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The body does not claim to be right. 

The body only claims to be here. 
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Artist’s Note 

 

I am not an atheist. I am not an angry ex-believer. I am an artist and 

natural philosopher from Cape Town who has spent decades asking 

one question and following it wherever it led. 

The question was simple. Is the teaching true? 

Not — is the institution right. Not — is the theology correct. Is the 

teaching — the Sermon on the Mount, the parables, the actions — 

structurally true? 

This book says yes. The teaching is confirmed by the structure of 

reality itself. The geometry derives what Jesus knew. 

What the book also says is that the institution built around the 

teaching is not the teaching. The scaffold is not the building. The 

finger is not the moon. 

Behind this book stands over a million words of formal derivation, 

forty-two Artist’s Proofs, and 258 kill switches — specific, stated, 

falsifiable conditions under which every claim dies. The formal work 

exists. It is published free, forever, at the420code.org. 

The reader does not need any of that. This book earns its own case 

within its own pages. 

Nobody is more special than anyone else. 
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Nobody stands closer to the sun. 

We are all just grains of sand in the desert. 

— G 

  



10 

Orientation 

 

This is one of the standalone books in The 420 Code corpus. It is the 

sacred door. 

Five books. Five doors. One building. 

The Illusion of the Other — the gentle door. Heart.  

Being After Religion — the front door. Demolition.  

Antichristos — the sacred door. Reclamation. 

The Relationship Corridor — the personal door. Presence.  

The Interior — the operational door. Construction.  

Everything else in the exhibition — over one million words across 

forty-two proofs, five voices, and six records — is the scaffolding that 

holds these five books up. 

 

The book has six parts. 

Part I establishes what Jesus said, showed, and did — the teaching, 

stripped of scaffold. 

Part II shows how the teaching was captured and inverted. 



11 

Part III opens the I AM — what the seven statements in John 

actually say when read honestly. 

Part IV derives the geometry and maps it to the teaching. 

Part V publishes the honest divergences and the kill switches. 

Part VI describes what remains after the scaffold falls. 

 

Each part earns the next. 

By the end, the conclusion should not feel like a surprise. 

It should feel like something you always knew and are now, finally, 

hearing said clearly. 
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The Finger 

 

There is an old teaching. It does not belong to any single tradition. 

A teacher points at the moon. The student stares at the finger. 

The teacher says: look where I am pointing, not at the hand that 

points. 

The student keeps staring at the finger. Studies it. Argues about 

whether the hand is steady enough, clean enough, worthy enough to 

point at anything. 

The moon does not care. 

 

Two thousand years ago, a man stood in a field in Galilee and 

pointed at the moon. 

He pointed with everything he had. His words. His actions. His life. 

His death. 

He said: look — the kingdom is within you. The I AM is the way. You 

are in me, and I am in you. 

He was the finger. 

The scaffold built a religion around the finger. 

It studied the finger. Worshipped the finger.  
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Built cathedrals to house the finger. Fought wars over who 

understood the finger correctly. Burned people who said the finger 

might not be the point. 

Two thousand years of staring at the finger. 

 

This book looks where the finger was pointing. 
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Part 0 

The Name 
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Chapter 1 

Antichristos 

 

ἀντίχριστος. 

Say it slowly. 

Anti. Christos. 

The scaffold taught the world that this word means one thing — 

enemy of Jesus. The beast. The deceiver. The final villain in the final 

war. 

That is not what the Greek says. 

The prefix ἀντί carries two meanings. Against. And in place of. 

Against is what the scaffold advertised. 

In place of is the meaning the tradition chose not to inherit. 

Because an enemy can be fought. A replacement makes fighting 

irrelevant. The scaffold’s architecture required an enemy, not a 

replacement. 

 

This book does not attack Jesus. 

This book claims his teaching. 
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It separates the man from the machine that was built around him. It 

returns what the scaffold captured. 

Not a new religion. Not a correction. Not a scholarly argument 

dressed in better clothes. 

A reclamation. 

 

I love Jesus. 

I always have. 

I need to say that clearly, at the start, because nothing that follows 

will make sense without it. 

I did not arrive at this book through anger. I arrived through 

recognition. 

 

I was a child when my body stopped working. 

Lymphoblastic lymphoma. T-cell. Aggressive. Far advanced. 

A clinical room with neutral colours. Adults choosing their words too 

carefully. 

I knew before they finished speaking. People do not soften their 

voices for good news. 
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What followed was years of treatment. Cycles. Weeks on. Weeks off. 

The body becoming a project managed by specialists. Agency 

stripped. 

Decisions made around me instead of with me. 

 

I died three times. 

The first was the worst. On the drive to the hospital, I said it out  

loud. I think I’m dying. I was reporting a condition, not asking for 

reassurance. 

That night, in the children’s ward, everything collapsed. Not faded. 

Collapsed. Geometry giving up. Shapes folding in on themselves. 

Edges disappearing. The noise peaked and then cut out completely. 

Then silence. 

Not peace. Not darkness. Neutral. Empty. 

There was a choice. Not spoken. Known. 

Left and up meant leaving. Right and down meant returning. 

I thought about it. That’s the part that surprises people. They expect 

instinct. Panic. It was not like that. I evaluated it. 

I’m young. There’s still a lot I want to do. 

That was enough. I chose right and down. And I came back. 
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The girl in the next room died that same night. Permanently. She did 

not get to choose. I did. No fairness in that. No lesson either. Just 

distribution. 

 

The second time, a drug called BCNU — wrapped in black plastic so 

light could not touch it — exceeded what the nervous system could 

carry. I stepped out of my body and sat in the recliner chair next to 

the hospital bed. Watched. Waited. Stepped back in when the load 

dropped. 

The third time, during a lumbar puncture. Three nurses and my 

mother holding me down while the doctor tried needle after needle. 

The needle went in wrong. Again. Wrong again. I left my body and sat 

on the doorframe in the corner of the room, watching them work on 

my back. 

I knew where the chair was. I knew where the doorframe was. 

That changed me. 

Not because I found God. Because I lost the story. 

 

The story said: God is watching. God is in control. God has a plan. 
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The ward said: a child is dying. Next door, a girl is screaming through 

the night. Machines breathe for bodies that cannot be trusted. 

Nurses cry in the corridor when the doors are closed. 

If God has a plan, the plan includes this ward. 

If God is in control, God is in control of the screaming. 

Something in the logic was broken. My body knew it before my mind 

could say why. Not anger. Confusion. The same confusion a child 

feels when the explanation does not match what they can see. 

The scaffold started cracking. 

 

Not all at once. Cracks do not announce themselves. 

I still loved the hymns. I still felt something real in the gathering. I 

still read the words and heard truth in them. 

But the container was wrong. 

The container sorted people. The container threatened. The 

container placed God outside the world and made access 

conditional. 

The teaching said: love your neighbour. 

The container said: but not that neighbour. Not if he believes the 

wrong thing. Not if she loves the wrong person. Not if they worship in 

the wrong building. 
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The teaching was warm. The container was cold. 

I could feel the difference in my body. The teaching opened 

something. 

The container closed it. 

Between the ward and university I read everything I could find about 

the other side of the chair. Christianity. Buddhism. Hinduism. Esoteric 

traditions.  

I chewed slowly.  

I swallowed nothing whole. 

 

Then Anselm’s argument arrived. 

Something than which nothing greater can be conceived must exist 

— because existence is greater than non-existence. 

A logical steel trap. Beautiful. Inescapable. 

In that moment, I knew God existed. Not as faith. As structure. The 

argument closed like a vice and it would not let go. 

I also knew the scaffold was wrong. 

Both were true. Both were clear. The existence was undeniable. The 

institution built around it was broken. 
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This is the position that no one prepares you for. Not atheism. Not 

faith. Something harder than both. The certainty that the ground is 

real and the building on top of it is not. 

The ground hums. The building sorts. 

 

That argument became my bedrock. It never left. Years of obsessive 

thinking followed.  

If God is perfect — complete, lacking nothing — then why are we 

here? I could not find the answer. I also could not stop looking.  

That looking became the work. 

 

One evening, on a family trip to Kruger, I told my father. Laid it out 

cleanly. No rhetoric. No provocation. The bush does something to 

conversation — the scale makes small talk feel absurd. You either say 

something that matters or you keep your mouth shut. 

He listened. 

Then he did what he always did when something mattered too much. 

You should read Hume. 

No engagement. No counter. No wrestling. Homework. 

The issue was never God. The issue was whether I was allowed to 

think — without being sent somewhere else first. 
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When that became clear, something hardened. If I was going to 

think, I was going to do it without waiting for permission. 

I wanted to break the scaffold down. Not because I had a problem 

with Jesus. I always loved Jesus.  

I loved the teaching. I loved the Sermon on the Mount. I loved the 

parables. I loved the man who ate with sinners and touched lepers 

and drove out the money-changers. 

I hated the sorting. The hierarchy. The leverage. The threat. The 

blade hidden in the text. 

I saw myself as the anti-Christ who loves Jesus. 

That sentence sat in my chest for over twenty years. It felt right and 

wrong at the same time. 

Then the word arrived. 

Not as a thought. As a recitation. It started repeating in the 

background of my brain, unbidden, the way a phrase does when it 

insists on being heard. 

ἀντίχριστος. 

Antichristos. 

