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You are an intelligent living human being, and in order to assure your meaning and success throughout life, you have to know everything about life, everywhere, in all forms and realities. You have to learn everything about nature, society, and organic life, about the true origins of life, about creating life and about the divine, and about your own meaning in life and in the world as an intelligent living human being. While these are not random ideas, but these specific needs for higher knowledge are embedded continuously within your own higher level intelligent needs and meanings, just because this is the case with all intelligent life. 

But is this important knowledge about life actually available to you and everyone else? Yes or no, since there are many instances to consider. Yet when you are capable to find the necessary knowledge about life, meaning, society, and the world, you are truly capable to live your life at the intelligent human level. While if you cannot find it, you keep on searching, since your own higher level needs and meanings never leave you alone until you learn everything necessary in life and in the world. And so you do, otherwise, you end up living your life on lower developmental levels, addicted, in servitude, or only intuitively, through animal instincts. And it certainly matters, just because you are an intelligent living human being by nature, now forced to live life below your level, unfulfilled and even punished intrinsically for your continuous failure.

But where exactly can you find this important knowledge? Who can shine a living light on the accurate truth? Do you still wait for science to do so, when science had already offered you everything that it knows since high school? 

Throughout this book, we model life in all significant details, as we study everything alive and intelligent, from the smallest cellular components to the entire human body, mind, and spirit, and to all forms of life, because everything is alive and meaningful in the world. If you want to learn more about life in all forms and realities, this book is for you.

But what is it about life so important to learn, now grasping your continuous attention? Everything, certainly, and not only what you learn in school, about the random wild animals in the woods, about your wicked living nature, or about your tightly designated place in society. Yet what else can there be about life, worth enough to invest all your time and effort to find it? Knowledge, all knowledge, and cognition in general, including how you can manage to know everything, in a living manner. 

Everything relates to cognition, while cognition is integral part of life. Because at the intelligent human level, you are continuously aspiring to detach from sweet ignorance and mediocrity, regardless of how strongly these pull you back, and so you persist to find a proper lifestyle, allowing your continuous development. The bad part is that you always lack the meaningful, accurate knowledge helping you develop, since there is nowhere in the mainstream and alternative. And now you are strongly motivated to learn and outperform yourself, if you really seek to unlock the genuine understanding of life, the one that science offers only through trivial information, below your expectation. But how can you ever identify these, if you cannot understand life and your own meaning in life and in the world? What is life, and what is your meaning in life?

Let us see now the official definition of life, as it is offered by science. While as we notice from the start, this is not even a definition for life, since science does not have one. What science can offer is a succession of statements about life, empirical and mostly trivial, but never actually defining life. 

1. Life is a characteristic distinguishing the living from the nonliving. 

2. The smallest contiguous unit of life is called an organism. 

3. Organisms are composed of one or more cells. 

4. Organisms undergo metabolism, maintain homeostasis, grow, respond to stimuli, reproduce, and adapt to their environment in successive generations.

This is the official ‘definition’ of life, taken from a famous encyclopedia, summarized here. The specific domain of science studying life is called biology. You may study biology entirely, yet you will always remain confined to these four statements about life, acting as an official definition of life. While it is not a definition, and certainly not a model, as it seems consensual. 

Clearly, these four statements attempting to define life do not really form a genuine definition or model of life, but they only state some general information about life, simple characteristics observed in nature. Empirical definitions are observations of specific effects and characteristics, and therefore this definition of life offered by science is empirical, not analytical or cognitive, neither rational, nor comprehensive. And if you want to know more about life, you certainly need an entire comprehensive model of life, since life is very complex. And this is what we seek to accomplish in this book, while as you notice, it is highly complex, because this is life.

Why is this the case exactly with the definition of life, one of the most important subjects to understand? Is it because science is still young and ignorant, incapable to understand and explain life itself? Studying life is challenging, since you are bound to an only perspective of study, a unique point of view, within. And this happens because you are permanently placed within life itself but never outside, and therefore you can never grasp it comprehensively, from above. And this is the case because you can be nothing else but alive throughout life, and you cannot step outside life to study it wholly. Do not assume that you may exit life at death and become able to understand life entirely then, from the outside, since it will never happen. You are always alive as long as you exist in any form of life, since existence always defines you as a living being. 

And consequently, you are always bound to short loops of reasoning, keeping you in the empirical nature of your study, loops of reasoning blocking you from identifying and eliminating your beliefs and stereotypes about life, blocking you from achieving a genuine, analytical and cognitive definition and understanding of life. While this happens not only with life, but with all comprehensive, supreme subjects of the world, as existence, the universe, intelligence, interconnectivity, causality, consciousness, reality, and more.

Because there is a difference between accurate truth and consensual truth, since accuracy is unique, as it relates directly to the natural laws of the universe, while consensual truth is only an agreement formed by groups of people stating what should be true or false in the world, good or bad, adequate or inadequate, allowed or forbidden, moral or immoral. And this is the case in all ideologies and jurisdictions including science, with its entire scientific consensus, along with the entire mainstream society, since everything in society is consensual, but not necessarily accurate. The living, the dead, and the consensual.

And right now, you still have a choice, since you are free to accept consensual knowledge about life the way the scientific consensus and all ideologies can offer, yet be ready to encounter a significant amount of contradictory information, because ideologies count in tens of thousands, always fighting for distinction and supremacy, while doing everything possible to reach you. And now, if you still seek accurate knowledge, then you have to be able to identify it and figure it out on your own, since you may do so only through independent reasoning, and only at the intelligent human level. 

What should it be, the living or the consensual? It is tedious to reason at the intelligent human level, while you cannot use beliefs, stereotypes, and consensus throughout reasoning either, since these are never compatible with reasoning and accurate knowledge. You must use only accurate knowledge while reasoning, since only accurate truth correlates and remains consistent in life and throughout the world. Accuracy is always interconnected, as it is integral part of life, of natural needs and meanings, and of the natural human environment.

Can you distinguish your own beliefs and stereotypes from among all accurate facts of your cognitive system? Which ones exactly are the cognitive structures that you can trust the most within your own reasoning? Because you need your reasoning at its best in order to be able to understand life and the rest of the comprehensive subjects and concepts mentioned above. While many times, you cannot understand one without understanding the rest, since everything is connected in the wider world. 

Let us not discard the trivial ‘definition’ of life provided by science, but let us understand all motives and circumstances creating and holding it in place today. Let us now study this official ‘definition’ of life, one statement at a time.

