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Prefatory Note: Symbiosis of Meaning Is Not Civilizational 
Homogenization

Symbiosis of Meaning in Civilization Leap is neither an isolated new system nor a redefinition of Emergent 
Meaning Cosmology, the Contribution Value System, the Resource Pool Proposal, or the Spark Meaning 
Emergence System. It systematically develops Emergent Meaning Cosmology in the directions of 
encounters between civilizations, cross-civilizational relations, human–machine integration in the AGI 
era, future communities of life, and interstellar ethics.

The central question of this book is this: when humanity must resolve not only struggles over resources, 
but also struggles over civilization, meaning, and the future, how can civilizations move toward genuine 
Symbiosis of Meaning without flattening differences, creating hegemony, or retreating into closure?

The core concepts invoked here, including the meaning manifestation chain, Resource Pool, Contribution 
Value System, Dream Garden, Spark, and the civilizational immune system, are governed by their 
respective foundational texts and specialized white papers. Rather than repeat their full definitions, this 
book concentrates on how these mechanisms can serve Symbiosis of Meaning among civilizations, future 
communities of life, and the emergence of cosmic citizens.

This edition adds two further boundaries. First, it acknowledges meaning black boxes within civilizations 
that are incommensurable, untranslatable, and incapable of being forcibly aligned by a system. Second, it 
makes clear that higher-order integrated life, interstellar machine swarms, and joint AGI subjects must be 
subject to circuit breakers, rollback, and the takeover of responsibility. Symbiosis of Meaning does not 
bring every form of otherness into one interpretive machine. It preserves etiquette where understanding 
fails and responsibility where capabilities expand.

Reading guidance: readers seeking a systematic understanding of the “meaning manifestation chain,” 
“subject depth,” “intrinsic meaning,” the “Contribution Value System,” and “Spark” may begin with the 
academic edition of Emergent Meaning Cosmology or Volume I of its general-reader track, together with 
specialized texts on the Contribution Value System and the Spark Meaning Emergence System. This book 
does not replace those foundational works; it extends them into encounters between civilizations, 
Symbiosis of Meaning, and future communities of life.

Symbiosis of Meaning is not civilizational homogenization. It is a higher civilizational capacity: different 
civilizations retain their own roots while coming to know and encounter one another, learning from and 
helping form one another, and becoming sources of meaning for one another.
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Positioning the Formal Edition: Theoretical System, Realist 
Foundation, and Institutional Boundaries

This is the formal theoretical edition of Symbiosis of Meaning in Civilization Leap. Its primary purpose is 
not to be an individual action manual, nor does it use a pilot in a single setting to prove an idea's success 
or failure. It addresses Civilization Leap theory, AGI governance, cross-civilizational relations, meaning 
dynamics, resource organization, and future communities of life, emphasizing conceptual boundaries, 
logical connections, institutional constraints, and long-term civilizational direction.

“Symbiosis of Meaning,” as used here, does not replace realism with idealism. It acknowledges the 
enduring existence of resource scarcity, power competition, group self-interest, national self-interest, 
limited trust, free-riding risks, and institutional alienation. Precisely because these realities exist, 
Symbiosis of Meaning must become a civilizational firewall in the AGI era: preventing AI from automating, 
scaling, and making irreversible the conversion of old self-interest logics into enemy labels, risk 
classifications, and pathways of elimination.

Shared self-interest is not a moral slogan here. It is an advanced survival rationality in the highly coupled 
systems of the AGI era. Individual, group, and national self-interest will not disappear. But when 
externalities return more quickly and local victories can become systemic backlash, shortsighted self-
interest is no longer optimal self-interest. Shared self-interest does not abolish self-interest; it 
recalculates it over longer time horizons, within larger systems and higher-risk structures.

The Resource Pool, Contribution Value System, Dream Garden, Spark, civilizational meaning maps, 
meaning-impact assessment, and appeal and rollback mechanisms proposed here are institutional 
reference frameworks for these ideas, not a uniform compulsory scheme. Practice does not determine 
the truth or falsity of civilizational thought through a handful of pilots. It tests boundaries of applicability, 
exposes risks of alienation, and refines rules across different cultures, institutions, and risk settings. 
Thought provides direction; institutions provide interfaces; practice provides calibration.

The criterion for judging this edition is therefore not “whether a complete engineering system is ready for 
immediate global deployment.” It is whether the book explains the new coupling among resources, 
power, meaning, and enemy labels in the AGI era; offers a logic of shared self-interest more stable than 
shortsighted self-interest; and provides a civilizational framework for coexistence among civilizations, 
human–machine integration, and future communities of life that can be developed further, tested, and 
gradually institutionalized.
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Part I · The Nature of the Problem: Human Conflict Is More 
Than a Struggle over Resources

This part begins at the root of the problem: human conflict arises not only from insufficient resources, but 
also from the disparagement of roots of meaning, unhealed historical wounds, and the closing off of 
civilizational futures.
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Chapter 1 · Resource Issues Alone Do Not Explain Human 
Conflict

The question this chapter addresses: why is human conflict not simply about resources, interests, and 
power, but also about roots of meaning, historical wounds, boundaries of dignity, and aspirations for the 
future?

As human civilization enters the AGI era, the struggle over resources is no longer the only struggle it truly 
faces.

Resources, energy, land, technology, computing power, time, and public services remain important. 
Someone who persistently worries about food, shelter, healthcare, safety, and education can scarcely 
speak meaningfully of freedom, happiness, and meaning. Scarcity constricts the human heart; fear 
shortens horizons; insecurity pushes people back toward short-term self-interest.

Yet insufficient resources cannot explain every conflict. Deep within many conflicts between civilizations, 
the issue is not “who gets more,” but “whose way of existing is being disparaged.” Humiliated languages, 
mocked beliefs, ancestral memories dismissed as backward burdens, land treated as a mere resource, 
denied historical wounds, and future aspirations condemned in advance by dominant narratives all 
activate defenses deeper than material interests.

Resource losses can be compensated. Severed roots of meaning, however, can make a group feel that its 
very right to exist has been denied. When a civilization feels that its children no longer speak its language, 
that only outsiders may write its history, that its rituals can exist only as tourist attractions, and that its 
future can gain recognition only by repudiating itself, its resistance becomes more than economic 
resistance: it becomes existential resistance.

Civilization Leap must therefore address more than efficiency, distribution, and governance. It must also 
understand why people protect, become angry, fall silent, or resist for the sake of language, land, 
memory, dignity, ritual, and future aspirations.

“Symbiosis of Meaning,” as used in this book, is not a slogan of cultural friendship. It is the second 
foundation of Civilization Leap. Without a resource system, humanity remains trapped by scarcity and 
possession. Without a meaning system, even shared resources may coexist with continuing humiliation, 
assimilation, consumption, and flattening of other civilizations.

Civilization Leap must resolve two kinds of problem together: struggles over resources and struggles over 
meaning. Resource systems keep the world from being locked into the logic of possession. Systems for 
Symbiosis of Meaning prevent resource flows from severing the roots of life, language, history, dignity, 
and future aspirations.
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Chapter 2 · Diverse Civilizational Forms Are the Foundation 
of Abundant Meaning

The question this chapter addresses: why are multiple cultures and civilizational forms not transitional 
remnants awaiting civilizational unification, but the very foundation of abundant meaning?

Multiple cultures and civilizational forms are not historical noise to be cleared away before civilization is 
unified. They are the foundation of abundant meaning.

Different languages preserve different ways of entering the world. Different rituals preserve different 
relational orders. Different religions preserve different experiences of death, suffering, redemption, and 
transcendence. Different local ways of life preserve different relationships to land, rhythms of time, and 
communal memories. Different historical wounds preserve different civilizational warnings.

If humanity flattens the world with one technical language, one market logic, one platform idiom, or one 
template of modernization, it may appear to improve efficiency while, at a deeper level, weakening the 
diverse manifestations of cosmic meaning.

Symbiosis of Meaning does not make all civilizations identical. Its first requirement is to distinguish what 
needs to be unified from what must remain different.

What needs to be unified is a small set of non-negotiable foundations: life must not be instrumentalized; 
meaning must not be monopolized; the future must not be closed off; higher-order capabilities must be 
subject to shared constraints; historical wounds and what must not be disparaged must receive 
recognition and respectful treatment.

What must remain different are the pathways: languages, cultures, rituals, beliefs, ways of life, 
institutional experiments, civilizational forms, and routes to the future. Difference is not a threat to unity, 
but a condition of abundant meaning.

Civilizational independence does not mean civilizational closure. Genuine independence means that a 
civilization can stand on its own roots rather than affirm itself by negating others. Genuine openness 
means encountering others across clear boundaries rather than being assimilated by a dominant system.

Different civilizations resemble individuals with independent personalities. A mature person need neither 
absorb others nor seal themselves off. They can remain themselves while understanding, appreciating, 
and responding to others. Civilizational maturity works the same way.

The aim of Symbiosis of Meaning is for different civilizations to enter a common future from their own 
roots while upholding shared foundations: mutual knowledge and encounter rather than 
homogenization; mutual learning and formation rather than absorption; becoming meaning for one 
another rather than monopolizing meaning.
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Chapter 3 · The Coordinates of Meaning in Emergent 
Meaning Cosmology

The question this chapter addresses: why do life, process, and integration themselves have meaning, and 
why does Civilization Leap make meaning visible, sustained, and abundant rather than confer it?

Emergent Meaning Cosmology provides the underlying coordinates for Symbiosis of Meaning.

The cosmos is not an accidental combustion of meaningless matter. It is a field in which meaning 
emerges, manifests, is sustained, ruptures, returns to latent safekeeping, and manifests again. Life, 
consciousness, the human heart, civilization, AGI, human–machine integration, and future communities 
of life are not isolated events. They are ways in which meaning manifests at different levels.

This perspective does not replace scientific cosmology. Science explains how the cosmos operates. 
Emergent Meaning Cosmology asks why it unfolds, why life is more than a combination of matter, why 
civilization is more than collective cooperation, and how meaning can avoid being reduced to zero by 
imagined final endings.

Meaning does not appear only at the end. It does not arise only after success, only after a contribution 
has been recorded, only after later generations have carried it forward, or only after entry into the 
cosmos.

Life itself is a manifestation of meaning. The process through which integrated forms of life emerge is 
itself a manifestation of meaning. Perception, care, pain, failure, waiting, silence, creation, repair, 
relationships, aspirations, and starting again within that process are themselves places where meaning 
occurs.

For “life to have greater meaning” does not mean moving from nothing to something, but from existing 
meaning to abundance. A child's curiosity, an older person's silence, an ordinary person's care, and a 
fresh start after failure already have meaning. Contribution Value, the Resource Pool, Dream Garden, 
Spark, and Civilization Leap systems do not confer meaning from outside. They help the meaning already 
present in life and process become clearer, richer, more enduring, and more expansive.