Not anti-Christ. Antichristos. 

Not the enemy. The replacement. 

Not against the man. In place of the anointed one. 



24 

The scaffold took a teacher and made him a gatekeeper. It took an 

ethic and made it a toll road. It heard something in his words that 

was not there — or rather, it refused to hear what was. 

That single mishearing built the most powerful sorting machine in 

human history. 

There is a phrase in the Greek that will matter later. 

Two words. 

Ἐγώ εἰμι. 

Ego eimi. 

I AM. 

Remember it. 

It appears seven times in one gospel. The gospel written last — the 

one furthest from the man on the hillside. Seven times, the teacher 

opens his mouth and begins with those two words. The same words 

God spoke to Moses at the burning bush. The same words the 

scaffold never heard correctly. 

When you hear those words later in this book, hear them fresh. Hear 

them as if no one has ever told you what they mean. 

 

This book makes one claim. 

Jesus said “I AM is the way.” 
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The scaffold heard “I, Jesus, am the gatekeeper.” 

That mishearing is the scaffold’s foundation. Remove it, and the 

sorting machine has no engine.  

This book removes it — not by attacking the text, but by reading it 

honestly. Not by rejecting Jesus, but by reclaiming what he pointed 

at. Not by building a new religion, but by showing that what he 

pointed at is exactly what the structure of reality derives. 

Same destination. Different foundation. One can be reinterpreted. 

The other cannot. 

I love Jesus. I always have. 

This book is my attempt to free him. 
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Part I 

What He Said 
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Chapter 2 

The Teaching 

 

There is a hillside in Galilee. A crowd. A man who sat down and 

opened his mouth. 

What came out was not theology. 

It was not a creed. Not a system. Not a set of rules for who gets in 

and who stays out. 

It was an ethic. 

Plain. Direct. Addressed to the people sitting in front of him — not to 

the scholars who would argue about it for centuries after his death. 

The Sermon on the Mount is three chapters in Matthew. It takes less 

than fifteen minutes to read. It contains no exclusivity claims. No 

membership conditions. No mention of hell. No requirement to 

believe anything about the speaker in order to hear the teaching. 

It is the clearest thing Jesus ever said. 

The scaffold buried it under two thousand years of theology. It 

wrapped the words in doctrine. It placed conditions around them — 

believe this first, join this first, accept this authority first. The Sermon 
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became an accessory to the institution rather than the institution’s 

foundation. 

Strip the wrapping. Read the words. 

 

I read the Sermon on the Mount after the scaffold had cracked. 

I had read it before — many times. Inside the container. Inside the 

noise. The words arrived pre-interpreted, wrapped in doctrine, loaded 

with conditions I had been taught to accept before I could hear what 

was actually being said. 

This time I read it without the noise. 

Without the threat. Without the hierarchy. Without the sorting. 

Just the words. 

And the words were true. 

Not true because God said them. True because they described 

something I could feel. Something I had always felt. Something my 

body recognised before my mind could name it. 

My chest opened. My breathing slowed. The words landed the way 

water lands on dry ground — not as information, but as relief. As 

recognition. 

As the feeling of finally hearing someone say clearly what you have 

been carrying unclearly for years. 
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The teaching did not need the scaffold. The scaffold needed the 

teaching. 

What follows is the teaching, heard honestly. 

Each time, three steps.  

First: what he said — the words, plain.  

Second: what it feels like to hear it without the scaffold — the felt 

truth. 

Third: why it works structurally — the geometric name, arriving last, as 

confirmation of what you already recognised. The geometry comes 

third. Always third.  

If the structural name arrives before the warmth, it sounds like 

jargon.  

If the warmth arrives before the structure, it sounds like sentiment.  

Together, in the right order, they sound like something you always 

knew. 

Blessed are the meek, for they will inherit the earth. 

The meek. Not the weak. Not the submissive. The ones who have the 

power to escalate and choose not to. 

You have met this person. They walk into a room that is about to 

catch fire, and the room does not catch fire. Not because they 

dominate it. 
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Because they do not add fuel. They absorb the friction instead of 

returning it. The space stays open because they did not close it. 

This is low-friction coupling. The system that does not escalate 

outlasts the system that does. Always. Without exception. 

Low-friction systems inherit the earth because high-friction systems 

destroy themselves. 

Jesus called it meekness. Same observation. Different century. 

 

Blessed are the peacemakers, for they will be called children of God. 

Not peacekeepers. Peacemakers. 

A peacekeeper maintains a truce. A peacemaker builds the 

conditions under which a truce is no longer necessary. The difference 

is structural. One manages friction. The other removes the source of 

it. 

The person who walks into a conflict and makes it smaller — not by 

taking sides, not by imposing authority, but by widening the corridor 

until both parties can move without colliding — that person is doing 

the most structurally valuable work a human being can do. 

The geometry calls this stabilising intervention. Jesus called them 

children of God. The scaffold called them naïve. 

Love your enemies, and pray for those who persecute you. 
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The hardest sentence in the Sermon. The one the scaffold itself 

could never follow. 

Think about what this actually asks. Not tolerance. Not distance. Not 

ignoring. Love. Active, deliberate orientation toward the person who 

is trying to destroy you. 

When you meet hostility with hostility, both corridors narrow. Two 

systems locked in escalation consume each other. The fire burns 

both houses. But when you meet hostility with something other than 

submission or retaliation — with steady, unflinching presence — the 

system does not collapse. The hostile agent still exists. The corridor 

remains open. The possibility of change is not destroyed. 

This is not passivity. Passivity is absence. This is presence without 

escalation. The hardest posture a human being can hold. And the 

most structurally efficient. 

The structure calls this cooperative coupling. Jesus said it in twelve 

words. The scaffold launched crusades. 

 

Do not judge, or you too will be judged. 

Sorting people closes doors — for them and for you. 

The moment you classify someone, you stop seeing them. You see 

the label. The label is cheaper than the person. The label requires no 
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attention, no update, no revision. It is fixed. And because it is fixed, it 

is wrong — because people are not fixed. 

Every time the scaffold sorts — saved and unsaved, righteous and 

fallen, us and them — it closes a corridor that was still open. The 

sorted person loses options. The sorter loses sight. 

Structurally, this is premature classification. Jesus called it the 

splinter and the beam. You cannot see clearly through a lens you 

refuse to examine. 

Then Peter came to Jesus and asked, “Lord, how many times shall I 

forgive my brother? Up to seven times?” Jesus answered, “Not seven 

times, but seventy-seven times.” 

Peter wanted a number. A limit. A point at which he could stop 

forgiving and start punishing. That is the scaffold’s instinct — find the 

threshold, then sort. 

Jesus’s answer is not a number. It is a principle. Always correct at the 

lowest level that works. Do not escalate to punishment when 

correction is sufficient. Do not escalate to correction when presence 

is sufficient. Do not escalate at all unless the system requires it. 

The geometry calls this minimum-level correction. The lightest touch 

that restores stability. No more. No less. 
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If anyone slaps you on the right cheek, turn to them the other cheek 

also. 

Not submission. Refusal. 

The slap expects a return. The system is designed to escalate. Hit, 

return, hit harder, return harder. The cycle feeds on participation. The 

turn breaks the cycle — not by weakness, but by declining to enter 

the game. 

Not because the hit did not hurt. Because returning it costs more 

than absorbing it. 

I know this in my body. I have stood in front of men with weapons 

who expected me to react. When they tried to tie my feet I kicked 

hard enough to be clear. When the gun came up between my eyes I 

looked down — because I thought I saw it was not cocked, and I was 

too scared to look again in case I was wrong. Every instinct said 

respond. Every calculation said do not. The tension of knowing you 

can end the men in front of you and your dreams at the same time — 

that tension is the teaching in the body. Restraint is not the absence 

of power. It is power that answers to something more expensive than 

impulse. 

The structure calls this non-escalation. Jesus performed it at the 

cross. 

 



35 

Do to others what you would have them do to you. 

The simplest sentence in the Sermon. The one that needs no 

commentary. 

The mathematics is the same from both sides of the skin. What 

stabilises your corridor stabilises mine. What narrows mine narrows 

yours. Harm travels in both directions because the corridors are 

coupled. They were always coupled. The illusion of separateness 

made it possible to forget this. The Golden Rule remembers. 

Treat the other like you want to be treated. Nothing more. Nothing 

less. 

That is the entire ethic in one sentence, spoken on a hillside, to a 

crowd who did not need a degree to understand it. 

This is geometric symmetry stated as ethics. 

 

No one can serve two masters. 

Taking more than you give makes the whole system smaller. 

Extraction feels like gain. It is structural loss. Every time one part of 

the system hoards at the expense of the whole, the whole contracts. 

The organism shrinks. The corridors narrow. The person extracting 

gets richer in one dimension and poorer in every other. 
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This is extraction destabilisation. Jesus called it serving two masters. 

The teaching is the same: you cannot take from the system you 

depend on and expect the system to hold. 

Enter through the narrow gate. For wide is the gate and broad is the 

road that leads to destruction. 

The scaffold read this as a membership condition. The narrow gate is 

our church. The broad road is everyone else. 

Read it again without the scaffold. 

The narrow gate is precision. It is the discipline of paying attention 

to what is actually in front of you rather than drifting through on 

autopilot. The broad road is not sin — it is inattention. It is the easy 

path where every choice is made by default, where the corridor 

narrows without the person noticing because they never looked. 