1. Life is the characteristic distinguishing the living from the nonliving. 

This first statement is the summary of a larger paragraph that I condense here, only to highlight its main idea. Here is the entire paragraph from your favorite encyclopedia:

Life is a characteristic distinguishing physical entities having biological processes (such as signaling and self-sustaining processes) from those that do not, either because such functions have ceased (death), or because they lack such functions and are classified as inanimate. 

Do you see how, after discarding empty words and trivial remarks about life, you may have this paragraph in one line? Study it carefully now, to see that, in fact, this is a cyclic affirmation and therefore it is a short loop of reasoning, claiming that living beings are alive while nonliving beings are not, with life simply distinguishing now which is which. This is true anyway, as it is trivial. These cyclical statements are always accurate, and they may be used in any circumstance, always being true, as in straight lines always being straight, or heavy objects always being heavy when they are heavy, or speed itself always distinguishing between fast objects and slow ones. Is this the only thing that you want to know about life, that the living is alive while the dead is not? No, and this is exactly why your curiosity persists after learning whatever science offers about life, just because science is never enough.

But now, with life defined as a characteristic by the current science, life itself is not alive but abstract, nonliving, and therefore consensual, a simple abstract characteristic. Is life a characteristic of life, or a characteristic of the Consensual Matrix?

And now, by giving this erroneous definition of life, which should be at the core of your own reasoning and understanding of the world, nobody knows what life is, nobody knows what the world is, while nobody knows how humans live, feel, and reason, and why. And by not knowing these, nobody knows too much in this world, while everybody behaves as though they know everything in life and in the world, enhancing in this manner the dreadful human condition. Which means that, today’s scientists, counting in millions throughout the world, are just as smart, just as common, and just as ignorant as the rest of the world. With the difference that they form a scientific consensus that validates themselves consensually but not accurately, and in this manner, it monopolizes the human knowledge in the world, always away from you. While increasing the dreadful human condition in the world.

Our model of life keeps hovering now at the confluence between the living, the dead, and the consensual. While this might seem irrelevant again, but as you may recall, we were searching for meaningful, inner and outer perspectives allowing us to understand life. And now we might even have these perspectives, incredibly. But only if we are capable to understand the living, the dead, and the consensual, for what they truly are, and for what they truly make you know, do, and become in life and in the world.

What exactly is consensual in the world? Everything around you, the entire human society. And since consensual means agreement, just study all agreements, since these take you out of life altogether. While even helping you understand yourself as a living human being, in an incredible contradictory circumstance, but still possible.

For example, let us now agree that the sky is yellow. And we may always do so, since we may agree on everything we desire, while the sky is not yellow. Yes, the sky is not yellow, but we agree on it just to make it yellow and only for us, agreeing in this manner on lies. Which is the case with all these agreements, forming the entire consensual human reality, and therefore forming lies. With everyone involved. Because this is how all agreements are made, for everything that is not already the case. Because if it was already the case, we did not have to agree on it in the first place. Let us now agree that the sky is blue, in order to be accurately correct for a change. But wait, we do not have to agree that the sky is blue, since the sky is already blue, it is already the case. 

And if this example is too simple for you, study now all agreements, laws, rules, statutes, and regulations made throughout all ideologies and jurisdictions as these count in hundreds of thousands throughout the world, to see how everything there is not the case in life and in the world. But since they agree on everything to be the case, now it becomes the case, but only consensually. Since this is how everything is taken outside life and the world, consensually, with you included, and now this is the difference between the living, the dead, and the consensual. 

But isn’t it better to live in a continuous agreement, than in chaos and ignorance, as it is the case with all animals in the woods? Yes, civilization entirely is better than underdevelopment and primitivism in general, while you will never be able to see the difference between the living and the consensual for what it truly is, since you have to know everything about everything in the first place, at the intelligent human level. While reasoning on your own the entire time. 

As a reference, all agreements are always made and maintained for a better, more assured common success and therefore common fulfillment, even in the detriment of those not participating in these agreements, and this is basic knowledge. There is nothing ever wrong with agreements, so far, until agreements are made against you. These dreadful circumstances are unfortunate, and they should happen very rarely, mostly since you remain alert the entire time not to get hurt in society. Besides, the entire system of justice is with you, protecting you continuously, and therefore allowing you a continuous fulfillment in the world. What exactly is wrong with agreements now?

It is enough to distinguish the natural from the consensual, in order to be able to identify life, along with your own meaning and fulfillment in life. And in general, whatever you do naturally, you do for Life. While whatever you do consensually or artificially, you do on behalf of the Consensual Matrix. And it is not the same, since by obeying the Consensual Matrix, you go against Life many times, and this is how you harm yourself, your loved ones, and the entire world, cloaked many times in beliefs, laws, corrupted knowledge, lies, and stereotypes, and it happens with everybody. 

This is exactly why all four statements from the officially-accepted ‘definition’ of life do not reveal much truth, because science is part of the Consensual Matrix, and it never studies life, since as already seen, the Consensual Matrix is dead, consensually dead, and in this manner, the very important knowledge about life still remains hidden. 

Even more, a rigorous understanding of life helps you understand yourself entirely, including your higher self. Know yourself entirely, and nothing can ever control and exploit you. Simply because you as a multidimensional being are very capable, standing above anyone’s reach. 

At a first glance, you may see science covering important issues behind silly scientific remarks, forcing you to repeat them word for word during exams or while teaching and writing scientific reports. As another remark, note that, from the start, science attempts to define life empirically, through what you observe and perceive about life, and not in a comprehensive, analytical manner, the way you might expect from the official scientific domain of society. This happens because science itself cannot exit life and study it entirely, as a whole, which is a mandatory perspective in every comprehensive study. Whatever the case is, it seems that science never even attempts to study life rigorously, restricting itself to the empirical study of what we call organic life, assuming it to be the only life on Earth and everywhere else. 

Understanding life rigorously is imperative for knowing everything about your entire existence in the wider world. And by not knowing what life is, you fail knowing who you really are, and therefore you are being used in every way by anyone and anything that happens to be of a different form of life, with and without your knowledge. Let us now study the second official statement about life.

2. The smallest contiguous unit of life is called an organism. 

In fact, this is not a scientific accurate truth, but a scientific consensual truth, decided through scientific consensus. They had decided to accept this statement as accurate knowledge, through consensus, in an obviously enforced manner. And now, the entire world has to do the same, since the current science monopolizes the entire scientific domain of society. While it is not accurate, and it even manages to keep you constrained in this world. 

The same consensus of scientists decides today whether Pluto is a planet or not this decade or the next, while you flunk your exam and it ruins your life if you state the wrong answer about Pluto. While when you study the planet Pluto closely, you even find a large mountain formation that resembles the cartoon character Pluto, and therefore everything must be accurately true, because that must be Pluto. 

