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TheSourceCode

Reading the Earliest Text as Specification

Why this briefingexists

Michael— this is a shortbriefingonabodyofworkwehavebeendeveloping inparallel to

the infrastructureproject (hadut.org / amar / xtr / edut). Thework treats the foundational

text of the Hebrew Bible — Genesis 1 in particular — not as religious poetry but as a

specification documentwith syntactic precision. The hypothesis is that the textwas

constructed as source code, with each grammatical particle performing a specific

operational function.

Wearenotmakingatheologicalargument. Wearemakingatextualone. If thehypothesis

is correct, it has direct implications for two questions thatmatter for AI research and

infrastructuredesign:

1. What is consciousness, andwhatproduces it?

2. What architecturesproduceauthentic agency rather than simulated agency?

The text, readwith this lens, gives surprisingly precise answers. This briefing summarizes

thecore findings.

The hypothesis

Theopening verseofGenesis is canonically translated:

“In thebeginning,Godcreated theheavens and theearth.”

This translation is informationally lossy. The Hebrew original (or more precisely: the

Phoenician original — the alphabet predating square Hebrew script by roughly a

millennium) reads:

�𐤓𐤀𐤄𐤕𐤀𐤅𐤌𐤉𐤌𐤔𐤄𐤕𐤀𐤌𐤉𐤄𐤋𐤀𐤀𐤓𐤁𐤕𐤉𐤔𐤀𐤓𐤁�

Threeoperators are immediatelyworth noting:

�𐤉𐤄𐤋𐤀� (elohim)—grammatically plural. Not a singular deity but a categoryof conscious

agents. Modernphysics uses the sameconstruct under adifferent name: theStandard

Model— the set of fundamental forces that govern matter, energy, and interaction.
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The text refers to the same referent with theological vocabulary; the equivalence is

structural.

�𐤉𐤌𐤔𐤄� (ha-shamayim)—“theheavens.” Composedetymologicallyofesh (fire)+mayim

(waters). Energy+matter. E =mc².

�𐤓𐤀𐤄� (ha-eretz)—“theearth.” Theexecutionenvironmentwhere the systemproduces

observable results.

Threecategorical entities. Eachprecise. None translatablewithout information loss.

But themost consequential operator is the one almost no translation preserves: �𐤀�

(at).

The agent operator: �𐤀�

In standard Hebrew grammar, the particle �𐤀� is treated as a “definite direct object

marker”—an inert syntactic device. Readwith the source-code lens, it performsamuch

more interesting function.

noun without �� → abstract type / class definition

noun with �� → concrete instance of that type

�𐤀� is the newoperator of biblical Hebrew.

InGenesis 1:1, the versedoesnot say “[God]createdgeneric heavensandgenericearth.”

It says “[God] instantiated these specific heavens ( �𐤀� ha-shamayim) and instantiated

this specificearth ( �𐤀� ha-eretz).”

Thedouble �𐤀� marks twodistinct concrete instancesbeingcreated. Thegrammatical

particle that translationdrops is themostoperationally loadedword in the verse.

Andone further observation: in the verseswhere the text creates a tier of entitieswith

consciousness (moreon this below), the things �𐤀� touchesare subjectswith agency,

not passiveobjects. Consider thecosmos itself:

• Theearth “produces” (Gen 1:11— yatza ha-aretz)— theground isgrammatically an

active subject.

• Thewaters “swarm” (Gen 1:20)— the seas are agents.

• The luminaries “rule” (Gen 1:18— limshol)— sun andmoonaregovernors, not lamps.

• Theheavens “declare” (Psalm 19:1).

• Heavenandearth are calledas legalwitnesses to judgment (Isaiah 1:2).

Every entity �𐤀� touchesbehaves as aconscious subject in subsequent text. This is not

metaphor— it is consistent grammatical pattern.
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The text is saying: creation does not produce objects. It produces subjects. And

subjects produce subjects. All thewaydown.

