 
social cosmic vision. People will discover this vision by welcoming 
Nature’s reinvention. All isolating neuroses will be vanquished. Then 
humanity may rise to the challenge of learning how to live and grow 
with the inclusive, processing, empathic and selfless mind. 
 Reinvention is thus a privileged changing gift brought to us by 
process-centric time. This gift configures the image-model for a human 
possibilities culture. Such a culture, free of isolated, privatized, patho- 



THE POSSIBILITIES MIND 
 

74 
 

logical transgressions, will evolve time and time again in harmony with 
Nature’s maturing cycles and possibilities. This is a social-physical 
revolution. The composition of this revolution is new variance. The 
reality of the revolution is demonstrated in the maturing cycles of 
changeability. Their enduring truths are found in the clarity of a con-
stant evolution toward an increasingly unifying processing perspective. 
The wisdom of that perspective will forever reside in the “selfless, 
immeasurable mind”; the humanity of it will forever be reflected in a 
socially connected freedom. 
 This revolution, with no beginning and no end, will be its own 
validation. It will find its true test when it explains all relationships 
only to discover that they are never constant. Humanity will, at long 
last, understand eternity. As Emerson might put it, man and Nature are 
experimenters and endless seekers with no past at their backs. 
 The new science allows us to declare that the time for gambling 
with Nature and what makes us social processing humans is over! 
Either we educate one another to welcome the power of our social 
intellect and its inclination to relate to, empower, and free all phenom-
ena; or we continue to hide behind a repetitive history driven by static 
motives and superstitions, forces that justify the reckless waste of what 
is possible and make inevitable the tribal conflicts in the economics, 
politics, and science that follow. 
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All phenomena are 
interdependent processes. 
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Beyond Chance 
 New variance replaces chance with the freeing excitement and 
vision that comes with possibilities. Indeed, in studying the new 
science of possibilities and its architecture, we gain skills, strategies, 
knowledge, and perspectives to do all of the following: 

• Learn, understand, and act upon the implications of the 
possibilities of new variance; 

• Establish and practice a growing welcoming for changeability; 

• Expose the hiding places of the independent, isolated ego— 
the places where ignorance, fear, and apparentness hide—and 
fill these spaces with relating, empowering, and freeing. 

 By embracing interdependent-processing forces, we recognize 
the intellectual potential to represent how and why interdependent-
processing relationships are the legacy of a sociogenic Nature; thus, all 
phenomena evolve to be universal. The developmental character of the 
new science models processing why and how phenomena unify to form 
basic elevating, generative cycles for all human and cosmic activity. 
Comprehending interdependent processing, and representing it, is the 
work of the new scientist as a seeker of meaning with these principles 
in mind: 

• Assumptions based upon probability are, for the most part, 
conceptual. 

• The community-at-large will most readily accept conceptual 
explanations. 

• The conceptual rarely transforms persons and processes; it 
almost always fixes them. 

• Conceptual persons and processes are non-persons and non-
processes. 

• Non-persons do not think and thus do not process. 
• Markets can be isolated and functionally autonomous. 
• Sciences can be isolated and functionally autonomous. 
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 Possibilities owe their generous disposition to Nature’s social 
processing character. With the maturation of cosmic time and space, 
the chaotic and determined universes are fully interdependent. They 
are one in their changing places within the power of social process-
centricity. Together, they form asymmetrical interdependent phenom-
ena. Such phenomena are the greatest of all possibilities, for without 
them there would be no dynamics and thus no time, space, change-
ability, universes, language, intelligence. 
 Factual, geometric “proofs” and chaotic, determined processes 
establish no lasting phenomena and no lasting explanations. Such 
“proofs” and chaotic, determined universes have a highly compatible 
relationship in which the chaotic is not immediately predictable but is 
determined. Within interdependent changeability conditions, dominant 
chaotic phases are, however, predictable. Within these conditions, 
gravity is relative. Relative gravity may well be the proof for com-
plexities. 
 All at once: 

• Social process-centricity → relative gravity. 

• Social process-centricity ↔ relative gravity. 
 These relationships fuel changeability possibilities. Expansion and 
collapsing rates are due to unequal asymmetrical universes redefining 
their interdependent complexities. They are all social process-centric 
in origin, and this explains how and why all universal entities are 
empowered and free to evolve and contribute to maturing levels of 
changeability. We may thus say the following: 

• Whether moving or not, interdependent, asymmetrical, social 
processing phenomena are uniquely changing the infinitely 
complex universes. 

• The increasing expansion rate of the universe may be a phase 
whereby its outer reaches are approaching and simultaneously 
moving away from other universes all at once. 

 Clearly, we are not more than biographers recording the universal 
long-term phenomenal activities of Nature that are coming together to 
allow a glimpse of maturing, diverse, asymmetrical cycles of Nature’s  
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identity. However short-lived these cycles, however enduring the 
elevated states of maturity, these asymmetrical cycles are the sources of 
infinite complexity, infinite possibilities, and, most important, new 
variance. New variance is Nature’s ultimate creation. Initially chaotic, 
new variance is the legacy of possibilities and is therefore determined 
and predictable; and possibilities are the legacy of new variance. 
Consequently: 

• All manner of new variance is developmentally both chaotic 
and relative, depending upon the reinventions of relationships 
among and between phenomenal processes following “brief” 
moments of singularity. 

• All phenomenal processes, including time, space, motion, 
gravity, and mass, are variable, interdependent expressions of 
socio-cosmogenic process-centricity. Each owes its identity 
(life) to unequal interdependent processing with the others. 
They were born together and exist and change together. No one 
expression of socio-cosmogenic process-centricity really exists. 
Together, their interdependent processing is the cosmic choir. 
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Only leftovers have a 
possibilities destiny. 
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Thank God for Leftovers! 
 This cosmic experiment, this grand adventure, takes place in God’s 
classroom. Until now we have been rather poor, isolated, competitive 
learners. The journey to and through the new science of possibilities is 
changing all that. Its architecture has become the lesson plan for a 
splendid emancipation. Freedom from the oppressive burdens of the 
competitive ego and probabilities allows a glimpse of a vigorous truth: 
The end of ego-driven probabilities dogma marks the first true oppor-
tunity to be introduced to changing reality. 
 Unequal merging and repelling forces are born from Nature’s great 
intolerance for symmetrical equality, and these forces propel changing 
reality. So what we consider only probable and what we consider im-
possible are, in Nature, possible. They are possible because, as Dante 
put it, “Nature is the Art of God.” And this means they must be free! 
 What John Adams said of freedom in human affairs is applicable 
to the cosmic: “Freedom is providential. Freed is Natural.” 
 Whether developmentally merging or developmentally repelling 
(or doing both), all participants in Nature are empowered and free by 
virtue of their unequal, interdependent-processing relationships with 
one another. Equality leaves no space for freedom. Only “possibilities 
equality,” being defined as full participation in unequal, interdependent 
processing, does. 
 We will never know and understand all of God’s secrets. However, 
we can, by knowing and understanding some of God’s operating prin-
ciples, obtain an overview of God’s blueprint: 

1. Possibilities engender possibilities; 

2. There are no categories of ideas and images in Nature that 
cannot be improved upon by relating to, merging with, and 
processing interdependently with the unequal asymmetrical 
interdependence of phenomena; all the mergings and 
repellings—all the processing—mark conceptions of new life. 

 Thus the new scientist grows increasingly open to the possibility 
that there is one unifying definition for everything. That definition is 
available only if and when we view phenomena moment to moment 
from the changing margin. From the changeability margin we see, 
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through Nature’s eyes, God’s grand “freedom experiment.” Em-
powered and free, Nature is God’s handiwork. In its empowered  
freedom, Nature engenders interdependent, unequal changes—changes 
that merge and changes that repel. Both kinds of changes are develop-
mental possibilities: they generate possibilities. They require only 
unequal, interdependent processing. Interdependence (unequal and 
asymmetrical) is the prepotent condition and standard for all creation. 
It is also the condition and standard for the short-lived tolerance for 
singular symmetry. 
 Although there is, in Nature, a greater tolerance for unequal 
symmetry, the latter too dissolves into brief moments of singularity. 
Moments of singularity, when they expire, expel antimatter destined to 
collide with positive matter. The resulting catastrophe leaves behind the 
ingredients for everything, for all phenomena! Leftovers! 
 All phenomena, however brief and enduring, are a function of their 
composition of unequal, interdependent leftovers: Possibilities Minds. 
This is the one unifying definition. It has the greatest promise of possi-
bilities. It is God’s promise and Nature’s undertaking. This promise 
inhabits Nature’s infinitely complex universes and their countless 
expressions of evolving interdependency. This promise is perspective 
beyond the borders: 

“If you free yourself from self, you will see the universes as I am 
able to see them and as I am able to relate to them from the margin 
beyond the borders. You will acquire the potential to merge with 
everything of substance and spirit, most especially the leftovers. 
You will discover the source of my mysteries. You will begin to 
merge with me. Together we will rejoice in the freedom of ageless 
creations. 
“You are endowed—yes, empowered—with the processing 
wherewithal to relate beyond self to escape the confines of 
‘somewhere–nowhere,’ which is an isolated body of one. Join me 
on the margin beyond the borders. There, together, we will see and 
discover the meaning of cosmic potentialities. We will be so free, 
we will create forever possibilities. 
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“What you have never understood but must grow to understand is 
that, once creation is set in motion, my freedom is your freedom 
and your freedom is my freedom. 
“So having merged with me, we will witness the eternal cosmic 
births of leftovers and internalize the interdependent processing 
with which leftovers germinate everything that is new. You need 
only to welcome interdependent membership in the social cosmic 
family of leftovers as I was ‘born’ to do eternally. 
“Your pursuit for a place at the center of ‘self’ will be replaced 
with the meaning and the promise of a special freedom place of 
pure clarity on the margin beyond the borders. You will be among 
the most rare of leftovers! The Possibilities Mind. 
“The greatest virtue and the source for clear perspective is the 
abandonment of ego. With ego, there is no place for me.” 

 To take considerable liberties with a Freudian postulate, “The 
claims of our [probability] civilization [and the cooperating tyranny of 
ego] make life too hard for the greater part of humanity and so further 
[the] aversion to reality and the origin of neurosis… [thus, probability] 
neurosis seems to be a human privilege.” The alternative image is this: 
just as the black hole is the caldron of the intolerant soup that nourishes 
antimatter for encounters that leave behind the essential leftovers for 
new creations, so the Possibilities Mind is the caldron for the process-
ing soup that generates all manner of potentialities for creation. 
 Nature is the eternal release of unequal, asymmetrical, inter-
dependent process-centricity. Because it is social, Nature is a perpetual 
new variance-engendering energy. Nature is God’s perpetually unset-
tled, socially unbalanced grand experiment. 
 The new scientist’s observations are therefore harvested on the 
margin, beyond borders. It is the only vantage for understanding the 
irrevocable and unequal reciprocity among the manifestations of all the 
forces of creation. 
 God empowered Nature with a selfless, social intellect. Conse-
quently, God is the pre-eminent Possibilities Mind! 
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 A selfless intellect empowers all of us, however unequal, to be 
free. Great changes and the greatest challenges take place: 

“Once I was on a slow and anxious journey to someplace, 
anyplace. Then I embarked on an exhausting journey to nowhere. 
Now I am on an eternally renewing journey to everywhere. At long 
last, I learned everywhere is on the margin beyond the borders. It 
is the latitude and longitude for possibilities. Everywhere is home 
for leftovers and the Possibilities Mind.” 

