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Every force is a stake. A stake has a price. The blade has no blunt side — the one facing
the holder is always honed exactly as much as the combat edge.
This is the Sword in the Heart.
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¥ Hall 1. The Blade — Why Every Force Is a Stake

"The blade does not choose whose chest to pierce. It is simply sharp on both sides — and the side

facing the holder is no blunter than the other."

2E-armsmith, sharpening the carrying law

Introduction

June 21, 1851, London's Simpson's Grand Divan. Adolf Anderssen gives up a bishop, then both rooks,
then the queen — about twenty-five points of material — and checkmates with three remaining minor
pieces. His opponent, Lionel Kieseritzky, has a full queen and both rooks on the board. The richest in
material lost; the one who gave away almost everything won.

Strength and vulnerability here seem forged from a single piece of metal. The wielder raises the blade
for superiority over the board — and with the same motion exposes the side that was previously
shielded by the elbow.

The question that drags the entire hall and the whole book behind it: what if superiority is not what
the system possesses, but what it pays for it? And if so — can the price be calculated in advance,
before the blade enters?
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The Blade: Force Is The Split, Not a Property

1851, London: How to give away everything and win

The game was a casual one — a warm-up between rounds of the first international tournament in
history, the stake was zero. Anderssen, a quiet mathematics teacher from Breslau, played against
Kieseritzky, a Parisian professional who charged five francs per lesson. In twenty-three moves,
Anderssen sacrificed a bishop (move 11), both rooks (from move 18), and the queen (move 22) —
and checkmated with three minor pieces. Kieseritzky lost only three pawns. He kept all his heavy
material — and was checkmated in the corner into which he had been driven. The game was
called the Immortal; it has been printed in textbooks for 170 years.

All the material — mass — remained with the loser and did not help: a piece in the corner does
not strike. Anderssen's strength was not in what he possessed (he gave away almost everything),
but in the single line he had opened. The sacrifices opened lines under the king — this is the ®-
Drive of the attack. And he raised the blade not blindly: he saw a forced mate (gJ-Bypass with
control of the last move) where Kieseritzky saw free pieces. The final move of the pin was his —
parity was calculated from the stock of patterns (#) before the blade entered. The entire
difference between the Immortal Game and a beginner's blunder, giving away the queen "on a
whim," is not in the sacrifice, but in whether you know which bite it will end with.

From this follows the carrying law of the hall: force is not what the system possesses, but
what it stakes. And every stake exposes a flank. The queen is worth nine pawns — precisely
because its loss costs nine, not one, and the strongest piece perishes in attack most often of all:
the price is forged into it at the sharpening, not arriving by accident.
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Three blades on three bodies

One law cuts with three edges, and each has its own currency of account. They are visible on
three systems that have nothing in common with each other except the way they die.

Form — the cheetah. The fastest land animal: 0—100 km/h in three seconds, like a hypercar,
ceiling 102—114 km/h. The entire body is honed along a single axis: light skeleton, weak jaws,
small canines, non-retractable claws — for traction, not for fighting. The burst lasts 20—30
seconds and about three to four hundred meters, after that — a quarter of an hour of heavy
breathing to recover. And here is the bill: in some populations, up to half of the cheetah's prey is
taken by lions and hyenas, and it gives up the kill without a fight — it has nothing to fight with.
The flank is exposed in plain sight and deferred not for a second: the cheetah is most defenseless
precisely when it has just been the fastest of all. Superiority along € is bought with a hole along

— here and now.

Mass — WeWork. Adam Neumann's company leased offices on a long-term basis, fragmented
them into short-term subleases, and in January 2019 was valued at $47 billion — more than any
private startup in America. One line from the IPO prospectus exposed the mechanics: in 2018,
WeWork lost $1.9 billion on $1.8 billion in revenue — it spent more than a dollar to earn a dollar.
Within six weeks of the report's publication, the valuation collapsed from $47 billion to ten, the
IPO was withdrawn, Neumann was ousted. In November 2023 — bankruptcy, $19 billion in debt.
Here the flank is not exposed tactically: WeWork did not burn from a strike, but from
maintenance. Long-term leases — a fixed obligation, burning fuel faster than it brought in;
SoftBank's cheap capital held growth like an external prosthesis. The stake grew, office demand
fell — the prosthesis was disconnected, and the system hit ><: the mass it boasted of became a
bill it had no means to pay. The blade of mass pays not with a hole in the side, but with the cost
of holding weight.