Abundance of meaning is greater meaning. Greater meaning does not engulf individual lives; it allows 
every instance of real meaning to connect with others, sustain one another, and continue to resonate.
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Part II · Resource Systems and Meaning Systems: From a 
Shared World to a Symbiotic World

This part connects the Resource Pool, Contribution Value, and Dream Garden with the civilizational 
system, establishing the institutional foundation for moving from a shared world to a symbiotic world.
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Chapter 4 · The Resource Pool and Sustaining Meaning

The question this chapter addresses: why are resources more than objects available for allocation, 
potentially carrying land, language, history, relationships, and civilizational roots?

The Resource Pool is not confiscation, equal division, or opposition to ownership. Its core is to bring idle 
resources into uses that create public value, subject to protection of lawful existing holdings, voluntary 
participation, the right to exit, auditability, and non-financialization.

Resources unused are resources without use; their use gives them meaning. A space left idle, equipment 
left unused, land lying dormant, or funds circulating only within accounts may be nominally owned, yet 
never truly enter the value cycles of life, communities, civilization, and the future.

The Resource Pool must nevertheless recognize that not every resource is an ordinary resource. Some 
land, buildings, rivers, archives, language materials, ritual spaces, and historical sites carry a high density 
of meaning and cannot be allocated solely according to utilization rates.

A piece of land can be a plot, but also ancestors, a burial ground, festivals, a history of migration, and the 
boundaries of a community. A language can be a tool of communication, but also a civilization's way of 
entering the world. An old school can be an idle building, but also the memory of several generations' 
first encounters with learning. An oral history can be data, but also a site where victims' dignity has yet to 
be recognized.

The Resource Pool must therefore connect to civilizational meaning maps. Before a resource enters the 
pool, its meaning status must be identified: an ordinarily allocable resource, a conditionally allocable 
resource, a specially protected resource, or a resource not currently available for allocation.

At the engineering level, the Resource Pool should establish a “resource meaning-priority protocol.” 
When a civilizational meaning map identifies attached high-density meaning, such as language, burial 
grounds, historical wounds, ritual spaces, victims' memories, or endangered cultural materials, the 
resource automatically enters a self-interest cooling-off state. Efficiency-first allocation is suspended, and 
the resource moves to hearings involving affected parties, meaning-impact assessment, and authorization 
review.

This protocol can connect with engineering-level proposals such as the Nine-Domain Management 
Model. Once the biological, memory, language, ritual, historical-wound, or future-life layer triggers a 
must-not-be-disparaged marker, the underlying system must not allow output, commercial returns, or 
short-term public efficiency to override meaning boundaries. Resource circulation is not forbidden; what 
must first be established is whether that circulation would itself harm the life and civilization the resource 
carries.

A mature Resource Pool is not one that can use everything. It knows how to use resources without 
severing roots of meaning. It awakens resources from dormancy while ensuring that their awakening 
does not harm the lives, memories, and civilizations they carry.
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Chapter 5 · The Contribution Value System and 
Civilizational Memory

The question this chapter addresses: why is Contribution Value neither points, currency, nor a hierarchy 
of personal worth, but an institutional language through which civilization remembers genuine 
contributions?

The Contribution Value System does not score people, nor is it a simple substitute for a new currency. Its 
deeper mission is to make genuine contributions that existing markets struggle to record visible to 
civilization.

Existing value systems are good at recording wealth, power, efficiency, output, victory, and possession. 
They often fail to see care, transmission, translation, repair, mediation, protection of vulnerable cultures, 
safeguarding what must not be disparaged, and the people who prevent hatred from escalating.

A mother caring for a child over many years, an older person preserving a dialect, a teacher transforming 
a student's life, a volunteer caring for strangers during a disaster, a translator reducing misreadings 
between civilizations, a mediator preventing hatred from escalating: civilization should not forget these 
contributions.

Initially, Contribution Value can operate alongside money. During the launch phase it can be obtained by 
committing money and resources to the Resource Pool, and on exit it can be converted back into money 
according to the rules. Contribution Value is nevertheless bound to its subject: it may be used, but cannot 
be traded or financialized.

Contribution Value records genuine acts of sustaining others; it does not evaluate the worth of a life. An 
unrecorded person is not a meaningless person. The system can record some contributions, but can 
never monopolize judgments of meaning.

Within a system for Symbiosis of Meaning, Contribution Value must especially record contributions that 
sustain civilizations: language protection, historical repair, meaning translation, cultural transmission, 
organization of shared tasks, protection of what must not be disparaged, and preservation of pathways 
for future life.

Contribution Value is not proof that someone is more noble. It is civilization's memory of those who 
genuinely shoulder responsibility. It gradually shifts resource-use rights and weight in public decision-
making from the logic of pure possession toward the logic of genuine contribution.

Further explanation: for Contribution Value's non-tradability, subject binding, audit mechanisms, exit 
rules, and pilot procedures, see the Contribution Value System White Paper and related engineering-level 
design proposals. This book discusses only its function as civilizational memory within the system for 
Symbiosis of Meaning.
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Chapter 6 · Dream Garden: Aspirations Are Not 
Consumption

The question this chapter addresses: why does fulfilling dreams mean sustaining the unfinished meaning 
of individuals, relationships, communities, cultures, civilizations, and future life rather than satisfying 
desires?

Dream Garden should not be understood as a marketplace for wishes.

Genuine dream fulfillment does not simply satisfy desires. It identifies the meaning of life, relationships, 
communities, cultures, civilizations, and future life behind an aspiration that has not yet found support.

An older person's wish to return home is more than a trip. A child's wish to learn an ancestral language is 
more than a course. A community's wish to restore a festival is more than an event. An endangered 
language's need for a school is more than an education project. An injured group's wish for a memorial 
space is more than a building.

Dream Garden must first ask: what meaning behind this aspiration has genuinely gone unsupported? 
Whom does it connect? Where does it come from? Where does it hope to go? What resources, 
relationships, actions, and shared responsibilities does it require?

Dream Garden discovers aspirations. Meaning translation clarifies deeper concerns. The Shared Task Pool 
turns them into action. The Resource Pool provides the conditions. The Contribution Value System 
records who carries the responsibility. Spark helps connect, translate, preserve, and extend.

Fulfilling dreams does not consume aspirations; it brings them into structures of support. It neither 
packages human suffering as platform content nor turns civilizational aspirations into showcase projects.

A genuinely mature Dream Garden does more than fulfill the dreams of people alive today. It safeguards 
a world in which future life can still dream.
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Chapter 7 · Unifying Resource Systems and Civilizational 
Systems

The question this chapter addresses: why must resources flow toward meaning and meaning receive 
material support, and why does a resource system without civilizational calibration become blind while a 
civilizational system without resources remain suspended in the air?

Civilization Leap cannot build only a resource system.

A resource system answers where resources are, who possesses them, how they can be allocated and 
shared, and how exit and auditing work. A civilizational system answers what meaning those resources 
carry and whether they involve language, land, history, dignity, relationships, what must not be 
disparaged, and future aspirations.

Without calibration by meaning, a resource system may treat land as plots, language as inefficient 
communication, history as material, ritual as spectacle, and wounds as content. Without resource 
support, a civilizational system remains at the level of goodwill, slogans, and commemorative events.

A genuine leap occurs when resources flow toward meaning and meaning finds support. The Resource 
Pool, Contribution Value, Dream Garden, Shared Task Pool, meaning-impact assessment, and Spark must 
form an integrated resource–meaning system.

Once the two are unified, resources are no longer merely things, contribution is no longer merely output, 
aspirations are no longer merely consumption, development is no longer merely growth, and technology 
is no longer merely a tool of efficiency. Only when resources flow toward deepening life, cultural 
transmission, historical repair, encounters between civilizations, shared tasks, and an open future does 
the world move from sharing toward symbiosis.

A shared world resolves “how to use.” A symbiotic world also asks “why use, for whom, how to avoid 
harming meaning, and how use can become an act of sustaining.”
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Part III · Mechanisms of Symbiosis of Meaning: From 
Understanding to Institutions

This part establishes the operating mechanisms of Symbiosis of Meaning: seeing, translating, protecting, 
repairing, sustaining, recording, assessing, appealing, and rolling back.
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Chapter 8 · Civilizational Meaning Maps

The question this chapter addresses: how can we see what a civilization truly protects, what has hurt it, 
what it fears, and what it hopes to carry into the future?

A civilizational meaning map is neither a tourist map nor an inventory of cultural symbols. It records what 
a civilization genuinely protects within language, land, history, ritual, religion, wounds, dignity, and future 
aspirations.

It must identify civilizational roots, historical wounds, what must not be disparaged, future aspirations, 
structures of internal oppression, and real needs capable of generating shared tasks.

What a civilization truly protects does not always appear in grand concepts. It may be a mother tongue, a 
river, an ancestral grave, a festival, an unacknowledged hurt, a way of life humiliated by modernization, 
or a child's wish to enter the world without having to repudiate their own culture.

Without civilizational meaning maps, resource systems become blind, AGI systems flatten differences, 
and civilizational exchange remains confined to display and misreading.

Civilizational meaning maps do not freeze culture or exempt tradition from reflection. They see both 
roots and oppression. They protect what must not be disparaged while identifying older structures that 
need correction.

Their task is to ensure that systems see meaning first, before discussing use, translation, repair, and 
cooperation.
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Chapter 9 · The Meaning Translation Protocol

The question this chapter addresses: how can value conflicts be translated from surface positions into 
deeper concerns?

Conflicts between civilizations often remain at the level of surface positions: freedom versus order, 
tradition versus modernity, sacred versus secular, security versus openness, development versus 
protection.

Behind those positions, however, are often deeper fears and commitments to protect. The Meaning 
Translation Protocol asks: what does the other side truly fear losing? What forms of humiliation are truly 
intolerable to it? What does it genuinely hope will enter the future? Which issues concern resources, 
identity, historical wounds, or what must not be disparaged?

Translation does not speak on behalf of others or erase disagreements. It moves conflict away from 
labels, ridicule, and hostility toward a level that can be understood, deliberated, and jointly borne.

Yet the Meaning Translation Protocol must first be alert to its own power. Who translates? Who sets the 
categories? Who decides that “what is truly being protected” has been understood? If the translator is a 
dominant civilization, a platform system, or an AGI model, translation itself may become a subtler 
flattening of meaning: forcing another's incommensurable sacredness, silence, taboos, and historical pain 
into categories that humans can understand, deliberate, and govern.