 Nature’s selfless, social intellect provides the new scientist with 
the experience to witness phenomena everywhere and the privilege to 
merge with all of them. This is how a unified science, the new science, 
evolves into clearer and more profound yet simple insights. New 
understanding follows: 

• Stability has neither place for interdependent processing nor 
capacity to surrender to a dynamic reality. 

• Reality, social reality, is the manifestation of interdependent-
processing activity available for inclusive perspective and for 
reinventions. 

• Social reality generates its own standards for changing 
measures for changing conditions. 

• Interdependent participants travel standard measures of dis-
tance and time only in the context of small universal reality. 
Beyond, participants travel infinite and mutating degrees of 
random and relative interdependent relating in varied universal 
realities. 

• Evolutionary and revolutionary insights are ideational state-
ments of interdependence. Interdependence, which is by 
necessity unequal, fundamentally defines infinite realities 
everywhere. Reaching beyond standard measures of time and 
space (X = Y), each insight is a possibilities reality. Most 
important, possibilities realities overtake conventional descrip-
tions of relationships and offer up fresh significance. 
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Only transmutation is immortal.
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The Possibilities Mind II 
 The new scientist’s primary challenge is to generate elevated and 
operationalized responses to the question “Why?” Now, as Nature 
reveals more of its social processing character, it is increasingly clear 
that understanding why probabilities science has become a superstition, 
and therefore cannot engender freedom, is long overdue. In response, 
the operational architecture of the new science of possibilities devel-
opmentally and systematically refines and even reinvents with its 
changeability relationships any content, ideas, representations, models, 
and equations that are substantive. 
 Possibilities science is more than a new paradigm, more than a 
new science that alters what most people suppose about creativity, 
discovery, perspective, meaning, and intellect. It is a new exportable 
community language technologized to merge with and process any 
changing substantive phenomena. Above all, it is a language of 
asymmetrical interdependence welcoming universal changeability as its 
indispensable equal and unequal companion-partner. The new scientific 
language is itself generative, innovative, explanatory, and social 
process-centric—an evolving means for reinventing elevated levels of 
intellect. It enables the search for social meaning by imaging perspec-
tives with themes of intentionality: unifying mutating, diverse, asym-
metrical, unequal, interdependent, unprecedented constellations. Such 
imaging offers orbits of potentialities fulfilling their human and 
humane, as well as cosmic, destinies. 
 In response, this evolutionary universal language, as it reinvents 
intellect, offers impact and understanding and meaning approaching the 
pure clarity of wisdom. It nourishes hopes, visions, and the best of our 
ideations; it is able to relate powerfully enough to hold all of us 
together in the accepting embrace of Nature. 
 There is a wonderful indeterminacy about the generativity of pos-
sibilities, of new responses, as we pass from insight to insight, action to 
action, relationship to relationship. All this occurs with an incessant 
ego-free enthusiasm and a grateful confidence in the social process-
centric experience. The entire experience has personal as well as inclu-
sive meaning. 
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 The Possibilities Mind is unencumbered by the requirement to 
choose between probabilities and possibilities paradigms. Thus Nature, 
in all its complexity and changeability, lives in the Possibilities Mind. 
In this way, Nature reaches out to the possibilities scientist to offer its 
rewards—opportunities to share in the countless asymmetrical interde-
pendent potentialities of the universes. Indeed, the mind is the primary 
laboratory of the possibilities scientist. Similarly, Einstein’s laboratory 
was his mind: this bountiful banquet of potentialities was “the reason 
manifest in Nature.” He discovered a marvelous harmony in this 
bounty, and generated a new dynamic reality made up of mutating, 
unequal participants. 
 As possibilities scientists, we simply draw the merging, evolving 
architecture, employing the printed page to help us proof images of the 
past, present, and future while we attempt to developmentally and 
systematically refine ideas, models, perspectives, and representational 
images. We do all this while freeing our Possibilities Minds from the 
bonds of conditioned language. We move from the laboratory of our 
minds to a new changeability language paradigm, reinventing and 
elevating the interdependent processing of the great processors. The 
probabilities alternative has been and is to move from an established 
conditioned language paradigm to appendages of established language. 
The former advances historical intellect; the latter attempts to tradition-
alize thinking. Over time, traditionalized thinking, with all its tyranni-
cal conditioning, becomes superstition. 
 For the possibilities scientist, there is no requirement to choose 
between “the lab in the mind” and “the mind in the lab.” The new 
scientist is free to employ any combination of these processes, but 
trusts “the lab in the mind” more because it engenders far more possi-
bilities while engaging his or her most powerful instrument: empathy. 
Essentially, the new scientist is an empathic social scientist, much like 
a great mathematician who when free of fixed symbols treats mathe-
matics as a social science. Both are free of the conflicts that emerge 
when introducing possibilities thinking to a conditioned probabilities 
mind: free of the conflict about maintaining the false promise of condi-
tioned stability. 
 The new science is a dynamic, interchangeable response to 
Nature’s generous offerings. These offerings tell a story about each 
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cosmic participant engaging in a love affair with the potentialities of all 
cosmic, mutating participants. Whether expanding or collapsing (or 
doing both), this social bonding—this love affair—is the heart of 
Nature’s intentionality; it is also the heart of human ideation. 
 We are reminded here of Marcus Aurelius’s words “Our life is 
what our thoughts make of it”; also of Emerson’s statement “Thought is 
great and swift and free, the light of the world and the chief glory of 
man.” To these we must add from William Hazlitt, “Great thoughts 
reduced to practice become great acts,” an insight that serves as an 
excellent commentary on the relationship among relating, empowering, 
freeing, science, and applied technologies, and above all, the generative 
relationship among responding, merging, and intervening. Indeed, 
Hazlitt passes on to us the meaning of all the legacies of the Possibili-
ties Mind as it exercises its freedom to merge with universes of possi-
bilities. 
 Two main themes now come together: that the evolution of the 
new science is expressed in modular form; how and why these modular 
images free the intellect to relate and merge with any evolving phe-
nomena by exercising asymmetrical interdependent processing. 
 The convergence of these themes, we are told by Nature, allows us, 
at long last, to escape blind concessions to conditioned convention and 
its conversion to superstition. So we offer a science of merging proc-
ess-centricity as the life force of freedom. Like Nature itself, this life 
force cannot be crushed or trampled under foot by contemporaries or 
copyists who deny potentialities. The architecture of the new science is 
so generous it offers generations to come the option to be intentional 
and ideational applied scientists so they can free up their Possibilities 
Minds. 
 Nature’s offerings confirm in our “lab in the mind” that the new 
science has a grasp of Nature’s intentional, ideational possibilities 
intelligence so that the true human legacy may begin. History will be 
far beyond the conventional; it will be a veritable constellation of new 
dimensions to explore, relate to, and merge with. These will, Nature 
promises, be places where the empowering gifts of reinvention 
provided by leftovers will not be feared, denied, and trampled. These 
new places will establish standards where conditioned mentalities no 
longer defend ignoring the prolific union of the ideal and the practical: 
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places where mindless assaults upon emerging elevated visions of 
human possibilities are not even part of recall. Such new places will 
break the bonds of stupefying cycles of inflation and recession, of war 
and peace, challenging the dissociation of growing wealth in the face of 
deepening conditions of social injustice and global political policy 
based upon bombing or not bombing. Most important, these new places 
will merge the powers resulting from the diverse, free expressions of 
interdependent processing that shatter the cycles of “Dark Ages” and 
strengthen the all-too-brief moments of enlightenment. These places of 
the love affairs between and among processing human communities 
and other processing phenomena will disclose that there is every reason 
to pursue the endless mysteries of the Possibilities Mind as it labors to 
comprehend the possibilities universes. These places of union will 
constitute immaculate freedom. 
 For example, the numerous applications of possibilities science 
(education, economics, community justice, leadership, management, 
policy, and new capital development, to name but a few) and the 
detailed, operational architecture created for each in the process present 
collectively a possibilities paradigm for a pure and free relating, 
thinking, and caring humanity. For the first time, Nature, humanity, 
and science emerge from the womb where achievable potentialities are 
germinated. They, the potentialities, are provided with the meaning and 
the means to progress toward higher, elevated levels of actualization. 
 The leftovers (found and lost variance) are systematically defined 
to apply to maturing levels of the marriage between “pure” science and 
applied science. For the first time, all science is applied science! In this 
context, Einstein contributes still another lesson congruent with the 
social character of Nature, perhaps greater than E = mc2: “The true 
value of a human being is determined by the measure and sense in 
which the individual has attained liberation from the self.” Surely, then, 
applied genius is beyond traditional measures if for no other reason 
than it freely offers the means and the reasons to awaken the applied 
genius in all of us. With such awakenings of caring and with productive 
applied genius, the great challenges of life, community, science, and 
technology will never injure. They will heal and nourish the fabric that 
joins the human mind, spirit, and experience while providing the new 
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variance to create opportunities for discovery, utility, unity, and 
meaning. 
 Humankind may yet become anything it is able to observe and 
merge with; moreover, it may be wise enough not to shape such 
phenomena, but to welcome what their secrets make of us. This is 
untainted freedom! 
 Still more from Nature: “There is no cosmic ego, so if you are to 
maintain this good and great and generous relationship with me, the 
science you postulate must be humble.” 
 The new science is a humble science. It includes humanity among, 
not above, all other processing phenomena. As such, humanity joins in 
the multitude of unequal, asymmetrical, interdependent mergings. If 
humanity has any advantage over other creatures, we owe that advan-
tage to the promise of a rapidly processing social character that has the 
potential to reflect and merge with the universal character of Nature. 
The new science is a universal social science. If we study its develop-
mental, deductive models and merge with them, we merge with Nature. 
 In all its diversity and complexity, Nature insists: “There is no 
wisdom or virtue in the pseudo-isolation brought about by a smother-
ing fear, guilt, and guile promoting an oppressive individuality that 
assumes the fragile persona of superiority.” 
 As we study the new scientific models and understand the impli-
cation of their social changeability, it becomes increasingly vital to 
keep in mind that this science is not a singular strategy for dominance. 
On the contrary, it is an organic, multidimensional, social processing 
constitution. It is thus constituted to empower, free, and mature as it 
merges. 
 In a profound sense, this social, ideational, and intentional science 
has the will to render service, for it embodies the ethical. It is dedicated 
to servicing the intellect’s discoveries, to expanding possibilities and 
the meaning of experience, and to servicing the maturing relationships 
within and between Nature and perspective. 
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The new science of possibilities 
will be continuously reborn in 