Time — Kodak. In 1975, Kodak engineer Steven Sasson, 24 years old, assembled the world's
first digital camera: a box the size of a toaster, 3.6 kg, an image recorded to a cassette in 23
seconds. The company patented the invention and shelved it — digital would have eaten film,
and film brought in almost all its revenue (peak $16 billion in 1996). Management's reaction to
the demonstration: "cute, but don't tell anyone." Thirty-seven years later, in January 2012,
Kodak filed for bankruptcy — killed by the very technology it had birthed. This is the blade of
time: the loop that generated profit in the first phase (film) turned into a ><-trap in the second,
preventing the leap into digital. The cure and the poison are the same substance, diluted across

time.
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The reverse side: the one that does not stake does not win

Autumn 2018, London, match for the world crown. Magnus Carlsen (rating 2835) versus
Fabiano Caruana (2832) — three points difference, the closest challenger in decades. Twelve
classical games — twelve draws in a row: this had never happened in the entire history of world
championships, not a single decisive game. In the 12th, Carlsen offered a draw from a better
position — deliberately, to stretch to rapid tie-breaks; Kasparov and Kramnik called it cowardice.
Twelve draws — the purest demonstration of the reverse side of the law. Two systems
maintaining an ideal “ € # balance and exposing nothing cannot beat each other: neither
creates an advantage, and without an advantage there is nothing to win with — the game hits
"no advantage," and there is no Bypass, no combat reserve accumulated for a breakthrough on
any move. Invincibility turned not into victory, but into zero. The crown shifted only when the
format forced a Bypass (@J): in rapid games, where the clock does not allow one to sit it out and
someone must be the first to risk, Carlsen won three out of three. The title changed precisely at
the moment when a stake appeared on the board — meaning the law confirmed itself here too,
from the black side. Strength without a stake does not lose beautifully — it does not
win at all.

Deferral does not cancel the price — it compounds interest

The system is drawn to hide the bill, and there are three standard ways — each has already been
demonstrated live above.

» Mass. While the budget is abundant, the exposed flank does not chafe — but mass
merely pays for maintaining the skew without eliminating it; when the budget sags, the
bill will be presented all at once. This was WeWork: while cheap capital flowed, the
holes were invisible.

» Rent (rented axis). A collapsed axis is propped up by an external tool: in the
passport it shows an even 33/33/33, a true Shark, but disconnect the prosthesis and
the axis collapses to zero. That same SoftBank was the rented axis of WeWork's growth.

» Externalization. The price is exported beyond the perimeter — most often to a future
self, like Kodak, which deferred payment for the shelved digital for thirty-seven years.
The common diagnosis for all three: the price is deferred, but not cancelled, and
deferral compounds interest — because the collapse of a deferred stake is always
steeper than a direct bill.
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#®¥ Paradoxes of the Blade

Paradox 1

Why does the strongest piece perish in attack more often than the weakest — and does this mean
that the sharpness of the tool and the brevity of its safe distance are one forged quantity, not two
different ones?

Paradox 2

If the only way to rise above average along an axis is to fall below average along another, does
"strength without an exposed flank" even exist — or are these two projections of one operation of
The Split?

Paradox 3

The Even Shark does not expose itself to a blow and does not collapse — so why does its
invincibility turn not into victory, but into eternal second place in any race against a specialist?

Paradox 4

If mass, rent, and externalization can defer the settlement of the stake, then why does deferral
not save, but merely compound interest — and the collapse of deferred force comes harder than
the direct bill would have?

2E Verdict: the blade has no blunt side

Anderssen gave away the queen and won, the cheetah is the fastest and the most defenseless of all,
WeWork boasted of mass and burned from maintenance, Kodak birthed the weapon that killed it —
four substrates, one bill. Nowhere did force turn out to be a property of the system; everywhere it was
a stake, and a stake — an exposed flank, cost of maintenance, or a reverse turn of time.

