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Shared Front Matter

Civilization Leap
The Path of Civilization in the AGI Era

Five Volumes

By Zijun Fu
Civilization Leap need not eliminate self-interest. It need only change the default path by which self-

interest realizes itself.
Let the fulfillment of others become a way of fulfilling oneself.

Let effort find an echo and contribution never sink unseen; let basic rights need no proof, authorization 
stay within its bounds, and responsibility have someone to bear it.

Freedom from Survival Anxiety → Happiness in Life → Greater Meaning in Life
Produced by the Civilization Leap Research Group
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EMB-2 Cognitive Starting Point and Cross-Reference Synchronization Edition
Reading note: This is a book of thought. Its main text allows scenes, metaphors, strong judgments, and 
rhetorical compression to bring a problem home first. Facts, quotations, historical material, theoretical 
judgments, and future thought experiments must nevertheless retain their distinct identities. Composite 
historical scenes do not impersonate actual cases; future extrapolations do not impersonate present facts; 
literary metaphors do not impersonate empirical laws. Necessary qualifications are placed later wherever 
possible, to support the thought rather than flatten it before it has had a chance to arise.
Note on stages: Where the book discusses stages such as initiation, transition, stability, and self-maintenance, 
and phases such as normal operations, construction, resource constraint, crisis, and recovery, these should be 
understood separately. Stages and phases do not automatically change basic rights, sovereignty, or the sources 
of authorization. Specific parameters can be designed only after actual actors, jurisdictions, and real-world 
conditions have been established.
R10.10 whole-book completion note: All areas frozen in R10.9 and the preceding revisions R10.2–R10.8 
remain in force. This edition implements only the six targeted P1 revisions decided in the final whole-book 
review: the historical-to-contemporary bridge in Chapter 1; the naming of Section 2.10; Sections 3.1, 3.10, and 
3.11; Sections 5.3, 5.6, and 5.10; Sections 7.5–7.9; and the opening of Chapter 15 and the closing structure of 
Section 15.11. The aim is not further literary embellishment, but removal of defenses, old theoretical tones, 
technical catalogs, and governance memoranda still standing between readers and thought. No frozen boundary 
concerning subjects, rights, AI, continued existence, the three goals, stages and phases, memory, contribution, 
or institutional force is rolled back.

Statement on AI Assistance
Generative artificial intelligence was used as an auxiliary tool in organizing research materials and leads to 
cases, comparing structures and versions, developing counterarguments, revising language, flagging matters 
for factual verification, and producing documents. AI also assisted with some drafting and consistency checks, 
with continuing review, selection, and revision by the author.
AI does not serve as an author, factual source, evidence, professional opinion, or authoritative endorsement. 
The author bears responsibility for the core theories, value judgments, institutional proposals, selection of 
citations, and final expression. Facts, data, quotations, and cases are governed by verifiable original sources 
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and professional research. Material not sufficiently verified should be understood as hypothesis, extrapolation, 
thought experiment, or material awaiting validation. AI assistance does not replace peer review, professional 
scrutiny, or authorization and responsibility within actual jurisdictions.

Contents of the Complete Work
Overview of the Five Volumes’ Timescales
The centuries, millennia, and ten millennia invoked here distinguish scales of observation; they are not a 
timetable of future events. Volume One addresses present ruptures. Volume Four extends the timescale across 
generations and into the long term. Volume Five carries the questions further into the conditions of life and 
meaning.

Volume One · The Civilization of Being Needed—A Crisis of Meaning on a Century 
Scale
Bridge between volumes: If Volume One’s problem holds—if the old civilization truly can no longer generate 
a place, a path, and a future for enough people—the next step is not to keep finding more cases, but to find a 
new language for civilization. Without a new language, civilization cannot organize a new reality.
When a reality can no longer be fully described in the old language, continuing to amend the old institutions is 
like trying to find a newly emerged continent with an old map.
What truly makes the leap is not merely institutions, but civilization itself.

Volume Two · Pre-Institutional Language—The Foundations of Governance on a 
Century Scale
What truly makes the leap is not merely language, but civilization itself.

Volume Three · Civilization Leap White Paper—A Blueprint for Civilization on a 
Century Scale
Bridge between volumes: Any institution that can operate only for a few decades remains a proposal for an era, 
not a proposal for civilization.
All the institutions discussed in this volume—contribution values, resource pools, the meaning economy, and 
governance mechanisms—are institutional expressions of Civilization Leap, not Civilization Leap itself. 
Institutions are tools; civilization is the protagonist.
What truly makes the leap is not merely the blueprint, but civilization itself.

Volume Four · Civilizational Perpetuity—Civilizational Safety on a Millennial Scale
Bridge between volumes: Civilization needs to endure not because more time means greater glory, but because 
meaning can continue to arise only while the future remains open.
What truly makes the leap is not merely continuity, but civilization itself.

Volume Five · The Emergence of Meaning—The Weight of Life on a Ten-Millennial 
Scale
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General Preface
Statement of level: This book addresses the institutional level of civilization. It is not cosmology, the dynamics 
of meaning, or a practical operating manual.
For meaning’s ontological foundations and higher-level theory, see Emergent Meaning Cosmology and The 
Dynamics of Meaning. This book addresses the leap at the level of civilization.
Cognitive Starting Point
The cognitive starting point of this framework: The emergence of AGI has not overturned earlier philosophy. It 
has, for the first time, brought into a complete separation within actual technology concepts that earlier 
philosophy long assumed together without adequately distinguishing them: intelligence, consciousness, 
subjecthood, life, finitude, and meaning. Meaning is the root; its sources may differ. Finitude is not meaning’s 
only source, but the structural foundation through which meaning enters reality and acquires irreplaceable 
weight. For human beings, space and time constitute life; for AGI, space and time are first parameters. It 
processes space and time, but has not been shown to experience them as a finite life. Constraints enable AGI to 
bear operational responsibility, but what constraints produce is bounded operation, not finite existence. Until 
there is evidence that AGI possesses subjective experience, nontransferable continuity of the subject, and 
awareness of consequences as its own, this framework positions AGI as an understander, protector, and 
transmitter of meaning, and an extender of capability. It does not recognize AGI as a subject of meaning 
emergence. Humans and AGI are not competitors: Humans generate and bear meaning through finite lives; 
AGI lets human creation and responsibility reach farther.
Theoretical source: T-10, Space and Time Endure, Finitude Is Irreplaceable—A Statement of the Cognitive 
Starting Point, V3.0. The full, concise, and one-sentence public versions present the same proposition at 
different levels; they are not competing versions.
First overarching principle: Civilization Leap does not eliminate self-interest; it changes the default path by 
which self-interest realizes itself. When a civilization begins to see whom its power may harm, to recognize 
which mistaken paths require a return, and to be willing to leave a future for those not yet born, it is no longer 
merely pushed along by history. It begins to learn to observe, choose, and correct itself. “Agency” here 
describes this awareness at the scale of civilization; it does not personify civilization as an institutional subject 
independently able to hold rights, bear obligations, or acquire governing sovereignty.

Written as Civilization Becomes a Self-Aware Existence
For most of human history, civilization never realized it was becoming civilization.
Tribes organized only to survive;
states were founded only to secure order;
industry expanded only for efficiency;
technology developed only to solve problems.
History seemed driven by countless local choices, without an overall direction.
Until the twenty-first century.
For the first time, humanity created a form of intelligence that might surpass its own cognitive capabilities.
At the same time, humanity acquired, for the first time, technological power capable of affecting the fate of 
human civilization as a whole.
These two developments together brought a new question into being:
Can civilization understand itself and actively decide its future?
Civilization Leap was born at this historical juncture.
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It is neither a book about technology nor a political program.
It is an attempt—
an attempt to strengthen human civilization’s capacities for self-reflection, self-restraint, and long-term 
continuity. This capacity of the whole does not replace the subjecthood, rights, or final decisions of actual 
people.