the Possibilities Mind. 
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Perspective Is Born in Relating 
 It has never taken very long for freedom’s cry to give way to fear 
of change and thus surrender to an assumption—the threat of change-
ability—the opportunity to exercise freedom. This surrender is typically 
expressed in fractured, hysterical anxieties and neurotic denials of the 
fear of freedom. Sadly, this psychology and its aftermath of tribalism, 
sexism, and racism reside at the core of our less-than-human legacy. In 
short order, these diverse anxieties, fears, and neuroses come together 
to support oppression and waste the rich promise of leftover variance. 
“Chances are,” the best prediction of probabilities science, then reas-
serts itself as the standard cry, offering some illusory degree of safety 
from the adventures offered by change. “Chances are” becomes 
expressed vigorously when “results” are awash in failure, justifying 
failure. 
 In this context, the fear of change and the fear of freedom are the 
same neutering ailment, adding their negativism to the adoration of 
control, triviality, and artificiality. Perhaps this is how and why 
stability becomes the ideal commodity. Wherever and whenever these 
companions of the superficial and superstitious prevail, non-relating 
institutions and an isolating psychology are fabricated, defended, and 
marketed. Greater falsehood and pathology follow and become com-
monplace, while the reality of sound science, wisdom, and possibilities 
are subjected to vitriolic scorn. The process of “mind numbing” 
becomes the aspiration for major human-community enterprises, from 
child rearing to marketing to government. Tragically, science and 
technology are frequently called upon to supply the tools and method. 
 For the human community, Nature’s incessant maturing and 
diversely complex changes may well be God’s test to determine if we 
are worthy of meaningful universal experiences that enable the wisdom 
found in freedom and the perspective found in Nature. 
 Every new demanding change forms a new society, a new psychol-
ogy, a new culture. New phenomena coalesce in functional, evolving 
truths. This is something to trust. The probability alternative is very sad 
indeed: “All things are likely to come to a barren end.” 



THE POSSIBILITIES MIND 
 

98 
 

 All phenomena relate and process and generate new beginnings 
because they are unequal, one to the other. From their inequality and 
disparity, they breathe life into pockets of possibilities cultures, human 
and cosmic. The new science of possibilities images how. The implica-
tions of the deductive changeability models provide why. Possibilities 
science therefore promises nothing specific, but offers everything. 
 By welcoming the lessons of Nature, the Possibilities Mind lends 
vitality to freedom’s options. The greatest freedom is the uninhibited 
insights that proceed from a bolder, clearer, and more unifying view of 
the fluctuating but developmental interdependence between chaos and 
relativity, between relative gravity, light, energy, space, time. Like 
these forces of Nature, the Possibilities Mind is asymmetrical and, thus, 
not only free but empowered to be powerful. Explorations of the new 
scientific models are intimate snapshots of what goes on inside the 
empathic, universal Possibilities Mind. However brief the moments of 
these snapshots, they developmentally nest within each other, empow-
ering and freeing the Possibilities Mind to be the midwife for the births 
of immeasurable potentialities. Ultimately, the Possibilities Mind frees 
the new science to be the midwife assisting in the births of infinite 
generations of Possibilities Minds. 
 We are thus freed from the repetitive cycles of tribal history based 
upon: 

• An oppressed mentality governed by a conditioned, 
probabilistic, two-response repertoire; 

• An exclusive focus on a finite resource masquerading as a 
value; 

• The seduction of an incentive level of motivation that sustains 
isolated egos; 

• An independence psychosis; 
• Antisocial destruct systems that put a lid on human 

potentialities. 

Nature imposes none of these limits. They are imposed and perpetuated 
by the probabilities flight from the freedom that comes from relating 
and processing. 
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 Having engendered and housed the new science, the Possibilities 
Mind extends the power and thus the province of human intellect, 
human values, and human perspective, and while doing so, does the 
same for science. Now it is only a small effort for the Possibilities 
Minds to serve up possibilities philosophy. The legacy will, at long last, 
subvert the cycles of the rise and fall of cultures founded on a singular 
superstition about a finite resource, making those cultures minor, fading 
curiosities. Now the future, whatever its “becoming” manifestations 
may be, is worthy of a welcoming reception. 
 Humanity and its understanding of Nature are far less for having 
conceded to isolation by gambling on the small, fragile guesses of 
probabilities. The truth of probabilities is but partial and assumed; and 
as Alfred North Whitehead reminds us, “To know the truth partially is 
to distort the universe.” Settling for partial truth inevitably culminates 
in superstition. Such truth is no better than a terrible psychosis and, like 
psychosis, becomes the primary instrument of the unthinking, non-
relating spectator. It is no truth at all, and unworthy of possibilities. 
 Only relating to merge is worthy. Relating to merge is a concession 
to the universal social character and social intellect. Relating to merge 
with phenomena is the primal process enabling the empathic Possibili-
ties Mind to become light, time, motion, gravity, energy, events, and 
potentialities of all descriptions, just as Einstein rode a beam of light. 
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Possibilities enhance Nature’s 
potential and thus human potential. 
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Where There Is a Social Nature, 
There Are No Voids 

 For the human intellect and experience—indeed, for the human 
condition—the new science of possibilities provides vitality for 
perspective. Perspective, in all its growth-engendering forms, is as 
close to God as humanity can be: 

• Perspective as meaning, 
• Perspective as input, 
• Perspective as process, 
• Perspective as product, 
• Perspective as feedback, 
• Perspective as empowerment, 
• Perspective as freedom, 
• Perspective as evolving reality, 
• Perspective as possibilities. 

Such perspective is ongoing, contributing to interdependent process-
centricity as the universal content. 
 The new science offers the simple clarity of an idea: relating to 
merge. This is the empathic first requirement for interdependent proc-
ess-centric relationships, which, in turn, yield possibilities. Possibilities 
are, together, another simple but clear idea. They serve as embryos of 
possibilities ideas reflecting the Possibilities Mind’s generativity. 
 Again, it all begins with relating. The terrible truth is, isolation 
strangles everything. Relating therefore recognizes truth and asserts it 
over partial truth, which, as we have seen, is no truth at all. 
 Each possibilities idea has the power to usher in a new history 
and so a new legacy for human potentialities. Each of Nature’s 
possibilities exercises the power to usher in new legacies that alter 
the universes and their relationships with one another. Possibilities 
thus alter the community of Nature. In the absence of ego-dominated 
neuroses, each universe may be free of artificial repetition while 
maturing with achievable promise. To maintain and grow these degrees
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of freedom, the new scientist must come to understand what Arthur 
Schopenhauer understood: “To desire immortality is to desire the 
perpetuation of a great mistake.” Everything in the past and everything 
now is only an approximation and therefore in error. 
 The new science may enable the courage to work, understand, and 
welcome both empowerment and freedom and hence overcome the 
defense of probability servitude—the wish “only for a just master,” as 
Sallust put it. We must remember: “If thought is to become the posses-
sion of the many, and not the privilege of the few, we must have done 
with fear” (Bertrand Russell). 
 Whereas we will never know all God’s secrets, we may have here 
an overview of God’s blueprint for Nature’s work. The new science 
heralds a knowable community of Nature: a community increasingly 
open and comfortable enough to celebrate the social character and 
requirements of Nature, to comprehend that consistency is, in Oscar 
Wilde’s words, “simply a confession of failure”; a community in which 
the possibilities scientist continues to ask the question Whitehead 
raised, “What is it all about?” 
 This more knowable community of Nature, made up of diverse 
potentialities, will support learning, assisting its evolution and the 
spread of an organic, social psychology of interdependent processing 
that serves a free culture’s free tradition. The possibilities culture, free 
and varied in provincial language and customs, will coalesce in func-
tion and process to produce the new wealth of social wisdom. Such 
wisdom, perpetually new, will be universes beyond the cultural men-
tality that prompted Wilde to write, “The public is wonderfully tolerant. 
They forgive everything except genius.” Participants will come to 
internalize Wilde’s principle “Nothing survives being thought of.” Not 
even a possibility, we may add. This refinement, indeed reinvention of 
civilization, will be sustained in its growth by the cosmic value of the 
individual’s immeasurable social intellect. 
 Free of “isms,” this reinventing civilization will be precocious in 
its rapid facilitation and adaptation of advancing technology that trans-
lates into immediate awareness. At a primary level, this instant aware-
ness of the miraculous range of potential for Nature’s community 
allows generative alterations in the processing foundations of all insti-
tutions, basic assumptions, science, art, leisure, and life itself. 
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 The most challenging of all the implications of these exploding 
awakenings are the ever more elevated requirements and conditions to 
be met for achieving intellectual, personal, and spiritual openness to 
the onrushing flood of possibilities ideas. The new science is again 
and again the possibilities midwife for these adjustments. 
 There is in this vision an ego-free innocence liberated from condi-
tioned tribal guile, duplicity, chicanery, guilt, fear of freedom, and fear 
of relating to merge. There is in this vision only fine demonstrations of 
empowered freedom. 
 In the oppression of isolation, resistance to being free enough to 
relate, merge, and process interdependently is less than healthy. In this 
tomb of pathology, the fear of relating is equal to the fear of freedom. 
Freedom engenders relating. It is the eternal life-fulfilling cycle of 
Nature actualizing its promise. Here there is no place for the less-than-
healthy to hide. In the eternal expanding and focused cycles of relating 
—freedom—there is nothing to hide and no place to hide. There are no 
dark corners! 
 Although “society often forgives the criminal, [but] never forgives 
the dreamer,” as Wilde put it, the dreamer is the one who endures and 
who loves enough to stimulate genius to alter the community of Nature 
to be ever more comprehensible. And, we were there when Nature 
coached: “Take encouragement from reminders that all the great 
processors were considered dreamers and vilified as leftovers. To this 
day, none has ever been forgiven for demonstrating what all of you can 
become.” 
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“The true God, the all-powerful God, 
is the God of ideas.” 

 
         —Alfred Victor 
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Ideas From the Study of 
The Possibilities Mind 

• Awareness that possibilities are the only justification for 
humanity; 

• Awareness that possibilities are the enduring yet ever-evolving, 
multiplying core of universal development and its required 
vocabulary; 

• Awareness that asymmetry is the basic texture of Nature; 

• Awareness that “unequality” is the genius of everything; 

• Awareness that equality is the full participation in generating 
possibilities. This is the only privilege! 