The non-trivial twist — where the law rules itself (this is a mirror hall, it must name where it breaks).
"Every force = exposed flank" holds strictly for the blade of form — the cheetah. Force-mass does
not expose a flank: WeWork did not offer a side; it paid the cost of holding. Force-time likewise:
Kodak was killed not by an open flank, but by its own winning loop on the next turn. The break-test
does not break the carrying law, but sharpens it to a formula: every force is a stake with a price;
form pays with a flank, mass with maintenance, time with a reverse turn. Priceless force
still does not exist — but the currency of the bill depends on the edge.

This blade has no blunt side. The one facing the holder is always honed exactly as much as the combat
edge.

The next hall introduces the organ that carries this price inside the head: the Settler —
a living model of the other, by which the system predicts where to strike, and by which
it also pays.

*Xe
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Test Yourself
Questions on understanding the material

1. The queen is worth 9 chips, a pawn — 1. An attack with a queen, if it fails, costs the loss of
the queen (—9); if it succeeds (in an exchange, not a mate), it yields a conditional +5. At
what minimum probability of success p does the stake "bring in the queen" have a positive
expectation, if failure = —9, success = +5? Calculate the threshold.

2. WeWork in 2018: a loss of $1.9 billion on revenue of $1.8 billion. How many cents did the
company burn for every dollar of revenue? And a second question: name the rented axis
that held its Split even — and what happened to the profile when that prosthesis was
disconnected.

3. The cheetah accelerates to ~110 km/h, but holds the burst for only 20—30 seconds. Convert
110 km/h to m/s and estimate the theoretical distance over 25 seconds; the real limit of the
burst is about 460 m. Where does the gap come from, and what does it say about the point
at which superiority along the axis of speed turns into a deficit along the axis of defense?

% System Protocols

Protocol "Measuring the Exposed Flank" (recognition: where the system paid for its
strength)

Step 1: Find the axis of superiority — along which axis the system is above average. This is the
blade with which it strikes.

Step 2: Check the opposite axis for a dip. Form? — look for an exposed flank here and now
(cheetah after the burst). Mass? — calculate the cost of maintenance, not a flank (WeWork). If
you find an even 33/33/33 with an obvious superiority — ask the question of rent: "which axis
will collapse if the external tool disappears tomorrow?"

Step 3: Date the bill. Has the payment already arrived (flank visible) or is it deferred (mass /
rent / externalization)? Mark a deferred one as interest accruing: the collapse will be steeper
than a direct bill.

Protocol "Blade's Safety Catch" (break-test: where the carrying law ceases to cut)

Step 1: Before calling a force an "exposed flank," determine the edge. Only the blade of form is
obliged to expose a flank; mass and time pay differently.

Step 2: If you are facing a force-mass without a single sagging axis — do not invent a flank that
does not exist (fighting shadows). Convert the bill into the currency of maintenance: how much
fuel does holding the weight consume, and who contributes it?

Step 3: If the force has neither an exposed flank, nor a cost of maintenance, nor a reverse turn
— stop: you are not facing a blade, but an object outside the jurisdiction of the law. Do not
attribute a price where there is nothing to present it with, otherwise the law turns into a
horoscope.
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¥ Hall 1.1. The Settler — The Organ That Pays for
Power

e

"A model is not a portrait of the object. A portrait hangs, a model runs. Stop driving it — and you
get a portrait: similar, exact, dead."

2E-modeler, distinguishing the living from the captured

Introduction

1903, Paris laboratory. Edouard Bénédictus, a 24-year-old chemist, had been searching
unsuccessfully for four years for a way to make automotive glass unbreakable: tempering produced
cracks, reinforcement produced bubbles. One day he drops an empty flask from a height of one metre
— it cracks into a web, but does not shatter: inside, a dried collodion film from a previous experiment
holds it together. Thousands of lab assistants had seen the same before him and swept the pieces into
a dustpan. Bénédictus understood in 30 seconds: this is the answer — the film binds the fragments.
In 1904 he patents Triplex; by 1910 his glass goes into the first automobiles, and by 1915 into gas
masks for the trenches. One stimulus for all, a solution for only one.