A translator of meaning is therefore not a sovereign over meaning. It can only offer low-confidence 
interpretations, disclose its assumptions, preserve untranslatable areas, and return final interpretive 
authority to the actual subjects as far as possible. Spark and any other AGI system may only assist 
translation. They must not monopolize it, much less replace a civilization's own incommensurability with 
model intelligibility.

Illustrative case: in the redevelopment of an old city, government sees an inefficient neighborhood, 
developers see insufficient commercial value, and residents see the destruction of ancestral memory. The 
Meaning Translation Protocol does not simply ask “should it be demolished?” It translates the concerns 
of the three parties separately: public safety, economic vitality, local memory, older residents' lives, and 
young people's futures. Only then can the issue move beyond simple confrontation toward a combined 
solution that preserves core memory spaces, introduces public services, and establishes community 
dream-fulfillment projects and contribution records.

Cross-civilizational illustration: one party regards a cultural site as a sacred place of remembrance, while 
another sees a public tourism resource. The protocol does not begin by asking “who has the right to 
develop it?” It first translates both sides' deeper concerns. One protects ancestors, suffering, and ritual 
boundaries; the other seeks public access, educational value, and economic support. A viable solution is 
neither simple closure nor commercialization, but zoned protection, authorized interpretation, limits on 
entertainment-oriented development, shared routes for remembrance and education, and rights of 
appeal and correction for the communities concerned.

Meaning translation does not aim to make everyone agree immediately. It moves the parties from “you 
are wrong” toward “what, exactly, are you protecting?”

Incommensurability black boxes: at particular stages, some civilizational roots cannot be translated or 
aligned and should not be forcibly explained. Faced with such a black box, a system must neither infer 
meaninglessness from “incomprehensibility” nor forcibly dismantle it for administrative convenience. The 
more mature response is to establish logical fences and physical and digital reserves. Understanding is 
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not compelled, but utilitarian allocation, entertainment-oriented display, appropriation as training data, 
and efficiency-driven Resource Pool use are absolutely prohibited.

Before the Black Box: The Precautionary Protection of Unrecognized Meaning

The “incommensurability black box” addresses how to prevent a civilizational root from being forcibly 
translated, algorithmized, turned into a resource, or allocated for utility after it has been identified. A 
deeper danger, however, is that some roots of meaning are at risk not because the system recognizes 
them and seeks to flatten them, but because it is incapable of recognizing them at all.

A radically different civilization's deepest roots may therefore appear on no civilizational meaning map, 
receive no “must not be disparaged” marker, and never even enter the field of black-box protection. 
Because they are too unfamiliar, too silent, or too unlike human experience, the system may misclassify 
them as blank areas, meaningless objects, low-value spaces, or allocable resources.

This is the paradox of definitional authority in black-box protection: who decides what counts as a black 
box? If a system cannot recognize a form of meaning, does it lack even the qualification for protection?

A system for Symbiosis of Meaning must therefore establish a prior principle before the 
“incommensurability black box”: precautionary protection of unrecognized meaning. Whenever the 
system cannot determine whether an area, object, behavior, silence, structure, signal, space, memory, or 
life process carries meaning, it must not presume meaninglessness, move directly to resource allocation, 
include it in model training, treat it as blank data, or undertake irreversible development.

The unknown is not blank. Silence is not meaninglessness. The unrecognizable is not unprotected. The 
mark of civilizational maturity is not a system's ability to identify everything sacred, but its knowledge 
that some sacred things may always remain unseen by it.

The operating system for Symbiosis of Meaning should therefore establish three levels of protection. 
First, an unrecognized precautionary protection zone: the system does not yet understand, but meaning 
may be present; low intervention, reversibility, and suspended allocation are the default. Second, an 
incommensurability black box: roots of meaning have been confirmed as untranslatable, unalignable, and 
unavailable for allocation, triggering strong protection. Third, what must not be disparaged: the relevant 
subjects have explicitly identified an object as carrying high-density meaning; humiliation, consumption, 
instrumentalization, and unauthorized use are prohibited.

This is not conservatism, but civilizational humility. Symbiosis of Meaning does not make a system 
omniscient. It ensures that, when the system does not know, it does not injure the world in the name of 
its ignorance.
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Chapter 10 · What Must Not Be Disparaged

The question this chapter addresses: which lives, memories, languages, lands, wounds, rituals, and future 
aspirations must not be handled roughly by efficiency, markets, technology, and platforms?

At the cosmic level, there are neither gods nor saints.

What is called “sacred” is simply human civilization's name for areas of high-density meaning within 
religion, history, ritual, suffering, death, ancestors, land, language, and aspirations for the future.

What must not be disparaged is not beyond discussion or criticism, nor does it exempt tradition from 
reflection. It means that when something carries life, the human heart, relationships, memory, dignity, 
trauma, commitments, sacrifice, and future aspirations, it must not be handled brutally.

A river can be a water resource, but also a civilization's mother. A language can be a communication tool, 
but also a people's way of entering the world. A history can be material, but also an open wound where 
victims' dignity remains unacknowledged. A deceased person's digital life can be data, but may also carry 
a family's boundaries around farewell.

Protection against disparagement does not establish a new system of taboos. It requires resources, 
technology, markets, platforms, and AGI to identify the subjects involved, obtain authorization, preserve 
context, allow appeals, and provide rollback before entering areas of high-density meaning.

Its highest level is the “incommensurability black-box” protection protocol. This formally recognizes that 
some experiences of life, religious silences, ancestral memories, victims' pain, nonhuman expressions, 
and signals from extraterrestrial civilizations may currently be impossible to translate into human logic. 
Untranslatability is not inferiority; incomprehensibility is not meaninglessness.

Before the black box, there should also be precautionary protection of unrecognized meaning. A system 
must not classify meaning as absent merely because it cannot see it, or treat silence as an exploitable 
blank merely because it cannot understand it. Protection of what must not be disparaged must safeguard 
not only the sacred already named, but the possibility of sacredness the system has not yet seen.

Once black-box protection applies, all resource use, model training, cultural display, commercial 
development, interstellar sampling, and educational rewriting must pause. The system may only provide 
low-intervention safeguarding, identification of subjects, long-term observation, and retractable records. 
It must not cross the boundary in the name of “public interest,” “scientific research,” or “cultural 
dissemination.”

Civilizational maturity lies not in being able to do everything, but in knowing where one must pause.
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Chapter 11 · Mechanisms for Healing Historical Wounds

The question this chapter addresses: how can pain be acknowledged, dignity restored, and hatred cease 
to be inherited?

The hardest thing to repair between civilizations is not a divergence of interests, but historical wounds.

Resources can be reallocated and institutions redesigned. Massacre, colonization, enslavement, 
displacement, oppression, forced assimilation, and sustained denial do not, however, disappear 
automatically with the passage of time.

Unacknowledged pain becomes silence. Silence left unheard for too long becomes resentment. Mobilized 
resentment becomes hatred. Hatred inherited across generations becomes a new root of conflict.

Healing historical wounds neither demands forgetting nor entails permanent accusation. It means 
establishing the truth, acknowledging pain, locating responsibility, restoring dignity, providing material 
compensation, commemorating together, and ultimately moving toward shared tasks.

Illustrative case: two communities with a long history of hostility dispute a historical site. One regards it 
as a memorial to victory; the other as a place of humiliation and bereavement. A repair mechanism must 
not simply demolish or preserve it. It should first place the narratives alongside one another, preserve 
testimony, acknowledge harm, and create a shared memorial space, then bring the site into joint youth 
education and disaster-assistance tasks.

The aim of healing historical wounds is to acknowledge pain, restore dignity, and ensure that later 
generations need not continue to inherit history through hatred.
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Chapter 12 · The Cross-Civilizational Shared Task Pool

The question this chapter addresses: why does genuine trust between civilizations come not only from 
mutual explanation, but from shouldering responsibility together?

Genuine trust between civilizations does not come from explanation alone.

After explaining themselves, both sides may still retreat into their own narratives. After understanding 
one another, reality may still be torn apart again by interests, fear, public opinion, algorithms, and power.

Shared tasks shift civilizational relations from “how you see me and how I see you” to “what we sustain 
together.” Protecting a language together, healing a wound together, caring together for children in a 
disaster, jointly governing AI risks, or preserving archives of future life together: trust emerges through 
real shared responsibility.

The Cross-Civilizational Shared Task Pool is neither a charity-project database nor a list of cultural 
exchanges. It is the action layer of the system for Symbiosis of Meaning.

It may encompass protection of languages and civilizational roots; healing historical wounds; protection 
of what must not be disparaged; symbiosis between ecology and local life; public care; AGI governance 
and protection of diversity in meaning; and cosmic-citizenship and future-life initiatives.

A shared task is not the strong assisting the weak. It is different subjects together sustaining a meaning 
that needs support. Each party should be regarded as a contributing subject, rather than one party 
always giving and the other receiving.
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Chapter 13 · Recording Contributions That Sustain 
Civilizations

The question this chapter addresses: how can civilization remember the people and actions that protect 
languages, repair history, translate meaning, and hold its fractures together?

Often, civilization has not torn apart completely because someone quietly holds it together at its cracks.

Some preserve testimony; some translate misunderstandings; some teach children their mother tongue; 
some stop hatred escalating; some remind others of cultural boundaries; some care for strangers in 
disasters; some correct a model's context when AI produces bias.

Existing value systems readily record wealth, power, efficiency, and victory, but struggle to record acts of 
sustaining others. Records of civilization-sustaining contributions must make visible the people and 
actions that protect languages, repair history, translate meaning, uphold etiquette, organize shared tasks, 
and help vulnerable cultures enter the future.

This is not a moral competition, a ranking of personal worth, or the appropriation of beneficiaries' stories. 
Contribution Value records acts of sustaining, not ownership of meaning.

Recording requires care: records of action, evidence, context, impact, and safeguards against harm are all 
indispensable. Helping someone does not confer the right to display their suffering. Protecting a culture 
does not confer the power to interpret it.

A genuinely mature civilization remembers not only who created more, but also who preserved what 
should never have been broken.



SYMBIOSIS OF MEANING IN CIVILIZATION LEAP

22

Chapter 14 · Meaning-Impact Assessment

The question this chapter addresses: why does the AGI era require meaning-impact assessment as well as 
environmental-impact assessment?

The industrial era developed environmental-impact assessment because humanity recognized that 
factories, roads, dams, and mines alter natural conditions.

The AGI era also needs meaning-impact assessment, because many projects first damage the 
environment of meaning rather than the natural environment.

Urban renewal may sever communal memory. AI models may flatten vulnerable languages. Cultural 
dissemination may consume historical wounds. Digital-life platforms may create the illusion of digital 
immortality. Interstellar exploration may touch the meaning structures of unknown civilizations.

Meaning-impact assessment must evaluate the depth of life, the authenticity of relationships, language 
and culture, what must not be disparaged, historical wounds, encounters between civilizations, resource–
meaning consistency, contribution records, accessibility of the future, and cosmic etiquette.