The structure calls this the corridor. The narrow gate is the decision 

to stay conscious of your own movement through it. That is all Jesus 

is asking. Pay attention. The alternative is drift — and drift does not 

announce itself as destruction. It announces itself as comfort. 

 

Blessed are the pure in heart, for they will see God. 

The scaffold read this as moral purity. Clean living. Sexual restraint. 

Obedience to doctrine. 
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Read it again without the scaffold. 

The pure in heart are the ones who have cleared the noise. Not 

morally pure — perceptually clear. The person who has stopped 

sorting, stopped performing, stopped importing conditions that were 

never in the teaching 

— that person sees what was always there. Not through a priest. Not 

through an institution. Through the interior. Directly. 

This beatitude is the Sermon’s most radical claim. It says you can 

see 

God without a mediator. The scaffold built an entire civilisation on 

the premise that you cannot. This single verse undoes that premise. 

What the pure in heart see, we will name later in this book. For now, 

remember: the teaching itself says the way in is direct. The scaffold 

said the way in is through us. One of those claims is the teaching. 

The other is the machine. 

 

That is the teaching. 

Read it again. Slowly. 

Nothing in those words requires you to believe that the man who 

spoke them was divine. Nothing requires you to join an institution. 
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Nothing requires you to sort the world into those who heard him and 

those who did not. 

The teaching asks one thing. 

Be honest about what you already know. 

You knew this before you read it here. 

You knew it before the scaffold told you it belonged to them. 

The teaching is not the scaffold’s property. It never was. 

It belongs to every I that has ever looked out of a window and 

recognised the I looking back. 
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Chapter 3 

The Stories 

 

Jesus did not only teach in statements. He told stories. 

This matters. 

A statement tells you what to think. A story lets you recognise what 

you already know. The Sermon on the Mount is a set of instructions. 

The parables are a set of mirrors. You look in and see yourself — not 

because the story is about you, but because the structure it describes 

is the structure you already live inside. 

The scaffold turned the parables into moral lessons. Behave like this. 

Do not behave like that. Obey the point. 

But the parables are not lessons. They are demonstrations. Each one 

sets up a situation, introduces a choice, and lets the geometry play 

out. The listener does not need to be told the conclusion. The listener 

arrives at it alone, half a sentence before Jesus states it. 

That is not instruction. That is recognition. 
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A man was going down from Jerusalem to Jericho, when he was 

attacked by robbers. They stripped him, beat him, and left him half 

dead. 

A priest happened to be going down the same road, and when he saw 

the man, he passed by on the other side. A Levite also came, and he 

too passed by on the other side. 

But a Samaritan, as he travelled, came where the man was; and when 

he saw him, he took pity on him. 

 

The priest and the Levite are not villains. They are the scaffold. 

They have reasons. Touching a bleeding man would make them 

ritually unclean. The law says do not contaminate yourself. The 

institution says your purity matters more than his pain. They are not 

cruel. They are compliant. 

The Samaritan is the wrong person. Wrong tribe. Wrong religion. 

Wrong side of every line the scaffold draws. He has no institutional 

obligation to stop. No doctrinal reason to help. No category that 

connects him to the man in the ditch. 

He stops anyway. 

Not because a law tells him to. Because the man is bleeding. 
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You have seen this. You have sat in a vehicle and watched a friend 

step out and walk through a separate gate because the shade of their 

skin was wrong. You have watched the right people — the compliant 

people, the people with the correct labels — walk past the man in the 

ditch without breaking stride. And you have seen the other person — 

the one with no obligation, no category that connects them to you, no 

institutional reason to stop — show up anyway. 

The scaffold sorts people into categories and then acts within those 

categories. The geometry does not see categories. The geometry 

sees a corridor in trouble and responds. 

What matters is not which group you belong to. What matters is what 

you do when someone is bleeding. 

The geometry calls this label-independent coupling. Jesus told a 

story about it. The story outlasted every institution that tried to own it. 

 

A man had two sons. The younger one said, “Father, give me my 

share.” He left, spent everything, and ended up feeding pigs. 

When he came to his senses, he went home. His father saw him 

coming from a long way off, ran to him, threw his arms around him, 

and kissed him. 

The older brother was angry. “I have served you all these years and 

never disobeyed. You never gave me even a goat. But this son of 
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yours who has squandered your property — you kill the fattened calf 

for him?” 

 

The father is the geometry. 

The older brother is the scaffold. 

Read that again. It is the entire book compressed into one story. 

 

The father does not sort. He does not weigh. He does not calculate 

the cost of the son’s failure and subtract it from the welcome. The 

son is home. The corridor is open. That is all that matters. 

The older brother sorts. He counts. He compares. He has obeyed 

every rule and earned every credit and now he watches the system 

reward someone who broke every rule. His outrage is not irrational. 

By the scaffold’s logic, he is correct. You earn your place. You follow 

the rules. You deserve more than the one who didn’t. 

But the father’s logic is different. 

The father’s logic says: the corridor was closed. Now it is open. That 

is cause for celebration, not accounting. 

 

The geometry calls this correction without contempt. The system 

does not punish the return. It does not demand proof of change. It 
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does not require the returning agent to earn back what was lost. It 

simply notes: the coupling is restored. Continue. 

The scaffold cannot do this. The scaffold requires punishment before 

restoration. The scaffold requires evidence of worthiness. The 

scaffold requires the returning agent to grovel, confess, and re-enter 

at the bottom. 

Jesus’s father runs toward the son before the son finishes his 

speech. 

That is not theology. That is geometry performing itself as story. 

 

The kingdom of heaven is like a mustard seed, which is the smallest 

of all seeds. Yet when it grows, it is the largest of garden plants and 

becomes a tree, and the birds come and perch in its branches. 

One act. 

One small, stabilising act. Not grand. Not heroic. Not visible to 

anyone watching. 

A person who does not escalate. A person who listens instead of 

sorting. 

A person who absorbs the friction instead of returning it. One act, 

barely noticeable, that opens a space where before there was none. 

The scaffold thinks in cathedrals. The geometry thinks in seeds. 
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The alleyway between a building and a cement wall is four metres 

wide at its widest. Ugly. Neglected. Nobody looks at it. But someone 

plants a garden there — not for the world, for themselves — and the 

garden grows, and others come and sit in it, and the space that was 

nothing becomes the space that holds everything. 

That is the mustard seed. Not a programme. Not an institution. Not a 

movement. 

One act of genuine coherence, planted in the only soil available, and 

the structure takes care of the rest. 

 

If a man owns a hundred sheep, and one of them wanders away, will 

he not leave the ninety-nine on the hills and go to look for the one 

that wandered off? 

 

The scaffold reads this as pastoral care. The good shepherd retrieves 

the lost believer. 

Read it without the scaffold. 

The system notices what is missing. Not because the one sheep is 

special. Because the system is incomplete without it. The ninety-nine 

do not make the one expendable. The one is not replaceable by the 

ninety-nine. 
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No I is expendable. No window is redundant. No grain of sand is 

surplus. 

The geometry does not count heads to determine value. It notices 

absence because absence changes the shape of the whole. 

 

The kingdom of heaven is like a landowner who went out early in the 

morning to hire workers for his vineyard. He agreed to pay them a 

denarius for the day. 

About five in the afternoon he went out and found still others 

standing around. He hired them too. When evening came, he paid 

them all the same 

— starting with the last ones hired. 

Those who were hired first began to grumble. “You have made them 

equal to us,” they said. 

 

The outrage is the scaffold speaking. 

I earned this. I was here first. I worked longer. I deserve more. The 

hierarchy should hold. The seniority should count. The system should 

reward compliance proportionally. 

The landowner’s answer is the geometry speaking. 
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The payment is not a reward for hours worked. It is the cost of being 

alive in the vineyard. One denarius. One day. The geometry does not 

track arrival time. It does not reward seniority. It does not owe more 

to the one who came first. Every I in the vineyard is equally 

necessary. 

Every window gets the same light. 

The scaffold cannot tolerate this. The scaffold’s entire architecture 

depends on differential access — some closer to God, some further 

away, some earning faster, some still in debt. Equality of access is 

the one thing that kills the machine. 

Jesus told a story about it. The scaffold spent two thousand years 

ignoring it. 

 

Five stories. Five mirrors. 

In every one, the same structure appears. The scaffold sorts, counts, 

earns, excludes. The geometry responds, opens, restores, includes. 

The priest walks past. The Samaritan stops. 

The brother counts. The father runs. 

The scaffold builds cathedrals. The seed grows in four metres of dirt. 

The ninety-nine are not enough. The one matters. 

The early workers grumble. The vineyard pays the same. 
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Jesus did not explain the geometry. He demonstrated it. He told 

stories that let the listener feel the structure before anyone named it. 

That is what stories do that statements cannot. 

They bypass the scaffold and land directly in the body. 
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Chapter 4 

What He Did  

(and What He Didn’t Say) 

 

The teaching is what he said. This chapter is what he did. 

Actions are harder to reinterpret than words. Words can be wrapped 

in doctrine, loaded with conditions, buried under commentary. 

Actions sit in the historical record and do what they do. 