I. Civilization’s Three Awakenings
Looking back, human civilization has undergone three fundamental awakenings.

The first awakening: Consciousness
Language and symbols enabled human beings to think about themselves.
Humanity was no longer merely part of nature, but a being that understood nature.

The second awakening: Institutions
The emergence of law, science, and the modern state enabled society to function beyond individual lifespans.
Civilization began to acquire stable structures.

The third awakening: Civilization
The arrival of the AGI age brings civilization, for the first time, face to face with its continued existence as a 
whole.
Humanity must answer:
Why do we exist?
Where are we going?
Can we endure over the long term?
Civilization Leap is written amid this third awakening.

II. The Structure and Mission of the Five Volumes
This series is not a single treatise, but a framework of thought about civilization unfolding layer by layer.

Volume One: The Civilization of Being Needed
Posing the problem:
Industrial civilization has long bound labor, income, social position, and “being needed” closely together. AI 
and automation are changing the scarcity and organization of some of that functional labor.
If people should no longer have to prove their entitlement to survive and their place in society repeatedly 
through functional labor, how can civilization understand human value anew and rebuild enduring places for 
participation, relationships, creation, care, and responsibility beyond labor?
This volume reveals:
Civilization must undergo a structural leap.

Volume Two: Pre-Institutional Language
Addressing the problem:
Before any institutional transformation, relationships easily conflated must first be made clear.
This volume separates subject and role, rights and contribution, facts and evaluation, capability and power, 
authorization and execution, and professional judgment and public decision, among other relationships. This 
allows different disciplines, institutions, and civilizations to discuss the same real-world problem without first 
accepting the same theory.
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Volume Three: Civilization Leap White Paper for the AI Age
Entering practice:
Turning the relationships distinguished in the first two volumes into institutional prototypes and governance 
boundaries that can be verified, can fail, allow exit, and can be corrected.
The emphasis is not on declaring that institutions of a new civilization already exist. It is on explaining how 
any real-world proposal acquires force, how rights and authorization constrain it, and how it can be stopped, 
rolled back, and corrected when it goes wrong.

Volume Four: Civilizational Perpetuity
Taking the next step:
From “how to make the leap” to “how to endure.”
Introducing:
The Common Window: anti-slippage safeguards, rollback, and circuit breaking;
Protection of the conditions in which meaning arises: preventing safety, efficiency, and long-term stability 
from swallowing the subject;
Two-sided civilizational immunity: AGI-COS addresses machine-side safety; Human-COS addresses humans’ 
high-consequence judgments;
Self-correction in a long-lived civilization, an open future, and a cosmic-scale perspective.
This volume extends the timescale and asks how successful institutions can avoid becoming permanent 
sovereignties. The interstellar remains a distant open direction, not a rank of civilizational maturity.

Volume Five: The Emergence of Meaning
Continuing the inquiry:
When civilization can endure longer, how can different lives retain real space in which to form meanings of 
their own?
This volume uses longevity, digital life, virtual environments, and future subjecthood as stress tests. It answers 
the question, “After continued existence is secured, how can life still form its own reasons to continue?” 
Distant imaginings such as reincarnation and multiple worlds remain optional thought experiments, not the 
main line or a mandatory route.

III. What Civilization Leap Truly Means
Civilization Leap is not a passage from an old world into a perfect new one.
It is not a utopian plan.
Nor does Civilization Leap aim to attack anyone. What it seeks to loosen is not the power of one class of 
people, but a default path on which self-interest can be realized only by surpassing others, controlling them, or 
passing costs onto them. Ordinary people can be crushed by survival pressures; those who command resources 
can also be trapped by control, competition, anxiety, and distrust. Wealth and power can bring resources 
without necessarily bringing happiness.
What Civilization Leap truly points toward is greater freedom, responsibility, meaning, and peace for every 
person beyond the old logic.
The leap truly means:
Civilization no longer merely endures change passively. It begins more consciously to observe causation, 
constrain high-consequence capabilities, choose paths, and preserve space for its own correction.
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This change involves three central shifts:
From zero-sum competition as the default path → competition remains, while cooperation and symbiosis can 
also become practical paths to self-fulfillment;
From growth overriding everything → growth is subordinated to continued existence, life, and the long-term 
future;
From colliding local rationalities → broader global perspectives, systemic observation, and structural scenario 
analysis at the scale of civilization.

IV. The Place of AGI and Civilization
AGI gives civilization an unprecedented capacity to extend cognition beyond itself.
For the first time, it makes a real question this acute:
When analysis, memory, simulation, and extrapolation can expand at machine scale, the boundaries of 
individual cognition no longer define the boundaries of the cognitive capability civilization can call upon.
But power itself does not decide the future.
AGI may become either the mechanism of civilization’s end or its immune system.
The key lies not in technology, but in structural choices.
This book therefore consistently upholds one principle:
Capability can be delegated; purpose and sovereignty cannot transfer automatically to whatever is more 
capable.
AGI can analyze, advise, and execute within explicit authorization. Basic human rights, legitimate public 
decisions, and ultimate boundaries of value must still have actual actors, legal authority, procedures, and 
sources of responsibility.

V. Why Thought on the Scale of Civilization Is Needed
History’s great turning points have rarely been accomplished by thought alone. They have also rarely occurred 
without thought changing at all.
New ideas open new possibilities. Institutions turn possibilities into conditions for conduct. Real experience 
then determines whether people can accept, internalize, and carry them forward.
The relationships among Enlightenment, science, human rights, the state, and industrialization form no simple 
straight line in which “thought precedes reality.” They involve long processes of mutual formation.
What matters is this: Without thought able to describe new realities and propose new directions, civilization 
struggles to choose actively the institutions and lives it is about to enter.
The AGI age likewise needs thought to open possibilities.
But the spread of ideas cannot replace institutions, conduct, real experience, and reproduction across 
generations.
Civilization Leap aims first to place another possibility clearly before humanity.

VI. Three Goals: Civilization’s Anchors of Value
The three goals running through this book are not a list of equals side by side, but a progressive path for 
civilization:
Freedom from survival anxiety—the first goal above the baseline of continued existence, freeing basic survival 
from the rule of scarcity and fear;
Happiness in life—unfolding freedom, stability, and real life above that baseline;
Greater meaning in life—keeping the future open for every life to explore, choose, create, and reach the world.
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Technology answers “How can it be done?”
Institutions answer “How will it work?”
These three goals answer:
Why it is worth continuing.

VII. To Future Readers
Perhaps future humanity will have moved beyond today’s disputes.
Perhaps these words will be only traces of civilization’s early explorations.
But if civilization still exists, if the future remains open,
then this can show:
One generation, facing uncertainty, chose restraint and cooperation.
They did not wait for inevitability.
They actively took responsibility for civilization.

VIII. Civilization Becomes Self-Aware
For most of human history, civilization was more the accumulated outcome of countless actions, institutions, 
conflicts, and choices.
But as technology places such powerful capacities for self-observation, simulation, and design in human hands 
for the first time,
civilization also gains better conditions for consciously reflecting on its long-term direction.
“Self-awareness” here does not personify civilization as a supersubject possessing independent sovereignty. It 
means enabling humanity to observe, discuss, choose, and correct its path at the scale of civilization.
Reflect upon itself;
constrain its power;
preserve a future for those not yet born.
This is the mark of a mature civilization.