• Awareness that processing is the caldron of the possibilities 
science, technologies, applications, and the transmutations of 
the Possibilities Mind; 

• Awareness that higher orders of sociogenic nesting are the 
connective tissue of constantly new expressions of Nature; 

• Awareness that discovery, insight, and perspective will come 
if the scientist is free of a demanding, asocial ego; 

• Awareness that renewal emerges from merging and diverging 
reinventions of relationships; 

• Awareness that possibilities science is a generous benefactor 
of probabilities science, providing a shelter from the absolute 
bondage of the asocial; 

• Awareness that unequal reciprocity is the building block of the 
Possibilities Mind’s anticipations; 

• Awareness that an infinite multitude of relationships and a 
unified expression of these relationships are discovered in 
X ≠ Y; 

• Awareness that the most fundamental discrimination is 
between what is cosmologically social and absolutely asocial;
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• Awareness that in unequal processing, inequality is the 
incalculable, powerful, and beautiful; 

• Awareness that the exploration of chance demands a new 
consideration of relationships, and that the exploration of 
relationships demands a new consideration of chance—that 
each requires the other; 

• Awareness that all creation is processing without a beginning 
and without an end; 

• Awareness that the renewal of perspective grows out of its 
bond with interdependence; 

• Awareness that fresh, new perspectives nourish the mind and 
the soul as well as and even more than all the teachings in all 
the universities; 

• Awareness that there would be every reason to be neurotic if 
it were not for a processing science; 

• Awareness that all that is required for enduring capacities to 
welcome change can be found in the view of the landscape of 
minorities from the margin beyond the borders; 

• Awareness that what is most difficult about creating is the 
escape from the superfluous interruptions of a needful ego; 

• Awareness that genius keeps reinventing reality just as Nature 
continues to reinvent reality; 

• Awareness that each participant in the new science is nested, 
processed, and rotated in paradigms estimating a fragile, 
unifying arrangement; 

• Awareness that the Possibilities Mind is itself a series of 
interdependent processes that merge for only an instant; 

• Awareness that the Possibilities Mind provides rotating 
paradigms positioning possibilities for the reinvention of 
relationships; 
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• Awareness that the Possibilities Mind exercises its resolve, 
intensity, and powers best when the critics attempt to establish 
limits; 

• Awareness that the poet, the artist, and the Possibilities Mind 
merge with and process with Nature; 

• Awareness that at the moment of understanding phenomena, it 
is time to move on; 

• Awareness that it is more difficult to follow phenomena than to 
fabricate phenomena, and that following is immeasurably more 
fruitful; 

• Awareness that all the contributions of the Possibilities Mind 
mirror freedom as the highest value and the greatest all-
conquering force; 

• Awareness that the implication of all possibilities is the altering 
of perspective for the better; 

• Awareness that the great history of science is replacing mind-
numbing conditioned customs with new processing relation-
ships; 

• Awareness that most tradition and conditioned cultural customs 
are to be loved and left; 

• Awareness that each possibility constructs a temporary 
universe—for better or worse! 

 What Claude Debussy said about music can be said of the love the 
Possibilities Mind has for the mind: 

“I love music passionately. And because I love it, I 
try to free it from barren traditions that stifle it… It 
must never be shut in…” 
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“The idea of God stands for 
the possible attempt at an 
impossible conception.” 

 
         —Edgar Allan Poe 
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“We Do Not Arrive Here Alone” 
 We do not arrive here alone. We do not stay here alone. We cannot 
move on alone. We do not change alone. There are a multitude of com-
panions before, during, and after a journey of discovery. They are a 
dynamic conglomerate, more than and less than one another. From 
moment to passing moment their interdependent-processing status 
mutates. This is the meaning and the legacy of the uncompromising 
social character of changeability. So it is with membership in the 
cosmos, and so it is with membership in human affairs. In the larger 
universes, and in the pathways between universes, membership in 
human affairs and membership in the cosmos are the same. All par-
ticipants will mutate, never to be the same; many will vanish. 
 There is here, in these observations, something more fundamental 
than mathematics. Asymmetry, inequality, interdependent (unequal) 
processing, and the resulting unequal reciprocity establish the parent-
hood for change, for opportunity, and for possibilities. Interdependent 
processing, with its infinite power, generates infinitely increasing 
ideationally based phenomenal inventions and reinventions. We need 
only to be ego-free enough, social enough, and welcoming enough to 
get out of the way and stay out of the way. Nature counts on it! 
 Understood in the context of continuous interdependent process-
ing, unequal reciprocity offers liberation to reach beyond the unrea-
sonable and unreasoned adventurer. It is the law that determines 
relationship outcomes, and has been that law from the beginning, if 
there ever was a beginning. It is born and reborn in the inclusive and 
interdependent, ego-free and empathic processing of all possibilities. 
Unequal reciprocity is simultaneously the last and first phase of all 
creativity, and welcomed and respected as such. All phenomena, as 
they merge, re-emerge, diverge, are serviced by the inputs that shape 
and reshape the unequal reciprocity, sustaining possibilities reality. 
 The Possibilities Mind requires and is aware of companions: it 
processes, rotates, and nests the onrushing tide of the possible. In 
processing with each other and with the Possibilities Mind, the com-
panions contribute to the explorations of what is developing and why. 
They endure with mutual gratitude. 
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 These multidimensional relationships provide all of us with an 
evolving possibilities reality that becomes a shared possibilities sanity 
and intellect. It is all accomplished with what Nature teaches us about 
the relating, empowering, and freeing source of its energies: X ≠ Y. We 
learn how Nature creates and what it creates. With this learning, the 
Possibilities Mind is empowered to boldly explore, understand, and act 
upon the unequal, asymmetrical possibilities of cosmic companionship. 
 Our private worlds and our shared universes are populated; prob-
abilities perspectives and possibilities perspectives are populated. 
These near and distant companions are diversely multitalented, chang-
ing, and socially loyal. They all struggle with, suffer, and thrive differ-
entially on the anxious adjustments that accompany shared, generative, 
unequal, reciprocal possibilities. Their unequal relationships mirror the 
who and what we and they may become. 
 In the process, these powerful but modest companions engender a 
possibilities social perspective on the margin beyond the borders, and 
thereby free the Possibilities Mind. The eventuality is that the Possi-
bilities Mind fully internalizes new maturing obligations. They form 
the community mission to do the following: 

• Promote the public nature of knowledge and expand the 
meaning of social processing perspectives; 

• Trust with confidence that we will have yet more ideas and that 
they will be more powerful than the last; 

• Pay the price to journey toward endless discoveries and follow 
the implications of endless possibilities; 

• Respond and initiate to empower and free those beyond the 
boundaries of our own communities and tribes, and so nurture 
unique interdependent-processing environments; 

• Fully employ an inclusive, faithful possibilities ethic and 
intellectual language as we progressively merge with all 
phenomena; 

• Engage fully and ego-free in processing conversations about 
changing approximations of changing truths; 
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• Ultimately celebrate our shared universal social character by 
merging with, and thus contributing to, cosmic possibilities as 
we travel the connective bonding tissue between universes; 

• Establish that our journey from universe to universe is the 
boundary-free reality of reasonable adventurers. 

 God employed Nature to blend unequal leftovers to create a won-
drous variety of infinitely complex and socially connected universes. 
They stimulate the hunger to understand God. The great difference, 
then, between the probabilities mentality and the Possibilities Mind is 
the gap between little or no meaning and profoundly penetrating 
meaning. 
 For example, in terms of the traditional equation X = Y, the error 
variance, based on linear regression, is enormous! Even larger is the 
error variance in expressions of the relationship(s) among a number of 
variables (multiple R’s). By comparison, in the context of X ≠ Y, the 
possibilities of the relationships among an infinite multitude of rela-
tionships and the possibilities meanings of a unified expression of the 
relationship become genuinely and generatively not only possible, but 
real. X ≠ Y is that unified expression. 
 Whereas the probabilities mentality is asocial and, for all large 
universal purposes, offers little or no meaning, the Possibilities Mind is 
cosmologically social. X ≠ Y represents the nuclear meaning and 
implications of unequal reciprocity with unlimited power as well as 
unlimited meaning. 
 Equality leaves only space for stasis—and a very small space 
indeed! So it is with absolute reciprocity. Equality (=), closed and 
limited in meaning, offers static and thus unnatural objectives: ultimate 
failure! Inequality (≠), open, social, and unlimited in meaning, offers 
ongoing processing. There is no failure! 
 Unequal reciprocity ensures growing degrees of freedom; that is, 
interdependent, unequal companions represent degrees of freedom. 
Degrees of freedom, in turn, represent interdependent, unequal com-
panions. For the Possibilities Mind, each companion provides countless 
degrees of freedom. Probabilities science is limited to narrow (n-1) 
degrees of freedom, and hence a limited number of companions. 
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Such limited companions restrict implications, reduce predictive valid-
ity, and, most important, confine perspective. A confined perspective is 
the prepotent requirement for brain numbing, conditioning, social iso-
lation, disempowerment, and control. Possibilities science provides 
increasing awareness of the growing numbers of interdependent, 
unequal companions, and therein resides the power of its perspective. 
 Once and for all, despite probabilities science’s careful considera-
tions of what is random, of chance, of the utility of the linear and 
curvilinear, and for all its classification of variables and standardized 
definitions of method, the science remains limited because it employs 
time-fixed data samples. The independent variables are confined, the 
intervening variables are “controlled” with rigid limits, and dependent 
variables are “free” only under controlled conditions! All these ingre-
dients are measured with “scales” based upon predetermined supposi-
tions: none are responsive to the universe—or, more accurately, 
universes—of changing, free possibilities. And the artificial control 
obstructs the generative, changing mind. 
 Again, even “degrees of freedom” are the products of fixed, 
“controlled,” balanced equations based upon time-fixed artificial 
measures of central tendency. The “degrees of freedom” are never free; 
they represent no real phenomena; their artificial freedom can never 
directly aid in the processing of anything but artificial probabilities! 
 Probabilities suppositions are based upon the most elusive of all 
suppositions: what is “normal” and/or what is skewed in the context of 
two fixed dimensions—fixed in time! When probabilities science 
ventures into a third dimension (what is in reality multidimensional 
phenomena), it does so with “best fit” straight lines to connect with two 
other “best fit” straight lines, all at right angles one to another. All this 
is an investment in establishing the validity of artificial independence! 
Nothing is more artificially restrictive, controlling, and therefore less 
empowering than straight lines meeting to form right angles that do not 
exist anywhere! Equally unreal are curved lines reflecting time-fixed 
samples, controlled intervening variables, rigid independent variables, 
and the magnitude of anything but free dependent variables. 
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 There is no freedom, no perspective, in contrived independence. 
There is only the foundation of every distortion. There is only isolation! 
Probability is, by itself, outside of the context of possibilities science; it 
is antisocial! 
 We have something much better than probabilities. We have a 
possibilities brain! With its hundred billion or more neurons and God-
knows-how-many dendrites, the brain is empowered and free. It is, like 
the new science and all phenomena, a perpetual, social processing 
force. This force is the abundant dynamo servicing the Possibilities 
Mind of the new scientist. 
 If we wish to become new scientists, we must reach far beyond 
ego, beyond gender, beyond tribe, to merge with our unequal, social 
brains! This social brain, by its very nature, begets interdependent 
processing within itself and between itself and all processing phenom-
ena. The new science operationalizes this interdependent processing. 
The architecture of the new science is itself, then, an interdependent 
changeability process: so is the brain and the Possibilities Mind. 
 Science is not any “thing.” It is certainly not independent content. 
Nor is science merely the practice of specialized technologies, of semi-
technical specialties. And it is surely not the mechanical manipulations 
of information technologies. Science is the reflection of infinite possi-
bilities as it exercises its inclusive perpetual cycles of unequal proc-
essing. Perhaps the empowered and free brain, in its service to and 
interdependence with the new scientist’s Possibilities Mind, is some-
thing better than science. 
 God wove the universes and the infinite cosmos from the evolving 
images exploding from the divine Possibilities Mind. The new science 
of possibilities is faithful to this ongoing genesis. In its mergings with 
all free phenomena, the new science is itself the legacy of possibilities. 
It is thus the first theory of True Science. 
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The innumerable connected 
universes are one for “us” and 