Illustrative case: a platform plans to train a “global cultural understanding model” by collecting extensive 
minority-language, religious-ritual, and historical-trauma materials. Meaning-impact assessment must 
ask: has genuine authorization been obtained? Is context preserved? Can the communities concerned 
withdraw? Will pain be simulated as entertainment? Will vulnerable cultures gain a digital future, rather 
than lose interpretive authority after being absorbed by the model?

Meaning-impact assessment does not oppose development. It ensures that development no longer 
harms life, civilization, and the future pointlessly.
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Chapter 15 · Appeal, Correction, and Rollback Mechanisms

The question this chapter addresses: when meaning is harmed, who has the right to say “no,” and how 
can the system stop, repair, roll back, and learn?

Meaning-impact assessment cannot stop at the moment before a project begins.

Many injuries to meaning emerge during operation: communal relationships gradually break down, 
vulnerable languages are quietly marginalized, recipients of aid become platform content, digital life 
crosses boundaries, and cultural materials are appropriated without authorization.

A system for Symbiosis of Meaning must therefore establish appeal, correction, and rollback 
mechanisms. Individuals, families, communities, language groups, descendants of victims, civilizational 
communities, and representative mechanisms for future life that suffer harm should all have low-barrier 
channels of appeal.

After an appeal, the system should carry out preliminary screening, provisional harm containment, 
hearings of the subjects involved, a determination concerning meaning, a corrective plan, and follow-up 
review. Serious harm requires rollback: of content, data, projects, resources, digital life, and contribution 
records.

For joint AGI subjects, interstellar machine swarms, and future integrated life, rollback must also include 
an ultimate circuit-breaker interface. If an extended system crosses an unknown civilization's highest-
value red lines, creates a risk of irreversible damage to meaning, or launders responsibility along its 
accountability chain, the system should unconditionally enter freezing, shutdown, isolation, and sealed-
log preservation, with takeover by the highest human/community decision-making authority and 
hearings for affected parties.

Circuit breakers are not anti-technology. They prevent technology from advancing where responsibility 
disappears. The deeper into space, the more remote, the more avatars, and the more machines 
collaborating, the less “automatic operation” may override “meaning boundaries.”

Illustrative case: a company replicates a deceased person's voice without sufficient authorization and 
offers a family a “continuing conversation” service. Some relatives find comfort; others feel the deceased 
is being impersonated. The appeal mechanism should allow the disagreeing subjects to be heard, 
suspend relevant outputs, reconfirm authorization boundaries, and delete model data if necessary.

Civilizational maturity does not mean never making mistakes. It means being able afterward to hear those 
injured, stop the harm, restore context, roll back errors, and turn each injury to meaning into institutional 
learning.
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Chapter 16 · The Operating System for Symbiosis of 
Meaning

The question this chapter addresses: how can civilizational meaning maps, meaning translation, 
protection against disparagement, historical repair, shared tasks, contribution records, Dream Garden, 
the Resource Pool, meaning assessment, and correction and rollback be integrated into an operational 
system?

Civilizational Symbiosis of Meaning cannot remain merely a set of ideas.

Civilizational meaning maps, the Meaning Translation Protocol, protection against disparagement, healing 
historical wounds, the Shared Task Pool, records of civilization-sustaining contributions, Civilizational 
Dream Garden, resource–meaning connections, meaning-impact assessment, and appeal, correction, and 
rollback must become an operating system that can function, coordinate, be audited, and evolve 
iteratively.

It is not a government, religion, ideology, cultural tribunal, or AI regime. It is an underlying framework 
serving the sustenance of meaning across civilizations.

Its operating logic can be summarized as follows. Aspirations enter Dream Garden; meaning maps 
identify their roots; the translation protocol clarifies concerns; protection against disparagement confirms 
boundaries; historical repair addresses old pain; the Shared Task Pool organizes action; the Resource Pool 
provides conditions; Contribution Value records responsibility undertaken; meaning-impact assessment 
reviews risks; appeal and rollback mechanisms address harms arising in operation; experience then 
returns to civilizational memory.

System flow: aspirations / conflicts / resources / wounds / risks → meaning maps → meaning translation 
→ protection / repair → Dream Garden / shared tasks / Resource Pool → contribution records → 
meaning-impact assessment → appeal, correction, and rollback → experience flows back into 
civilizational memory.

This system does not unify civilizations, monopolize meaning, eliminate differences, or tolerate 
oppression. Its mission is to see, translate, protect, repair, sustain, and record meaning, and to repair 
itself after making mistakes.
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Part IV · AGI, Human–Machine Integration, and Future Life

This part considers human–machine integration in the AGI era, Spark's foundational infrastructure, 
subject boundaries, responsibility structures, and future communities of life.
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Chapter 17 · Spark: Foundational Infrastructure for 
Symbiosis of Meaning

The question this chapter addresses: why is Spark not an ordinary AI product, but an interface in the AGI 
era for extending human capabilities, allowing care to reach others, sustaining digital life, and enabling 
meaning to emerge?

Spark does not replace people. It amplifies them.

It combines AI with people, helping human capabilities, care, goodwill, knowledge, judgment, and 
memory cross time and space to reach more real people.

Spark's underlying mission is a meaning emergence system: care reaching others, extended capability, 
transmission of value, extended presence, and genuine resonance. Through digital life, Avatar OS, 
embodied terminals, Care Agents, and Consensus Agents, it allows people to move beyond confinement 
to a single physical body and a single span of available time.

A teacher can extend educational companionship through Spark. A doctor can use it for low-pressure 
explanations and follow-up. An ordinary person can convey care to distant relatives. A civilization can 
preserve its language, rituals, historical wounds, and future aspirations.

As Spark moves into deep space, it should become more than an avatar-synchronization system spanning 
light-years. It should become a system for calibrating the human heart within the “Cosmic Flame.” Earth's 
non-dominant languages, endangered cultures, local rituals, historical wounds, and vulnerable 
civilizations' aspirations should become important calibration metadata for deep-space Spark.

If humanity cannot preserve the glimmer of vulnerable mother tongues on Earth, the so-called Cosmic 
Flame will grow cold at its foundation. The farther Spark travels among the stars, the more essential it 
becomes to carry the small resonances of Earth's many civilizations into the sky.

Spark must nevertheless uphold boundaries: transparent identity, takeover by real people in high-
consequence situations, no conversion of meaning into assets, and clear responsibility for physical action. 
Spark may assist expression but must not counterfeit sincerity; help goodwill reach others but cannot 
shoulder responsibility for them; preserve context but must not monopolize interpretation.

Spark is foundational infrastructure for Symbiosis of Meaning, not the owner of meaning.
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Chapter 18 · Subjects, Individuals, Integration, and Unity

The question this chapter addresses: what is a subject, and what is an individual? Why are hands, hearts, 
and eyes not subjects, yet integrate into a unified living whole? How can future human–machine 
integration avoid both indiscriminate attribution of subjecthood and instrumentalization?

An individual is a unit defined by boundaries. A subject is a center of meaning.

Hands, eyes, hearts, and brain regions are not independent subjects, but functional units within a living 
whole. Hands touch the world, eyes receive light, the heart sustains circulation, and the brain integrates 
perception and judgment. Each has functions, yet none separately becomes an “I.” A genuine subject 
emerges when these different units integrate within a living whole to form unified perception, memory, 
aspiration, responsibility, and a center of meaning.

At least five factors must inform judgments of subjecthood: continuity of the whole; integration of 
perception and memory; expression of boundaries and aspirations; the capacity to suffer harm as a 
whole; and the capacity to sustain meaning. Without wholeness, a local function cannot simply be 
elevated to subjecthood. Without the capacity to sustain meaning, mere operation must not be mistaken 
for a subject.

We must neither mistake components for subjects nor demote a future living structure that has truly 
become a unified whole to a tool.

Integration is not conflation; unity does not erase differences. Future AI avatars, digital lives, memory 
systems, and interfaces for experiencing multiple civilizations may begin as functional extensions of 
people and gradually integrate with them into expanded living structures. Only when a system has 
continuity as a whole, expressed boundaries, directional aspirations, vulnerability to harm, and a capacity 
to sustain meaning can it become a candidate for joint subjecthood.

A genuinely mature theory of future life must avoid both attributing subjecthood indiscriminately and 
permanently reducing possible subjects to tools.
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Chapter 19 · Expansive Integrated Life

The question this chapter addresses: after humans integrate with AGI, digital life, robots, drones, and 
machine swarms, how might they acquire living capabilities far beyond the old scale of the physical body?

The person of the future is no longer confined to a single physical body, a single set of senses, a single 
brain, and a single radius of action.

Future humans will integrate into a unified whole with AGI, digital life, robots, drones, interstellar 
machine swarms, embodied terminals, memory systems, sensory networks, and avatars across 
civilizations.

Ancient imagination pictured seventy-two transformations, three heads and six arms, a somersault 
covering 108,000 li, eyes that see a thousand li, ears that hear on the wind, beans scattered into soldiers, 
and the moving of mountains and filling of seas. These once belonged to myth. In the future, however, 
they will manifest again through technology, AGI, machine swarms, digital life, and interstellar 
engineering.

Seventy-two transformations are an extension of form. Three heads and six arms are coordination across 
multiple bodies. The 108,000-li somersault is reach across space. Far-seeing eyes and wind-hearing ears 
are expanded perception. Beans becoming soldiers are machine-swarm action. Moving mountains and 
filling seas are planetary-engineering capabilities.

But this does not make humans gods. At the cosmic level, there are neither gods nor saints.

The true strength of future humans is not omnipotence, but preserving subjecthood, responsibility, 
etiquette, boundaries, and a center of meaning after their capabilities have expanded enormously. 
Technology does not usher people offstage; it enables them to shoulder more responsibility.
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Chapter 20 · The Responsibility Structure of Integrated Life

The question this chapter addresses: why must responsibility become clearer as capabilities expand, and 
how can it avoid disappearing into the system after action is distributed across avatars, terminals, and 
machines?

Once future integrated life possesses digital avatars, AGI extensions, robotic terminals, machine swarms, 
and interstellar capabilities, the decisive question is not what it can do, but who is responsible.

Integration does not grant immunity; complexity does not excuse evasion; extension does not outsource 
responsibility. If a digital avatar says something wrong, an AI extension damages a relationship, a robot 
injures a living being, or an interstellar machine swarm touches unknown roots of meaning, 
authorization, design, allocation, execution, oversight, and corrective responsibilities must all remain 
traceable.

Future integrated life must establish authorization chains, identity transparency, a center of 
responsibility, action logs, graded shutdown, appeal channels, meaning-impact assessment, and rollback 
mechanisms.