Every significant action attributed to Jesus in the synoptic gospels 

follows the same pattern. He finds a line the scaffold has drawn — 

between clean and unclean, insider and outsider, worthy and 

unworthy — and he steps across it. 

Not as protest. As demonstration. 

 

He ate with sinners. 

This is not a metaphor. In first-century Palestine, eating with 

someone was a public declaration of social solidarity. You did not eat 

with people below your station. You did not eat with people outside 

your group. The table was a boundary. 
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Jesus sat down at the wrong tables. Tax collectors. Prostitutes. The 

ritually unclean. The people the scaffold had already sorted into the 

out-group. 

He did not lecture them first. He did not require them to change 

before he sat down. He ate with them as they were. The table was 

open. The only condition was showing up. 

The geometry calls this unconditional coupling. The corridor does not 

check your label before it opens. The scaffold checks. The scaffold 

always checks. 

 

He touched lepers. 

Leprosy in the ancient world was not just a disease. It was a 

classification. The leper was removed from the community. 

Separated. 

Declared unclean. Required to announce their presence so others 

could maintain distance. The scaffold treated contamination as 

contagious and purity as fragile. 

Jesus reached out and touched the man. 

The scaffold said contamination travels from the unclean to the 

clean. 
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Jesus’s action said the opposite. Healing travels from the whole to 

the broken. The direction of flow matters. The scaffold assumed the 

worst travels. The geometry says the best can travel too — if someone 

is willing to close the distance. 

 

He spoke to the Samaritan woman at the well. 

Three violations in one act. She was a Samaritan — wrong tribe. She 

was a woman — wrong gender for public conversation with a rabbi. 

She had five former husbands — wrong history. 

Three lines. Jesus stepped across all three without acknowledging 

that the lines existed. 

The scaffold draws lines and then polices them. Jesus walked 

through them as if they were not there. Not defiantly. Not as a 

political act. 

As if the lines genuinely did not exist in the structure he was 

inhabiting. 

That is Architecture B performed inside Architecture A. The geometry 

operating inside a system that does not recognise it. 

 

He drove out the money-changers. 

This is the only time the gospels record Jesus escalating to force. 
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Tables overturned. Whips fashioned from cords. Commerce expelled 

from the temple. 

This action is critical because it establishes that the teaching is not 

passivity. Non-escalation is the default. It is not the ceiling. 

When the system has been captured — when the temple itself has 

become a marketplace, when the institution designed to connect 

people to the ground has become an instrument of extraction — 

correction is required. 

And correction, at that level, is not gentle. 

The geometry calls this Level 4 correction. The lightest touch that 

restores stability. When the corruption is structural, the lightest 

effective touch is still forceful. Jesus did not politely request the 

money-changers to reconsider their business model. He made a 

whip. 

Non-escalation is not non-action. It is calibrated response. The 

minimum force necessary. No more. No less. 

 

They brought a woman to him. Caught in adultery. The law said stone 

her. 

The crowd had stones. The scaffold had its verdict. 
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This account does not appear in the earliest manuscripts. Most 

scholars consider it a later addition to John’s gospel — added, 

ironically, by a copyist who recognised its truth even if it was not 

original. Whether or not Jesus said these words, the structure they 

describe is consistent with everything he demonstrably did. 

Jesus bent down and wrote in the dust. Nobody knows what he wrote. 

The text does not say. What it says is what he said when he stood up. 

Let anyone among you who is without sin be the first to throw a 

stone. 

One sentence. The entire hierarchy dissolved. 

Not by arguing against the law. Not by declaring the woman innocent. 

Not by overruling the crowd. By turning the lens. By pointing the 

scaffold’s own standard back at the scaffold. 

The stones dropped. The crowd left. One by one, starting with the 

oldest. 

The geometry calls this reflexive correction. The standard that sorts 

others is applied to the self. The sorting collapses because no one 

survives their own criteria. 

Jesus did not save the woman by being God. He saved her by being 

precise. 
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Now read the record of what he said. 

Read it carefully. 

Read all four gospels, start to finish, and make a list of what Jesus 

explicitly instructed his followers to do. 

The list is short. 

Love God. Love your neighbour. Feed the hungry. Visit the sick. 

Forgive. 

Do not judge. Sell what you have and give to the poor. 

Now make a second list. Everything the scaffold did in his name. 

Sit with both lists. Put them side by side. Feel the distance between 

them. 

That distance is the scaffold. 

I sat with those two lists for a long time. The first list fit on a napkin. 

The second list filled libraries. The first list was warm. The second list 

was a body count. 

 

Jesus never said build a church. 

Jesus never said write a creed. 

Jesus never said sort humanity into saved and unsaved. 

Jesus never said burn heretics. 
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Jesus never said launch crusades. 

Jesus never said conquer continents. 

Jesus never said build a hierarchy with a man in a palace at the top. 

Jesus never said accumulate wealth in his name. 

Jesus never said exclude anyone from the table. 

 

Everything the scaffold did, it did without instruction. 

Every crusade. Every inquisition. Every excommunication. Every 

burned body. Every shunned child. Every conquered nation baptised 

at sword-point. Every queer life destroyed by a doctrine the founder 

never spoke. 

The scaffold did not follow the teaching. The scaffold replaced it. 

 

One absence is worth naming specifically. Jesus never mentioned 

homosexuality. Not once. Not in any gospel. The condemnations that 

the scaffold uses to sort, exclude, and destroy queer lives come from 

Leviticus and Paul. Not from the founder. The scaffold’s position on 

homosexuality has no foundation in the founder’s words. None. The 

blade was placed in the text by the institution, not by the teacher. 

Every queer person who was told God hates them was told a lie — 

and the lie was not Jesus’s. 
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There is one more absence. The most important one. 

In Matthew, Mark, and Luke — the three gospels closest in time to 

the events — Jesus never once makes an exclusivity claim. He never 

says “I am the only way.” He never says “No one comes to the Father 

except through me.” He tells parables. He teaches ethics. He acts. 

He points at the moon. 

Those claims — the claims that built the scaffold’s master lock — 

appear only in one gospel. The latest. The furthest from the events. 

The one with the most theological agenda. 

That gospel is John. 

And the claims begin with two words. 

Ἐγώ εἰμι. 

We planted those words in Chapter 1. They are about to matter. 

 

The man on the hillside taught an ethic. He told stories that let 

people feel the structure before anyone named it. He acted in ways 

that dissolved the lines the scaffold would later draw. 

And he said nothing — nothing — about building the machine that 

was built in his name. 

The teaching is clear. The stories are clear. The actions are clear. 
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The scaffold is not the teaching. The scaffold is not the stories. The 

scaffold is not the actions. 

The scaffold is the addition. 
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Part II 

What the Scaffold Did 
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Chapter 5 

The Capture 

 

A man dies. 

His students scatter. His movement has no institution, no text, no 

structure. It has a teaching, a set of stories, and the memory of a life 

that demonstrated both. 

Within one generation, the teaching has been captured. 

Within three centuries, it has been weaponised. 

Within five centuries, it is killing people. 

This chapter does not linger in the wreckage. Being After Religion 

carries the full record — the Crusades, the Inquisition, the colonial 

missions, the body count. That record exists. It is published. It is 

free. 

This chapter asks a different question. Not what did the scaffold do. 

But how did the capture happen. How did the teaching become the 

machine. 

The answer begins with one man. 
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Paul never met Jesus. 

This fact is stated clearly in Paul’s own letters. He encountered a 

vision on the road to Damascus. A light. A voice. A revelation. Not a 

person. Not a teacher. Not a man who ate with sinners and touched 

lepers and told stories about seeds. 

Paul met a cosmic event. And from that event, he built a theology. 

 

Original sin — the idea that humanity is fundamentally broken and 

cannot fix itself. This is not in the teaching. The man on the hillside 

never said you are born defective. He said the kingdom is within you. 

Paul said you are fallen. The teaching said you are whole. These are 

not the same claim. 

Substitutionary atonement — the idea that Jesus’s death was a 

payment for that brokenness. A transaction. A debt settled in blood. 

The teaching never framed the death as payment. The teaching was 

given before the death. The ethic does not require the cross. Paul 

made the cross the point. The teaching made the hillside the point. 

Justification by faith — the idea that belief in Jesus’s sacrifice is the 

only route to restoration. Not action. Not ethics. Not how you treat the 

man in the ditch. Belief. The interior state of accepting a proposition 

about a cosmic event. The teaching said: do this. Paul said: believe 

this. 
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The body of Jesus as institution — the idea that the community of 

believers is itself a sacred structure with authority over its members. 

The teaching never mentioned a church. Paul built one. 

 

None of this is in the Sermon on the Mount. 

None of this is in the parables. 

None of this was spoken by the man on the hillside. 

Paul built it. All of it. From a vision, not from a teaching. 

 

Here is the fact that changes everything. 

Paul’s letters predate every gospel. Paul was writing theology before 

anyone wrote down what the teacher said. The scaffold’s architecture 

was constructed before the biography existed. 

Read that again. The doctrine came before the account. 

The institution was already taking shape before anyone recorded the 

Sermon on the Mount, the parables, the actions. By the time Mark — 

the earliest gospel — was composed, Paul’s theology had been 

circulating for decades. The gospels were not written in a vacuum. 

They were written in the shadow of Paul’s theology. The writers of 

Matthew, Luke, and John breathed Paul’s categories. The cosmic 
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Christ was already installed. The ethical teacher had to fit inside a 

framework that was built without him. 