As we see throughout the book, the smallest contiguous unit of life is the organism, but only for the organic form of life, not for the cellular form of life, nor for the molecular form of life, neither for the ionic form of life, all standing at the base of the organic form of life. So you never know it, because science never studies other forms of life, but only the organic form of life, and only as it is present here on Earth. Because science never exits this world throughout its research, while it never leaves the surface of Earth altogether. Not even during space missions. Because this is the actual agreement taking place through the Consensual Matrix, keeping you underdeveloped.

What happens if you consider cells to be just as alive as the organisms that they form? Would the world crumble down? All cells in the world are truly alive, regardless if they live independently or in organisms. This is always the case and we will see why, despite of any definition of life that you may consider, since any consensus determining any scientific knowledge remains rather insignificant compared to Life herself. To stress this idea further, all seven trillion eukaryotic cells forming your body now are considered by science as nonliving beings, while they are about twenty times larger and significantly more developed than prokaryotes. Prokaryotes are the cells or unicellular organisms considered by the scientific consensus alive, because they do not form organisms, but they live life independently, as all microbes do. 

Furthermore, eukaryotes, these seven trillion cells forming your body, are not the only living beings participating in your existence. You have unicellular organisms in your digestive system, bacteria helping you digest and assimilate food, and these prokaryotes are more numerous than the eukaryotes forming your body. You live in symbiosis with them, trillions of bacteria found mostly in your intestines, while by any scientific law, they are considered officially alive, with all the rights and privileges of a living being. And as you notice, officially, these are far more superior than your fetus, which is considered officially nonliving. And whatever science states, has priority in court, overruling everything. Science makes the laws and dictates society, exactly according to the general, consensual agenda. And once this general consensual agenda comes from outside humanity, now you have it, because this is not a human world anymore, rendering you now incompatible as a living human being in your own world. While this is exactly the dreadful human condition, consensual, taking you away from life and the world.

Because when all cells in your body are considered alive, both eukaryotes and prokaryotes, then your fetus has to be considered alive, a developing living human being. And as any human being, it has human rights and human status in the world, equal to everybody else. And in this manner, abortions become murder of all degrees, and must be dealt with in court. How would this change the world? Drastically. Let us spend some time here to study two specific cases next, since they are directly related to our quest of understanding life. How important is life exactly in the world, human life, and family life too? Let us see.

Women have the right to decide whether they may have babies or not, since it is their own body, and they may do as they please. But is this correct? Yes, it is a right that everybody has, men and women alike, to reproduce or not. Because reproduction is a physiological human need, and as it is the case with all needs, human, consensual, or animal, you always have the right to fulfill them in any manner you please, or even to ignore them altogether, if this is what you desire. Therefore, you always have a choice, you can always choose if you want or not to reproduce. Which means that, women have their women rights, assured even legally and morally. 

And even more, this is exactly what men and women do when they engage in all sexual acts, they do so in order to have children, since everybody already knows where children come from, and you can never claim ignorance. 

Which means that, by having the right to reproduce or not, you have the right to engage in sexual activities or not, in order to fulfill your living need for reproduction. Because once the conception is successful, that first human cell, along with the entire human fetus throughout gestation, that fetus itself is a developing living human being, and it is your child, part of your family and loved ones. As you never have the right to kill him or her, since it is not you, it is not your body, and it is not part of your body. While you have rights only over yourself, over your body. You always have the right to reproduce or not, by engaging or not in sexual activities, but once you do so, and once your child is conceived, you can never kill him or her, since it is not you at all, and now it is considered murder. Can you also harm and kill your other children at home, along with your spouse and parents? No, not at all, since the current society does not allow it, because it is considered murder, and it is dealt with accordingly. Which means that there should never be debates anymore about legalizing or not abortions, just because the human fetus is a living human being having all human rights, and any harm done to it must be considered legally accordingly, as it is the case with all human beings. Yes, you have rights over your body, but only over your body. And now, by killing other human beings, you must be dealt with accordingly, since the current system of justice prosecutes you. 

And this is called reasoning accurately, at the intelligent human level. But you never find this type of reasoning in the world, but only debates, along with a large amount of consensual knowledge, but not accurate reasoning. With the entire world debating if abortions should be legal or not, for various reasons, circumstances, and consequences, while never even realizing that abortions are already murder, and murder is already illegal in the current society. Only that, in the current human society, it is considered only consensually that the human fetus is nonliving, until birth, but never accurately. And this is how the consensual ends up deciding between the dead and the living, which should never be the case in an intelligent human world.

But is the human fetus actually alive? Yes, since it can always live its life independently from the mother, in incubators, if ever necessary. Which means that mothers do not give life to their children after conception, because they are already alive, and already human. Fetuses are considered nonhuman and nonliving only consensually, either legally or ideologically, ending up dead most of the time, aborted. More precisely, people decide through agreements that humans are nonliving and nonhuman throughout gestation, which is not at all true, just the way people can decide that the sky is yellow through similar consensual agreements, while it is not actually the case. Since this is exactly the difference between the living, the dead, and the consensual. 

And if this is still inconclusive to you, the consensual always remains compatible with itself on its own, in a major conflict of interests, forming by law, beliefs, and agreement an entire Consensual Matrix covering most of the wider world, while exploiting systematically all life of all forms and throughout all realities, intelligent or not, as it happens on Earth on a smaller scale. 

Currently on Earth, many courts and jurisdictions consider the human fetus to be alive after a specific number of weeks or months. And in this manner, Life herself is decided consensually to exist or not in the world. Life herself, who is always here, decided consensually, in the world, by living human beings, as being or not real, as being or not true, as being or not the case, as being or not here. Life herself, and this is what you are always dragged into, consensually. Enhancing the dreadful human condition.

Since there are still laws allowing people to kill people. And it is important to understand this entire circumstance, because it is legal, while it goes against Life, but in a legal manner. The sky is yellow now, by law. And it does so even according to the higher laws, which are always meant to protect life and living beings throughout the wider world and all its realities. Since all laws, rules, beliefs, agreements, and regulations are consensual. 

But according to which laws do women gain human rights against their own children? What exactly are the human rights, and who defines these? All human rights are recognized through higher laws. And this is the case because all laws promoted and enforced in society throughout all nations of Earth apply only within jurisdictions, but never in the world, and never on living human beings. And this is the case because all jurisdictions, ideologies, and hierarchies are consensual, fiat, not there, and therefore they can never address living human being. Since this is what they claim themselves, through laws and agreements, in a major conflict of interests. This is why you have to be a consensual corporation in order to fit in any jurisdiction, in any court and system of justice, or this is what they make up about you, consensually. 