Hall 1 showed: the blade has no blunt side, every force cuts its holder. But how does the system even
know where to strike, that a shard is a solution, and a threat is real? Here — the organ that both
predicts the future and is itself a stake: what is this thing that catches from noise what others do not
see there, and why is it paid for with pain?
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The Settler: A Living Model on Foreign Hardware

Three stories, one organ

Bénédictus (1903). Years of work on Triplex built in his head a £*-model of the problem
"unbreakable glass" — he knew what did not work (tempering), but did not know the solution.
The shard of the flask became a ®-Drive: the model instantly recognised in the waste a
@J-Bypass. Four years of feed — and 30 seconds of insight.

John Snow (1854). London, cholera epidemic: 500 deaths in 10 days, 89% of them in the
vicinity of the Broad Street pump. Snow, a physician, had been nurturing a Settler of cholera as a
waterborne infection for several years, contrary to the prevailing miasma theory. He plotted
deaths on a map and hit ><: all paths led to the pump. The model suggested that removing the
pump handle was a @J-Bypass, and mortality dropped the same day. The Settler predicted the
source before the bacterium was seen under a microscope (30 years later).

Magnus Carlsen (2013). World Championship against Viswanathan Anand, Game 9. On
move 37 Carlsen sacrifices a pawn — in a position where the computer gives 0.00, but he sees a
forced line 12 moves deep that leads to mate. He does not calculate the entire tree — his Settler
of the chess position has already compressed the space to a single line where the @J-bite is
guaranteed. He wins the game and becomes champion two games later. The model worked on
feed from hundreds of thousands of games and thousands of hours of analysis; without it, the
pawn would have been simply a loss.

Common mechanics: the Settler is a dynamic model of a phenomenon, deployed and
running in your brain. Not a record about the subject (that is statics, a #-cast), but its
running simulation, which you drive forward and ask "what next." Import of another's contour
onto your substrate — a mirror of i-obj (the former exports its Blueprint outward). The accuracy
of prediction is not magic, but the result of long feeding on evidence.

Feeding spins, hunger folds

The organ has a metabolism. Feed is an inflow of information: each new piece of
evidence "spins" the model, enriches it, increases resolution (€& grows). Stop feeding — the
momentum drops, and the living model folds into knowledge. This is not forgetting: the data
remain intact, you remember the facts — but the model no longer runs, no longer produces
"what next." Knowledge is the Settler with € amputated.

Lord Kelvin (1900). The physicist who created thermodynamics declared in 1900: "There is
nothing new to be discovered in physics now." His Settler of physics had been a most powerful
Oracle for half a century — but he stopped feeding it new experimental evidence (radioactivity,
X-rays). By 1905 the model predicted the Earth's age at 20—40 million years — 100 times less
than the real 4.5 billion — and rejected quanta as "nonsense." Drift: confidence rose, accuracy
fell. When Einstein published relativity, Kelvin's Settler was already a corpse — exact knowledge
of the past, not prediction of the future. Hunger does not choose: it folds both harmful phantoms
and useful Oracles.
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The feeding axis: Oracle < drift < phantom

One organ lives on a scale with three positions of the knob — set by the balance of real-fed
nutrition.

» Underfed — dead knowledge. Data without prediction. The multiplication table:
no Settler, nothing to spin.

« Grounded and moderately fed — Oracle. The model runs forward and checks
against the real on every move. Snow, Bénédictus, Carlsen — their models are accurate
because they are replenished with fresh cases. Carlsen in 2013 analysed every day; his
hit rate in prediction — 12 moves without error.

» Overfed on image and unmoored from the real —» phantom. Kelvin in his late
years fed on his own old theories — image replaced evidence. His model produced
beautiful numbers, but they diverged from experience. Growing confidence with falling
hits — the thermometer of disconnection. Between the Oracle and the phantom there is
no wall, only drift, and it is silent.

Death on two levels and the measured gap

The organ dies in two ways. By hunger — de-feeding folds the model into knowledge
(reversible: Snow, if he stopped reading maps, would lose his feel, but the facts would remain).
With the carrier — when the hardware itself dies. Dementia shows the second level: in
Alzheimer's disease, which affects 1 in 9 people over 65, the Settler of the person (whom you are)
dissolves together with the substrate — hunger cannot take it.