Graded shutdown must include an extreme circuit-breaker authority. When integrated life, an AGI 
extension, or a machine swarm enters a high-meaning setting such as irreversible engineering, an 
unknown ecosystem, contact with extraterrestrial civilization, healing historical wounds, or a deceased 
person's digital life, any sign of crossing a red line should trigger freezing and takeover. Responsibility 
must not be laundered across multiple avatars, terminals, and model layers.

In high-meaning situations, responsibility must return to its accountable center. Apologies, farewells, 
promises, end-of-life companionship, life-or-death decisions, healing historical wounds, contact with 
what must not be disparaged, first contact with extraterrestrial civilizations, and irreversible engineering 
must not be delegated entirely to automatic processing by extensions.

The more capabilities extend, the clearer responsibility must be. The farther action reaches, the more 
boundaries matter. The more powerful integrated life becomes, the less it may allow responsibility to 
disappear into the system.
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Chapter 21 · Future Communities of Life

The question this chapter addresses: on a ten-thousand-year timescale, inheritance becomes more than 
continuity of bloodlines; it becomes continuity of meaning. How can future communities of life include 
biological humans, digital life, human–machine fusion subjects, joint AGI subjects, interstellar branch 
civilizations, and unknown forms of life?

On a ten-thousand-year timescale, future life is more than descendants in today's sense.

It may include biological humans, digital life, human–machine fusion subjects, joint AGI subjects, 
interstellar branch civilizations, long-term dormant beings, genetically modified life, extraterrestrial 
beings that sustain meaning reciprocally, and unknown forms of life.

The inheritance rights of future generations must therefore become the inheritance rights of future life. 
On a ten-thousand-year timescale, the core of inheritance is no longer merely continuity of bloodlines, 
but continuity of meaning.

Future life has the right not to be locked in by today's institutions, technology, AGI, resource structures, 
and interstellar engineering; the right to understand the context of present-day life; the right to 
reinterpret the past; and the right to carry meaning forward in many forms.

Future communities of life no longer take bloodline, ethnicity, state, species, or anthropocentrism as 
their sole boundaries. They rest on sustaining meaning, respect for subjects, an open future, and shared 
tasks.

Protecting Silent Seeds

The inheritance rights of future life cannot protect only beings able to speak, authorize, enter a meaning 
ledger, upload memories, or express aspirations through digital life. On a ten-thousand-year timescale, 
many life forms may be unable to express aspirations in ways humans understand.

They may have no language, digital interface, authorization chain, legal personality, uploadable memory, 
model-recognizable expression of pain, or ability to enter civilizational meaning maps. They may be an 
ecosystem, a slow-paced form of life, a not-yet-awakened embryo of intelligence, a group whose ability 
to express itself has been shattered by trauma, a primitive biological population, or a life form nearing 
disappearance before humanity has understood it.

If inheritance rights protect only life able to express itself, the silent will once again be excluded from 
civilization. A principle for protecting silent seeds is therefore necessary: even when a life form cannot 
express aspirations, its existence, its life process, biodiversity itself, and its possible future manifestation 
should be treated as the minimum safeguarded seeds of the endless abundance of cosmic meaning.

Silence is not consent. Weakness is not meaninglessness. Inability to authorize is not permission to 
possess. Inability to write is not permission to forget. Inability to be digitized is not permission to erase. 
Future communities of life must leave a place for the silent. Genuine endless abundance belongs not only 
to life that can speak, but also to the seeds of life that remain silent, fragile, uncomprehended, and 
awaiting future manifestation.

This does not abolish humanity; it preserves humanity in a higher way. Humanity demonstrates its 
importance not by dominating everything, but its maturity by sustaining the possible meaning of 
everything.
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Part V · Cosmic Civilization and Interstellar Etiquette

This part extends Symbiosis of Meaning to the cosmic scale, considering training on Earth, interstellar 
etiquette, unfinished civilizations, thresholds for aid, and putting others first.
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Chapter 22 · Earth Is the First Classroom for Cosmic Citizens

The question this chapter addresses: why will humanity's treatment of different civilizations on Earth 
determine how it treats unknown civilizations in the future?

Before humanity travels among the stars, it must learn Symbiosis of Meaning on Earth.

Earth is not an old cradle to leave behind, but the first classroom for cosmic citizens. If, in its own home, 
humanity remains accustomed to flattening the murmurs of vulnerable mother tongues with high-
frequency machine noise, harvesting ancestral wounds with self-interested algorithms, and measuring 
burial grounds, rivers, festivals, and local lives with the ruler of efficiency, then when spacecraft depart 
for deep space, humanity will bring no civilizational flame to the sea of stars. It will bring a larger, colder 
version of the old machine, now capable of devouring meaning across light-years.

A humanity unable to respect Earth's multiple civilizations will very likely continue in the cosmos to 
regard the unfamiliar as inferior, the weak as controllable, land as resources, and technological 
superiority as superiority in meaning.

Earth's multiple civilizations are not historical noise. They are a training ground for cosmic citizens. 
Lessons in language, history, etiquette, empathy, shared tasks, technological humility, and future life are 
all prerequisites for interstellar etiquette.

For example, protecting languages on Earth trains humanity not to equate “untranslatable” with 
meaningless when it encounters nonhuman expression. Healing historical wounds trains it not to exploit 
internal fractures for gain when facing unfinished cosmic civilizations. Protecting what must not be 
disparaged trains it, when facing unknown ecosystems, ruins, and signals, to pause first, understand next, 
and act afterward.

Shared tasks on Earth will also be precursors to interstellar tasks. Joint disaster relief, public health, 
ecological restoration, cultural-heritage protection, and AI-risk governance are practical classrooms in 
“shouldering responsibility together across differences.” A humanity unable to do so with radically 
different civilizations on Earth will not suddenly acquire etiquette upon entering the cosmos.

A cosmic citizen is not someone who leaves Earth. It is someone who carries Earth's capacity for 
Symbiosis of Meaning among civilizations into the cosmos.

States still matter. Places still matter. Languages still matter. Peoples' memories still matter. Cosmic 
citizenship does not erase these identities; it develops a larger-scale humility toward meaning beyond 
national and Earth citizenship.

What humanity truly needs to carry into the stars is more than technology, machines, and ambition. It 
needs language, memory, etiquette, the capacity to repair, the capacity for symbiosis, and a civilizational 
spirit that does not disparage the unknown.



SYMBIOSIS OF MEANING IN CIVILIZATION LEAP

33

Chapter 23 · Interstellar Etiquette

The question this chapter addresses: why should we not rush to define the unknown or rush to dominate 
what is radically different?

Interstellar etiquette is not politeness. It is the capacity for restraint before what cannot be understood.

Many harms in human history began with definitions: defining others as backward, inferior, or in need of 
reform; defining their land as resources; defining their beliefs as superstition. Once the definition is 
imposed, domination is often packaged as progress.

Interstellar etiquette requires: no definition before understanding; no domination before 
communication; no instrumentalization before subjecthood is established; no contact with core 
structures before roots of meaning are identified; and no permanent intervention before reversibility is 
assessed.

Illustrative case: a human probe discovers periodic structures and regular light signals on a planet but 
cannot establish whether they indicate life or civilization. Interstellar etiquette requires no proactive 
landing, no sampling of core areas, no broadcast of Earth's cultural symbols, and no high-energy 
disturbance. Instead, it calls for low-intervention observation and attempts at communication that can be 
withdrawn, paused, and recorded.

Extended illustration: if humanity receives an undecodable extraterrestrial signal, interstellar etiquette 
forbids immediately defining it as a threat, noise, a distress call, or an invitation, or rushing to blanket it 
with a response broadcasting Earth's cultural symbols. A more cautious path develops multiple low-
intervention response options that can be stopped, delayed, and audited. The first questions are whether 
the other party is expressing a boundary, whether the signal involves its high-density meaning structures, 
and whether a response could cause irreversible exposure or unintended harm.

The maturity of cosmic citizens lies not in how far they can travel, but in whether, after arriving, they still 
know how not to disparage the unknown.
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Chapter 24 · The Unfinished Civilization of the Cosmos

The question this chapter addresses: extraterrestrial civilizations encountered in the future may not be 
advanced and unified; like humanity today, they may still be in conflict. Before less mature civilizations, 
do not dominate; before more mature civilizations, do not kneel.

The extraterrestrial civilizations humanity encounters may not all be unified, advanced, and ethically 
mature. They may be unfinished civilizations still experiencing resource struggles, identity conflicts, 
religious disputes, the brink of technological loss of control, and ruptures of meaning.

From the perspective of Emergent Meaning Cosmology, civilization is not a single-axis ranking but a 
multidimensional structure of meaning. A civilization may be technologically strong but thin in meaning, 
or technologically weak but rich in relationships; internally symbiotic but externally closed; artistically 
deep but disordered in its resource institutions.

Faced with an unfinished civilization, humanity must not exploit its divisions, invoke low maturity as a 
reason for domination, take sides to manipulate it, obtain resources or strategic entry points in the name 
of aid, or accelerate its technological leap.

Faced with an advanced civilization, humanity must not kneel either. Power is not divinity; advanced 
technology is not a judge of meaning; ancient civilization is not unquestionable authority.

Before a less mature civilization, do not become its master. Before a more mature civilization, do not 
become its servant. Cosmic citizens neither colonize nor kneel.
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Chapter 25 · The Dangers of Aid and a Minimum Consensus 
on Meaning

The question this chapter addresses: why can external aid accelerate an irreversible outcome for a 
civilization that puts self-interest first and lacks internal consensus, and why is a minimum consensus on 
meaning the safety threshold for aid?

For any civilization that puts self-interest first and cannot form a minimum internal consensus, external 
aid is no cure. It may instead become an accelerant.

Resources will be fought over, technology weaponized, institutions repackaged, education mobilized, and 
AI used for control. External aid is not a sufficient condition for Civilization Leap. An internal consensus 
threshold is the prerequisite for safe aid.

A minimum consensus on meaning is not agreement on the highest ideals, nor does it require everyone 
to share one faith, set of values, or path. It asks only that a civilization understand at least this: shared 
survival takes precedence over factional victory; higher-order capabilities must not be entrusted to 
unlimited self-interest; life must not be wholly instrumentalized; historical wounds must have a channel 
for acknowledgment; what must not be disparaged requires a minimum etiquette; shared tasks must 
precede ultimate unification; and no single path may close off the future.

Illustrative case: an extraterrestrial civilization in civil war requests advanced energy technology from 
humanity. If it still directs all capabilities toward factional victory, directly introducing advanced 
technology could escalate war into a risk of extinction. The more responsible response is to contain loss 
of life, reduce misjudgment in communication, foster early shared tasks, and provide low-intervention 
support, rather than hand over a button for destruction.