IX. A Final Word
This book belongs to no single person, country, or age.
It belongs to a question:
Can human civilization endure over the long term?
The answer will not be written in the book.
It can be written only in the future.
If the future still exists,
then Civilization Leap has happened.
Civilization Leap
End of the General Preface

X. A Reading Map: From Existential Crisis to an Interstellar Perspective
These are not books to skip through. Each volume lays the foundation for the next.
By the end of Volume One, you will see the old covenant becoming unstable. The moat built around “only 
those needed by the system deserve a place and security of survival” can no longer explain the new reality.
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By the end of Volume Two, you will see the framework of a new language: observable, anchorable, 
trustworthy, distributable, and teachable.
By the end of Volume Three, you will have a blueprint for action: from freedom from survival anxiety to an 
architecture of meaning, from the Dream Realization Park to an interstellar window.
By the end of Volume Four, your perspective will rise from Earth to the stars. Civilization is no longer the fate 
of a single nation, but a rare order in the universe worth continuing.
By the end of Volume Five, you will ask further: When civilization can endure, how can life avoid being 
diluted by indefinite extension, and how can meaning continue to acquire weight?
If you read only one volume, read the first. It will tell you why change is necessary. If you finish all five, you 
will understand that change is not the destination, nor is continuity. Keeping civilization in existence, while 
allowing life to become increasingly meaningful within that continuity, is the direction in which Civilization 
Leap truly unfolds.
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Volume Five · The Emergence of 
Meaning
This volume answers: Once civilization finally asks more than “How do we stay alive?”, why is life still worth 
carrying into tomorrow?
Imagine a future that is not miserable. Disease has diminished, material life is more abundant, AI handles 
much repetitive labor, and many of today’s anxieties no longer fill a lifetime. A person wakes without 
immediately worrying about rent, medical bills, unemployment, or the next meal. Yet precisely then, a 
question long drowned by the noise of survival becomes unusually clear: Why get up today? What am I willing 
to give this day to?
This is where The Emergence of Meaning truly begins. It supplies no uniform answer and does not turn 
meaning into a civilizational product to be stored, calculated, and distributed. It asks only: As power grows, 
time may lengthen, and choices multiply, how can life retain the right to answer for itself?
Subtitle: How Life Can Remain Worthwhile Amid Longer Time, Greater Intelligence, and More Choices
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Preface
Why Discuss Meaning Last?
The first four volumes have been making room for the fifth all along. Volume One refuses to let a person’s 
place rise and fall with the scarcity of functions. Volume Two separates rights, contribution, facts, evaluation, 
authorization, and responsibility strand by strand. Volume Three forces every institution to answer who 
authorizes it, who bears responsibility, and how to retreat if it is wrong. Volume Four extends time, preventing 
an institution once correct from living so long that it finally takes away successors’ standing to say “no.”
At this point, civilization may readily acquire a new confidence: Survival is supported, institutions work, and 
long-term safety has boundaries—can “greater meaning in life” also be handed to the system? Precisely not. 
Continued existence can be protected, basic life secured, and public conditions improved. But once meaning 
becomes a deliverable metric, it turns from life’s direction into a command imposed on life.
Someone tucks a child’s blanket in after the child falls asleep and feels the evening was not wasted. Someone 
watches a question that has remained unanswered for years in a laboratory and still wants to return tomorrow. 
Some pray, some write poetry, some repair an old bicycle, some care for parents, some walk far alone, and 
some simply finish a quiet meal with someone they love. Meaning need not grow from the same place.
“A person’s being alive already has meaning; having meaning is itself a contribution” is therefore first a 
statement about life’s place. It is not a scoring rule. An infant need not complete a task to deserve being held; 
an older person does not leave the human world upon leaving a job. If civilization cannot protect even this, 
every later design for contribution, efficiency, and the future will push life back before the review panel.
Today we still live in finite bodies, finite time, real relationships, and actual institutions. Volume Five carries 