 

Paul loved Jesus. 

This matters enormously. Paul was not a cynical operator. He was not 

a politician seizing an opportunity. He was a man who experienced 

something that shattered his previous identity and rebuilt it from the 

ground up. His letters burn with urgency. His commitment was total. 

His suffering was real. His sacrifice was genuine. 

And he got the structure wrong. 

Not because he was dishonest. Because he was working from a 

vision, not from the teaching. He never heard the Sermon. He never 

watched Jesus eat with sinners. He never saw the Samaritan stop. He 

had the light on the road. He had the cosmic Christ. He did not have 

the man on the hillside. 

Paul is the proof that you can love someone completely and still build 

a cage around them. Love does not prevent capture. Sometimes love 

is the mechanism of capture. 

Paul is the reason this book is necessary. 

The scaffold started before the ink was dry on the first gospel. 
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Paul’s theology created the conditions for what came next. 

If humanity is fundamentally broken, someone must fix it. If the fix is 

Jesus’s death, then Jesus is not a teacher — he is a saviour. If 

Jesus is a saviour, then access to salvation must be controlled. If 

access is controlled, someone must control it. If someone controls it, 

that someone has power over every soul that wants to be saved. 

The logic is a ratchet. Each step makes the next step inevitable. Each 

step sounds reasonable in isolation. Together, they build a machine. 

Original sin created the need. Substitutionary atonement created the 

solution. Justification by faith created the gate. The institution 

became the gatekeeper. The gatekeeper became the hierarchy. The 

hierarchy became the scaffold. 

The man on the hillside said: the kingdom is within you. 

The scaffold said: the kingdom is through us. And the price of 

admission is belief, obedience, and compliance. And the penalty for 

refusal is eternal. 

 

By the time the Gospel of John was composed — the latest gospel, 

decades after the others — Paul’s theological framework was already 

the air the community breathed. The Johannine community inherited 

Paul’s categories and did something Paul himself never did. 
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They put the exclusivity into Jesus’s own mouth. 

Paul argued for exclusivity in his own voice, as theology. John placed 

it in Jesus’s voice, as biography. The scaffold’s theology became the 

founder’s autobiography. The cosmic Christ that Paul invented was 

given lines to speak, in first person, as if the man on the hillside had 

said them. 

That is the capture. 

 

The capture accelerated. 

Within three centuries, the scaffold had a state. Constantine — a 

Roman emperor who understood power better than theology — saw 

the machine’s potential and fused it with the empire. Christianity 

became the official religion of Rome. The scaffold did not convert the 

empire. The empire converted the scaffold. It absorbed the structure 

and gave it armies, tax revenue, and the legal authority to compel. 

At Nicaea, the scaffold wrote its creed. Bishops gathered under 

imperial authority to decide what the teaching meant — by vote. The 

nature of 

Jesus was determined by committee. The man who said “do not lord 

it over others” was defined by men who lorded over nations. 

After Nicaea, disagreement became heresy. Heresy became crime. 

Crime became punishment. Punishment became death. 
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The teaching said: blessed are the meek. 

The scaffold said: agree with the creed or face the consequences. 

The ratchet continued. 

What followed is a record of inversion. The teaching, reversed. Point 

by point. Systematically. Over centuries. 

Every chapter of Being After Religion documents this record in full. 

Here, the compression. One inversion per sentence. Each one a 

teaching from the hillside, and what the scaffold did with it. 

 

Love your enemies. The scaffold launched crusades. 

Do not judge. The scaffold built the Inquisition. 

Blessed are the meek. The scaffold crowned popes and built palaces. 

The splinter and the beam. The scaffold protected abusers and 

punished their victims. 

Do not store treasure on earth. The scaffold accumulated wealth that 

would make empires blush. 

Feed the hungry. The scaffold taxed the hungry to build cathedrals. 

Let anyone without sin cast the first stone. The scaffold burned 

witches. 
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The table is open. The scaffold locked the door and charged 

admission. 

 

Eight inversions. Eight teachings reversed. The scaffold did not fail to 

follow the teaching. It followed the teaching’s exact opposite. 

That is not failure. Failure implies an attempt that fell short. This is 

capture. The teaching was taken, inverted, and used as the 

authorisation for the inversion. The founder’s name was placed on 

the inversion so that opposing it became opposing him. 

 

The most devastating tool was the name itself. 

“In the name of Jesus.” 

Five words. The phrase that launched crusades and blessed 

genocide. The phrase spoken over baptisms performed at sword-

point. The phrase that preceded excommunications, burned bodies, 

conquered continents, and destroyed civilisations. 

The name of a man who ate with sinners became the authorisation 

for killing them. The name of a man who said “do not judge” became 

the stamp on every judgement. The name of a man who said “love 

your enemies” 

became the war cry against them. 
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This is identity fusion. The scaffold fused its authority with the 

founder’s identity until they became indistinguishable. To question 

the scaffold was to question Jesus. To reject the institution was to 

reject the man. To criticise the hierarchy was to blaspheme against 

God. 

The fusion was total. Every act of institutional violence became an act 

of divine obedience. Every cruelty became love — because the 

scaffold defined love as compliance. Every murder became mercy — 

because the scaffold defined mercy as saving the soul even if it 

meant destroying the body. 

The scaffold built the cage and put Jesus’s face on the lock. 

And two billion people loved the cage because they loved the face on 

the lock. 

 

I knew something was wrong when I was a child in the ward. 

By the time I understood Paul’s role, I understood something worse. 

The scaffold was not a corruption of the teaching. It was not a well-

meaning institution that lost its way. It was built — structurally, 

chronologically, architecturally — before the teaching was even 

written down. 

The cage came first. The bird was placed inside it later. 
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That realisation does not make you angry. It makes you quiet. The 

weight of it is not outrage. It is grief. Grief for two billion people who 

love a man whose teaching was captured before they ever heard it. 

Grief for the teaching itself — warm, simple, true — buried under a 

machine that used it as fuel. 

And grief for the man. The man on the hillside who ate with sinners 

and told stories about seeds and pointed at the moon with everything 

he had. 

His name on every blade. His face on every lock. His teaching 

inverted, sentence by sentence, and stamped with his approval. 

The scaffold did not betray Jesus. It loved him. That is what makes it 

unforgivable. 

 

And at the centre of the cage, one lock. 

The scaffold tried many locks. Creeds. Councils. Papal authority. 

Excommunication. Hell. But the master lock — the one that held 

everything in place — was a single verse in a single gospel. 

No one comes to the Father except through me. 

John 14:6. 
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One verse. One gospel. The latest gospel. Written decades after the 

death, in a community shaped by Paul’s theology, by authors who 

never met the man on the hillside. 

That verse became the scaffold’s foundation stone. The sorting 

mechanism. The gate. The toll. Everything the institution built — the 

hierarchy, the exclusivity, the threat, the leverage — rests on this one 

claim: that access to God runs through one man, and that man’s 

representatives on earth control the access. 

Remove that verse, and the scaffold has no engine. 

But we are not going to remove it. 

We are going to read it. 

 

Part III opens the lock. 

Not by attacking the text. Not by dismissing John. Not by claiming 

the manuscripts say something different. 

By reading two words at the beginning of the sentence that the 

scaffold never heard correctly. 

Ἐγώ εἰμι. 

The fuse has been burning since Chapter 1. 

It is time to look at what it is attached to. 
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Part III 

I AM 
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Chapter 6 

The Name Before the Name 

 

Before Jesus spoke the words, God spoke them first. 

Before the scaffold wrapped them in theology, before Paul built his 

structure, before John placed the exclusivity claims in the founder’s 

mouth — the words existed. 

They were spoken to a man standing in front of a bush that burned 

without burning. 

 

Exodus 3:14. 

Moses stands before the burning bush. He has been called. He has 

been told to go to Pharaoh and demand the release of a people. He 

asks the question any honest person would ask. 

Who shall I say sent me? 

Every other god in the ancient world has a name. A title. A portfolio. 

The god of storms. The god of war. The god of harvest. Names that 

describe function. Names that fit inside a system. Names that can be 

placed on a shelf next to other names. 

The answer from the bush is not a name like those. 
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It is not a title. It is not a description. It is not a claim of power or 

jurisdiction. 

The answer is a declaration of existence. 

 

Ἐγώ εἰμι ὁ ὤν. 

Ego eimi ho on. 

I AM the one who is. 

 

The Hebrew is even more direct. אֶהְיֶה אֲשֶר אֶהְיֶה . Ehyeh asher ehyeh. I 

am that I am. Or: I will be what I will be. 

God’s name is not a noun. It is a verb. 

Not a person. Not a being among other beings. Not a king on a 

throne. 

Not a father with a plan. Not a judge with a ledger. 

An act of existing. Awareness declaring itself. The ground of being, 

naming itself as the fact of being. 

I AM. 

 

Sit with this. 
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The scaffold taught you that God is a person. A being who watches, 

judges, rewards, punishes. A mind that plans. A will that decides. A 

father who chooses which children to save and which to leave. 

Exodus 3:14 says something different. 

Exodus 3:14 says God’s name is existence itself. Not a being who 

exists. 

Being itself. Not someone who is. The is. The fact that anything is at 

all — that is the name. 