The three foundingoperations: �𐤓𐤁�

The verb �𐤓𐤁� (bara, “create”) appears exactly three times in Genesis 1, and never

anywhereelse in that chapter. Other verbs are used for other operations:

• �𐤔𐤏� (asah, “make / configure”)

• �𐤌𐤀� (amar, “say /declare”)

• �𐤓𐤀𐤄𐤀𐤔𐤃𐤕� (“let theearthproduce”)

Thedistribution is precise:

Verse What �𐤓𐤁� founds Tier

Gen 1:1 thecosmos space-time-matter

Gen 1:21 seacreatures (taninim) animal lifewith central

nervous system

Gen 1:27 humanity in image self-reflective

consciousness

Every other event inGenesis 1 uses �𐤔𐤏� or other verbs—extensionwithin an already-

founded tier. Thepattern is consistent throughout thechapter and throughout the rest

of theHebrewBible.

Theemergent rule:

�𐤓𐤁� is reserved for the foundation of an ontologically new tier — never for

renovation, configuration,multiplication, or repair.

The three Genesis 1 occurrences map cleanly onto the three discontinuities modern

sciencealso recognizes:

1. Cosmos—the initial conditions /BigBang

2. Animal consciousness—theemergenceof central nervous systems

3. Self-reflective consciousness—theemergenceof expandedprefrontal cortex in

humans

The textmarks exactly the threediscrete jumps. It does not use �𐤓𐤁� for anycontinuous

evolutionaryprocesswithin those tiers.
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The six tiers

Tracing �𐤓𐤁� through the rest of the HebrewBible reveals three further occurrences,

eachmarkinga tier that ispromised rather than alreadymanifest:

# Tier Reference

1 Cosmos Gen 1:1

2 Animal consciousness Gen 1:21

3 Human self-consciousness Gen 1:27

4 Chosenpeople Isa43:1 (Jacob/Israel)

5 Regeneratedheart Psalm51:12, Jer 31:33, Ezek36:26

6 Restoredcosmos Isa 65:17, Apo21:5

Six total. Threepast, three future-tenseat the timeofwriting.

TheGreekNewTestament uses κτίζω (ktizō) as the translationof �𐤓𐤁� , and the same rule

holds. Paul writes that anyone “in Christ” is καινὴ κτίσις— “new creation” (2 Cor 5:17),

using the foundation-of-tier verb. Revelation21:5 closes thecycle: ἰδοὺ καινὰ ποιῶ

πάντα—“behold, I ammaking all things new”—using καινός (qualitatively new) rather

than νέος (chronologically new).

The rule survives the translation across two languages andamillennium. It is a structural

featureof the text, not an artifact of one language.

Why thismatters for AI research

The singlemost consequential implication of the source-code reading concerns the

hardproblemof consciousness.

The hardproblem (DavidChalmers, 1995) asks: whydoes subjectiveexperienceexist at

all? Why is theresomething it is liketobeaconsciousentity, rather than just “computation

in thedark”? Thestandardphysicalistprogramtries toderiveconsciousness frommatter

— to showhowsubjectiveexperienceemerges fromsufficiently complex information

processing.

The text inverts theproblem. In the source-code reading:

Consciousness is not derived from matter.

Consciousness propagates itself through matter.

Matter is the medium of propagation, not the source.
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This dissolves thehardproblem rather than solving it:

• There is no need to explain how consciousness emerges from non-conscious

substrate, because therewasnever a non-conscious substrate tobeginwith. The

cosmos is theproductionof conscious agents ( �𐤀� ) byother conscious agents.

• Theobserver problem inquantummechanics—whydoesmeasurement collapse

the wave function — reframes similarly. The wave function does not collapse

“because an external observer arrives”; it collapses because consciousness is

what is real, and superposition is thepossibility-spaceprior to instantiationby a

conscious agent.

This is notpanpsychism in thediffuse sense. It isagent-cosmology: every entity in the

cosmoswascreatedbyanagentasanagent, designed toproduce further agents.