“them”; the connections are ours! 
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Toward Integrative Reinvention 
 Throughout history, integrative reinvention has been feared and 
denied and its promulgators viciously assaulted. This has been, and 
remains, a defensive reaction to integrative reinvention’s power to 
expose, in its contributions and implications, the superstitions that drive 
the conventional. Superstition and convention, like all conditioned 
responses, prompt defense in the extreme, to the point of mindless 
cruelty. The time to break out of the controlling cycles of such defense, 
and to develop a new perspective, is long overdue. 
 In integrative reinvention, generative operational ideas follow 
generative operational ideas, with all engaged in interdependent (social) 
processing. Strung end to end, the processing moments create a devel-
opmental, cumulative perspective; this perspective is supported by 
increasing degrees of freedom provided by the growing awareness of 
interdependent, unequal companions. Each subsequent idea or insight is 
nested in a higher-order insight. Previously held notions are no longer 
the same: their social context has changed. They are now maturing 
outcomes of the developing social character. As such, they are immune 
to superstition (conditioned convention) and liberate processing intel-
lects to reach freely beyond history’s “successes” and “failures.” When 
made public, integrative reinventions, in all their deductive, nesting, 
and rotating operational forms, are immediately utilitarian because they 
contribute to freeing the interdependent, unequal relationships within 
and between all phenomena. 
 Social processing’s constantly emerging degrees of clarity origi-
nate from its congruent reflection of Nature’s complex rhythms of 
continuous processing. This is the source of possibilities science’s 
integrative reinventions of time, space, and even possibilities. Along 
the way, this emerging unity sweeps away the spinal-reflex conventions 
in the path of reason’s power over mindless ideology, scientific and 
political. 
 Continuous processing is the source of the vitality and generative 
force of relating as it replaces numbing isolation. A repetitive condi-
tioned history rooted in finite resources gives way to the maturity of 
renewed, reinvented infinite resources exploding from interdependent-
processing relationships. Psychologically, the fear of freedom and
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possibilities is replaced by the appetite for the genius of a growing, 
inclusive perspective. 
 Probabilities alone have no tolerance for such genius. Probabilities 
may well be the source, foundation, and justification for conditioned 
convention when it is applied to understanding larger universes. In this 
sense, probabilities are betrayals of the social genius that is Nature. 
Betrayal in any form is a pathetic defender of the guilt that stupidity 
leaves behind. Betrayal only produces more stupidity. 
 Social processing is content. It is the content of social genius. For 
the human experience, it not only amplifies perspective but shelters 
reinvention and produces operational principles that obviate failure. 
Cycle after cycle, integrative reinvention offers progressive approxi-
mations of unity. The emerging unity is the function of perspective. 
That perspective is in no small measure dependent upon understanding 
two basic propositions: 

• New variance is the product of unequal, interdependent-
processing phenomena. 

• Equality is full participation in interdependent processing. 

 Progressive expressions of unity produce diverse degrees of free-
dom and diverse degrees of focused activity: all relate to process the 
implications of diverse degrees of focused activity as a measure of 
time, space, and thus new variance. 
 Social processing is the universal intelligence. Without it, happen-
stance operates with mindless chaos. In the absence of social process-
ing and unequal asymmetrical participants, there is only stasis. There is 
no place for intelligence. There is no place for volition. And it is 
unlikely that unity emerges from perpetual chaos in the shape of any-
thing other than surrender. 
 Operational social processing as content drives integrative rein-
vention, and together they offer the birthplace for moments of discov-
ery. Together, they are the human as well as universal legacy for all the 
“companions,” pure and true. Herein is content with a soul. This is the 
fabric holding the past, present, and future of the universes on their 
unequal, changing, interdependent journeys. Only the privatized ego 
is an anathema to integrative reinvention. Beyond the privatized ego, 
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we are able to welcome the merging resources of possibilities per-
spectives and shatter the cycles of the “Dark Ages,” with their all-too-
brief moments of enlightenment. 
 The empathic, relating science of possibilities is sustained by the 
same social processing that drives and operationalizes social genius, 
what becomes the behavioral expression of the social character of all 
companions and, thus, degrees of freedom. 
 We stand at the threshold of a new history: a history that, in the 
most basic sense, is freed by the new science. It will be civil, inclusive, 
generative, and, above all, fundamentally developmental, integrative, 
and social. The new science requires these criteria. The spirit of the 
reasonable adventurer requires these criteria. These criteria make 
processing knowledge and perspective public, and thus negate 
dynasties, classism, racism, and sexism and help to heal mentalities 
damaged by probabilities artificialities. 
 Once humanity discovers it is as free as other natural phenomena, 
there will be no reason, foolish or otherwise, to resist being one with 
the asymmetrical character of unequal, interdependent-processing 
relationships. All phenomena are sociogenetically disposed to relating, 
merging, and maturing with one another, whether the relating, merging, 
and maturing are periodic convergence or divergence. That is freedom! 
Nature is freedom! 
 The architecture of the new science presents the content for a 
humanity free of guile. It provides an intentional-ideational science 
beyond the confines of ego and conditioning and probabilities—a 
science that provides processing paradigms so that all science is ulti-
mately applied science and, for the first time, science and humanity 
may merge. 
 Einstein declared, “It is in fact nothing short of a miracle that the 
modern methods of instruction have not yet entirely strangled the holy 
curiosity of inquiry.” Sadly, too many of these methods are still any-
thing but ego-free. Dominated by their conditioning to the probabilities 
built into the “normal” curve, they have no generative alternative but to 
put in place “chance” between discovery and intellect. In contrast, the 
new science freely offers the means and the meaning to awaken and 
free the applied genius in all of us. The great challenges of life and 
community will then never injure the fabric of curiosity, the spirit of  
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relating and merging; rather, they will provide the opportunity and the 
reality for the possibilities of utility and unity. 
 The new science’s models—its nested and rotating, interdepend-
ent, merging models for relating, empowering, and freeing—are 
together the transitional vehicles for our becoming anything we 
observe. We will be wiser for having done so if we do it not so much to 
shape phenomena as to welcome what their secrets might make of us if 
we were free. 
 If it is anything, the new science is a humble social science. It 
simply places humans among, not above, unequal natural and fabri-
cated phenomena as unequal companions. It is in this changing context 
that the possibilities of the human intellect are most clear. It is in this 
context that the changeability learnings are and will forever be most 
profound. Again, if the human has any advantage at all over the beast, 
we owe that advantage to the promise of a processing sociogenetic 
character; that is, a character at one with the socio-cosmogenic proc-
essing character of Nature itself. 
 The Possibilities Mind, empowered and freed by the new science, 
is not a simple strategy to dominate: it is a humble approximation of 
the force of Nature. The Possibilities Mind is then an organic force that 
generates new options to empower and free the social, economic, and 
political, as well as the scientific, with the ongoing maturity of interde-
pendent processing. So the intentional-ideational possibilities of the 
new science, of the Possibilities Mind, share the will, the means, and 
the meaning of rendering Nature’s ever-unifying phenomena a service 
for discovery and expanding possibilities. 
 The province of intellect and values has thus been infinitely 
extended. The emerging perspectives will be increasingly more pro-
found because of the inclusivity, diversity, unity, and growing purity of 
its welcoming wisdom. The future will be worthy of an eager, wel-
coming reception moment to challenging moment. And history, its old 
cycles shattered, will be a chronology recorded by inclusive wisdom 
indebted to diversity. 
 The passive-dependent unthinking and conditioned spectator-judge 
and the fact that we are a bit less for having conceded so fully and so 
long to the gambles of probabilities combine to explain the depression 
of inclusive wisdom; together, these culminate only in some fashion- 
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able superstition. Concession to our sociogenic character, to the social 
intellect that defines our evolving, rightful, unequal place in Nature, 
introduces us to the connective bonding pathways within and between 
universes. It is this social intellect, however diverse, that promotes 
experience full of the wonder of discovery; it reminds us of all the 
following: 

• Independence and dependence are one and the same, with each 
simply employing a different language. 

• Functioning at an interchangeable level alone, with content 
and/or anything else, makes no progressive contribution. 

• Qualitative differences and insights depend upon relating and 
merging. 

• Controlled, conditioned achievement is universally impossible. 

• The free intellect, as in Nature, does not cooperate with 
controlled achievement. 

• Only an empathic, ego-free intellect functions without neurotic 
qualifications. 

• An incentive-based orientation is conditioned to sustain 
regressive relating. 

• An incentive-based orientation is no more meaningful than 
random motivation; both fulfill the basic conditions for 
mindless, powerless, terminal conditioning. 

• The free intellect, relating and merging, and Nature and 
processing are sustained in and between their unequal and 
symbiotic yet changing relationships, nesting and rotating. 

• The ego is, above all, the most potent depressor variable. 