Close your eyes. Notice that you are aware. Not what you are aware of 

— the sounds, the thoughts, the sensations. Just the fact of 

awareness. 

The noticing itself. The witness behind everything you experience. 

That witness is not your personality. It is not your history. It is not 

your name. It was there before you had any of those things. It will be 

there when they change. It does not belong to you. You belong to it. 

That is the I AM. 

The burning bush burns without consuming itself. That is the image. 

Not fire as destruction. Fire as sustained presence. Something that 

is, continuously, without needing fuel from outside. Self-sustaining 

existence. The ground that does not need a ground beneath it. 
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That is what was speaking from the burning bush. And that is what 

Jesus invoked when he opened his mouth and began with those two 

words. 

 

The scaffold took this name and made it a personal pronoun. 

God said I AM and the scaffold heard: I am a person, the most 

powerful person, the person who owns you. 

But that is not what the burning bush said. 

The burning bush said: existence is aware of itself. The fact that 

things are is not an accident. The ground of reality is conscious. The 

I 

AM is not something God has. The I AM is what God is. 

 

This distinction matters for everything that follows. 

If God is a person, then access to God can be controlled. A person 

has a location, a preference, a set of conditions. A person can be 

represented. A person can be mediated. The scaffold stands between 

you and the person and says: go through us. 

If God is the ground of being — the I AM, awareness itself — then 

access cannot be controlled. You cannot mediate between a person 

and their own awareness. You cannot stand between someone and 
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the ground they are already standing on. The scaffold has no position 

to occupy. The gate it claims to control does not exist. 

That is why this chapter matters. That is why the scaffold could not 

allow this reading. If the I AM is the ground — present in every 

window, available without mediation, accessible to anyone who turns 

their attention inward — then the entire institution is unnecessary. 

The hierarchy has no function. The gatekeeper has no gate. 

A note of honesty before continuing. The interpretive connection 

between the Exodus I AM and the Johannine Ego eimi rests on the 

argument that first-century Jewish readers would have heard the 

divine name in those two words. This claim is supported by the 

Septuagint tradition but has not been demonstrated as certain. Kill 

switch KS-AC.2 in Chapter 12 publishes the exact condition under 

which this connection collapses. The reader is invited to hold that 

awareness through everything that follows. 

 

And this recognition does not belong to any single tradition. 

The Upanishads call it Tat tvam asi — thou art that. The Buddha 

pointed to the same interior. Lao Tzu called it the Tao — the ground 

that precedes all naming. Different windows, different centuries, 

without coordination. If the ground is real, it should be discoverable 

from any window. The fact that it was discovered from many windows 

is evidence of structure, not theology. 
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Chapter 7 

The Evidence 

 

In 1329, a Dominican friar named Meister Eckhart was condemned 

for heresy by Pope John XXII. 

His crime was preaching that the divine ground is identical with the 

ground of the soul. That God is not outside you, watching. That God 

is inside you, being. That the eye through which you see God is the 

same eye through which God sees you. 

Eckhart was reading the I AM the way this book reads it. 

Inside Christianity. From inside the tradition. Using the same texts, 

the same language, the same faith. 

The scaffold recognised the reading as a threat and destroyed it. 

That act of destruction is itself evidence. You do not condemn a 

reading unless it threatens the structure. The scaffold did not ignore 

Eckhart’s interpretation. It executed it. The reading existed. The 

scaffold killed it. 

That weight — the weight of discovering that this reading was born 

inside the tradition and murdered inside the tradition — is the 

ground this chapter stands on. 
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This chapter lays the evidence before the detonation. 

Chapter 8 will apply the I AM reading to each of the seven doors. But 

the reader deserves the ground first. Not faith. Not intuition. 

Evidence. Three layers of it. 

 

Layer One — Historical. 

All seven Ego eimi statements appear exclusively in the Gospel of 

John. 

Not one in Matthew. Not one in Mark. Not one in Luke. 

In the three synoptic gospels — the three closest in time to the 

events, the three most likely to preserve the historical Jesus — Jesus 

never once claims exclusivity. He tells parables. He teaches ethics. 

He acts. 

He points at the moon. 

The exclusivity claims appear only in John. John was composed 

decades after the other gospels, by a community with a distinct 

theological agenda, shaped by Paul’s categories. Across 

methodological and ideological lines, the conclusion is the same: 

material found only in John is the least reliable for reconstructing the 

historical Jesus. 
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This does not mean John is worthless. John contains some of the 

most beautiful prose in the ancient world. It contains theological 

insights that have shaped civilisation. But John is theology, not 

biography. The author of John — or more precisely, the community 

that produced it — was not transcribing the words of a man they 

remembered. They were constructing the words of a Christ they 

worshipped. 

The difference matters.  

A remembered teacher says what he said. A constructed Jesus says 

what the community needs him to say.  

The Ego eimi statements are the Johannine community’s theology 

placed in the founder’s mouth. They are the scaffold’s first bricks, laid 

before the building was visible. 

The historical argument does not dismiss the statements. It 

repositions them. They are not the founder speaking. They are the 

tradition speaking through the founder. And the tradition was already 

shaped by Paul. 

 

Layer Two — Internal. 

Even within John’s own gospel, Jesus contradicts the exclusivity 

reading. 

The evidence is direct. 
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John 10:34 — Jesus quotes Psalm 82: “Is it not written in your Law, ‘I 

have said you are gods’?” If the divine I AM is exclusive to Jesus, 

why does he tell his audience they are gods? The verse is 

incompatible with exclusivity. 

John 14:20 — “I am in my Father, and you are in me, and I am in 

you.” 

Four verses after John 14:6 — the scaffold’s master lock. The same 

chapter. The same speech. Unity, not hierarchy. Inclusion, not 

exclusion. 

John 17:21 — “That all of them may be one, Father, just as you are in 

me and I am in you.” The prayer is for oneness. Not for sorting. Not 

for differential access. Oneness. 

Luke 17:21 — “The kingdom of God is within you.” Not above. Not 

through a priest. Not through an institution. Within. 

These are not obscure verses cherry-picked from the margins. They 

are spoken by Jesus, in the same gospels, sometimes in the same 

chapter as the exclusivity claims. The scaffold chose to build on John 

14:6 and ignore John 14:20. That is a choice. This book makes the 

other choice. 

Consider what that choice reveals. The scaffold read the same texts 

and selected the verses that supported hierarchy, exclusivity, and 

institutional control. It left the verses that supported universality, 
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unity, and direct access. The scaffold chose John 14:6 and built its 

gate on it. John 14:20 is four verses later, in the same speech, and 

the scaffold has spent two thousand years pretending it is not there. 

 

Layer Three — Precedent. 

The Gospel of Thomas. 

Discovered at Nag Hammadi in 1945. A collection of sayings 

attributed to Jesus. No crucifixion narrative. No resurrection theology. 

No exclusivity claims. Just words. Teaching. The man on the hillside, 

without the scaffold. 

Thomas Saying 3: “The kingdom is inside of you, and it is outside of 

you. When you come to know yourselves, then you will be known.” 

Thomas Saying 77: “Split a piece of wood; I am there. Lift up the 

stone, and you will find me there.” The I AM is universal. Present in 

everything. Not locked inside one man. 

Thomas Saying 108: “Whoever drinks from my mouth will become as 

I am, and I myself will become that person.” Not hierarchy. 

Identification. 

The I AM is not Jesus’s possession. It is available to everyone who 

drinks from the teaching. 
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The dating of Thomas is contested. Some scholars place it in the 

mid-first century — contemporary with or earlier than Mark. Others 

place it later. The precise date matters less than the structural point: 

the Thomas tradition preserves a stream of Jesus material that 

contains no exclusivity claims. If this tradition derives from an 

independent source — not from John, not shaped by Paul — then it is 

evidence that the exclusivity was added, not original. 

The test is not when the document was written. The test is whether 

the tradition it preserves is independent. If Thomas’s sayings derive 

from John, they prove nothing. If they represent an independent 

stream of early Jesus material, they prove that the teaching existed 

without the exclusivity. The scholarly debate continues, but the 

structural implication is clear: two streams preserved the words. Only 

one added the lock. 

Two traditions preserved Jesus’s words. One preserved the teaching. 

The other added the exclusivity. The scaffold chose John. This book 

recovers Thomas. 

Meister Eckhart. 

The Christian mystical tradition already reads the I AM as universal 

consciousness. Eckhart preached in the early fourteenth century that 

the divine ground is identical with the ground of the soul. That the 

birth of God happens in the soul of every person, not in a stable in 
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Bethlehem alone. That detachment from images, concepts, and 

institutional mediation is the path to direct experience of the ground. 

He said: “The eye through which I see God is the same eye through 

which God sees me.” One eye. Not two. Not the worshipper looking 

up at a distant deity. The awareness looking at itself. The I AM 

recognising itself in the window. 

Eckhart was not an outsider. He was a Dominican. He held a chair in 

theology at the University of Paris. He preached from inside the 

institution, using the institution’s own texts, in the institution’s own 

language. And he arrived at a reading that made the institution 

unnecessary. 

That is why they killed it. The reading did not survive the institution. 

Eckhart died before the condemnation was formally issued — but the 

scaffold ensured that what he preached died with him. 