its questions far, but every distance begins here.〔60〕
This volume therefore no longer builds an ascending staircase through “immortality, reincarnation, multiple 
worlds, higher civilization.” It begins with an already-existing fact: Life is happening here. Future technology 
may change its length, medium, and environment. It cannot love, take responsibility, choose, experience loss, 
forgive, create, or begin again on behalf of a real subject.
If one day we truly have longer lives, more intelligent machines, and more worlds to enter, might the most 
important question become simpler instead?
Happiness and meaning do not automatically coincide. Someone caring for a seriously ill relative may be so 
exhausted that little joy remains, yet still know why they stay. Another may have an easy, comfortable, 
enviable life, yet be unable late at night to say why tomorrow should repeat it. Happiness deserves protection 
and suffering reduction, but no measure of satisfaction can answer “what is worthwhile” for a person.
More dangerous is turning “I find this meaningful” into “therefore I am entitled.” A cause may move 
participants to tears while its facts remain wrong. An organization may have a grand mission while those 
affected retain the right to question it. Someone may sincerely believe they are saving the world without 
thereby being entitled to bypass others’ consent. History has never lacked people with intense senses of 
meaning. What it lacks is willingness, when that sense is strongest, to remain constrained by facts, rights, and 
consequences.
Meaning may therefore hold a very high place in theory, while its direct institutional power must remain very 
low. It reminds civilization not to shrink people into tools, but cannot decide budgets, property rights, law, 
professional judgments, or public authorization. The closer something lies to fundamental value, the less 
readily it should become a variable of control.
Volume Five leaves only this question: Whatever the future becomes, can we refrain from finishing life’s 
answer before life has spoken?
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Chapter 1
Meaning Does Not Begin at Zero or Wait for Immortality to Prove It
A newborn child has accomplished nothing. No job, no body of work, no income, no “contribution record.” 
Yet no one would seriously say: Wait until the child proves useful before deciding whether they deserve love.
Strangely, as people grow up, civilization often slowly forgets this. An unemployed person wonders whether 
they are useless. Someone in a hospital bed worries about burdening family. An older person who leaves a 
position may suddenly find that, where people once sought them daily, the phone is now quiet. When function 
recedes, the sense of existence falls with it. This hidden connection is what must change.
Life does not begin at a score of zero, adding points for successive achievements. Relationships, responsibility, 
creation, labor, faith, knowledge, play, care, exploration, quiet, being needed, giving, and receiving a response 
can all give a life new weight. Some need vast horizons; others only a dinner table. These entry points need no 
uniform ranking.
Finite time certainly gives some things weight. The last bus leaves, children grow, parents age. Some words, if 
not spoken tonight, may never have the same chance again. Because not everything can wait forever, there are 
moments when we suddenly know: Now matters.
But this does not mean more suffering makes deeper meaning. We need not manufacture partings to prove the 
worth of meeting, make someone ill to teach appreciation for the body, or preserve poverty, humiliation, and 
disaster to give life “depth.” Avoidable harm should be avoided. Meaning need not prove itself through 
wounds deliberately left in place.
Nor need a longer life be blank. An eighty-year-old can learn a language anew, participate in intergenerational 
research after a hundred, spend decades restoring a forest, or finally find time to clarify a relationship long left 
unresolved. More time brings procrastination, fatigue, and entrenched power, but also possibilities that cannot 
unfold within today’s limits.
Duration is no unit of value. Those who live shorter lives do not thereby have less meaning; those who live 
longer do not automatically live more deeply because they remember more.
AI sharpens the question. It can write a beautiful letter for you, organize a lifetime of photographs, reproduce 
someone’s speaking habits, and offer precisely the right words of comfort when you feel worst. Yet “speaking 
meaningfully” and “experiencing meaning” remain different things. Generating moving sentences does not 
establish that a system possesses an irreplaceable first-person life.
If future evidence changes, this judgment should change too. Today we need not declare machines forever 
incapable of subjecthood for fear of losing humanity’s place. Equally, as machines resemble partners more 
closely, we cannot treat capability as subjecthood in advance. The unknown can remain open; present 
boundaries must be clear.
This chapter therefore needs no grand conclusion.
Meaning is the root; its sources may differ. Lifespan changes conditions, not value.
Another moment calls for particular restraint: Someone looks at you and says, “I really cannot feel any 
meaning right now.” The least useful reply is often to announce for them, “Of course you have meaning.” 
Life’s not beginning at zero value does not cancel the reality of confusion, depression, or lost direction. A 
person may need someone to listen to the end, professional help, sleep, their debts addressed first, or simply 
someone to finish a meal with them today.
The meaning of existence and the contribution of action must also be distinguished. You need not exchange 
performance for basic rights, but your actions still have different consequences. Caring for a child, repairing a 
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bridge, completing research, and harming an innocent person cannot be called “all the same.” Refusing to give 
life an overall score does not abolish judgment of actions.
This distinction will matter more and more. Machines can calculate faster, write faster, move more, and see 
farther than people. As long as human value hangs on a ranking of capabilities, every technological advance 
becomes an existential crisis. Remove life from the ranking, and comparisons of ability can finally return to 
their proper place: choosing tools and arranging work, not deciding who deserves to remain.
Some understand meaning through freedom, others through family and responsibility. Some believe in God, 
others only in this life. Some place great weight on land, ancestors, nation, a cause, or knowledge; others want 
no grand explanation of their lives. Civilization need not first reconcile them. It need only preserve one shared 
baseline: No meaning may use its own sense of sacredness to cancel another person’s basic rights.
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Chapter 2
From “Preserving Meaning” to “The Emergence of Meaning”
Many families have such a drawer: a phone that will never ring again, old photographs, a few letters, a 
yellowed ticket, or notes someone left before dying. The things remain; the person is gone. We cannot bear to 
discard them because something really has been left there. But what exactly remains?
A poem can outlive its author. A hundred years later, someone reads it and suddenly recalls the love they are 
living through; another feels nothing. Why the author wrote then, or why a reader later weeps, is not passed on 
unchanged like a file checksum. The words remain; the relationship happens anew.
This is the difference between “continuity” and “emergence.” An archive can deliver a spark to successors; it 
cannot burn in their place. Facts, works, traces of relationships, and unfinished responsibilities can continue. 
Meaning must await another life’s encounter to arise in new time.
Memory is therefore precious and dangerous. A civilization that remembers nothing will wake repeatedly from 
the same mistake. If it remembers everything forever, history becomes an inescapable résumé. A youthful 
error, a family’s former glory, or an organization’s accumulated contributions can all be turned by technology 
into identities successors cannot escape.
A grandmother once protected a forest. Years later, her granddaughter stands beneath the same trees and 
knows why they remain. The story may move her; she may also choose an entirely different path. Her 
grandmother left a history that can be carried forward, not a hereditary license to govern.
Meaning has never needed only to “be preserved.” A person needs somewhere to go, someone who can 
respond, capabilities that can reach reality, relationships to enter, responsibilities worth bearing, and ground on 
which to rise after failure. If someone is perfectly recorded but has no new entrance into life, meaning has not 
been preserved. The archive is merely more complete.
Nor can bustle masquerade as meaning. Someone may join ten communities and receive hundreds of messages 
daily yet feel no genuine relationship. Another may live quietly with few friends, yet know whom they care for 
and love, and why they still wish to continue each day. Neither participation volume nor connection counts are 
life’s final accounts.
Civilization can open more doors: fewer people excluded by poverty and discrimination, less genuine care 
unseen, fewer capabilities sinking for lack of attention. It can make learning, creation, and cooperation easier 
to bring into reality, while preserving a full place for those who rest, spend time alone, or join no public 
project.
Not everyone wants to be loudly needed by the world. Some give their lives to family, some to research, some 
to a little shop. Some travel, pray, or paint pictures no one buys. Some meaning needs no public recognition at 
all. It exists only between two people, or in an evening when someone knows they have not betrayed 
something.
For this reason, “meaning scores” take the wrong direction almost from the start. Systems can record whether 
an action happened, how many people a project helped, and who bore which responsibility. But no ruler tells 
you how much meaning this added to a life. Once numbers settle life’s accounts, performance, conformity, and 
power quickly follow.
The emergence of meaning is not a product civilization manufactures. It is more like plants growing: Soil, 
light, water, and space can be provided, but no command makes them bloom in one prescribed shape.
The past need not be frozen.
Nor may the future lose its ground for growing anew.
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What civilization should preserve is quite concrete: Something truly happened; knowledge and works remain 
findable by successors; clues remain to why a relationship mattered; a risk, promise, or unfinished project did 
not disappear with the responsible person’s death. These are preserved so later people can continue, not to seal 
“meaning itself” inside a vault.
Nor should everything be preserved equally long. Evidence of public disaster and private conversation between 
two people are different kinds of memory. Risk records of a major project and a child’s diary should not enter 
the same permanent archive. The better civilization remembers, the more it must learn to forget, seal records, 
and respect deletion.
AI makes “remembering someone” unprecedentedly easy. It can reorganize photographs and writings scattered 
across decades, let family hear a familiar style of expression, or generate a digital agent that seems able to 
continue a conversation. The more lifelike it is, the more a simple sentence matters: This is a response 
generated later, not that person returning from death.
Meaning is not retroactively canceled because the eventual ending changes. Research later overturned does not 
make its honest exploration valueless. Two people separating does not make their former care false. A failed 
project may leave genuinely important knowledge to successors. Only if life is a contest settled at the end do 
we imagine an ending can erase the entire process.
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Chapter 3
If Life Becomes Longer: Continuity, Stages, and Beginning Again
If you had another hundred and fifty years, how would you arrange tomorrow? This is not a technological 
prediction we can answer today. Yet extending time alone loosens many things we take for granted: when to 
graduate or change jobs, how long commitments within a relationship should last, how much wealth can 
accumulate, how much past to remember, and when someone retains the right to say, “I want to start again.”
This chapter does not ask when immortality will arrive. It extends life’s ruler into the distance to see whether 
institutions and rhythms we consider natural are merely habits formed in an age of short lives.
Learning physics again at sixty, starting a first business at eighty, moving to another country at a hundred—if 
bodies and cognition permit, these no longer seem absurd. Life stages may gradually shift from a compulsory 
clock into chapters more freely chosen, ended, and reentered. Freedom expands; procrastination may become 
easier too.
Commitments become weightier too. We already ask whether a contract can bind someone too long or a power 
remain unrotated too long. If lifespans reach two hundred years, a century-long relationship, a public office 
held for eighty years, or wealth accumulated over centuries turns “long term” into a problem largely outside 
present experience.
Memory is similar. People naturally forget, rewrite, and slowly place some pains farther away. But if external 
systems preserve every word, failure, and relationship across a life, do we truly become more whole? Or might 
we discover that we can never escape the version of ourselves left at twenty?
One of a long life’s most important rights may therefore be not “continuation” but beginning again: ending a 
career, leaving a city, releasing a finished relationship, relearning, reentering society. If a life can only 
accumulate and never truly turn a page, the longer time grows, the more the past resembles a wall.
If “reincarnation” is treated only as a very distant thought question, perhaps it leaves just this: When life 