Furthermore, ideologies, hierarchies, jurisdictions, systems of laws and justice, and entire consensual districts, states, and countries cannot define and assign human rights to people, just because humans are alive, and they always have their human rights, since birth. While these social organisms are consensual, and cannot decide anything beyond their own legal and ideological jurisdictions. 

And this is exactly the difference between the living, the dead, and the consensual. With both the dead and the consensual being nonliving, or this is what it is agreed upon consensually, since the consensual should not be at all in the world. Laws, beliefs, statutes, and privileges apply to all consensual corporations, all trademarks and brands, while these cannot have children, since they are consensual and not alive. Taking away from life and from the world the real, living human children, which is exactly the dreadful human condition. 

Who can do all these terrible things? The demons, the evil, the terorists, or the aliens never harm you, or not directly, because you do, yourself, since you kill your own children yourself. As you do so in order to improve your actual human condition in the world, since this is what everyone does, or this is the stereotype. Because once they control the stereotype, which is consensual, they do not need demons and aliens anymore to harm the human world, since they have you. With all higher laws implemented exactly to protect all life in the wider world, including intelligent life, but now with you harming your own world, all higher laws remain idle, respecting your own rights, status, and decisions in the world. 

You already know the higher laws, not only from justice, education, and society in general, but from religions and schools of thought, since they are given many names, as divine laws, divine teachings, karma, and commandments. The higher laws are not the same as the natural laws of the universe, since higher laws are implemented through higher consensus, with the purpose of creating order throughout the universe, at all living levels. Enhancing the consensual, since all laws and agreements remain consensual, regardless if they are called higher or lower laws. While the natural laws of the universe are the ones that you already know, defining this world along with many other realities from the bottom up, while furthermore they may derive into the laws of mathematics and physics in this world, being structural part of the Field, Existence, Life, and the universe, applied naturally, regardless of any wish or consensus ever formed. With the blue color of the sky included, as it is formed by the visible light coming from the Sun when it enters the Earth atmosphere, making the sky blue. 

The natural laws of the universe are accurate continuously throughout this entire world, otherwise the entire world is impossible without them, since many times, they stand at its base, or at its matrix more precisely. And therefore, no one can break, evade, or contort them, just the way you cannot break the laws of mathematics, classical physics, and chemistry, since these relate directly with the natural laws of the universe. Unless you know how to bend them, through higher powers, but even then, you may bend them only here in this world and in some or many realities of your wider existence, depending on various circumstances. 

You may base all your acquired knowledge on all natural laws and higher laws, here in this world and in all worlds and realities of your study, since Life is everywhere. And all you have to do is distinguish between the living and the consensual, or between the real and the consensual, or between the natural and the consensual, since it is the same. Because once you consider the living, the real, and the natural, you have these natural laws at the base of all realities that you study, as your living, cognitive, real, or natural realities, helping you remain accurate and consistent throughout the study. And you may achieve consistency and accuracy throughout all studies, if you are capable to detect, remove, and avoid the consensual in everything. 

For example, right now, you may have a multitude of beliefs, strong personal convictions, and stereotypes contorting your mind, as it is the case for anyone else, since the current society is consensual entirely. While the Consensual Matrix attempts to make Life herself consensual, throughout the wider world. And be well prepared, because in general, people use less than one percent accurate cognition throughout life, with the rest being consensual, erroneous, unreal, inadequate, or malfunctioning. 

Does this developing human organism have a soul? If it does not, many people might not consider it a living human being. However, many ideologies already state that you do not have a soul anyway, and so you have to claim that you do not have a soul only to be part of these ideologies. Consensual corporations do not have souls, while many of your ideologies are integral part of the Consensual Matrix. And in this manner, they demand that you claim that you do not have a soul yourself, that you are not alive but consensual, that you do not eat but you simply exist and follow orders, that you do not reproduce but you only have sex in private, that you do not speak but you only use a lawyer or any other authority, that you are not allowed to interact with the real, objective world but you have to have permits, certificates, and licenses to do so. Science does not mention souls in any of its consensual knowledge, since by its definition of life, souls are neither unicellular organisms nor regular organisms, and therefore they are not organic life at all, they are not alive. 

As you notice, the Consensual Matrix does not consider humans alive before it is capable to register them as brands and corporations, and have them for itself entirely. Once children are born, parents demand a Certificate of Birth, and this is how children become part of the Consensual Matrix, by law. Or only their corporations do. To be sure, just check now your certificates of birth, and if they have the names in uppercase letters, those are corporations. These certificates never refer to living beings, but only to consensual corporations. Which means that, as a living human being, you may be in this world through human rights and status, and never by consensual agreement to be here, as permits and certificates. And if you do not even have your certificate of birth, but only copies, it means that others have the originals since they own your corporation, as this remains the case with entire nations many times. 

Let us now study the third statement from the official definition of life. 

3. Organisms are composed of one or more cells.

This statement reinforces the previous one, as they clearly overlap. Is science so ignorant to state the same thing twice, or there is more taking place here? Let us put the second and third statements together: ‘The smallest contiguous unit of life is called an organism. Organisms are composed of one or more cells.’

These statements, together, strengthen the agreement that only organisms are alive, with everything else lacking the status of a living being. Is this important? Yes, since not only that this scientific law allows abortions, deciding now what genetic lines to live and die, but this is how the official definition of life considers only organic life to be alive, and nothing else. In this manner, your questions about spirits and life after death seem very silly, and they do not apply to science at all, by definition, but to fiction, religion, paranormal, and philosophy. Because science does not offer the necessary scientific answers throughout the development of our civilization the way it should. Through its false, preordered and concealing scientific laws, science interferes and alters rigidly and deliberately the development of our civilization, in a harmful manner. Because a civilization lacking overall awareness of its own environment has a lower status, and therefore it may be used and exploited by beings, entities, collectives, and entire civilizations throughout the Consensual Matrix. Civilizations are considered alive at a higher level of organization, just as all societies, ecosystems, and biospheres, since they are part of Life. However, entire civilizations can be incorporated, consensually, with a simple statement, agreement, signature, and registration number, and they become part of the Consensual Matrix. 

Let us continue with the fourth and last statement of the official definition of life.

4. Organisms undergo metabolism, maintain homeostasis, grow, respond to stimuli, reproduce, and adapt to their environment in successive generations.