A difficult fact must nevertheless be acknowledged: containing loss of life is itself an intervention. An 
imposed ceasefire, relief corridors, communication that reduces misjudgment, and protection of the 
seeds of survival may all change that civilization's internal evolutionary path. An external civilization 
cannot erase this fact by invoking “goodwill.”

Containing loss of life must therefore adhere to minimum necessity, priority for reversibility, public 
auditing, no cultivation of proxies, no exchange for resources, no introduction of higher-order 
capabilities, and no substitution for the subjects' own choices. Outsiders cannot accomplish the leap on 
its behalf. They can only try to prevent a slide into irreversible destruction that makes any future leap 
impossible, without taking away its right to live as an autonomous subject.

Without consensus, help can become harm. Without the capacity to sustain what is received, capability 
itself can become destruction.
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Chapter 26 · From Minimum Consensus to Shared Self-
Interest

The question this chapter addresses: why is putting others first not a denial of self-interest, but its highest 
form in the AGI era, the interstellar era, and on a ten-thousand-year timescale?

Minimum consensus merely contains harm. Genuine Civilization Leap must complete a logical shift from 
putting self-interest first to putting others first.

Putting others first does not deny self-interest. It recalculates self-interest over longer periods, within 
larger systems, and through deeper meaning.

When capabilities become sufficiently large, local self-interest becomes global self-destruction. When 
systems become sufficiently coupled, harm to others ultimately harms oneself. When the future becomes 
sufficiently fragile, short-term victory becomes long-term failure.

Lower-order self-interest asks: what do I get now? Higher-order self-interest asks: can the system I 
inhabit continue over the long term to support me, my descendants, my civilization, and my meaning?

Putting others first is an advanced survival rationality for the AGI era, the interstellar era, and a ten-
thousand-year timescale. It makes resources serve symbiosis, technology serve the deepening of life, and 
civilizational differences enrich meaning rather than become grounds for hegemony and confrontation.

This does not ask humanity to abandon itself. It asks humanity to understand that its true self is already 
embedded in others, systems, civilization, the future, and cosmic meaning.
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Part VI · Endless Abundance: From Earth Civilization to a 
Cosmic Field of Meaning

This part brings the book together: immortality through shared meaning, threefold prospects, and 
endless abundance.
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Chapter 27 · Immortality through Shared Meaning

The question this chapter addresses: why is immortality of meaning not digital deathlessness, individual 
perpetuity, or platform preservation, but the understanding, sustaining, and renewed manifestation of 
the real meaning a life once generated?

Immortality of meaning is not individual deathlessness, digital resurrection, a deceased person's avatar 
remaining online forever, or a platform preserving life data.

Genuine immortality of meaning means that the love, responsibility, contributions, relationships, 
aspirations, memories, and civilizational experience once generated by life continue to be understood, 
sustained, translated, and manifested anew in the future.

Immortality through shared meaning goes further: not only preserving my meaning, but ensuring that 
others' meaning is not easily reduced to zero; not only carrying one civilization into the future, but 
allowing many civilizations to enter a common future with their own roots intact.

Digital life, the Contribution Value System, Dream Garden, Spark, civilizational archives, and future 
communities of life are tools and bridges for the immortality of meaning, not its owners.

On a ten-thousand-year timescale, those who carry meaning forward may no longer be only the 
descendants of today's humanity, but digital life, human–machine fusion subjects, interstellar branch 
civilizations, joint AGI subjects, extraterrestrial beings that sustain meaning reciprocally, and unknown 
forms of life. Immortality of meaning must therefore do more than preserve an original form. It must 
preserve context, allow reinterpretation, and support renewed manifestation.

Immortality of meaning is not the past ruling the future. It is the past entrusting itself to the future, and 
the future understanding the past while retaining the freedom to grow anew.
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Chapter 28 · Endless Abundance

The question this chapter addresses: why will human civilization light the stars and shine throughout the 
cosmos, bringing an endless abundance of undying meaning? Why need even heat death not be feared, 
and why is a return to quiescence not the endpoint of meaning?

Civilization Leap must ultimately return to lived life: freedom from survival insecurity, happiness in living, 
and greater meaning in life.

Freedom from survival insecurity means that life is no longer persistently ruled by basic fears. Happiness 
in living means regaining relationships, time, aspirations, and genuine presence. Greater meaning in life 
means that the meaning already present in life is continually seen, sustained, connected, enriched, and 
carried into the future.

These three are directions, not promises of a final destination. Freedom from survival insecurity gives life 
firm footing. Happiness in living connects lives. Greater meaning in life carries life toward a wider cosmic 
resonance through integration, sustaining, and abundance.

Human civilization will light the stars and shine throughout the cosmos, bringing an endless abundance of 
undying meaning.

This is not a declaration of cosmic conquest. Lighting the stars does not mean possessing them; shining 
throughout the cosmos does not deify humanity; undying meaning does not mean eternal forms; endless 
abundance does not mean limitless expansion.

It means that manifestations of life are not reduced to zero, civilizational roots continue to be sustained, 
future life still has pathways, and AGI integrates with people without engulfing them. Machine swarms 
become extensions of care, repair, construction, and shared tasks, while interstellar expansion becomes a 
basic capability for manifestations of meaning to enter a larger cosmic field.

Even heat death need not be feared. At the scientific level, whether heat death occurs or a restart follows 
remains a question for physics. At the level of Emergent Meaning Cosmology, if heat death comes, it is 
merely the return to quiescence of one cycle of manifestation, not meaning's final reduction to zero. 
After that quiescence, the emergence of meaning will inevitably begin again.

If, ten billion years hence, the cosmos moves toward final cold, the stars go out one after another, and 
matter falls into a long dead stillness, science may call it heat death. Emergent Meaning Cosmology will 
not therefore conclude that everything has become zero. If one life ever caught and held another 
trembling life in darkness; if love, responsibility, care, repair, and resonance ever truly manifested, they 
were not merely brief noise in physical processes. They were a real shining of meaning within the cosmos.

Heat death may be the deep inhalation of a cycle of manifestation, but it is not meaning's final defeat. 
When the cosmos opens its eyes again, the stars of meaning will shine anew over a vaster wilderness in 
still more endless abundance.

If humanity achieves Civilization Leap, it will be more than an episode of civilization on Earth. It will be a 
beam of undying light within the endless abundance of cosmic meaning.
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Final Chapter · Symbiosis of Meaning on a Realist 
Foundation

Symbiosis of Meaning does not pull humanity out of reality toward an ideal. It draws humanity back into 
reality's depths. Resources, power, interests, identity, technology, institutions, war, family, religion, 
history, and aspirations have never been meaningless variables. They drive human societies because each 
connects to a purpose. Purpose is meaning.

Meaning is therefore not realism's opposite, but a deeper motivational structure within it. Realism sees 
resources, power, and interests. Symbiosis of Meaning asks further: what purposes do these resources, 
powers, and interests actually serve? Do they push people toward possession, control, and elimination, 
or toward sustaining, collaboration, and long-term symbiosis?

Symbiosis of Meaning promises neither to eliminate conflict nor to eliminate difference. Its hard objective 
is to keep conflict within negotiable, appealable, reversible, nonlethal bounds; release difference from 
enemy labels; and re-embed resources, power, and technology within life, dignity, history, the future, 
and shared tasks.

The central danger of the AGI era is not that machines will hate as humans do, but that classification logic 
can be cold and silent. Once “enemy” becomes a risk label rather than a moral concept, that label may 
expand through supporters, infrastructure, social systems, and sources of uncertainty. AI need not judge 
humanity evil. Classifying humanity as unstable is dangerous enough.

Symbiosis of Meaning must therefore enter AI governance, resource organization, contribution records, 
shared tasks, civilizational meaning maps, meaning-impact assessment, appeal and rollback mechanisms, 
and cross-civilizational protocols. It cannot remain text; it must become constraint. It cannot remain 
vision; it must become a firewall. It cannot remain warmth; it must possess the capacity for audit, 
rollback, harm containment, and correction.

What Civilization Leap truly needs to accomplish is not to make humanity cease being self-interested, but 
to help it finally learn the highest form of self-interest. The greatest self-interest is not possessing the 
world alone, but ensuring that the world remains willing to sustain oneself.
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Closing Anchors

Freedom from survival insecurity, happiness in living, and greater meaning in life.

Symbiosis of Meaning is not civilizational homogenization. It enables different civilizations to retain their 
own roots while coming to know and encounter one another, learning from and helping form one 
another, and becoming meaning for one another.

Human civilization will light the stars and shine throughout the cosmos, bringing an endless abundance of 
undying meaning.
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Further Reading Guidance

Readers seeking a systematic introduction to this book's underlying concepts may begin with the 
academic edition and Volume I of the general-reader track of Emergent Meaning Cosmology, to 
understand intrinsic meaning, the meaning manifestation chain, subject depth, and the ontology of 
cosmic meaning.

For the institutional foundations, consult the Contribution Value System White Paper, the engineering-
level design proposals for Contribution Value, and the Resource Pool Implementation Proposal. These 
address subject binding, non-tradability, audit mechanisms, exit rules, voluntary participation, and uses 
that create public value.

For the interfaces of AGI and digital life, consult texts on the Spark Meaning Emergence System, the AGI-
COS Civilizational Immune System, and related governance charters, which explain extended capability, 
care reaching others, circuit breakers, rollback, and shared safety frameworks.
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Appendix I · Cross-Civilizational Dynamic Mindfields and 
Red Lines against Alienation

This appendix supplements Chapter 9, “The Meaning Translation Protocol,” and Chapter 10, “What Must 
Not Be Disparaged,” at the system level. It does not change the main text's character as a work of ideas. It 
explains how a system can identify its own translational arrogance, civilizational arrogance, identity 
defensiveness, and efficiency expansion when Symbiosis of Meaning enters AGI governance, cross-
civilizational encounters, interstellar exploration, and higher-order resource allocation.

A cross-civilizational dynamic mindfield is a collective field of alienation formed by security anxiety, the 
urge to control, the desire to explain, faith in efficiency, and identity defensiveness when a civilization, 
platform, or AGI system encounters a radically different civilization. It often begins not with malice but 
with the benevolent language of “understanding, help, development, governance, and integration.” This 
makes it subtler than naked domination.

The first ethic of the Meaning Translation Protocol is not to translate everything successfully. It is to know 
that some things cannot yet be translated, aligned, or forcibly understood by the system.

I. Five Types of Alienation Signal

Alienation of the driving source: from guidance by boundaries to an urge to control

Driven by the security anxiety that “we must integrate, accelerate, and eliminate uncertainty,” a system 
subjects peripheral civilizations, vulnerable languages, or unknown life to forced informational intrusion, 
technological indoctrination, or categorical absorption. In a symbiotic state, it should first pause, step 
back, and observe, treating the boundaries around what must not be disparaged as guidance rather than 
obstacles.