 There are so many forces—some bold, some subtle, and most 
seductive. The “reminders” above protect us against some of these. 
Here, the seductive forces are more than seducers: they are the jailers of 
reason. They may masquerade as bold or subtle as well as seductive. 
All jailers operate under the “protection” of what is conventional. All  
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are intent on driving awareness away from our valid unequal experi-
ences and toward the artificiality of equality. Each and together, they 
are fabrications. How many forces! How many translated into how 
many equations! How sad! How numbing! 
 Equality is such a tenacious apparition! Like some attractive but 
false messenger, equality promises to undo the validity of our experi-
ential base by isolating the abundant mysteries of differences and 
distance. In its duplicity, equality strangely imposes the probable 
between intelligence and changing unifying truths. In truth, equality is 
a probabilities moment. It is a pilfering apparition, devoid of predictive 
and constructive validity and hence substance. 
 Because equality discredits meaning, it limits and distorts per-
spective. Perhaps most damaging, it undermines guile-free human 
contact and thus the social stuff from which love and genius are made. 
Most terrible of all, equality obliterates the fabric of substantive inti-
macy and its most precious gift: the reality of the immediate. All the 
while, and beyond, it exterminates absolutely the embracing, natural 
connectivity with all creation: the unequal and asymmetrical Possi-
bilities Mind. 
 The Possibilities Mind processes the implications of inequality as 
follows: 

• The modulating immediate is the only reality. 

• Unequal diversity is the prepotent, renewing “resource force.” 

• Interdependence ultimately renders chance unlawful. 

• Interdependence ultimately blends assumptions and 
implications. 

• Every process continues toward convergence or divergence: 
convergence when developing toward singularity; divergence 
following the moment of singularity. 

• The moment following singularity is occupied only with 
leftovers. 

• Leftovers are the building processes for possibilities. 
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• There can only be changing statements of processing 
outcomes. 

• Nature does not tolerate singularity because singularity holds 
the diversity of leftovers captive. 

• Nature’s social character employs inequality to generate 
new levels of diversity, which result in elevated levels of 
interdependence and the maturity of new responses and 
phenomena; all processing relationships yield new 
phenomena. 

• Sociogenic Nature accounts for all changing realities: time, 
time/space relationships, and thus the dynamic fabric of CCBT, 
which provides cosmic unity. 

• All positive, productive intentionality and insights are derived 
in the transition from the illusion of independence to 
operational interdependent processing. 

• The unity of the ideal and the practical depends upon the 
sociogenic character of Nature. 

• The variability of developmental merging is the governing 
principle for the creation of new variance and thus diversity. 

• Evolving interdependent-processing relationships are both 
qualitative and quantitative and deliver a multitude of 
qualitative and quantitative possibilities. 

• The intentional and ideational Nature of the new science 
validates the latter as a unified science sharing the same social 
character as Nature itself. The unity of the new science is 
imaged in the paradigms reflecting changeability’s 
immeasurable contributions to empowering, freeing, and 
maturing phenomena. This imaging is clear, concrete, and 
operational, with representations of nesting and rotating 
functions, components, and processes. 

• The greater the physical and/or psychological distance, the 
greater the apparent similarities shaping perspective, cosmic 
and human. 
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• The smaller the physical and/or psychological distance, the 
greater the differences shaping perspective, offering greater 
opportunities for differences to yield possibilities resources. 

• The perspective provided by the new science—a perspective 
from the margin beyond the borders—presents great intimacy! 

• Nature, with all of its sociogenic wisdom, moves to change all 
things. 

• The shared fear of freedom and the subsequent focus on a finite 
resource account for why human history repeats itself. 

• Absolute control requires the absurdity of absolute singularity 
and absolute symmetry. 

• The diverse activity of inequality is the flexible glue holding 
the mutating universes to their infinitely complex possibilities 
relationships. 

• Managing to empower, free, and mature, as does Nature, 
means elevated inclusive cycles of unequal, asymmetrical 
growth and unequal reciprocity. 

• If successful, efforts toward symmetry yield absolute zero. 
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For all creation and its changing 
family of companions, “unequality” 

is more profound than cycles of 
chaos and relativity. 
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Freeing Possibilities 
 The Possibilities Mind asks: 

 “What is Nature?” 
 Nature answers: 

“I am elevated cycles of unequal, asymmetrical changeability 
possibilities.” 

 Nature asks: 

 “What is science?” 
 The Possibilities Mind answers: 

“Science is the study of the processing origins of possibilities 
generated by unequal, asymmetrical relationships within 
and especially between processing phenomena, and the 
implications of those relationships for evolving assumptions 
about yet-to-be universes of possibilities.” 

 When Newton employed mathematics and methodology to 
establish experimental measurement (the test of the validity of 
hypotheses), he endowed science with rigor. When the possibilities 
science merges interdependence and changeability to introduce new 
variance as the generative dynamo of Nature’s social character, it 
reflects the endowment of all interdependent phenomena with unequal 
cycles of processing, nesting, and rotating. The new science represents 
infinite resources. 
 As we reflect upon the developmental images of the new science, it 
becomes ever clearer that the normal probabilities curve, based upon 
right-angle linearity, is artificial. When the curve is “represented” with 
more than two dimensions (variables), it becomes an increasingly 
debilitating distortion; there is no such thing as a single independent 
variable, let alone more than one. When the artificiality of probabilities 
paradigms is “institutionalized” as conventional thinking (as it has 
been), our relating is limited to predetermined and independent control 
functions—functions based on a false assumption. 
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 Perhaps the larger implication here is that control requires 
dependency for the controller and the controlled, another bit of 
evidence reflecting the fear of freedom. By contrast, the Possibilities 
Mind internalizes the requirement of freeing to endow growth (merg-
ing and expanding) interdependently for all processing phenomena 
(functions, components, processes). Control depends upon X = Y 
equations, however artificial. Possibilities emerge from the freeing 
functions of X ≠ Y. 
 Sadly, as we have seen from our world’s history and present 
condition, control as a product of fear or freedom (for others and self) 
produces something ugly. All political inventions to control “repetitive” 
cycles ultimately result in distortions of the interdependent social fabric 
of the community. 
 For human psychology, internalized inferiority is the parent of the 
pursuit of independence and the control that independence is assumed 
to make probable. Probabilities mentalities ignore or discount the value 
of the statistical exception: the leftovers. So preoccupied are they with 
artificial measures of central tendency and variance that even degrees 
of freedom are immediately attenuated. The basics of probability 
statistics are external expectations. 
 Relating awakens the generative power of unequal, interdependent 
processing. Relating is the fragile inception of freeing. Thus, the 
Possibilities Mind relates to, merges with, even pounces upon the sta-
tistical exception to understand its level of functions, empower it, and 
ultimately free it. Whatever the character of processing phenomena, 
phenomena will reconfigure as unequal leftovers with unequal left-
overs. These reconfigurations provide renewing standards and condi-
tions for possibilities functions, producing new variance diversity. 
 When Claude Monet wrote, “All I did was to look at what the 
universe showed me, and let my brush bear witness to it,” he shared a 
wonderful and profound lesson for the would-be scientist-biographer of 
Nature. He was guided by the understanding that there is no ego-centric 
audacity in Nature, only new beginnings. This is how it must be for the 
scientist-biographer as well as the artist: both must be free of ego in an 
ego-free universe to create new universes. 
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 Perhaps art or philosophy, far more than mathematics, is the pure 
applied science. Great works of visual and literary art, and great 
philosophical insights, are always an attempt to depict, in anything 
from plots to perspectives to propositions, the dynamic chaos-relativity 
partnership as Nature’s substance and sustenance. In periodic and 
aperiodic rhythms, this partnership orchestrates the conditions and 
processes of freedom for all phenomena. Free phenomena support and 
nourish the complexity of the possible. There is no envelope! 
 In art, the demand for integrity is absolute, but the demand for 
truth is, wisely, only momentary. Integrity grows with an evolving, and 
therefore generative, truth. For traditional probabilities science, the 
demand for integrity and truth is too often politically confused with 
what is momentarily commercial. Given its divisions, the commercial is 
its only option while seeking some lasting “standstill” truth. 
 For better or worse, but mostly for worse, probabilities statistics 
have become something other than and more than a tool. Probabilities 
statistics have become a mentality in the service of controlling the 
power of diversity. This psychology has infested every major activity, 
including education, governance, commerce, economics, child rearing, 
science, and technology. If not for the burgeoning degrees of freedom 
that diversity provides for the creation of new phenomena, there would 
be no statistical exceptions. Neither would there be a Possibilities 
Mind. 
 At their integrated best, the human genius, spirit, and soul well up 
from the depth and growing breadth of their diversity. Such mergings 
of genius, spirit, and soul venture out with an inclusive ego-free 
empathy to generatively process the social character of what is 
changing. This diversity both demands and provides the abundant 
resources for curiosity as well as a welcoming, pure innocence. From 
its depth and breadth spring the new responses for constantly maturing 
freedom. It is at the social core of Nature’s constitution. It is this source 
of cosmic freedom that energizes everything in God’s universes. It is 
this freedom that energizes all of the many diverse expressions of 
genius, spirit, and soul. It lends its profound power to pathways upon 
which flows the evolution of the marvelous harmony of endless 
changing processes of a mutating reality. So the new science of  
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possibilities is itself endlessly changing possibilities, sustaining possi-
bilities perspectives and thus the Possibilities Mind. 
 We offer the Possibilities Mind as the caretaker of the generative 
power of diversity and subsequent new variance. The interdependent-
processing relationship among and between diversity, new variance, 
and the Possibilities Mind is the infinitely renewing cosmic resource. 
Their interdependence in elevated cycles of processing not only render 
“isms” dwindling, fading curiosities but also fashion the shape and 
fabric of eternity’s grand possibilities legacy. 
 Singularity freezes human genius, justice, and truth, as it does 
Nature. But diversity, with its new variance, sets them all free to be 
processed by the Possibilities Mind. 
 We thus postulate the following: 

• Diversity/inequality drives the creation of infinitely new 
universes. 

• Diversity/inequality transforms the functions and levels of 
functions of universes. 

• Supported and empowered with n∞ degrees of freedom in the 
context of inequality, or (X ≠ Y)∞, infinite universes and their 
changeability-identity images are a descriptive explanation of 
the infinitely complex universes. 

• The awareness of infinite, interdependent-processing universes, 
of their changeability identities empowered with n∞  degrees of 
freedom in the context of cosmic inequality, constitutes the 
Possibilities Mind. 

 Our possibilities scientific platform is a changeability nesting, 
rotating unity. It begins and develops with our relating message from 
the past and our thinking-processing message from the future, and is 
fashioned with operational, intuitive paradigms. 
 This means that inequality interrupts not only singularity but also 
fixed cycles of chaos and fixed cycles of relativity. The initial chaos of 
unequal leftovers is the product of the inequality between matter and 
antimatter. The leftovers are free, however, to establish generative  
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possibilities for infinite and unequal processing relationships. These 
relationships may evolve into elevated singularities that are interrupted 
by Nature’s intolerance for singularity. They then disperse into 
countless leftovers. 
 Only in our small universe does X = Y and E = mc2. Equality is 
short-lived. Moments of equality are brief instances of probability 
masquerades. 
 X ≠ Y positions us where meaning is born and reborn: in the 
Possibilities Mind. It is where processing becomes the renewing 
dynamic. It is where culture as well as science, at the threshold of n∞ 
degrees of freedom, are empowered and free. 
 Empowered with n∞ degrees of freedom, culture and science—
indeed all phenomena—engage in continuous interdependent and 
unequal processing. They become a continuously changing, self-
organizing universe among companion universes. In this cosmic soup, 
(X ≠ Y)∞ inequality allows subsequent unbalanced reciprocity to 
perpetuate inequality. 
 The Possibilities Mind instrumentally employs (X ≠ Y)∞—
inequality with infinite degrees of freedom—as the basis of a new 
mathematics of such inequality. The following definitions of 
phenomena introduce the primary functions and components of this 
new mathematics: 

• All phenomena have processing functions. 