The gap between the living phase and the folded one has been measured experimentally: studies
in the 2010s (e.g., work by Kahneman and Frederick) have shown that the experiencing self
and the remembering self give different evaluations of the same event. Upon folding, the
model compresses the episode by peak and end, discarding duration. This is not a hypothesis —
it is a measured phenomenon, and it exactly explains why knowledge about a person (facts) and
understanding them in real time (the Settler) are different phases of one organ.
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®® Paradoxes of the Organ

Paradox 1

If one shard is rubbish for thousands, and a solution for one, what exactly catches the clue:
perception, common to all, or a charged model that only one had — and does this mean that "to
see" and "to have a ready Settler" are one event?

Paradox 2

If an unfed model is not erased but folds into knowledge, then is knowledge the death of the
Settler or its preserved life, and why then do "to learn" and "to understand in real time" feel like
different states of the same thing?

Paradox 3

If de-feeding folds both the phantom of resentment and the Oracle of the master equally, then
why do we call one and the same starvation of the organ sometimes healing and sometimes
disqualification — and does hunger have a criterion for whom to starve?

Paradox 4

If a drifting model sounds the more confident the less often it hits, then by what sign can one
distinguish the Oracle from a confident phantom from within — and is not the very growing
confidence during disconnection from the real the main clue to the disconnection?

2E Verdict: only what you feed stays alive

Bénédictus's shard, Snow's map, Carlsen's 12-move calculation — not about a sharp eye, but about a
charged organ behind the eye. The Settler is an imported model of the other, a mirror of the
Blueprint: one flies outward with its invariant, the other pulls the foreign inside and spins it for
prediction. And it pays for this with the same thing that every force from Hall 1 pays — an exposed
flank: the living model aches, and the unmoored one lies.

The non-trivial twist: knowledge is not the opposite of understanding, it is its corpse. The
same model with the dynamics removed. Therefore "to learn" and "to understand" are not two things,
but two phases, and the transition between them is a matter of feed, not effort. The expert does not
"forget" skill — he stops feeding it, and the Oracle quietly folds into a reference book. Drift does not
shout: it raises its voice exactly as it loses contact with reality.

Only what you keep driving stays alive. The rest is exact, similar, dead.

The next hall takes the organ at the moment of birth: how the move that is not yet on
the board is assembled from imagination — that is, how the Settler is first deployed.

) ™
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Test Yourself
Questions on understanding the material

1. Snow's model predicted cholera with 89% accuracy (hits in the pump area). If he stops
feeding it new cases for 5 years, and accuracy drops by 7% per year, after how many years
will it fall below 50%? Round to whole years and explain why his subjective confidence most
likely will not drop as fast.

2. Lord Kelvin estimated the Earth's age at 20 million years, the real value is 4.5 billion. By
how many times was he wrong? What does this gap say about the drift of his Settler into the
phantom phase?

3. Bénédictus spent 4 years searching for a solution, and the insight took 30 seconds. What is
the ratio of preparation time to insight time? What does his Settler turn into if he stops
working with glass after 1910?

% System Protocols

Protocol "Phase Measurement" (recognition: Oracle, drift, or corpse)

Step 1: Ask the model not "what do you know", but "what happens next". No answer to "what
next" — you are facing knowledge (a folded Blueprint), not a Settler.

Step 2: Check the prediction against the real over the last period. Confidence rises while hits fall
— drift, a silent damper failure. Holds hits — Oracle.

Step 3: Check the feed. What fed the model — fresh evidence or its own image? Image — the
model is unmoored; date the start of starvation.

Protocol "Feeding" (action: consciously raise or fold a model)

Step 1: Decide the sign. The model is harmful (phantom, resentment) — stop inflow and ground
it: goal — fold into knowledge. Useful (skill) — go to Step 2.

Step 2: Give fresh evidence from the real, not from the head: a new case, a new move, feedback
from the object. This returns € (momentum), not # (data are already intact).

Step 3: Set regularity of feed. An Oracle without periodic inflow drifts silently — schedule field
checks, otherwise disqualification creeps in under the guise of growing confidence.

12
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¥ Hall 2. Imagination — How the Move That Isn't
There Is Born

/ -

"To conceive the new, you must first dishonor the old logic. He who is not ready to be a fool at the

input will never become a genius at the output.”