Condemned in 1329. Twenty-eight propositions declared heretical or 

suspect. The reading did not survive institutionally. But it survived 

textually. The sermons exist. The words are on the page. The scaffold 

killed the preacher. It could not kill the reading. 

The scaffold’s response to Eckhart is more revealing than Eckhart’s 

theology. You condemn what threatens you. You ignore what does not 

matter. The scaffold did not ignore Eckhart. It mobilised the 

machinery of papal condemnation against him. That response tells 



85 

you exactly how dangerous the I AM reading is to the scaffold’s 

architecture. 

 

The Didache. 

The earliest known Christian catechism. Possibly late first century — 

predating John, possibly predating some of the synoptic gospels. 

Most readers of the Bible have never heard of it. That silence is itself 

significant. 

The Didache contains the Two Ways teaching: the way of life and the 

way of death. Ethical instruction. Practical community guidelines. 

Almost no theology about Jesus. No exclusivity claims. No developed 

doctrine of salvation. No original sin. No substitutionary atonement. 

It looks almost nothing like the Nicene Creed. It looks very much like 

the Sermon on the Mount. 

The Didache shows what the earliest Christian teaching looked like 

before the scaffold arrived. Before Paul’s theology. Before John’s Ego 

eimi statements. Before the creeds and the councils and the 

condemnations. The earliest document is ethical, not theological. The 

teaching came first. The theology came later. 

The Didache is the receipt. 
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Three layers of evidence. Historical, internal, precedent.  

Four sources of precedent — Thomas, Eckhart, the Didache, and 

Jesus’s own words elsewhere in the gospels. 

The historical record says the exclusivity claims are late. Jesus’s own 

words elsewhere say the I AM is universal. The Thomas tradition 

preserves a Jesus without exclusivity. Eckhart read the I AM as 

universal consciousness from inside Christianity and was condemned 

for it. The Didache shows the earliest teaching was ethical, not 

theological. 

The reading existed. 

The scaffold killed it. 

That is not a conspiracy theory. It is a documented historical fact. 

The reading was born inside the tradition — Eckhart, Thomas, the 

Didache — and the tradition destroyed it, condemned it, or buried it. 

Not because it was wrong. Because it made the scaffold unnecessary. 

When I first understood this — that the reading I had arrived at 

independently, from a cancer ward and a burning bush and decades 

of obsessive thinking, had already existed inside the tradition and 

been executed by the tradition — the weight was not triumph. It was 

grief. 

The reading did not need to be discovered. It needed to be 

recovered. 
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The ground is prepared. 

The evidence is laid. 

The reader who arrives at Chapter 8 arrives holding three things: the 

foundation — the I AM as awareness, the divine name as verb not 

noun. 

The evidence — the historical, internal, and precedent grounds for 

the universal reading. 

And five chapters of teaching, stories, and actions that demonstrate 

the geometry in the founder’s own life. 

The fuse reaches the charge. 
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Chapter 8 

The Seven Doors 

 

Seven times in the Gospel of John, Jesus opens his mouth and 

begins with two words. 

Ἐγώ εἰμι. 

I AM. 

The divine name. The name from the burning bush. The name that 

means awareness declaring itself. 

You arrive at this chapter carrying everything that came before. The 

teaching from the hillside. The stories. The actions. The scaffold’s 

capture. Paul’s theology built before the biography. The name from 

Exodus 3:14 — the verb, not the noun. The evidence — historical, 

internal, precedent — that the universal reading existed and the 

scaffold killed it. 

You arrive ready. 

The scaffold read these seven statements as exclusivity claims. I, 

Jesus, am the only bread. I, Jesus, am the only light. I, Jesus, am the 

only way. 

This chapter reads them honestly. 
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Each statement begins with the I AM. Not a personal pronoun. The 

divine name. What follows is not a man claiming to be God. It is 

awareness — the ground of being, the interior, the witness — 

declaring what it is. 

Seven doors. One by one. The first teaches you how to read. The last 

is where the book arrives. 

 

I AM the bread of life. Whoever comes to me will never go hungry, 

and whoever believes in me will never be thirsty. — John 6:35 

 

The scaffold reads: I, Jesus, am the bread of life. Come to me — to 

my church, to my institution, to my representatives — and you will be 

fed. 

Read it again. The sentence begins with the divine name. 

I AM is the bread of life. 

Awareness itself sustains. 

Not a person. Not an institution. Not a sacrament distributed by 

authorised hands. The simple fact of being aware — of being present, 

of being here, of noticing — is what feeds you. The hunger that the 

scaffold promises to fill with doctrine, with membership, with 

belonging — that hunger is already being fed. It is fed every time you 
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are fully present. Every time the noise stops and the awareness 

remains. Every time you stop performing and simply are. 

You have felt this. The moment when thought quiets and something 

holds. 

The moment when nothing is being consumed and nothing is 

missing. When the world is exactly what it is and you are exactly 

where you are and that is enough. Not because circumstances are 

good. Because the awareness is there. That is the bread. Not earned. 

Not distributed. Not withheld from the unworthy. Already present. 

Already sustaining. 

The scaffold placed itself between you and the bread and called itself 

the bakery. But the bread was never missing. The hunger was never 

real. 

The awareness was feeding you the entire time. 

 

I AM the light of the world. Whoever follows me will never walk in 

darkness but will have the light of life. — John 8:12 

 

I AM is the light of the world. Awareness itself illuminates. 

You do not need someone to turn on the light. The light is the seeing. 
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The awareness you are reading with right now — the noticing — that 

is the light. It does not come from outside. It does not need to be 

earned or imported or switched on by an authorised hand. 

You have sat in a room where nothing was happening — no task, no 

performance, no noise — and noticed that something was present 

regardless. Not emotion. Not thought. The noticing itself. That is the 

light. 

Darkness is not the absence of God. Darkness is the absence of 

attention. The light was never switched off. The scaffold built walls 

around it and sold candles. 

 

I AM the door. Whoever enters through me will be saved. — John 10:9 

 

The scaffold reads: I, Jesus, am the only door. Enter through my 

church or remain outside. 

Read it again. 

I AM is the door. 

Awareness itself is the entry. 

The door is already open. It was never closed. You walk through it 

every time you turn your attention inward, every time you notice the 

noticing, every time you stop performing and simply are. 
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The scaffold stood in front of the open door and charged admission. 

It said: you cannot enter without us. It said: the door is locked and we 

have the key. It said: the price of entry is belief, obedience, 

membership, compliance. And because the scaffold was large and 

loud and confident, people believed them. They stood outside the 

open door, waiting for permission to walk through it, not realising it 

had been open behind the scaffold the entire time. 

There is no key because there is no lock. There is no gatekeeper 

because there is no gate. The door is awareness. You are already 

standing in it. 

You have always been standing in it. The scaffold did not close the 

door. It made you believe the door was closed. 

That is the scaffold’s only power. Not the ability to close. The ability 

to convince you that the open is closed. 

 

I AM the good shepherd. The good shepherd lays down his life for 

the sheep. — John 10:11 

 

I AM is the good shepherd. Awareness itself guides. 

Not a man with a crook. Not a priest with a pulpit. Not a hierarchy 

that tells you where to walk. The quiet presence that notices when 

you are drifting and pulls you back — not through command, but 
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through attention. You have felt this. The moment of clarity that 

arrives without effort, the sudden seeing of what you were about to 

do, the course correction that happens before thought has time to 

intervene. 

The shepherd is the awareness that does not abandon the window, 

even when the window forgets it is being watched. 

 

I AM the resurrection and the life. The one who believes in me will 

live, even though they die. — John 11:25 

 

This is the door most Christian readers will resist. Resurrection is the 

central claim of the faith. The scaffold built everything on it. If this 

door opens the same way the others do, the scaffold loses its most 

powerful promise: you will live forever. 

I AM is the resurrection and the life. Awareness itself persists. 

Not the body. Not the personality. Not the personal story that you call 

yourself. The awareness. The I AM. The ground. The ground was here 

before you arrived. It will be here after the window closes. The 

building remains. The window changes. 

This is the hardest truth in the book. And this book will not soften it. 
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Chapter 11 will address the divergence directly — the geometry does 

not derive personal survival after death. The window closes. That is a 

real divergence between the teaching and the geometry, and this 

book publishes it rather than hiding it. 

But the I AM reading of this verse is precise: the awareness persists. 

Not the person. The ground. The I AM does not die because it was 

never born. It is the is itself. 

The reader who needs this door to mean personal resurrection 

should hold that need and keep reading. Chapter 11 will meet it 

honestly. 

 

I AM the vine; you are the branches. If you remain in me and I in you, 

you will bear much fruit. — John 15:5 

 

I AM is the vine. Awareness itself connects. 

The vine and the branches are not separate. The branches do not 

worship the vine. The branches are the vine, extended. Every branch 

is the same life flowing through a different shape. Cut the branch 

from the vine and the branch does not change its nature — it loses 

its source. It withers. 

Not as punishment. As physics. 
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The I AM is not separate from you. You are the I AM, extended. A 

branch that forgets it is part of the vine withers because the flow 

stops. That is not a threat. It is a description. 

The scaffold said: we are the vine. Stay connected to us or wither. But 

the vine was never the institution. The vine is the awareness that runs 

through every branch, every window, every I. Disconnect from the 

scaffold and you lose nothing. Disconnect from the awareness and 

you lose everything. 