• All phenomena have multidimensional components. 

• All phenomena process interdependently. 

• All phenomena exist in conditions of asymmetrical, curvilinear 
space. (They are self-organizing, interrelated phenomenal 
processing systems.) 

• All phenomena may be measured by standards of 
changeability, with the following rules of changeability: 

− All phenomena are continuously processing. 

− All phenomena are unequal in the power of their 
processing. 
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− All phenomenal processing systems are nested in higher-
order phenomenal processing systems. 

− All lower-order phenomenal processing systems are 
genetically encoded by higher-order phenomenal 
processing systems. 

− All phenomena rotate to become drivers between and 
among these processing systems. 
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In God’s universe of universes, 
within and between relationships 

are (X ≠≠≠≠ Y)∞∞∞∞ and E ≠≠≠≠ mc2. 
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The Masquerade Is Over 
 The intuitive Possibilities Mind flourishes when merging with 
changeability and reinvention. Within the operational paradigms of 
possibilities, small X = Y observations are empowered with increased 
degrees of freedom; that is, with (X ≠ Y)∞, the Possibilities Mind 
becomes natural, and (X ≠ Y)∞ is its inclusive yet focused platform. 
The (X ≠ Y)∞ platform encompasses interdependence, processing, and 
changeability as well as nesting, encoding, rotating, and, of course, 
inequality. 

• The renewing insights of the Possibilities Mind, its (X ≠ Y)∞ 
character, operate to relate to, merge with, empower, and 
free generative discriminations with infinite degrees of 
freedom. 

• The relating, empowering, and freeing of unequal, 
interdependent-processing phenomena provides unequal 
reciprocity with n∞ degrees of freedom for all cosmic 
companions! 

 In traditional probabilities science, “findings” based upon n-1 
degrees of freedom are artificial by definition and due to their 
derivation. Even n! degrees of freedom (factorial designs) are artificial, 
having been based upon predetermined values of n. Thus, Nature’s 
“no-failure inequality” operating principle moves beyond n-1 and n! 

degrees of freedom to n∞ degrees of freedom. 
 Only n∞ is congruent with the multitude of unequal processing 
cosmic companions. All these cosmic companions with infinitely 
changing functions of infinite levels demonstrate unequal reciprocity—
the unequal reciprocity that establishes perpetual “unequality.” 
 

unequality unequal reciprocity

 
 

Nature is forever unfinished! 
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 However humble is unfinished, momentary humanity, God has 
allowed the human brain to develop into a hundred-billion-neuron 
wonder. With its possibilities, the Possibilities Mind may create 
infinitely complex universes anchored with infinite functions of infinite 
levels of changing, moving states. Considering this, humanity may not 
be one of God’s more humble experiments! 
 The following levels of processing drive the Possibilities Mind, 
drive the experiment! 

 Level: Unequal Relating – X ≠ Y 

 Level: Unequal Merged Relating – (X ≠ Y)! 

Level: Universally Inclusive, Free and Empowered, Unequal 
Merged Relating – (X ≠ Y)∞

 
These interdependent and developmental levels of processing are 
accompanied by critical discriminations: 

• That probability degrees of freedom are artificial: n-1 

• That factored artificial probabilities degrees of freedom 
represent controlled freedom: (n-1)! 

• That only infinite degrees of freedom reflect inclusively and 
perpetually free possibilities. 

 Although a human universe may be but a millisecond in God’s 
infinite universe of universes, the selection of our universes matters. It 
is this selection that elevates and accelerates the evolution of civiliza-
tion as well as scientific perspective. 
 For example, we may choose to dedicate ourselves to a particular 
processing function such as education. If we define that function in 
terms of learner processing functions, such as thinking skills, then we 
may develop a whole new human universe dedicated to education—a 
processing system whose dimensions (functions, components, proc-
esses, conditions, and standards) are themselves processing systems 
related interdependently. 
 Simply put, first we nest components such as curriculum infor-
mation within our selected levels of functions; then we nest our 
instructional processes within our levels of components; next, we nest  
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conditions such as relating, empowering, and freeing conditions within 
our levels of processes; finally, we nest our standards, such as diversity 
and changeability, within the conditions. We have now defined an 
entire universe: 

• All of its functions are process-centric. 
• All of its components are multidimensional. 
• All of its processing is interdependent. 
• All of its conditions are genetically encoded. 
• All of its standards are rotated as drivers of processing. 

This universe is as valid as any of God’s universes. Indeed, for 
humankind’s more immediate functions, it is more valuable than the 
very universal conditions in which it is nested. To be sure, in terms of 
humankind’s long-term purposes, it will contribute profoundly to our 
appreciation of God’s unfinished universes. 
 Inequality, or “unequality,” within and between the universes of 
functions is the fundamental requirement for changeability and thus 
possibilities. Inequality within and between entities is misinterpreted 
as chaos. The distortion is an excuse for chaos, one in which even 
possibilities are mistakenly viewed as a reflection of chaos. Such 
distortion blocks the manifestations of possibilities and impedes our 
understanding of what possibilities do reflect: universes not simply 
expanding but exercising their unequal, interdependent social 
processing, as does the Possibilities Mind. 
 For example, representing any universe as a symmetrical sphere 
only contributes to establishing excuses for chaos devoid of its true 
meanings and the true meanings of the universes. Moreover, it imposes 
stasis upon changeability, which is better represented as a spiraling 
force, conveying movement and modification (see illustration on 
following page). 
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Expanding unequal free possibilities

Free possibilities

Unequal free changeability

Unequal changeability

Unequal interdependent social processing
 

 
“Unequality” is the modifier. 

 
 These points are essential to our understanding possibilities 
universes and processing: 

• Derived from the DNA of the Possibilities Mind, each 
arrangement of function times the number of components, 
times the number of processes, times the number of conditions, 
times the number of standards constitutes and perpetuates 
changeability (possibilities) universes. 

• Together, the infinite arrangements approximate God’s 
infinite universe of universes and their within and between 
changeability, processing relationships. 

• These arrangements also define the changeability identity of 
universes uniquely and collectively. 

• These arrangements provide the basis for predicting and 
accelerating the emergence of future identities and nesting 
arrangements. 

• Any change occurring within a function, component, process, 
condition, and/or standard creates a new universe. 
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Most important: 

• All functions, components, processes, conditions, and 
standards are social. 

• The changeability arrangements of functions, components, 
processes, conditions, and standards provide the nesting, 
encoding, rotating DNA that evolving arrangements need in 
order to be the countless changeability, processing connections 
between universes. 

• The unequal functions, components, processes, conditions, 
and standards universes suggest chaos and relativity are 
misinterpretations of the dynamics of unequal nesting. 

All implications of implications owe their meaning to the following: 

a. All nesting ingredients are social. 
b. All nesting phenomena are social phenomena. 
c. All nesting arrangements are unique universes. 
d. Any transmutation within and/or between universes 

precipitates unique and collective changes throughout 
creation, human and cosmic. 

Thus we account for the infinitely complex changeability identities of 
the infinitely complex universe of universes, human and cosmic. 
 Everything is made possible and generative with the power of 
(X ≠ Y)∞ and the freedom afforded by n∞ degrees of freedom. This is 
the engine of the infinitely complex universe of universes. This is 
where the universes come from. This is where the Possibilities Mind 
lives. This is its essence. 

• The unfinished conditions of the Possibilities Mind are 
the driving force and the consequence of its processing 
empowerment. 

• The unfinished Possibilities Mind is made generative by the 
asymmetry of its processing. It is the natural paradigm. 

• Unfinished conditions power changeability. So it is with the 
Possibilities Mind. 
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 The Possibilities Mind accompanies exploding possibilities on 
their journeys. It can do nothing else. This is its function! This is the 
function of all universes. They are all unfinished. Even when universes 
implode and explode, they are in states of renewal and reinvention. So 
it is with the Possibilities Mind. 
 Renewal and reinvention fashion temporary truths and increasingly 
profound meaning. This is how all the cosmic companions from all 
parts of creation, from different universes, are connected. 
 For the Possibilities Mind, the connections are strands of diverse, 
renewing perspectives. They are the infinite, shared levels of functions 
of changeability. It is here where images of meaning emerge. With all 
their unique processing experience, the multitudinous functions arrive 
at the same moment at the mirror of multidimensional images of 
changing meaning. 
 Alone, functions are each less-than-fleeting humble experiments. 
Alone, they are destined never to validate anything but their social 
isolation. Together and asymmetrically nested, they engender meaning 
as the infinitely changeable functions powering creation. 
 The asymmetrical, unequal nesting of the functions, components, 
processes, conditions, and standards of all Nature reflects the asym-
metrical Possibilities Mind. Thus the human universes may be as vast 
as the empowered and free human capability to employ possibilities 
paradigms to process the asymmetrical, unequal nesting of infinite 
functions and their components, processes, conditions, standards. 
 This asymmetrical, unequal nesting is the required mathematics. 
It is empowered with universal asymmetrical inequality to infinite 
degrees of freedom (X ≠ Y)∞, free of equations! The mathematics of 
probabilities, with its imposed artificial measures, is at best miniscule 
in application and meaning. 
 Meaning, profound meaning, is revealed in the implications of 
implications. Implications are functions. Implications reveal their 
possibilities through and with the asymmetrical, unequal mathematics 
of the unequal nesting of changeability functions, components, proc-
esses, conditions, and standards. 
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 From the margin beyond the borders, the unique and collective 
meaning of the infinitely complex implications of the infinitely 
complex universes of God’s universe is revealed as functions in the 
nesting and rotation of their unfinished states. So it is with the 
Possibilities Mind. 
 As it is with Nature, the Possibilities Mind reveals its unfinished 
condition. 
 