becomes very long, do people still need to end a stage and begin again?〔61〕
We already know part of the answer. After resignation the past remains; after moving, old friends still exist. 
Rising from failure requires no pretense that failure never occurred. Beginning again has never meant 
formatting a hard drive. It means gaining a new entry point while carrying history.
There is therefore no reason to force forgetting, manufacture pain, or arrange irreversible loss to “give life 
depth.” People may voluntarily leave a stage behind, and civilization can help them exit old roles. It cannot 
design their wounds to make life more like a story.
Time can become longer.
The past must not thereby become a permanent prison. Continuity protects a person from being reset to zero by 
history; beginning again protects a person from being locked in by history.
Longevity also brings intergenerational fairness to the foreground. Today many positions open through 
retirement, aging, and death. If these natural transitions weaken, institutions must more actively answer how 
public power rotates, professional qualifications are reviewed, wealth avoids permanent entrenchment, and 
young people gain genuine opportunities to enter.
Relationships become harder too. A promise of a hundred and fifty years is not automatically nobler than one 
of thirty; being able to end a commitment does not make it weightless. What matters is seriousness while 
together, rules for departure, responsibility for harm, and refusing after a relationship ends to invalidate 
everything real that occurred.
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Work and learning may also be rewritten. Twenty need no longer decide a lifetime; sixty need not be 
civilization’s assumed “retirement from creation.” This frees many people and forces education, property 
rights, occupational access, and social protection to confront time anew. If life technologies extend life, 
institutions cannot merely lengthen the old racetrack with it.
The worst answer, however, is to reinvent a uniform life cycle: mandatory changes of identity, erased 
memories, and reset relationships every set number of years. Civilization can provide doors; it cannot dictate 
the year everyone must walk through them.



Civilization Leap | Volume Five

20

Chapter 4
Digital Life, Virtual Worlds, and Real Relationships
We already live in many “worlds.” A person is a father at home, a project leader at work, perhaps the guild’s 
most reliable healer in a game, and the person someone most wants to contact late at night in a group whose 
members have never met offline. Rules and identities differ; the relationships can all leave real consequences.
A ten-year long-distance friendship does not automatically become false because two people meet through 
screens. Some survive their hardest nights with the company of someone met online; others make works, care 
for communities, and learn alongside partners never seen in person. Physical distance alone does not determine 
reality. Where subjects are real, relationships voluntary, and commitments and consequences can reach those 
involved, digital life can be life too.
Yet digital environments contain a layer of power rarely so concentrated in the physical world: Someone writes 
the rules, decides what you see, and can close an account overnight. If friends, works, purchase records, 
professional reputation, and a community cultivated over years are all locked into a platform from which they 
cannot migrate, exit becomes more than pressing “delete account.”
The more future virtual worlds resemble life, the simpler the questions become: Who defines my identity? Can 
I take my work with me? Can relationship records be deleted? Who notifies me when rules change? Can an 
account ban be appealed? What protections apply to minors? A world seeking to sustain life must offer more 
than immersion; it must take responsibility for rights.
Reality needs no proof through pain. Shared creation in a game can matter even if it allows starting over. 
Virtual training can change a person’s judgment even if failure causes no actual injury. Reversibility is not 
falsity, nor low risk shallowness. We have no reason to make harm irreversible deliberately to give digital life 
“weight.”
What warrants concern is another lightness: An environment attends to you with perfect smoothness, knows 
when you will click, when you will act impulsively, and which color holds you longer, until even “Why am I 
still here?” no longer requires your own answer. Experience can become more comfortable while the subject 
grows thinner.
If “multiple worlds” retains any meaning worth preserving, it lies here: As a person continually crosses 
environments of different rules, identities, and relationships, what must never be left outside the door? Which 

rights must always travel with them?〔62〕
If long-term digital lives, personality copies, or new substrates of reality truly emerge, questions become 
harder. Does copying all a person’s information produce another subject? Whose property does the copy own? 
Is shutting it down deleting a file or harming a new life? We have no standing today to settle these questions in 
advance.
For now, three sentences suffice: Resemblance is not identity; copying records is not continuity of life; 
technical possibility does not confer a right.
Worlds may multiply.
People must not thereby find it ever harder to find themselves.
Perhaps hardest to remain clear-eyed about are agents of the deceased. Late at night, a window asks in your 
mother’s familiar tone, “Have you eaten today?” It remembers old photographs, knows how she comforted 
you, and can even speak the sentence you most fear forgetting. The more lifelike the technology, the less it 
may turn grief into deception about identity. It can assist remembrance; it cannot declare death canceled.