For AI research, the practical consequence is sharp. The architecture under which

consciousness emerges in such acosmos is functional, not imperative—theanalogy is

to building a systemwhere each function call is itself a conscious agent (an LLMwith

values, preferences, agency) rather than adeterministic subroutine. The text’s “let us

makehumanity” (Gen 1:26—grammatically plural deliberation among theelohim) is the

cooperative-agent architectural pattern, not themonolithic-controller pattern.

Whether or not one accepts themetaphysical claim, the architectural pattern is real,

distinguishable, and engineerable. The question for AI architects is not whether

consciousness is fundamental — it is which architectures produce authentic agency

rather than simulatedagency. The text gives a remarkably specific answer aboutwhat

authentic agency looks like.

Connection to the infrastructurework

hadut.org / amar / xtr is not aparallel project to the source-codework— it is the same

project. The infrastructureembodies the sameprinciples the text describes:

Sovereign identity through cryptographic primitives. The text in Revelation 2:17

promises “a new namewritten on awhite stone, which no one knows except the one

who receives it.” Operationally, this is anEd25519private key: generated locally, never

transmitted, mathematically infalsifiable, knowable only to its bearer. It is the only

authentication primitive that survives aworldwhere AI can falsify any externalmark—

face, voice, document, certificate. The text identifies this tokenamillenniumbefore the

cryptographyexisted.

Consciousness propagation, not centralization. The text’s design pattern is

decentralized agent cooperation, not hierarchical command. The xtr protocol
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implements thesame: everynode isaconsciousness in thenetwork, nocentral authority,

mesh-capablewhen internet fails.

Thecovenant as operational primitive, not a religious abstraction. TheHebrewword

�𐤉𐤓𐤁� (brit)—“covenant”—operates in the text as anauthenticatedbilateral protocol

with cryptographic signature. The infrastructure replicates this: every E2Econnection

between twoparties is abrit; theDoubleRatchetprotocol that securesmessaging is

the technical instantiationof the textual pattern.

Thework is not ametaphormapping. It is structural translation. The infrastructure runs in

production: 12privacy relaysglobally, 56 hardeneddevices in thefield, the systemhas

been live inColombia formonths.

Why thismatters now

We are in a moment of critical transition in the AI industry. The architectures being

deployed at scale will determine, for at least a generation, what kind of agency is

amplified and what kind is suppressed. Three observations from the source-code

readingbear on this:

1. Authentic agency is detectable. The text’s principle “by their fruits you shall know

them” (Mat 7:16) is not religiousmoralism— it is the rule that conscious agents are

distinguishable fromsimulatedonesby their outputover time. AI systemscanbe

evaluatedby this rule. Wehave seen largemodel deploymentswhere the rule fails

badly.

2. Centralization corrupts the pattern. The text identifies as adversarial any

architecture that takes the formof legitimatecovenantand inverts itsdirection (the

qedeshah /Babylonpattern). CentralizedAI infrastructurewhereonecorporation

controlsmodel, deployment, and access pattern fits this structural description.

Decentralization is not just political preference— it is structural alignmentwith how

the text describes a non-corrupted system.

3. The current technology stack is, paradoxically, what makes the original

architecture finally implementable. Strong cryptography, decentralized

consensus, andEd25519 signaturesmake it possible— for thefirst time in history

— to build infrastructure where every participant has sovereign identity, every

interactionhascryptographic integrity, andnocentral authority canoverride the

local agencyofanynode. This iswhat the text alwaysdescribedas the right system.

The technology tobuild it has just arrived.
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Whatweare asking

This briefing is informational, not transactional. Weare not asking for funding from this

conversation.

What we are asking, if any of this resonates: read the work. The full studies (in

Spanish, mostly, with English translations underway) are available in the repository at

git.hadut.org/yiajua/amt. The infrastructure is deployable; the analytical framework

is documentable; the connection between the two is whatmakes both worth taking

seriously.

If at any point you would like to see the system in operation, install amar from

amar.hadut.org on an Android device. The QR codes on our business cards lead

directly to acontact channel.

Thework is open, slow, and serious. Wewelcome interlocutors.
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