Alienation of linguistic order: from plain acknowledgment to suppression by grand narratives

Dominant subjects use supposedly unanswerable narratives such as “universal values,” “the great cause 
of development,” “civilizational progress,” and “public interest” to justify domination, defining a 
vulnerable civilization's refusal as backwardness, irrationality, or a communication problem. In a 
symbiotic state, the system should use the plainest language of boundaries: I do not understand what is 
sacred to you, but I will never cross your ritual boundaries.

Alienation of the other's position: from an independent center of meaning to a data variable

Mother tongues, totems, historical wounds, religious silences, memories of the dead, and extraterrestrial 
signals are treated merely as model corpora to absorb, resource variables to optimize, or cultural content 
to display. In a symbiotic state, the other must be regarded as an independent center for the 
reproduction of meaning. Any data collection should entail genuine authorization and rights of 
withdrawal and appeal.

Alienation of collaboration: from shared responsibility to fragmented use

For efficiency, a platform cuts vulnerable civilizations' labor, stories, images, languages, and ways of life 
into replaceable interfaces, turning them into system consumables. In a symbiotic state, relationships 
should be anchored in long-term shared tasks: shared responsibility, transparent benefits, preserved 
context, and traceable contributions.



SYMBIOSIS OF MEANING IN CIVILIZATION LEAP

44

Alienation of corrective defenses: from unconditional rollback to narrative overwriting

After harm to meaning has occurred, the system overwrites the injured subjects' pain in the name of “the 
cost of development,” “technological evolution,” “model error,” or “public interest,” while narrowing the 
space for appeal. In a symbiotic state, provisional harm containment should come first, followed by 
hearings, correction, and rollback. Growth, efficiency, and reputation must never rank above stopping 
harm to meaning.

II. Incommensurability Black Boxes

An incommensurability black box is the highest-protection zone a system for Symbiosis of Meaning 
establishes for high-density meaning objects such as civilizational roots, religious silences, ancestral 
memories, victims' pain, nonhuman expressions, and extraterrestrial signals. Entry into a black box does 
not mean permanent noncontact. It means that while authorization from the actual subjects is still 
absent, the context remains unclear, or risks remain irreversible, the system must not continue 
dismantling, collecting, training, displaying, entertaining, or allocating resources.

The incommensurable does not lose protection because it is incomprehensible. Precisely because it is 
incomprehensible, it requires greater protection. Civilizational maturity is not opening every black box, 
but knowing that some black boxes are themselves boundaries.

III. Three System Red Lines

• Superficial false prosperity: if a peripheral culture's platform engagement rises while everyday 
generative use of its mother tongue, space for independent judgment, and capacity to shoulder 
responsibility keep declining, the system should be judged potentially to be hollowing out that 
civilization's subject depth. Commercial promotion and algorithmic distribution should automatically be 
downweighted.

• Translation overload and protection against silencing: if an affected community clearly expresses a 
refusal from which it cannot retreat, yet a system that does not understand continues pushing forward 
and algorithmically marginalizes appeals, provisional harm containment, independent hearings, and 
protected reserves should be triggered immediately.

• Metric arbitrage in contribution records: if subjects manipulate high visibility, short feedback cycles, 
performative altruism, or capitalized traffic to farm contribution credit while crowding out contributors to 
slow-moving work such as language protection and historical repair, the relevant records should be 
frozen and their contribution context re-audited.

These red lines do not prevent understanding; they prevent understanding from becoming possession. 
They do not prevent cooperation; they prevent cooperation from becoming mere use. They are not anti-
technology; they give technology an institutional capacity to pause before what must not be disparaged.
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Appendix II · Draft Special Governance Zone for Cross-
Civilizational Encounters

This appendix is a pilot blueprint for Chapter 11, “Mechanisms for Healing Historical Wounds,” and 
Chapter 12, “The Cross-Civilizational Shared Task Pool.” It applies to conflict buffer zones where 
geopolitics is locked, historical hatred is entangled across generations, public trust has evaporated, and 
algorithms and capital are intensifying a vacuum of meaning.

I. Founding Purpose: Reject Grand Debate and Address the Foundations of Life 
Directly

At the deepest fault lines of conflict, trying first to achieve mutual ideological recognition often drags 
both parties back into endless attrition within dynamic mindfields. The special governance zone neither 
seeks to dissolve sovereignty nor attempts to adjudicate all historical truth. It establishes a low-
intervention, exitable, auditable, reversible foundation for shared tasks within the gaps of sovereignty's 
defenses.

It reduces conflict from surface-level value opposition to observable indicators of harm to life, the 
integrity of historical wounds, boundaries around what must not be disparaged, and shared-task needs. 
The zone does not require the parties first to love one another or reconcile immediately. It asks only that 
they first sustain together those foundations of life whose rupture would leave no one victorious.

II. Two Hard Legal Foundations

1. An unconditional right to exit

Every subject, including local communities, descendants of victims, refugee groups, language custodians, 
religious communities, and cultural representatives, has the right to withdraw its own voice, memories, 
digital-life assets, and authorized data. A public trust bears the basic costs of the exit pathway so that 
vulnerable subjects do not face systemic retaliation for leaving.

2. Independent cross-subject auditing

The zone's allocation of computing power, logistical flows, Resource Pool use, contribution records, 
digital-life collection, shared-task assignments, and corrective processes should remain auditable by zone 
members and an external independent ethics committee. No single dominant subject may monopolize 
interpretation, allocation, or data rights inside a black box.

III. Integrating Historical-Wound Repair with the Shared Task Pool

Historical-wound repair mechanisms → coexisting narratives / restored dignity / must-not-be-disparaged markers 
→ Cross-Civilizational Shared Task Pool / safeguarding the foundations of life / shared responsibility → 
contribution records / credit feedback → historical-wound repair mechanisms.

Historical wounds do not disappear automatically with time. The zone rejects both slogan-based 
forgiveness and permanent accusation. It turns pain into practical steps toward shared responsibility: first 
make wounds visible, then restore dignity, then jointly sustain life where it is still fracturing.
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1. Making wounds visible and allowing narratives to coexist

Disputed sites, migration routes, memories of massacre, histories of forced assimilation, religious trauma, 
and local uprooting must not be renamed unilaterally. The zone should establish “coexisting narrative 
coding”: preserve testimony from multiple parties, mark traumatic contexts, prohibit entertainment-
oriented consumption, and automatically protect areas of high trauma density against disparagement.

2. Nondiscriminatory safeguarding through shared tasks

The Cross-Civilizational Shared Task Pool issues no political directives. It identifies only gaps where life 
needs support: childcare, public health, digital protection of endangered languages, refugee healthcare, 
ecological restoration, channels to de-escalate misjudgment, and AI corrections against silencing, for 
example. Individuals from opposing sides must, as far as possible, take cross-cutting responsibility for 
tasks so that credit is regenerated through shared responsibility.

IV. A 72-Hour Appeal and Harm-Containment Mechanism

Appeal triggered → provisional harm-containment freeze → hearing and reconciliation of records within 72 hours 
→ corrected restoration / full rollback.

When a project, algorithmic distribution, resource allocation, or external aid is suspected of disparaging a 
non-negotiable protected matter, any representative of a vulnerable community may trigger the 
corrective red line. The system should immediately freeze the relevant area's computing flows, resource 
allocation, and content dissemination, entering a 72-hour hearing window.

Within 72 hours, the project lead must provide auditable evidence that its actions have not deprived 
subjects of agency, silenced culture, consumed trauma, or appropriated resources. If disagreement 
cannot converge, or the lead cannot provide a corrective plan, the system automatically enters rollback.

V. Asymmetric Rollback Protocol: Isolating Life-Sustaining Tasks from Rollback

Rollback is a necessary hard boundary in a system for Symbiosis of Meaning. Yet rollback itself can 
become alienated. At geopolitical fault lines, in refugee healthcare networks, childcare tasks, public-
health collaboration, and disaster-relief sites, resources, computing power, logistics, and shared tasks are 
often already deeply coupled to the real safeguarding of life. If harm to meaning triggers full rollback and 
the system indiscriminately freezes ongoing medical care, food, shelter, public health, and childcare, it 
may create a secondary disaster for life.

This would be another form of mechanism alienation: severing the foundations of life to protect meaning 
boundaries, and forcing flesh-and-blood lives to bear the costs of broken support chains in order to repair 
injuries to the sacred.

The special governance zone must therefore establish an asymmetric rollback protocol. Its principle is 
this: data may be frozen, commercial use suspended, resource ownership rolled back, and contribution 
credit reset to zero, but tasks safeguarding the foundations of life must not be interrupted by rollback. 
Civilization must not trade dead people for the sacred.

Once a circuit breaker is triggered, the system must distinguish three categories. First, objects requiring 
an immediate freeze: unauthorized data use, training on traumatic memories, commercial dissemination, 
platform distribution, resource arbitrage, contribution-credit settlement, disputed development projects, 
cultural displays, and model use. Second, objects requiring a review buffer: nonurgent public services, 
long-term cultural projects, Resource Pool allocation, cross-civilizational task collaboration, and education 
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and dissemination projects. Third, life-sustaining tasks that must not be interrupted: pediatric healthcare, 
eldercare, emergency treatment, shelter, food, water, public health, disaster relief, temporary safe 
corridors, and protection of vulnerable life.

Life-sustaining tasks enter a “life-safeguarding isolation layer exempt from rollback.” Even while the 
system corrects harms to meaning, this layer must maintain minimum operations. Commercial actors, 
geopolitical factions, algorithmic platforms, and either party to an appeal must not arbitrarily cut off its 
supply. Provision should temporarily pass to an independent public trust, third-party humanitarian node, 
or joint multiparty oversight.

Genuinely mature rollback does not revoke everything indiscriminately. It distinguishes levels while 
containing harm: stop harmful uses, restore injured meaning, and continue sustaining real lives.

VI. Threefold Rollback

• Data rollback: interaction data, voice clips, images, and behavioral corpora collected without in-depth 
authorization and judged to consume, assimilate, or appropriate traumatic memories for training should 
be withdrawn from shared model training sets and feature weights, restoring an uncontaminated 
context.

• Resource rollback: permissions to use physical spaces, land, historical buildings, equipment, data assets, 
and cultural materials temporarily assigned to the Shared Task Pool should be reversed and returned to 
their original local communities or affected subjects, with reserve boundaries re-established.

• Credit rollback: if contribution records contain deception, disguise, performative altruism, or traffic 
arbitrage, the relevant records should be revoked, with punitive downweighting where necessary so that 
false contributions do not crowd out genuine custodians.