This is certainly true about organisms, and we knew it well before we have even attempted to start learning about life. However, note that some of these simple remarks do not apply to organisms the way it is clearly stated, but to all forms of life, the way we will see soon. The statement of organisms undergoing metabolism is too vague even to differentiate the living from the nonliving. The statement of organisms maintaining homeostasis might be specific only to organic life, or not, and it might be the same with growth. Reproducing forms of life naturally grow, since they are not immortal. These are characteristics of organic life. Organisms and life in general respond to stimuli and adapt to their environment. Yes, this statement should apply to all life, and so we keep it for our study. Yet we already knew it anyway, since it is trivial and it happens with everybody.

And this is all. This is the ‘definition’ of life given by science. Is this enough to get us started in our own quest of learning what life is? Let us see. The first line of the definition of life is trivial, the following two lines are consensual knowledge and they apply only to organic life, and from the fourth line, we may use the well-known observation that life responds to stimuli and adapts to the environment, which in itself, is far from sufficient to describe life in its entire living complexity. 

It is time now to state our own statements about life, to get us started and guide us toward understanding life in all her forms and realities. Statements about life and not exactly the definition of life, since it is impossible to do so, through limitations, as these also apply to the entire science. 

Let us now know our limitations, since we attempt to define a tenth level supreme living being, Life herself, through first level algorithmic statements and definitions, since only first level algorithmic concepts may be communicated here in words and paragraphs, as it is the case with all written expressions. Furthermore, the human life is of the third intelligent level, matching only the third level intelligent model that you form in your mind right now as you read this book, allowing you to grasp it if you are successful. While everything consensual is of the first level, easier to define and understand. With all animals at their second level, also easy to understand through your third level intelligent abstract conceptual reasoning. 

Which means that you may always understand life, Life, nature, reality, and the wider world, but only at the maximum third intelligent level, through third level reasoning and mental modelling, if you are successful conducting these. Therefore, expect more for all higher concepts exceeding the third intelligent level. Which means that, through these words, of this book, as stated here explicitly on these pages, our own definition of life cannot exceed the first, algorithmic level, because of trivial written limitations. Yet this is also the case for science, mainstream and alternative. Since the entire time, the third level intelligent model of life is not here in these explicit words, but only in your mind, through your continuous intelligent reasoning alongside this book, if you are successful.

From the start, we notice separate concepts embedded in the word ‘life.’ The most common concept is the one defined by science above, the concept of life differentiating the living from the nonliving. The second concept of life means life, as the life in you, the essence or component animating you, making you alive. A third concept of life relates to vitality and energy, as in how much life you have left in you, or how lively you are today. A fourth concept refers to life in general, organic or not, developed or not, terrestrial or not, and this is Life, while she is alive herself. 

Once I state the empirical and analytical statements of life further on in the book, just use them both to see how Life is alive, you are part of her, and you contribute to her through all your natural needs and meanings that you fulfill successfully throughout the day and throughout life. This is in contrast with the multitude of consensual needs and meanings that you fulfill for the Consensual Matrix. Now study these very well, to see how the Consensual Matrix operates many times against Life, tricking you and constraining you in every manner to undergo this harmful operation yourself, continuously, against everybody else. And this is the magnificent, comprehensive funeral march taking humanity to its common grave, with everybody marching merrily and undisturbed, everybody taking humanity to the common grave. While this is the dreadful human condition, the actual human burden that you carry with you throughout life, and that you enhance in everyone else to carry.

You may certainly force your understanding of life to adapt these four concepts written as life, into a single definition of life, even if you have to derive them one from another, the way science does, yet it would be erroneous, triggering scientific stereotypes. Because each concept must have its own accurate definition, in agreement with the natural and higher laws. These are very important, distinct concepts of life, they are neither complementary nor synonymous, and they should be studied and understood separately. These concepts are so distinct, that they should have their own words, and not the same word, life.

It is very important to understand what differentiates these four concepts of life using the same word life, and why it is so important to understand and assimilate them separately, even if now, with our common understanding of life, they seem trivial and almost similar. 

If these four concepts are so important and so distinct, why are they used with the same word, life, and not with four separate words? Because vocabularies are formed naturally, by the general population, and not exactly consensually, but naturally, through living human interconnectivity, matching perfectly both the understanding that people had about that world at that time, while matching the need for the specific words that they had at that specific time. Even more, vocabularies are transferred from one generation to another for decades and centuries, as they are very rigid to change, regardless of the change in the understanding that the general population has about life and about the world. This is how, many times, several words remain associated to the same concept purposelessly. While other times, several concepts remain associated to the same word. Vocabularies are so rigid to change, that even those who control science and society have difficulties in changing words, concepts, and meanings. This is why etymologic studies reveal more truth than one might assume, and they are very helpful. Let us take some examples now to see why this happens.

The Inuit people have fifteen different names for snow. One means squishy snow, another mushy snow, another squeaky snow, and another icy snow. It is mandatory that the Inuit use the right word for snow in their conversation, because each word defines a different concept of snow, which is directly related to the weather conditions current and predicted. And if the weather conditions do not matter too much where you live, it certainly matters in cold regions. Squeaky snow is sharp, not too slippery, and it means minus twenty degrees Celsius and no snow for the next four days. 

The following two examples are from religion. People of some religious background use four different words to define the same religious character: Satan, Devil, Demon, and Lucifer. It has always been in this manner, and so it is appropriate to use these words as synonyms. Is this true, or there is something else behind these simple words? 

If your religious background is too strong and you do not find the use of these words as synonyms too awkward, then let us take another religious example, now from the Ancient Egypt. Several thousand years ago, people used three names together to define their one deity: Osiris-Ammon-Ra. Now this is awkward for us, since we know that these are three distinct major religious characters, and cannot refer to the same one, cannot be synonymous. Yet if you lived there and then, that was your deity, those were your synonyms, and you never thought much of the names. Which might be similar with you now while using several names to refer to the devil.

Why does this happen? Because those in control, when they change everything according to their needs, have difficulties changing the vocabulary. Do the research, to see that religious characters are good or bad depending not necessarily on their actual behavior, but depending on the time, place, nation, culture, authorities, ideologies, and regimes, with people themselves deciding consensually who is good and who is bad. Seth was a major Egyptian deity before Osiris and Horus, and Satan means follower of Seth. ‘Devil’ means ‘He who protests,’ the way people protest today in the street during riots, frustrating authorities, or changing them altogether. ‘Demon’ is the demi-Ammon, the direct descendant of the deity Ammon on Earth, a great ancient deity, word related today directly to ‘amen,’ which is commonly used at the end of prayers in may religions. ‘Lucifer’ means ‘the light bringer,’ or the teacher of higher truth and higher knowledge, which he had brought at high risks from the higher world. Are you a seeker of higher truth and knowledge? Do not rush up to judge yourself through all negativity associated consensually with Lucifer today, because there was a time when Lucifer was the hero, the pride of the ancient times, when it was said that Lucifer had risked everything to descend to Earth in order to bring higher knowledge to humans, and therefore his name, Lucifer. 