2E-architect, launching the generators

Introduction

September 1928, London, St. Mary's Hospital laboratory. Alexander Fleming returns from holiday
and sees a strange mould in a Petri dish with bacteria — around it all the bacteria have died. Others in
his place would have discarded the spoiled sample. Fleming allowed himself to notice: this mould
kills something. Seventeen years later, penicillin would save hundreds of thousands of lives in World
War II, and in 1945 Fleming would receive the Nobel Prize. One image — millions of lives.

Why did Fleming see what others did not? And how is the move that is not in the textbooks born —

the one that breaks all templates and saves lives?

13
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The imagination pipeline: how the move that isn't there is assembled

Fleming, 1928: three phases of generation

1. Observational capacity — the input channel. By 1928, Fleming had been searching for
an antibacterial agent for nine years. He had studied hundreds of scientific papers, tried dozens
of chemicals, accumulated experience that allowed him to see the non-obvious. Without this
reservoir, the mould would have been just dirt, not a discovery.

2. Fragmentation and mix ("sex of ideas"). The bacteriological rules of the time: if there is
mould in a dish, it is spoiled and discarded. Fleming fractured this rule into fragments: "the
mould secretes a substance," "bacteria die," "this substance can be isolated." He did not take the
ready pattern "spoiled sample," but cobbled a new move from the fragments: mould as medicine.
This violated all canons — mould was considered an enemy, not an ally.

3. Compression — heuristic instead of pattern. Fleming did not follow the path of pattern
(simply discard the dish) — he chose heuristic: imagine that mould can be turned into medicine,
and test this experimentally. He isolated penicillin, tested it on bacteria, and published a paper
in 1929. True, it would take another 12 years for mass production — but the move had been
made.

Key conclusion: Fleming's genius is not that he accidentally noticed mould, but that he allowed
himself to consider an absurd idea and found a way to test it against reality.

Pattern-monoculture vs heuristic: Netflix vs Blockbuster

In 1997, Netflix launched an online DVD-by-mail rental service — this was a Bypass of the
pattern "go to a video store." But the true heuristic ascent happened in 2007: Netflix launched
streaming, abandoning physical discs. Blockbuster, valued at $5 billion in 2004 with 9,000
stores, clung to the pattern "video rental." In 2010, Blockbuster filed for bankruptcy, while
Netflix in 2023 reached 260 million subscribers and a market cap of nearly $200 billion. Pattern
(physical rental) was fast and understandable — but blind to streaming, which was precisely the
Bypass. Netflix imagined a move that did not yet exist in the industry.

Heuristic is an expensive ascent: the transition to streaming required belief that the internet
would hold (RW feeding) and landing (technical implementation). Blockbuster could have done
the same — but its Charioteer clung to a pattern that no longer worked.

Pattern wins by mass (Blockbuster dominated for 20 years), heuristic — by a single strike, but
only if it is landed.

14
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Two valves: lifting censorship and RW feeding

The generator needs two regulators. The first is input censorship. Fleming saw the mould that
others would have discarded because his censorship was softer: he allowed himself to notice the
anomaly. If he had said "spoiled — in the trash," penicillin would have been discovered 12 years
later.

The second valve is RW feeding. In 2007, Netflix was spending tens of millions on streaming,
not knowing if it would pay off. The founders had belief in the possibility — fuel that allowed
them not to fall back to pattern (DVD-by-mail). Without RW, they would have grasped the
familiar move (improve disc rental) and would not have bet on streaming. Low RW — a slip into
pattern; high RW — allows sustaining the heuristic ascent until landing.

The valves work in pairs: lifted censorship without RW gives chaos without output; RW without
lifted censorship — energetic but blind enumeration.

A windmill without landing: Theranos and others

Heuristic without landing is a windmill: imagination constructs an image, emotion rewards the
image, and the loop closes without a real move. A vivid example is Theranos: in the 2010s,
Elizabeth Holmes promised blood analysis from a single drop, and the company's valuation
reached $9 billion. But the technology did not work; landing did not happen. In 2018, the SEC
charged Holmes with fraud, the company collapsed, valuation fell to zero. This is a classic
windmill: they took off, but did not land.