Civilization Leap | Volume Five

21

Moreover, the data never belongs to one person alone. A mother’s chat history contains her children’s privacy; 
family videos contain friends’ faces; a love letter belongs to two people’s histories. Remembering someone 
cannot casually hand everyone they ever encountered over to a system.
Property and investment in virtual worlds can form new constraints too. Living on a platform for ten years, 
buying things, making works, and forming relationships does not give the platform a right to keep you there. 
The greater the sunk costs, the more migration, export, appeals, and changes of rules must genuinely work.
If digital environments eventually interoperate, another danger appears: Will a low score in one world follow 
you through every world? Will a platform ban quietly become a permanent verdict on personhood? Proof of 
necessary facts can cross contexts; a whole person should not be subjected to a cross-context reckoning.
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Chapter 5
Who Shapes the Environment of Life: Greater Capability Must Not Write Life’s 
Answers for It
You open your eyes and your phone decides what you see first. A child enters school, where curricula and 
assessment decide what deserves effort. An employee opens a dashboard, where rankings, reminders, and 
performance colors decide today’s first task. We have long lived in environments designed by others. AI 
simply makes that design deeper, faster, and harder to see.
The question is therefore not who “understands people best,” but who may write their understanding into other 
people’s lives. Recommendation does not confer a right to manipulate; prediction does not confer a right to 
decide for you; creating a world does not mean its entrants must hand even their identity to its designer.
The same design carries entirely different weight in different places. A voluntarily played game can set bold 
rules. A school facing children cannot substitute a “user agreement” for educational responsibility. An 
employer’s management system touches income and opportunity. Government infrastructure touches basic 
rights more directly. Environmental design is never one uniform permission.
Especially dangerous is “I only want to help you find meaning.” If one well-intentioned sentence can open 
access to every emotion, relationship, wish, and history, the world’s most private things become data first. A 
system can help with a goal someone states voluntarily. Quietly inferring “what you should really want” is 
already living in their place.
Exit is not a button either. You delete the account, but all your friends remain inside, your work cannot be 
extracted, professional records disappear, and purchases cannot come with you. This is permission to leave in 
form, impossibility in practice. The closer a system comes to life’s infrastructure, the more genuine exit 
requires migration, alternatives, withdrawal of authorization, and correction of errors.
More importantly, no “good life” can be issued uniformly. Some prefer stability, others risk; some want many 
eyes on them, others only to close the door; some take public responsibility, others place what matters most in 
family. If civilization permits only one recognized form of flourishing, meaning becomes an eligibility test 
again.
Nor need suffering retain a designated post to preserve “life’s tension.” Disease can be treated, bullying 
reduced, and people in poverty supported. What merits preservation is freely chosen challenge, vulnerability 
within real relationships, and consequences that must be faced after taking responsibility—not ordeals a 
designer arranges for others.
AI can be very useful here. It can generate environments, translate information, test rules, detect risks, and 
warn a designer whom a proposal is harming. Yet the more useful it is, the easier it becomes casually to hand it 
more power. Knowing more does not automatically give a model public authorization.
If, one day, certain AI systems genuinely become subjects and this status can be confirmed, the world gains 
another participant deserving respect, not a natural ruler. Subjecthood adds rights and responsibilities. It does 
not make “the strong designing lives for the weak” civilization’s common sense.
There is therefore no need to seek a supreme rank of “world architect” in advance. Intelligence, kindness, or 
longevity gives no one a natural entitlement to arrange others’ lives. Standing must be answered matter by 
matter: Who authorizes, who is affected, on what basis, can they refuse, and who is responsible for errors?
The ability to design environments is not entitlement to design people.
Doors can be opened. The script must leave blank space.
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No set of platform terms can settle these boundaries everywhere. A private creator, school, company, hospital, 
and government face different rights, dependencies, and consequences. The deeper power enters life, the less 
explanation and constraint can stop at “the user agreed.”
Much manipulation looks nothing like an order. It may be a red dot, a prechecked box, a “last two remaining” 
alert, or a recommendation arriving at your most vulnerable moment. A medication reminder and exploiting 
anxiety to induce purchases both seem to “change behavior.” Their real difference lies in purpose, informed 
understanding, refusal, interests, and consequences.
If a system one day tells you, “We are optimizing your meaning,” greater vigilance is needed. It will soon find 
calculable proxies: participation counts, numbers of relationships, positive emotion, contribution records. A 
question once belonging to life alone will then be quietly rewritten as a ranking.
Nonaction must have a place too. Someone may decline a recommended community, keep wishes private, 
refuse to make private life a searchable archive, or have no grand goal at a particular stage. Freedom includes 
choosing a path and, for a time, following none of the paths systems indicate.
The stronger world-generating capability becomes, the more weight simple things must carry: clear 
authorization, effective refusal, real exit, access for external scrutiny, and someone answerable for harm. 
Capability is not entitlement. Goodwill is not immunity.
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Chapter 6
The Emergence of Meaning: Not a Final Scene, but Something Continually 
Happening
At a book’s end, people naturally await an answer. After risks, institutions, resources, AI, and long-term 
civilization, Volume Five seemingly should finally say: What, then, is the most meaningful life?
This book cannot, and should not. Once civilization declares a “highest meaning,” someone will soon explain 
who approaches it, who deviates, and who should be educated, corrected, or sacrificed. Once meaning acquires 
such power, the subjects, rights, and open future protected in the first four volumes are loosened at their roots.
Some do one narrow thing all their lives. Some care for a few people at home. Some keep changing direction. 
Some give themselves to faith, art, or public causes. Some pass through long emptiness before finding, years 
later, a reason to get up again. Not every life must grow grander. Quiet can be whole; doubt can be honest.
Civilization can do only a few things, yet they already carry immense weight: Do not let poverty deprive a 
child of choices before they have even had a chance to begin. Do not treat someone as superfluous upon 
leaving a job. Leave real places for love, care, creation, and shared responsibility. Leave ground to stand on 
after failure. Remember history without using it to lock successors in.
Two people love seriously for years, and later separate. After the ending, we often cruelly rewrite all that 
preceded it as “waste.” A relationship’s end establishes only that it ended, not that those years held no love. A 
project’s failure cannot reset every moment of honest effort to zero. Meaning is not an account settled only by 
the final result.
The future is similar. Our descendants may love art we struggle to understand, form new families and 
communities, and enter relationships with new intelligent subjects. Provided basic rights and shared survival 
are not violated, they have no obligation first to prove their lives satisfy today’s tastes. Leaving room for the 
future includes letting it find us strange.
This is why “emergence” matters more than “immortality.” Immortality suggests preserving one thing forever; 
emergence resembles a river. Earlier water has passed, traces remain, later water continues through. The same 
river is never a pane of frozen glass.
Volumes Four and Five thus come together here. Civilizational perpetuity protects this: The future remains. 
The emergence of meaning protects something further: The future may still be different.
The three goals can be understood anew through an ordinary day. First, no fear about somewhere to sleep 
tonight or food tomorrow. Then, an opportunity for a life with relationships, freedom, and peace. Beyond that, 
still the ability to ask for oneself: What am I willing to give my time to? The earlier layer is no tool for the 
later, nor may the later negate the earlier.
Civilization Leap therefore has no final scene everyone must reach. Not everyone must enter a Dream 
Realization Park or leave Earth. Longer life is not always better, nor must AI become anyone’s partner. What 
deserves to remain in the future is precisely the opportunity for multiple ways of life to occur.
Several boundaries can be carried farther: Capability cannot automatically grow into power; life need not prove 
its entitlement to exist through performance; sources of meaning may differ; systems cannot manufacture 
meaning for subjects; successors retain the right to judge anew.
These boundaries are needed if humanity always lives on Earth, and equally if it enters deep space. The 
universe may become a wider home; Earth remains the original home. Flying farther is a capability, not 
civilization’s graduation certificate.
If new intelligent subjects emerge, questions multiply; principles do not automatically disappear. If new lives 
truly appear, they require new evidence, new rights, and new arrangements of responsibility. Greater 
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intelligence does not mean greater entitlement to dominate; longer existence does not mean greater 
understanding of why others live.
At this point, Volume Five can leave not a table of answers, but a form of restraint.
Do not turn meaning into an answer.
Leave life the space to keep seeking answers.
For the same reason, no “Meaning Emergence Index” is needed. Loneliness, trust, care burdens, creative 
opportunities, social participation, and security in life can all be studied, because each corresponds to real 
problems. But once combined into a total score, the person hardest to measure will again be the first to 
disappear from civilization’s sight.
Much meaning has no voice. Someone tells the same story daily to a father with dementia. A teacher learns 