You do not have to acclaim or disclaim these religious characters, since you do not have to invest your effort interpreting them the way they are depicted today. Religious truths and beliefs are consensual, and therefore they are changed repeatedly throughout time through religious consensus, just as science and education change everything according to the same higher consensual agendas. 

Who changed these concepts so drastically? The people blinding, controlling, and exploiting you today, since life on Earth, science, society, and civilization have always been in this manner. While you were there then, you are here now, as you are certainly coming back for more. Yet as you notice, it matters less where you live and what you do, if you are in the Consensual Matrix.

We have ended up with our four distinct concepts of life, throughout our numerous scientific stereotypes, most of the time generated by ignorance and by general loops of reasoning, as stated above. 

Why having four different concepts for only one word? I use here the anecdote with the three blind men trying to define an elephant. One touched a leg and stated that the elephant is a tree, another touched the trump and stated that the elephant is a snake, while the third man touched the tail and stated that the elephant is a rope. It is amusing, yet we are in this exact circumstance now. Our limited senses of perception stop us from seeing and understanding the true life at her tenth supreme level, keeping it hidden from us. While our confinement to this world stops us from seeing and understand spiritual life. Furthermore, the fact that we live in a single place and on a single planet stops us from seeing and understanding other forms of life. The fact that we measure our life in seconds, days, and years stops us from understanding very fast and very slow forms of life. Our only scale constrains us to perceive and understand only macro life, while the fact that we are always alive stops us from forming a general understanding of life, enough to be able to make the general distinction between the living and the nonliving. Even more, science does not help much, and now you are on your own throughout this entire research. 

These constraints are certainly unfortunate, yet our circumstance is not too bad, since once we understand, realize, accept, and reveal our limitations, we can always find a way to answer accurately all our questions. 

These four concepts of life are the result of the inevitable dissociation that we encounter while trying to observe and understand life from our unique perspectives, within our unique circumstances, just as in the anecdote with the elephant and the three blind men. 

What exactly differentiates the living from the nonliving? May we call life simply ‘animation,’ the way science does? Here is a cat on the table, alive, jumping everywhere while playing nicely, and here is a cold and heavy rock on the floor, always motionless. Why is one alive and not the other? Because it is certainly not only animation differentiating them, since my current car cries as a cat sometimes and takes me everywhere in a very animated manner, yet it is not alive. It seems very easy to understand it, yet it is not. 

Even more, you may not differentiate entirely the living from the nonliving. The cat is not entirely alive, since its bones may contain some living cells, yet they are mostly made of a solid structure of calcium, oxygen, carbon, nitrogen, hydrogen, and silicon, and it is the same with its claws, hair, whiskers, and cornea, since these are never alive. Even its cells have nonorganic components in them, and when you study them closely, all elementary particles, ions, salts, and small radicals are nonorganic. To stress this idea further, the very basic components of any living, organic being are entirely nonliving, nonorganic, as pure carbon, oxygen, nitrogen, hydrogen, and phosphorus. They are nonliving. 

Where is life? It really seems that the living merges with the nonliving, somehow. Just look around now, think harder, to see how life in general disappears within the matter and electromagnetic radiation that make the entire universe. There is no life in the universe, since everything is made of elementary particles and therefore of atoms made of electrons and nuclei, and these are dead, never organic. Could it be? 

No, not at all, since while considering the wider world as a whole, we enter comprehensive loops of reasoning, and we should be very careful. In our case, it is the other way around, there is certainly life in the universe, only that there is nothing nonliving everywhere, and it is meaningful to realize it. 

Let us study the rock now. The rock is full of life, and thriving. There are not only billions of microorganisms all over it, thriving, but living microorganisms are inside the rock, inhabiting every fracture and cavity, as little as it may be. Even inside the naked rock, there might be lithotrops, which are bacteria existing in rock, feeding simply on rock. To make matters even more complex, there is nanolife everywhere within the crystalline structure of the rock throughout the crystalline form of life of the rock, making our apparently lifeless rock to be just as alive as the cat. 

While as seen previously, our lively cat was just as lifeless as the rock when studied at a smaller scale. Does the living really merge with the nonliving, merging even with the universe itself, which is actually full of life? No.

Let us elucidate this problem now. Life is certainly there, but only our perspective had changed. It drastically decreased and increased in scale, when we searched for life at the smallest and largest scales possible, when we reached the limits of our theoretical perception. Our topic of study is ‘Life,’ it was life we were searching for, and this is why life had disappeared. And then, when we studied nonliving matter, it filled up with life at microscopic and nanoscopic scales, while the matter itself disappeared into electrostatic and electromagnetic fields at molecular and atomic scales. 

This happened before throughout this book series, and we had not even noticed it. Because when we study cellular intelligence, we find it within the intelligent, encoded succession of electrostatic and electromagnetic field patterns, not only within the cellular membrane, but everywhere within the field patterns of every cellular component, mostly proteins. That specific intelligent field modulation was clearly the quintessence of cellular life, it was life, yet I insisted to call it cellular intelligence and not life. 

Because everything is an illusion, a comprehensive loop of reasoning encountered always at comprehensive scales matching the wider world, Life, Intelligence, Interconnectivity, the One, and the Supreme Living Being, and you have to be very careful throughout your research. Because you can never find any of these at a comprehensive scale matching them, just because they are the same, all describing the Supreme Living Being. At a comprehensive scale, you always have Life dissipating into Intelligence, Intelligence dissipating into Interconnectivity, Interconnectivity dissipating into the One, the One becoming the Supreme Living Being, the Supreme Living Being is the entire wider world, and then with the entire wider world being alive and therefore being Life, you are back for another comprehensive loop of reasoning, endlessly. And as stated, it is only an illusion, a major inability that the human mind and humans in general have while perceiving and understanding the One or the wider world, through the limited circumstances defining humans in rapport with the wider world. One being of the third intelligent level, and the other one of the tenth supreme level. 

For example, humans have their external senses of perception only in this world, they have a limited existence, they have to use words and concepts created empirically thousands of years in the past, and they have to use the human mind to define life and intelligence entering short loops of reasoning in this manner. 

And now, how exactly do you want to define life, when the word ‘life’ had been created empirically just by observing directly, empirically, living beings moving around, in contrast with nonliving beings standing still? Can you come around now, thousands of years later, to say that it must be different, after the word ‘life’ had been coined for this exact empiric concept, moving around on its own? How can you change concepts now, when concepts are already part of the natural laws of the universe? Because, if you knew everything about life back then when you coined the term and concept ‘life,’ you would have called it ‘intelligence’ for sure, stating that ‘life’ is the visible, objective, material part of ‘intelligence’ here in this world. 