(X ≠≠≠≠ Y)∞∞∞∞ is the power source. 
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There is no equality in all creation. 
Everything is unfinished and 

(X ≠≠≠≠ Y)∞∞∞∞ is the first theory of science. 
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Momentary Functions 
Toward Meaning 

 For all the blessings of the unfinished, transmutating universes, we 
have a troublesome history. One of the most foreboding lessons of this 
history is that human probabilities mentalities transform into supersti-
tions every idea, vision, technology, belief system, government, ideol-
ogy, economic-commercial arrangement, and, hence, every educational 
model and culture. 
 There is an alternative. If we are willing to pay the price, we may 
choose the unfinished, inclusive, social processing dynamics of the 
Possibilities Mind. The price is realizing that the uncompromising 
essence of those dynamics thrives on the margin beyond the borders. 
This allows the new-science paradigms of the Possibilities Mind to 
respond interchangeably to Nature, to be interchangeable responses. In 
this way, Nature’s interdependent social processing can be made public 
through the (asymmetrical) processing of the Possibilities Mind. 
 The Possibilities Mind not only bridges the gap between the human 
intellectual experience and Nature, but merges them. In this sense, in 
every sense, the Possibilities Mind and Nature are one. 
 Some of the most notable differences between our alternatives are 
shown in the illustrations on the following page. They make clear the 
contrasting consequences of our choice. 
 Science, culture, and civilization are at a crossroad, seemingly 
caught between the gambles of probabilities and the choices of change-
ability. We may continue to embrace conditioning, or we may embrace 
infinite interdependent-processing companions providing n∞ degrees of 
freedom. Here in universes where none of the multitude of processes is 
equal to any other, X = Y mathematics is fragile! Here the unequal 
companions all necessarily suffer and enjoy seemingly unfair but 
strangely just reciprocity. Their unequal changeability relating is more 
powerful, more profound than order. It is more powerful and profound 
than what is relative: cycles and phases of collapsing and expanding. 
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 The inequality, the unfinished changeability, is Nature’s seminal 
force generator. It is Nature’s force. Multiplying possibilities, inequal-
ity is immune to control, resistant to partitioning. The common artifi-
cial variance that shelters confined probability is, by itself, alien. The 
unfinished, however, multiplies and nourishes the Possibilities Mind so 
intelligence and the universes are reinvented. While they, the universes, 
renew the evolution of companionships, they leave behind the static, 
superstitious, and artificial. 
 Merging with ever-larger unequal universes requires meaning 
pounded out of the processing functions of those universes. Now we 
may even anticipate yet-to-be perspectives. Whereas the brittle X = Y 
mathematics yields intolerable, unnatural dichotomies, unfinished 
changeability is to all creation “like water is to life.” All of us leftovers 
are worthy unequals! 
 Some thousands of years ago, a processing problem-solver initi-
ated the invention of written language. Now, the new science of possi-
bilities continues that tradition as language continues to evolve. Such 
evolution sanctions breakthrough thinking in science, technology, 
social institutions, and, most important, unifying perspectives. These 
diverse and expanding yet temporarily unifying perspectives move 
from the rigid circular toward the visions of possibilities beyond the 
symmetrical confines of a repetitive history. 
 The language of the new science, and hence the Possibilities Mind, 
is social. It is operational beyond symmetry. It is dynamic beyond 
equations. Its perspective is vast, beyond a view from the center, 
beyond a view from the borders. 
 Representing universes as symmetrical spheres may lend itself to 
perspective, but it is wrong. There is no evidence that universes are 
symmetrical and spherical, or that they are expanding or collapsing 
symmetrically and spherically; quite the contrary! Also, the sphere is 
commonly accepted as the most universally primal phenomenon in 
terms of form. This too is wrong! 
 The assumption that universes are symmetrical and spherical 
defines an initial condition; thus, every subsequent “discovery” is 
encoded within the sphere. In this way, identifying universes as spheres 
becomes a conditioned “correct” response. 
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 The borders of the universes, if indeed they have borders, are 
likely to be irregular, fluctuating and pulsating with evolving, changing 
possibilities. And the only primal phenomenon in the universes, in 
terms of anything, is change. 
 Unfinished universes may be anything changing: any form, weight, 
mass, volume, energy. They will be forever unfinished. When repre-
sented as a symmetrical sphere they are presented as finished. All 
empowered and free processing phenomena take on their own changing 
form as responses to and with their unequal interdependent social proc-
essing. They become self-organizing. Efforts to control them are analo-
gous to imaging universes as spheres. If the universes are spheres, they 
are completed forms and we would have hopes to control them, a rather 
less-than-sane notion. We would end up with the same wheel we 
started with, proving that we had learned nothing. 
 If we begin with a condition, we end up with the same condition. If 
we begin with a function, the unequal nesting arrangements of func-
tions, components, processes, conditions, and standards evolve into any 
and all possibilities relative to the initially observed function. Encoding 
everything within a condition has no empowering and freeing outcome 
for universes differing in changing form, weight, mass, volume, and 
energy. 
 In the context of cosmic time, the human experience is illustrated 
as the width of a single hair. In the company of perpetually free-moving 
possibilities, the human experience, even presence, may be more, much 
more. Indeed, the paradigm of the asymmetrical universe of uni-
verses—a universe of unequal processing universes—promises to be, in 
the decades to come, most profound and freeing for human experience, 
and a potent force for engendering all-embracing processing platforms, 
from the scientific to the communal to the personal. 
 Thomas Cahill, in his book The Gifts of the Jews, reminds us, 
“Without justice, there is no God.” To this we humbly add, without 
unequal and unfinished processing universes, there is no God, only the 
void. 
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From the margin 
beyond the borders………… 
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A Space to Mingle Intellectually 
 At a time when too many souls are suffering from an overdose of 
greedy independence, the Possibilities Mind is especially extraordinary. 
It is a phenomenon of unencumbered perspective and represents the 
heart of a civilized community’s inclusive spirit. Rotating and nesting, 
the Possibilities Mind weaves an altering connectivity. 
 Empowered with the architecture of the new science, the Possibili-
ties Mind provides freeing responses to: 

• Social isolation—the most vexing and complex human and 
scientific conundrum; 

• Unequal, interdependent social processing—the universally 
common source for the expanding evolution of possibilities, 
human and otherwise. 

 With the mathematics of inequality, the Possibilities Mind gives 
us the first real theory of science for understanding and applying the 
unfinished state of creation. 
 With the Possibilities Mind, we embark on a journey of discovery: 

• From the artificiality of probabilities to a natural mutating 
reality; 

• From static assumptions based upon linearity and equality to 
renewing expeditions based upon cosmic diversity; 

• From the fabrications of parametrics to a view of the wondrous 
non-parametric pathways between non-parametric universes, 
all connected with a marvelous changeability bonding tissue. 

• From the isolation of specialty “sciences” toward the growing 
unity of ideational science. 

Along the way, through all of these reflections, we discover the justice 
and evolving truths in changing, inclusive perspectives “from the mar-
gin beyond the borders.” 
 Perhaps most exciting are the discoveries to be found in the 
unequal companionships between order and disorder, and between 
expanding degrees of freedom.
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 We are reminded again and again of the following: 

• However short-lived, singularity is, in its demise, the birthplace 
for all new variance. 

• New variance is Nature’s “ultimate creation.” 

• All the “universes” and all of us are statistical exceptions: left-
overs! This is a shared connection that constitutes the stuff for 
infinitely emerging unities, complexities, and possibilities! 

While everything is running out, even time, everything is running on 
to become something else—continuously. 
 Whereas variance services probabilities, the inequality of change 
is nutrition for Nature’s possibilities intelligence. Moreover, the Possi-
bilities Mind is not, like variance, something to be partitioned and con-
trolled, but an empowering teacher-scientist. 
 “Most of all, we are teachers,” we stated early on in this work. As 
teacher-scientists we did this work because the teacher-scientist is an 
empowerer. The Possibilities Mind is an empowerer when it is 
employed to teach. Teaching to empower is more than an applied tech-
nology; it is a personal, socially inclusive mission to be financially, 
culturally, intellectually, and spiritually generative; to demystify. 
 Along the way we repeatedly gained insights evolving from the 
higher-order processing of the nesting, encoding, and rotating of our 
new science. Rotating is a culminating freeing of degrees of freedom 
providing the countless conditions for the least of all processors. 
 Although love is about relating and merging, love is impotent if it 
does not deliver empowerment and freeing. It is not enough for great 
teachers to share what they love; they must align with substance and 
learner functions and create new universes. 
 Each class, each seminar, is an introduction to a new universe. 
These new places are alive with the unfinished quality of inequality, 
changeability, and the nesting, encoding, and rotating of higher-order 
possibilities processing. Thus, our science merges with our love’s 
focused passion for the science’s transforming substance, and together 
they evolve into insights. The science and love are perpetually in each 
other’s fluctuating, unequal, freely rotating company. Together, they 
have the weight and power to weave visions of possibilities universes  
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far more unfinished than their fragile individuality. Together, they 
move on to shape the dynamic fabric of human and cosmic bonds that 
are constructive and natural. These connecting bonds endure and grow 
in power with the sustaining contributions from the alliances between 
the infinite degrees of freedom and the inequality of the Possibilities 
Mind’s new science and love. However explosive the ensuing insights, 
they are never complete. 
 Enabled by such freedom and such insights, the empowering 
teacher-scientist’s Possibilities Mind is more than personal and inter-
personal; it is philosophical, utilitarian, and, above all, asymmetrical. 
 Great teachers understand that concepts by themselves are feeble. 
Such empowerers provide operational, efficient paradigms representing 
the inequality of nesting, encoding, and rotating as fundamental, gen-
erative, and natural. The empowerer’s Possibilities Mind is the 
embodiment of unequal nesting, encoding, and rotating of increasingly 
higher-order processing. Thus, the empowering teacher-scientist’s mind 
possesses unfinished weight, measure, space, energy, mass, visibility, 
changeability, and possibilities. 
 At our best, we are empowering teachers. At our best, we are 
Possibilities Minds. In this context, perhaps our greatest exemplars are 
the Jews, who have had the courage to internalize God’s changeability 
and “grow” their perceptions accordingly. When everyone around them 
relied unquestioningly on conditioned responses, they processed their 
changing worlds and God (see T. Cahill’s The Gift of the Jews). In so 
doing, they grew out of “correct” choices toward creative choices. 
From their multidimensional perspectives, they discovered and created 
many things, including the helping professions that require empathic 
relating, merging, processing, and initiative possibilities. It is this abil-
ity—to accept changeability and to develop the multidimensional per-
spectives it requires—that we are aiming at. 
 When we are at our intellectual best, we realize the best answer in 
response to a major issue is always “all of the above.” Each challenge 
is transformed into a nesting, encoding, rotating processing experience 
—an experience of freeing, of growth. The alternative is the inevitable 
transformation of the “correct” response into bleak superstition. 
 In the larger context of the non-parametric space of larger uni-
verses, X = Y (the “correct” response) fails. In and between, nothing is 
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equal. In small spaces, small universes, parametrics require equalities 
that define symmetrical areas founded on the artificiality of “reliable,” 
“stable” measures of central tendency and “acceptable” estimates of 
assumed deviations. 
 In so many ways, the multitude of unequal companions are the 
empowering teachers of the Possibilities Mind. 
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