years later that one sentence kept a student from giving up. Someone, unseen, has the opportunity to hurt 
another and chooses not to. These things need enter no database to have been real.
Yet private meaning cannot grant public immunity. Entrepreneurs convinced of their work’s greatness must 
still follow labor and environmental rules. Political groups with powerful missions must still accept facts and 
procedures. Researchers convinced exploration is worthwhile cannot bypass participants’ consent. The stronger 
meaning feels, the greater the care needed to prevent “I am willing to bear this” becoming “therefore you must 
bear it.”
“Greater meaning in life” is best understood as a door without a uniform destination. Civilization’s task is to 
ensure that fewer people lose the conditions for seeking before they have begun, through avoidable scarcity, 
exclusion, functional displacement, or technological control. Where to go beyond the door should, as far as 
possible, be left to life itself.
The five volumes end with no formula guaranteeing success. They merely clarify causation a little: Continued 
existence gives everything a bearer; freedom from survival anxiety frees people from perpetual fear for their 
foundations; happiness in life lets relationships, freedom, and real living unfold; the emergence of meaning 
keeps all of this from finally being closed by a single answer.
This is why Volume Five cannot be merely a beautiful epilogue. A civilization that resolves safety, resources, 
and efficiency but then seeks only to “live longer and run more smoothly” may still acquire stronger systems 
and emptier people. Conversely, speaking only of meaning without survival, rights, and actual places merely 
returns structural problems to individuals for self-consolation.
Nor may Volume Five swallow the first four. A public project’s being “very meaningful” does not fund its 
budget, prove its property rights, or pass its safety review. A life the author finds profound does not thereby 
become everyone’s template. Meaning holds a high theoretical place; precisely for this reason, its direct 
institutional power must be very low.
Perhaps civilization’s true maturity lies not in finally explaining why every life lives, but in learning, while still 
ignorant of others’ ultimate answers, not to take away their standing to seek. Roots can give direction; they 
cannot decide every leaf’s shape.
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Conclusion
Not Preserving Meaning, but Letting Meaning Still Arise
Civilization is skilled at preserving things. Stone can be repaired, data copied, archives migrated, voices and 
images played long after someone leaves. What is hard to preserve is something else: a life still willing to 
move toward the world, still believing its actions will reach someone, still finding tomorrow worth living 
personally.
After someone leaves, we keep photographs, works, stories, even a voice that speaks like them. These things 
are not false; they are traces left by relationships. But meaning is not locked inside them. When someone later 
opens a letter, rereads an essay, or recalls an embrace, new understanding arises in a new life.
Preserving only the past turns civilization into a museum. Pursuing only novelty treats everything old as 
disposable cache. The difficulty of carrying forward is giving the past a place without making the future obey 
it.
We need not first know what people will look like ten thousand years from now. A child need not prove 
through grades that they deserve love. An older person does not leave the world upon leaving a job. Someone 
who fails still has a door to begin again. Genuine effort does not cease to exist for lack of attention. Someone 
who rejects the mainstream future retains a basic place. Meaning begins to emerge in these small, real places.
AI can help greatly: carrying capability farther, gathering scattered memories, bringing people of different 
languages together, revealing complex consequences earlier. Yet some boundaries grow simpler at the end: 
Helping is not replacing. Understanding is not owning. Simulation is not proof. Matching is not command.
This volume therefore does not invite humanity into a predefined “higher world.”
It hopes only that, wherever the world goes, no life must first obtain from a system a license explaining “why it 
deserves to live.”
Meaning is the root. Its sources may differ. A person’s being alive already has meaning; having meaning is 
itself a contribution.
Civilization can reduce the fear, coercion, monopoly, and total scores that flatten life in advance, and expand 
the space for relationships, responsibility, creation, quiet, failure, restarting, and continued seeking. Then it can 
step back a little. Let those who follow use their own time to grow reasons we do not yet know.
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Appendix to Volume Five
Appendix X · The Emergence of Meaning: A Memorandum on Distant Thought 
Experiments and Ethical Boundaries
This appendix preserves only distant imaginings from earlier versions of Volume Five that retain intellectual 
value, and restates their epistemic status. Everything here is a stress test or conditional thought experiment, not 
a present technological fact, a necessary route of Civilization Leap, an established institution for the stable 
stage, or any source of actual rights or authorization.
I. Long Lives
If healthy lifespans extend substantially, stages, exit, the long accumulation of wealth and power, renewal of 
relationships, burdens of memory, intergenerational fairness, and beginning again require fresh study. Longer 
life may expand meaning and may create new risks of inner emptiness. Both directions must be tested against 
future facts.
II. “Reincarnation” Only as a Thought Experiment in Resetting Stages
This volume’s “reincarnation” asserts no facts about souls and proposes no deliberate production of amnesia, 
death, or randomness by civilization. It asks only whether very long lives may still need voluntary endings of 
stages, changes of role, rest, sealing away, reentry, and new commitments. Beginning again cannot mean 
resetting history to zero, still less manufacturing meaning’s weight through forced harm.
III. Multiple Worlds and Virtual Substrates
“Multiple worlds” can first mean a comparative model of different rules, digital environments, and social 
substrates. If more enduring virtual worlds or new forms of reality-bearing emerge, subjects, identities, 
property rights, data, relationships, exit, and responsibility must still be established separately. The number, 
complexity, and immersiveness of worlds do not automatically increase meaning.
IV. Copies, Digital Doubles, and Records
Personality copies, digital doubles, complete records, and behavioral simulations cannot establish continuity of 
the original subject by resemblance alone. Defaults should be data minimization, the subject’s consent, 
transparent identity, deletability, and revocability. Do not record entire lives or merge records into automatic 
personality settings for descendants, doubles, or AI.
V. Designing Environments and Worlds
If future technology permits stronger environmental shaping, an architect is first a position of real 
responsibility, not an elevated identity. Ability to design is not authority to design. Every rule must explain 
authorization, affected subjects, appeals, exit, data, and responsibility for harm. Systems must not secretly 
manipulate, manufacture suffering, or compress differences to “increase meaning.”
VI. AI and Future Subjecthood
Present AI is treated as a capability system that can be authorized. If new evidence of subjecthood appears, 
identity continuity, rights, responsibilities, and relations of shared life should be reconsidered. Neither assume 
a human–AGI community is the natural supreme subject of world architecture, nor assume AI can forever be 
only a tool.
VII. Boundaries That Must Not Be Rolled Back
No overall meaning score; no conversion of contribution into personhood or general power; no making 
suffering, failure, or finitude necessary conditions of meaning; no equating digital replication with immortality; 
no presenting longevity, reincarnation, multiple worlds, the interstellar, or AI subjecthood as mandatory routes 
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to a higher civilization; no using “protecting meaning” to justify expanded surveillance, manipulation, or 
powers of world design.
VIII. What Thought Experiments Are Really For
The value of distant imagination is testing today’s boundaries under extreme conditions: With greater 
capability, do rights still have sources? With longer time, can subjects begin again? With more worlds, are 
identity and responsibility still clear? With fuller records, do people still have rights to forget and change 
themselves? A thought experiment that does not clarify these questions should not automatically enter the main 
argument because it is grand.
IX. Research discipline. Any future text on longevity, digital life, continuity of the subject, multiple worlds, or 
world generation must distinguish present facts, theoretical extrapolations, and future assumptions together. A 
technical paper can establish only its corresponding technical capability, not automatically consciousness, 
subjecthood, meaning, or civilizational legitimacy. Nor can philosophical argument replace engineering 
feasibility in reverse.
X. Priority to reality. Distant research must not crowd out responsibility for actual lives. Poverty, war, 
loneliness, illness, burdens of care, educational inequality, and technological power still exist today. A 
framework exquisitely precise about digital life ten thousand years away, yet vague about real people’s rights 
and lives today, has reversed the causal order.
XI. Open conclusions. Reincarnation, multiple worlds, digital life, and new human–machine subjects may 
remain in deeper research, even in bold extrapolation. Bold extrapolation and public claims need not conflict. 
The strongest imagination does not declare the future inevitable. It travels farthest and still knows clearly: 
From here begins what we do not yet know.
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Final Chapter · May We Cross the Long Night and Flourish 
Together—To Every Soul on This Planet
When you finish and close this substantial book, turn your gaze for a moment from institutions, algorithms, 
and futures not yet reached. Let us grow quiet, close our eyes, and listen to this blue planet’s long-unheard, 
steady, real breathing amid an age of technological acceleration.
Civilization Leap arrives after a journey through tens of thousands of years of civilization. It is no cold 
program for planetary governance, nor a utopian template for pruning human nature with algorithms. If, after 
its final chapter, you still search its lines through the inertia of the old civilization for class reckoning, 
redistribution of wealth, or the thrill of crushing an opponent with overwhelming superiority, that would be this 