At a comprehensive scale, Life is only the visible, objective aspect of Intelligence, while Intelligence is only a cognitive aspect of Interconnectivity, while Interconnectivity is only the causal aspect of the One. And therefore, intelligences, along with their interconnectivity, are just as alive as any living being, since interconnected intelligences form all living beings entirely. 

And note that this dissipation of life, our object of study, takes place only for very general topics of study, as life, the universe, interconnectivity, existence, causality, and intelligence. Because we have reached the limits of our perception and understanding, and to obtain accurate results, we need to exceed our boundaries in perception, we need to transcend our environment, our world, we need to exit not only our universe in order to perceive life entirely from the outside, but we need to exit the entire wider world with all its dimensions and realities, because Life inhabits and transcends everything. In other words, we have to stand above the tenth supreme level in order to understand and define Life, which is impossible, since nothing is there outside Life herself, besides Life herself, and above Life herself. 

But let us widen our perspective anyway, to make it comprehensive now. Let us give our blind men arms and hands as large as the elephant, just to see what they can perceive from comprehensive perspectives. They certainly wonder where the trunk and the snake went, since there are no distinct trump, legs, and tail anymore, but only the actual, whole elephant. Not only that their objects of study had disappeared, as the trunk, snake, and rope, but something else appeared in their place, the elephant itself. Because now, with arms and hands as large as the elephant, they are able to touch and perceive everything at once. The blind men will remain puzzled endlessly of where the distinct bodily parts went, but from our own outside perspective, it is easy to observe that the elephant is not a tree trunk, neither a rope, nor a snake, but a larger, comprehensive living organism, including all these parts and more. And this is how elephants should be perceived and understood. 

It really seems that whenever we study something important very closely, we tend to drift further away from its complete understanding. Does this mean that we are merging further away from the answer? No, not at all. It is a strategy to identify all beliefs, stereotypes, errors of reasoning, and limitations from our conscious and subconscious reasoning, eliminating them in this manner right from the beginning of our research, so they never alter our results. Because all consensual beliefs, stereotypes, and scientific consensus are of the first consensual level, all logic is of the first algorithmic level, all intuition is of the second animal level, while only reasoning, with its analytical, rational, and conceptual thinking are of the third intelligent level. We may certainly use first level logic, second level intuition, and third level intelligent conceptual reasoning while mental modelling this entire topic of life, but we have to avoid the consensual, or we end up with the well-known ideologies and consensual science that we already know. 

Stereotypes are large chunks of information that we assimilate wholly throughout life, unconsciously, simply because we are in a hurry, because it is easier, or because everyone around does so or understands things in this manner, which is what science also does. Each stereotype, once identified, should be broken down into distinct informational elements, and then assimilated back into your conscious mind through elaboration, in an elucidated, logical, analytical, conceptual manner. We have already done so with the lies and wordiness of the current science, and with the four concepts of life, while we would have never advanced our understanding of life if we had not identified and tended to them first. The hidden stereotype relating the nonliving with the dead that you might still have is just another example, and I will point it out in a simple future paragraph, through a simple correlation to Frankenstein. Furthermore, the stereotype relating the essence of life with animation will show up in the next chapter. 

You certainly cannot understand life in general and your higher self in particular, if you do not identify all stereotypes loaded in your conscious and subconscious mind by science at school, by society in general, by media and entertainment throughout all movies, music, and news, and by religion throughout history. For now, the more we learn, the more we advance. I am already spending too much time identifying, taking apart, and re-assimilating stereotypes, yet we cannot do without. And this happens every time you step out of the mainstream, since it is tedious and challenging, yet it gives pertinent results. 

We may certainly tell apart living beings from objects, since this is not a problem, because we always do so subconsciously, stereotypically. The problem is identifying how we do so. Are living beings alive just because they move around? Not necessarily, since plants stay still their entire life, and are always alive. Are animals alive because they feel warm to the touch? No, not exactly. 

Let us now identify exactly why living beings are alive, and what is the specific living essence making them alive, if there is such an ingredient or essence to life making living beings alive. We experience this difficulty of distinguishing the living from the nonliving here due to the fact that we are incapable not only to understand the ingredient or essence able to render everything alive, but we are incapable to perceive, distinguish, identify, and isolate this essence of life. 

What stops us? We encounter more than stereotypes this time. You have learned to distinguish the living from the nonliving, one object and subject at a time, as a child, along with learning how to protect and care for the living, and how not to get hurt by objects while handling them around, forming a powerful stereotype in this manner. At the same time, throughout your studies and then throughout your entire life, science and society manage to enhance this stereotype with erroneous knowledge about life and death fed to you more or less deliberately, along with how you should feel and react the entire time. 

What do we do? Let us now attempt to build or create a natural living being, since this will certainly help us identify the essence of life. Because while building a natural living being, eventually, we will have to add this essence of life to our work of creation, this essential ingredient that we cannot pinpoint at this time, which will render our construction alive. Let us take our time now and attempt to build this model of a living thing, and therefore let us see what exactly differentiates the living from the nonliving.

Frankenstein had managed to do so before us, attempting to create life, yet he had associated death with the nonliving, which is another stereotype, erroneous. The dead is certainly categorized as nonliving by science, yet it does not have to be so, because the definition of life stated by science is wrong. And this is the case just because, as already seen, the consensual is not part of life, while it is not exactly dead, but it is only fiat, nonexistent, or not there. And this is the case even though the consensual will always write its own laws to identify itself as dead, in order not to be part of life, and therefore never to be blamed for everything that it does to Life. 

While when you study death closely, you find it as an invention or ability of Life, and not at all as the end of life, as anyone expects. Life had to invent and use death because she wants all her living beings to be meaningful and successful. Because she wants to be able to remove continuously the inapt, the old, and the unsuccessful from among all her living beings, through death. And it works, helping Life develop continuously throughout all her worlds and realities, even from one form of life to another, and even through the musical chairs scenario. 

Yet do not underestimate Life, since she is highly complex, while death is not at all the only ability and characteristic of life, Life is highly intelligent and harmonious, treating all her living beings and intelligences in a unique, priceless, fulfilling manner, while rewarding them greatly when they are successful. 

And this is how you are always priceless and irreplaceable in life, tending to Life through your meaning and fulfillment in a unique manner. Because you are always who you are in Life, you are unique and alive, and you are not only what you do in life, as all robots, servants, and machines in the world. You are not an assignment but a living being, and you always have a choice. This is the case with all living beings and intelligences, and it adds meaning to life.