Unlike Fleming, who had a real drug, and Netflix, which had a real service, Theranos had only an
image. Distinguishing a solver from a windmill is simple: the solver has a verifiable step, the
windmill has only a phantom. Fleming published a paper, Netflix launched a site — they landed.
Holmes promised but did not show a prototype.

15
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® Paradoxes of Imagination

Paradox 1

If disabling censorship at the input is a condition for the birth of a move, then it turns out that
the best generator is the one who can be an idiot. But an idiot does not know when to turn the
filter back on. Where is the boundary between genius freedom and professional schizophrenia?

Paradox 2

Pattern is the Syringe of typicality: it quickly finds a working move, but it is precisely this speed
that makes it blind to the non-standard, which was the solution. When to switch on the heuristic
ascent instead of grasping the familiar — and how not to confuse one with the other at the
moment of choice?

Paradox 3

Lifting censorship requires courage (RW feeding). But courage can be a consequence of belief in
the result, or it can be a lack of critical thinking. How to distinguish constructive risk from
overconfident cargo-culting?

Paradox 4

The dream generates combinations, but not solutions. If disabling censorship is so effective, why
does our brain not leave it turned off always? That means censorship is also needed — but at a
different stage. Which stage is correct?

2E Verdict: to conceive the new, you must first dishonor the old

Fleming does not discard the dish — he sees medicine in the mould. Netflix does not improve DVD
rental — it switches to streaming. Both allowed themselves to imagine a move that was not in the
textbooks, and landed it with reality. Pattern (Blockbuster) grasps the familiar — quickly and blindly;
it misses the non-standard, which was the solution. Heuristic does the opposite — ascends above the
template and lands on verification. The move-that-isn't-there is born from heuristic; what kills it is
not pattern itself, but pattern that has become the only voice.

The non-trivial twist: each path has its own price. Pattern pays with blindness — it does not see the
atypical. Heuristic pays with windmills — took off but did not land (Theranos). The safety catch of
heuristic is landing: a verifiable, falsifiable step against reality. Without it, imagination is not a
generator but a windmill, burning RW on empty images.

Pattern grasps what it has already seen. Heuristic sees what is not yet there — and lands to check that
it did not lie.

The next hall dissects the mechanics of heuristic — how geniuses ascend above the
template and put the Blueprint under the knife of the real.

*Xe
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Test Yourself
Questions on understanding the material

1. Fleming discovered penicillin in 1928 and received the Nobel Prize in 1945. How many
years passed? What percentage of Fleming's life (he was 47 then, born in 1881) did this
period constitute? And a question: why did 17 years pass between discovery and mass
application — and what does this say about the difference between imagination and its
landing?

2. Netflix switched to streaming in 2007, Blockbuster went bankrupt in 2010. How many
years did Blockbuster have to launch streaming but did not do so? (Difference of 3 years.)
What price did the pattern-monoculture pay for blindness?

3. Theranos was valued at $9 billion in 2015, and in 2018 — at zero. What was the average rate
of capital loss in billions per month? And why did the absence of landing (a working device)
lead to a crash rather than a gradual decline?

K System Protocols

Protocol "Launching the Generator” (controlled stance: unlocking the pipeline)

Step 1: Gather raw material — record all facts, numbers, others' solutions that relate to the
problem. Do not evaluate, just accumulate (as Fleming accumulated years of work).

Step 2: Disable input censorship — for 10 minutes, write down any ideas, even absurd ones,
without the right to criticise. This is not the final Blueprint, it is raw material for the mix (as
Fleming allowed himself to notice the mould).

Step 3: Compress by heuristic, not pattern — do not grab the most familiar option, but find the
one that you would have previously dismissed as "ridiculous," but which projects toward the
goal. Land it: make one verifiable step — one real, falsifiable step (like Fleming's publication or
Netflix's launch of streaming).

Protocol "Safety Catch Against Self-Hijack"” (stopping the windmill)

Step 1: If you notice that an idea seems brilliant but you do not know how to test it — mark this
as a red flag: ascent without landing (like Theranos).

Step 2: Force-generate three objections against your own idea — any, even stupid ones. If you
cannot, you are already in a windmill.

Step 3: Perform a minimum verifiable move in the real world (sketch a prototype, write a
thesis, take one step) — and compare the result with the image. The gap between image and
result is the damper that will bring you back to earth.
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