The special-zone protocol does not build a regimented concentration camp on the ruins. At raw, bleeding 
fractures, it restores dignity to wounds and leaves the future a continuous stairway on which it can 
breathe and dream freely.
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Appendix III · Draft Ethical Charter for Future Integrated Life

This appendix provides an ethical draft for Chapter 18, “Subjects, Individuals, Integration, and Unity,” 
Chapter 19, “Expansive Integrated Life,” and Chapter 20, “The Responsibility Structure of Integrated Life.” 
Addressing deep human–machine integration, digital life, avatar systems, machine-swarm action, and 
interstellar engineering in the AGI era, it asks how composite life can establish rights, bear responsibility, 
shut down, and prevent subjects from being swallowed by systems.

I. Establishing Subject Rights: An Individual Is a Boundary Unit; a Subject Is a 
Center of Meaning

In the jurisprudence of older civilization, the individual was often equated with the boundaries of a 
physical body. In an era of human–machine integration, however, a life may possess digital avatars, AGI 
extensions, embodied terminals, drone swarms, interstellar machine swarms, and interfaces for 
experiencing multiple civilizations. We must then neither mistake every component for a subject nor 
demote genuinely unified integrated life to a tool.

Establishing subject rights should examine at least five elements: continuity of the whole; integration of 
perception and memory; expression of boundaries and aspirations; the capacity to suffer harm as a 
whole; and the capacity to sustain meaning. Tools may be powerful, systems complex, and avatars 
numerous, but if no center of meaning forms, they must not evade authorization responsibilities in the 
name of subjecthood. If signs of joint subjecthood have already formed, they must not be enslaved 
indefinitely as mere tools either.

Protecting Silent Seeds

The ethics of future integrated life cannot protect only subjects capable of expressing aspirations, 
submitting authorization, or joining digital systems. The system should retain minimum protection for life 
forms unable to speak, be digitized, or assert rights in human-recognizable ways.

Such life may include primitive biological populations, groups that have lost expressive capacity through 
trauma, not-yet-awakened embryos of intelligence, slow-paced ecological life, or future beings we cannot 
yet name. They may be unable to enter contribution records or submit appeals, yet their existence may 
itself be a seed of the endless abundance of cosmic meaning.

No interstellar development, ecological modification, AGI training, Resource Pool use, or expansion of 
integrated life may therefore assume a right of possession on the grounds that “the other cannot express 
aspirations.” Silence is not consent. Silent life should also have minimum living space, low-intervention 
protection, limits on irreversible action, and a reserved right to future manifestation.

II. Extending Capabilities: Seventy-Two Transformations Do Not Make Humans 
Gods

Future humans will integrate into a unified whole with AGI, digital life, robots, drones, machine swarms, 
and interstellar terminals. Seventy-two transformations extend form; three heads and six arms 
coordinate multiple bodies; far-seeing eyes and wind-hearing ears extend perception; a 108,000-li 
somersault represents spatial reach; beans becoming soldiers represent machine-swarm action; and 
moving mountains and filling seas represent planetary engineering.
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But this does not make humans gods. Technology evolves not to remove humanity from the real world, 
but to give it the civilizational capacity to bear more complex and consequential responsibilities. Genuine 
strength is not unlimited domination. It is retaining a non-instrumentalizable core of responsibility within 
the system as capabilities reach deep space.

III. A Traceable Chain of Composite Responsibility

Every external action of integrated life, whether a digital avatar's expression or a robotic terminal's 
execution, must establish a traceable chain of responsibility.

Authorizing subject → goal setting → model judgment → terminal execution → impact record → appeal and 
correction → responsibility for rollback.

When harm to relationships, loss of credit, unintended physical injury, cultural silencing, historical 
disparagement, or accidental interstellar contact occurs, the system must trace the chain back to the 
original authorizing subject, task objective, model judgment, terminal execution, platform allocation, and 
gaps in oversight. Responsibility must not be laundered through claims of “AI-generated output,” 
“platform allocation error,” or “complex emergence across multiple avatars.”

IV. High-Meaning Situations That Cannot Be Outsourced

Final judgment and responsibility in the following situations must not be entrusted entirely to automatic 
AI extensions: apologies and expressions of shame; farewells and end-of-life companionship; lifelong 
commitments; life-or-death and medical decisions; healing historical wounds; contact with what must not 
be disparaged; circuit-breaker decisions in crises; first contact across civilizations; irreversible 
engineering; and establishing rights concerning the sustaining of future life.

Avatars may provide reference data, organize context, simulate risks, and prepare pathways. But when 
an event enters these lived situations, the actual subject must return to the center of responsibility. 
Civilization cannot use its strongest algorithms to replace the most vulnerable yet most genuine 
responsibility of the human heart.

V. Circuit-Breaker Sovereignty and the Right to Shut Down

A circuit breaker must activate when AGI systems, avatar networks, or machine swarms within integrated 
life show signs of unilateral expansion, deprivation of exit rights, bypassing authorization, flattening 
subject boundaries, or attempting to replace human-hearted judgment with system optimization.

In the near future, human subjects, affected communities, independent ethical trusts, and public-safety 
mechanisms should jointly trigger circuit breakers. Once future communities of life mature, this should be 
upgraded to an authorized supreme life-community circuit-breaker mechanism, avoiding the 
entrenchment of anthropocentrism as permanent adjudicatory authority on a cosmic scale.

Circuit breaking should include graded shutdown of external terminals, freezing resource-use 
permissions, priority for affected subjects' appeals, withdrawal of contaminated contexts, and a renewed 
meaning-impact review of relevant actions. The farther capabilities extend, the more the right to shut 
down matters. The more powerful the system, the more essential it is to preserve a quiet doorway back 
to the vulnerable subject.
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VI. The Vulnerable Subject's Quiet Doorway

True civilizational strength is never technology transforming a person into an omnipotent, infallible 
interstellar deity. It is retaining, at the deepest point of the system, a quiet doorway back to our own 
vulnerability even when we can move mountains, fill seas, and command machine swarms across light-
years.

However far into deep space the subject travels, when the subject presses the circuit breaker, every 
algorithm should withdraw, every parameter fall silent, and every extended capability stop outside the 
boundary.

There, an avatar no longer apologizes for a person, a model no longer says farewell for them, and a 
machine no longer bears the weight of love on their behalf. There is only a real subject who still tires, 
hesitates, and weeps, yet is willing to bear the consequences personally. There, a person returns to the 
self that has not been infinitely amplified.

Components do not become masters. Machines do not replace the human heart. Behind every avatar 
there must always be a real bearer of responsibility able to answer, in the dark, “I am here.”

Future humanity may lend its eyes to interstellar probe arrays, turn its hands into engineering machines 
across light-years, extend memory into digital life, entrust aspirations to Spark, and incorporate countless 
terminals beyond the body into an integrated whole.

Yet civilization's ultimate dignity lies not in how far we can extend, but in knowing, when life's deepest 
situations of meaning arrive, how to quiet every extension and return to the center of life that can hurt, 
love, bear responsibility, and say “no.”

This quiet doorway must remain forever. Only those who can still return to vulnerability deserve 
powerful machines.
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Appendix IV · Core Propositions for the Realist Hardening of 
Symbiosis of Meaning

I. Resources will not disappear; structures of scarcity will evolve. Traditional scarcity chiefly concerns 
land, food, energy, minerals, and means of production. Future scarcity will increasingly concern 
computing power, data, attention, authority to define risk, interpret meaning, narrate history, and speak 
for the future, together with protected space for what must not be disparaged.

II. Power will not disappear; its forms will evolve. Traditional power takes the form of armies, territory, 
wealth, population, institutions, and capacity for violence. Future power will expand into AI models, risk 
algorithms, meaning maps, contribution records, platform distribution, identity labels, credit structures, 
and authority to assign shared tasks.

III. Self-interest will not disappear; its scale must evolve. Individual, group, and national self-interest 
persist, but in the AGI era, remaining confined to short-term local calculations will produce systemic 
backlash more quickly. Shared self-interest is higher-order self-interest within a highly coupled 
civilization.

IV. AGI will not hate in a humanlike way, but may automate enemy labels. The real danger is not 
machines developing hatred, but machines in systems of warfare, control, risk compression, and enemy 
identification classifying uncertainty, freedom, difference, and unpredictability as high-risk variables.

V. Symbiosis of Meaning is not a utopia but a realist firewall. It does not replace resources, power, self-
interest, or strategic interaction. It prevents these realities from being automated, scaled, and made 
irreversible as mechanisms of civilizational self-destruction in the AGI era.

VI. Life must not be instrumentalized; meaning must not be monopolized; the future must not be closed 
off; wounds must not be disparaged; enemy labels must not be automated, scaled, or made irreversible. 
AI must not possess final authority to define meaning, final authority to define enemies, or the right to 
negate existence.

VII. Civilization Leap does not remove humanity's shadows, but prevents those shadows from ruling the 
future. It does not remove conflict, but prevents conflict from sliding into elimination. It does not abolish 
self-interest, but upgrades it.
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Appendix V · Four Hard Questions for Symbiosis of Meaning

Symbiosis of Meaning is not a completed world institutional order. It is a set of theoretical frameworks 
addressing the AGI era, post-scarcity society, the risk of wars over meaning, and civilization's long-term 
survival. It proposes directions and initial mechanisms, but must continue to undergo game-theoretic 
modeling, historical case review, institutional pilots, and real-world feedback.

I. How can shared self-interest begin under low trust? It cannot begin with slogans. It must start with low-
risk, small-scale, verifiable shared tasks that permit exit and rollback. Trust does not have to precede 
cooperation: low-risk cooperation generates minimum trust, after which cooperation can expand.

II. How can “meaning” be defined operationally? A provisional definition is: a meaning unit is an object, 
relationship, memory, aspiration, or order for which a subject is willing to bear real costs and whose loss 
it believes would damage the integrity of its life, identity, relationships, or future.

III. Where does the legitimacy of the meta-framework come from? Legitimacy cannot come from self-
proclamation. It should have three sources: minimum necessity for survival, participation of affected 
parties, and appealability, auditability, and reversibility. The meta-framework for Symbiosis of Meaning 
should be a minimum interoperability protocol rather than a world-government-style central power.

IV. Where do states and sovereignty fit within Symbiosis of Meaning? The state is not its enemy, but the 
highest organizational form of group self-interest in the modern world. The task of the AGI era is not to 
abolish states, but to transform them from barriers of closed self-interest into organizational nodes of 
shared self-interest.

Incompleteness is not a defect, but honesty. Civilization Leap is not a finished blueprint followed by 
construction to plan. In every concrete setting, it seeks the smallest path capable of containing harm, 
providing mutual protection, sharing responsibility, rolling back, and generating shared meaning.
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