While death is never the end of life, since even the meat that you buy at the grocery store is alive, with all cells still living there. Barely. Otherwise, the meat smells bad, and you never buy it. Because in general, at the death of the organic form of life, there is still life left, but at a lower form of life, the cellular form of life. And then, even when the meat from the grocery store smells bad, it is not at all dead, because it fills up with even more life, microbial life, feeding on the meat the entire time. And it can do so for weeks, months, and years, until the entire meat is no more, with all microbial life gone, leaving only dust behind. And when you study this, you find it formed of subcellular components, since life only transfers itself from one form of life to another and then even from one type of life to another, but it never actually dies. Its living essence is always there, and it is very hard to distinguish and depict, since it is always part of us, of all living beings and of everything alive. While as we have seen in the example with the cat and the rock, everything is alive. This study of life is tedious, with many people ignoring it altogether. 

Let us now create a genuine, natural living being from scratch, only to be able to see how life is and feels, while still searching for this essence of life, if we can ever find it. So let our creation begin.
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2 The Essence of Life
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It seems at least amusing to attempt to build a model of a natural living being right now, when we are still in the beginning of this model of life. However, we truly need to understand the essence of life, what distinguishes the living from the nonliving, otherwise we risk doing this entire tedious research while ending up learning only about life, the way biology does, and not actually understanding life itself, the way we intend. And what can it be more meaningful to know than the essence of life itself, along with its origins, development, forms, structure, creation, purpose, and ending? Here we start, and we have only the space of this chapter to accomplish it, to find the essence of life, so good luck to us. 

Let us consider for now that animation itself distinguishes the living from the nonliving, the way everyone assumes stereotypically. Let us consider that life is mostly its own intelligent adaptation to the environment, as science assumes empirically. Let us now be free to employ any available tool, any device, and any scientific law, theorem, and concept, everything that our civilization may offer, to build our natural living being, from scratch.

If animation is all that it takes, then let us build a little robot, and let it run and jump around in a little circle. The robot moves around by itself, it is animated, and therefore it is alive. Yet not really. Because we have successfully built an automatic mechanical device, and it is certainly not alive. Our world is full of these machines, clocks, tools, and devices, while they are only objects, never alive. We failed. 

Automatic devices, or machines, move and behave in a predefined, repetitive manner, while they require energy and constant maintenance to do so. Yet I still refer to this as first level artificial life, just because machines and computer programs still exist and function well even on their own, while they are not alive. This is artificial life, either mechanical, electrical, or digital, while genuine life starts at the second level, with cells, cellular components, and entire plants and animals. Examples of first level consensual, digital, and mechanical artificial life are corporations, machines, clocks, computer software, and computer applications, while they have a first level artificial intelligence, which lacks its own meaning and consciousness, all being used as tools of all kind, in a repetitive, algorithmic, or consensual manner. 

We persevere now, as we study organisms. Living organisms take energy from food or from the Sun, and they constantly maintain themselves. Therefore, this is exactly what we need to build life, a robot equipped with solar panels, able to maintain itself, and now this is exactly how we create life. 

However, as you notice, we have already created life at a very low level, at the first artificial level, while this is artificial life, or this is how it is called. This is not natural life, since it lacks exactly what we search, the essence of life, and it cannot help us much. 

Yet it still does, since we may now know that the essence of life is natural, it relates both to the physical body and intelligence, these have to be natural, and more importantly, these have to have a normal, natural consciousness, choice, autonomy, and survival. And this is exactly what we want to create, a natural living being, not an artificial one, and we want to do so from scratch. Because Frankenstein used other methods, including sewing machines.

And now, when we study all levels of life, we find the zero level life as the simple existence, as rocks voided of life resting on the ground, or wheels spinning randomly in the wind, or our robot moving around in circles until it runs out of energy dropping down to the zero dead level.

We can easily move to the first level life, by controlling objects directly or through simple algorithmic procedures as if – then, and repeat – until. Machines in all factories do so easily, since they will repeat the same movement throughout assembly lines endlessly. It is the same with the workers working on assembly lines, as long as they involve no reasoning throughout their work, but only repetitive procedures. These are first level behavior, first level thinking, and therefore first level life. 

It is true that there is life within them, taking place on higher levels, even within their cells, but as a whole, for society, for the world, and for Life, as long as they work on that assembly line an entire life, these workers count as first level beings, since they work in that repetitive manner for that assembly line, and therefore they exist in the world for whoever profits from that assembly line, the owner. It is the same with servants and slaves, they are of the first level, their life, behavior, and thinking are of the first level, and these count not on their behalf, but they count for someone else in life, for their owners. Since this is why it is so easy to replace people with machines throughout factories, because both people and machines perform the same first level artificial, monotone work there. With the direct correlation between machines, servants, and the consensual, all being of the first level. While in general, at the first servitude level, you are always what you do in the world, but not at all who you are in the world. And it is a difference, and it is always meaningful to consider it. Since this is the difference between the living, the dead, and the consensual, with the living actually starting with the second level, being priceless and unique in the world, by the zillions, which is an achievement for Life. 

As stated before, no one may use you and exploit you in this manner, since you have your status and rights of a living human being, which are of the third level, and you are protected by the higher laws. Yet you become your consensual corporation in order to find jobs, this consensual corporation is of the first level itself, you void your natural human rights to do so, and so you may work while being exploited by others, even according to the higher laws. 

Our robot is the same, of the first level so far, only a machine, an artificial device, while we may employ it to do any type of work around the house, now that it even has solar panels, as its entire existence is done on our behalf. It is still not alive, not part of Life.

There is still a difference between servants, slaves, and robots, yet they end up counting for Life and for the world similarly and implicitly, at the first level, not directly through their own life, meaning, and achievements, but through their owners and masters, and through their masters’ life, meaning, and achievements. Yet servants and slaves seem more alive than robots, and this is the case because there is life in them on higher existential levels. 

Is this the essence of life that we are searching for? Because human beings are composed of zillions of inner living systems as organs, cells, and systems of intelligences within their cognitive system, most of them living their individual lives at the second level. Is living intelligence the essence of life? And if it is the case, can we see and understand it, well enough to allow us throughout our model to handle it somehow and place it in our robot? Because as you notice, simple words as consciousness, intelligence, substance, or energy are not enough to help us distinguish and understand the essence of life, but we want to actually touch it and handle it in our understanding. Because only in this manner, we are capable to understand life accurately. We want to understand it very well, so let us keep searching.
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