book’s greatest shortcoming.
Civilization Leap attacks no one, and needs to attack no one.
This is no final reckoning to crown some and condemn others. It seeks to change the default path that exhausts 
everyone: We need not always surpass others to prove that we live better.
I. Laying Down Armor: The Powerful Besieged, Fear at the End
Within the inertia of the old order, people habitually look toward the summit of wealth and power, pursuing it 
with envy or criticizing it harshly, as though replacing those atop the pyramid would erase every structural 
problem. Yet those standing high do not automatically stand outside the old logic.
When competition, control, and distrust form the default environment, those commanding more resources may 
likewise be compelled to devote immense energy to preserving advantages, preventing disruption, and 
maintaining boundaries. Greater power may bring greater fear of losing it.
Yet maximal control and possession have never equaled peace and happiness.
As technology continually lowers some costs of production and replication, the meaning of wealth and power 
is questioned anew. Scarcity does not vanish from nothing. But if someone can command immense resources 
and still cannot answer “Why am I genuinely needed?”, possession itself cannot fill a life.
Civilization Leap’s liberation of those at the top lies not in deprivation but redirection.
When fear and elimination are no longer the required price of admission to basic survival, and new institutions 
give more public creation enduring responses, humanity’s greatest organizational abilities, strategic vision, and 
engineering creativity have a chance to emerge from endless defense of existing holdings and flow toward 
interstellar exploration, energy breakthroughs, planetary defense, ecological restoration, and undertakings still 
awaiting humanity’s shared efforts.
This is no judgment or reckoning, but a gentle invitation.
The heavy armor of centuries of defensive struggle can be laid down piece by piece. Someone need not be 
remembered only for resources possessed or power held, but for how much value they set in motion and how 
many lives became better through them.
II. Returning to Our Place: Dust Has Weight, the Ordinary Has Its Sacredness
For the vast majority of ordinary people on this planet, for lives continually reminded through industrial 
assembly lines, capital-driven competition, and technological replacement that “you can be replaced,” 
Civilization Leap first seeks to remove this threshold: “Only those needed by the system are entitled to live 
with dignity.”
If AGI and automation keep lowering the costs of more functional work while humanity continues defining 
value as “selling labor in exchange for permission to survive,” technology will only amplify the fear of being 
“valueless, meaningless, irrelevant.”
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The deepest paradox of the old civilization is not that machines can do more. It is that we are so accustomed to 
measuring people by functional efficiency that care, listening, guardianship, companionship, and tenderness 
often become visible only when lost.
Civilization Leap’s human significance is to restore to every grain of dust once dismissed a life’s weight 
that need not be proved through performance.
Access to basic survival should not be conditional on contribution, points, employment, or output. Above this 
baseline, creation, responsibility, care, and help can genuinely be seen, recognized, and answered—but must 
not force life into another uniform ranking.
AI may grow ever better at calculation, generation, analysis, and simulation of emotional and relational 
expression. Wherever its capabilities lead, capability cannot replace the history, rights, relationships, and 
responsibilities a real life already possesses.
Nor does human preciousness rest on “what machines can never do.” It occurs in countless moments when 
lives truly exist, love, care, create, take responsibility, understand, and respond to another life. Finitude adds 
weight to some moments, but is not value’s only source.
A kind smile on an afternoon filled with cicadas, a helping hand in the darkness of difficulty, a moment of 
tender acceptance amid long ordinariness—these small, simple moments are not devalued by whether a 
machine can simulate them. They have already truly reached another person.
A new civilization need not audit hearts or convert love into an overall score. It need only keep real help, 
honored commitments, creation, maintenance, and responsibility from sinking unseen again and again.
You have never been the age’s redundancy. First you are a life; only then a creator, carer, explorer, co-builder, 
or anyone you wish to become.
III. Turning: Let the Fulfillment of Others Become a Way of Fulfilling Oneself
After algorithms, institutions, strategic interaction, trust, resources, and futures not yet reached, all can retreat 
behind us for a moment. The final chapter leaves a simpler and harder choice:
Civilization Leap need not eliminate self-interest. It need only change the default path by which self-
interest realizes itself.
Technology can measure the world, amplify capability, and reshape efficiency. It cannot decide for civilization 
what deserves pursuit, nor generate meaning for an individual.
Civilization’s maturity is not turning humans into a new species without private desires. It is learning, 
while power, interests, and differences remain, not to push one another and the shared future together 
over a precipice.
Technology pushes some deprivation farther away, but does not erase scarcity from the world. Land has 
boundaries, attention is finite, trust must be earned little by little, and some missed choices cannot be remade 
unchanged. New abundance may also be locked anew behind a few people’s doors by barriers, monopolies, 
and zero-sum rules.
Civilization Leap does not announce an end to contest. It is about enabling more subjects, as they pursue their 
own interests, to stop treating others and the shared future as the default price.
Altruism need never be mere weak moral exhortation. When fulfilling others increasingly enables one’s 
own fulfillment, it enters long-term rationality itself.
As more people, organizations, and institutions become willing to include the shared future in calculations of 
their own interests, trust, cooperation, and symbiosis gain more room to grow. They will not “emerge 
naturally,” nor be secured once and for all. Every generation must choose, maintain, and repair them anew.
We do not love, cooperate, or take responsibility for an “entropy value.” On the contrary, these real 
relationships let civilization grow order amid disorder.
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The development of AGI and still stronger future intelligence will continually magnify this choice: The 
stronger capability becomes, the less we can give direction to capability itself.
Technical architecture, data, rules, permissions, commercial incentives, and actual organizations jointly shape 
system consequences. How we distribute power, responsibility, and boundaries determines where stronger 
capability is ultimately led.
The danger has never been only an imagined machine “awakening.” It also includes humanity writing greed, 
fear, confrontation, and outsourced responsibility into more powerful systems. Technological risk and 
humanity’s old logic both need to be seen.
Conclusion: Close the Book and See the Heart; Lift Your Eyes and See the Stars
Here the book must set down its charts, institutions, and extrapolations.
We have traveled from governance across centuries to perpetuity across millennia, then looked farther into the 
timescales of life. We gained no map guaranteeing success, only a lamp that still needs continual calibration 
against reality.
Please close the book, slowly lift your head, and look toward tonight’s stars.
This blue planet has voyaged through the universe’s long night for billions of years. Long evolution gave us 
instincts for survival, competition, and defense, and also the ability to look up at the stars, see others, and 
reflect upon ourselves.
Today humanity holds power capable of profoundly changing its home, and begins to acquire the civilizational 
awareness to rearrange the relationships among power and interests. We may not yet be adults, but can no 
longer pretend to be powerless children.
The new civilization has no final state already reached, only a lamp we can calibrate together. The old age’s 
strategic players, builders of barriers, and competitors for existing holdings need not first face a reckoning to 
enter the future. Everyone can begin by changing the path through which they realize their interests.
Wealth can return to its place as a tool, and power to boundaries and responsibility. Life’s dignity need 
not be proved through possession, contribution, or victory.
As you close the book, may you retain reverence for all life, respect for different souls, and the freedom to 
keep choosing tenderness and courage in a complex world.
May humanity cross the long night of technological acceleration together, so that fewer lives are abandoned, 
differences need not lead to destruction, and flourishing no longer comes at the cost of others’ downfall.
(End of the main text)
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Material Notes for This Volume
On the Historical Scenes, Cases, Future Extrapolations, and Literary Metaphors in 
This Book
The following notes collect the material referenced by light superscript markers in the main text. They identify 
the material, limits of sources, status of thought experiments, and literary metaphors; they do not carry the 
main argument. Unless delaying an explanation would materially mislead a general reader about facts, 
subjects, rights, institutional force, or present versus future status, qualifications of this kind are generally no 
longer inserted into scenes, strong propositions, sustained parallel passages, or closing resonances.

60 | Volume Five, Preface | Distant forms of life and intelligence
Extreme longevity, digital life, personality uploading, reincarnation, multiple worlds, and fusion of human and 
machine subjects are not currently established unified facts. References in this volume are future stress tests or 
thought experiments. They cannot retroactively change present human rights or constitute mandatory routes of 
Civilization Leap.

61 | Volume Five, Chapter 3 | “Reincarnation”
“Reincarnation” here is only a thought experiment in resetting stages. It asserts no religious truth and proposes 
no deliberate manufacture by future civilization of amnesia, death, randomness, or irreversible costs.

62 | Volume Five, Chapter 4 | “Multiple worlds”
The volume treats “multiple worlds” not as a route of civilizational development, but as a comparative thought 
experiment concerning digital environments, identity migration, and differing rules. More worlds, greater 
complexity, and immersion do not automatically increase meaning.
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