 

I AM the way, the truth, and the life. No one comes to the Father 

except through me. — John 14:6 

 

The scaffold’s master lock. The verse that built the gate. The verse 

that launched crusades and burned heretics and sorted humanity into 

saved and unsaved for two thousand years. 

Read it one more time. 

The sentence opens with the divine name. 

I AM is the way, the truth, and the life. 

Awareness itself is the path. Awareness itself is what is true. 

Awareness itself is what is alive. 

No one comes to the Father except through the I AM. 
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Not through Jesus the man. Not through a church. Not through a 

creed. 

Through the awareness. Through the interior. Through the ground of 

being that looks out of every window. 

The scaffold read “through me” as “through Jesus.” The “me” refers 

back to the Ἐγώ εἰμι at the beginning of the sentence. The divine 

name. The I 

AM. 

Through the I AM. 

Through the awareness you already are. 

 

That is the way. Not a building. Not a creed. Not a set of conditions 

imposed by an institution that did not exist when the words were 

spoken. 

The awareness you are using to read this sentence — that is the way. 

The awareness you used to feel the bread in Door 1. The awareness 

that is the light in Door 2. The awareness that is the open door in 

Door 3. The awareness that guides in Door 4. The awareness that 

persists in Door 5. 

The awareness that connects in Door 6. 

All seven doors open onto the same room. 
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The room is the I AM. 

The room is what you already are. 

It was always the way. 

The scaffold stood in front of it and said otherwise. For two thousand 

years. In every language. On every continent. With fire and with threat 

and with love. The scaffold said: the way is through us. The way was 

always through the awareness that the scaffold could not give you 

and could not take away. 

 

The word arrived late at night. After months of work. After years of 

thinking. After a lifetime of carrying the sentence “I am the anti-

Christ who loves Jesus” in my chest without knowing what to do with 

it. 

ἀντίχριστος. 

Not anti-Christ. Antichristos. 

It recited itself in the background of my brain, unbidden, for days. I 

did not think my way to it. It arrived. The way the I AM arrives — not 

as a conclusion, but as a recognition. 

I am not the enemy. I am the replacement. 
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Not of Jesus. Of the anointed one. Of the idea that any I is closer to 

the ground than any other I. Of the scaffold that placed one window 

above all windows and called it the only way in. 

He was the finger pointing at the moon. The scaffold worshipped the 

finger. 

This book looks where he was pointing — at the I AM that looks out 

of every window with the same light. 

 

The seven doors are open. 

They were never closed. 
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Part IV 

The Geometry 
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Chapter 9 

The Derivation 

 

The seven doors are open. The teaching is free. Now the question: 

why does it work? 

Not because God commanded it. Not because Jesus was divine. Not 

because the scaffold says so. 

Because the structure of reality derives it. 

This chapter compresses the derivation into nine steps. Each step 

follows from the one before it. None can be skipped. The chain is a 

ratchet — each click locks, and the next click follows. The reader who 

accepts step one will arrive at step nine without escape. 

The formal derivation exists in the corpus, published free at 

the420code.org. Here, the compression. 

 

Step one. At least one record exists. 

You are here. You are reading this sentence. Something exists. This 

is not a belief. It is not an assumption. It is the one fact that cannot 

be denied without using the fact to deny it. The attempt to say 

“nothing exists” requires an existing speaker. 

One record. Undeniable. This is the floor. 
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Step two. For that record to persist, four conditions must hold. 

Symmetry — the record must be self-consistent. It cannot contradict 

itself and continue. 

Break — the record must contain a minimal asymmetry, or it would 

be featureless and indistinguishable from nothing. Perfect symmetry 

is invisible. The break is what makes existence visible to itself. 

Record — what has happened cannot unhappen. The break leaves a 

mark. That mark is the record — the irreversible fact that the 

symmetry was broken. You cannot un-scramble the egg. You cannot 

un-ring the bell. The arrow points one way. 

Constraint — information cannot travel infinitely fast. The record is 

bounded. The constraint is the boundary — what prevents the break 

from propagating without limit, what holds the structure in place. 

Without the constraint, the record dissolves. With it, the record 

persists. 

Four conditions.  

Not chosen. Forced.  

If any one fails, the record does not persist. 
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Step three. From these four conditions, physics derives. 

The conditions constrain what can happen the way the rules of chess 

constrain what moves are possible — not by choosing the game, but 

by defining what a game is. The four conditions do not permit 

arbitrary outcomes. They force specific structures. Space, time, 

matter, energy — these are not accidents. They are consequences of 

the four conditions holding simultaneously. 

The corpus derives the fine structure constant, the gravitational 

coupling, and the observed acceleration parameter from these 

conditions alone, without free parameters. Three measurable 

quantities, derived from structure, not fitted to data. The universe is 

not random. It is the only shape the record can take and still persist. 

 

Step four. The record must observe itself. 

A record that cannot register its own existence is indistinguishable 

from no record. Self-observation is not a luxury. It is a structural 

requirement. Awareness arises not because something decided to 

become conscious. Awareness arises because a record that does not 

register itself does not persist. 

Consciousness is not added to physics. Consciousness is physics 

completing itself. 
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This step carries the most weight and the most risk. If consciousness 

is not a structural requirement of the record — if awareness can be 

added after the fact, or if it is entirely epiphenomenal — then the 

connection between the derivation and the I AM collapses. The 

geometry derives awareness as necessary. If that derivation fails, 

steps five onwards must stand on the coupled-corridors argument 

alone, which they can. But the I AM reading requires this step to 

hold. 

This is the step that connects the derivation to the burning bush. The 

I AM — awareness declaring itself — is not a theological claim. It is a 

structural necessity. The record must know it exists. That knowing is 

the I AM. It is what God named at the bush. It is what Jesus invoked 

in the seven doors. It is what you are doing right now, reading this 

sentence and knowing that you are reading it. 

 

Step five. Each observer occupies a corridor. 

A corridor is the space of possible actions available to an observer at 

any moment. Every choice narrows some possibilities and opens 

others. 

The corridor is not infinite. It is constrained by the four conditions, by 

prior choices, and by the corridors of other observers. 
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Step six. Corridors are coupled. 

My corridor depends on yours. Your choices affect my options. My 

choices affect yours. This is not a moral claim. It is a structural fact. 

No observer exists in isolation. The corridors are connected because 

the record is one. 

This is the step that makes ethics structural rather than optional.  

If the corridors were independent — if my choices did not affect 

yours — then ethics would be preference. But the corridors are 

coupled. What I do to your corridor, I do to the system I depend on. 

Harm is not wrong because a god said so. Harm is destabilising 

because the corridors are connected. 

The grains of sand are distinct. The desert is one. 

 

Step seven. Coupled corridors produce ethics. 

If my corridor depends on yours, then what I do to your corridor, I do 

to my own. Harm narrows both corridors. Care widens both. This is 

not a commandment. It is geometry. The mathematics is the same 

from both sides of the skin. 

 

Step eight. The terminal ethic. 

Don’t be a cunt. Be kind. 
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Not because a god told you to. Not because a teacher told you to. Not 

because a book told you to. Because the structure of reality — 

derived from one undeniable fact through eight necessary steps — 

tells you to. 

Cruelty destabilises coupled corridors. Kindness stabilises them. This 

is not preference. It is physics. The terminal ethic is not the nicest 

ethic, or the most popular ethic, or the ethic that makes you feel 

good. 

It is the only ethic that the structure of reality derives. Every other 

ethic is asserted. This one is forced. 

 

Step nine. The ethic cannot be reinterpreted. 

A commandment from a god can be reinterpreted. A rule from an 

institution can be revised. An ethic derived from structure cannot be 

rewritten because the structure cannot be rewritten. The axiom does 

not negotiate. The derivation does not bend. 

This is the difference between the teaching and the geometry. The 

teaching asserts: be kind. The geometry derives: be kind. Same 

conclusion. Different foundation. The teaching can be captured, 

inverted, weaponised. The derivation cannot. It carries kill switches. 

It publishes the conditions under which it fails. It does not hide 

behind mystery. 
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The derivation does not bend because the axiom does not bend. And 

the axiom is the fact that you exist. 

That is Architecture B. 

Nine steps. One record to one ethic. 

The reader who followed the chain just derived the Sermon on the 

Mount from the structure of reality. Not from authority. Not from 

tradition. 

Not from faith. 

From the fact that you are here. 

The teaching and the structure arrive at the same destination from 

opposite directions — one from authority, one from axiom. 
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Chapter 10 

The Mapping 

 

Two columns. Left: what Jesus said. Right: what the geometry derives. 

Line by line. 

This is not a metaphor. This is not “the teaching is like the 

geometry.” 

This is: the teaching and the geometry arrive at the same structural 

conclusions from opposite starting points. One starts with authority 

— a man on a hillside who asserted what he knew. The other starts 

with axiom — one record exists, four conditions hold, and the 

consequences follow. 

Where the match is tight, this chapter says so. Where it is 

approximate, this chapter says so. Where Jesus said something the 

geometry does not derive, this chapter says so. 

This chapter’s honesty is what proves this is Architecture B, not a 

new religion. 
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Love thy neighbour as thyself. — My corridor depends on yours. 

Harming you narrows mine. The geometry calls this coupled viability. 

The match is exact. 

Do to others what you would have them do to you. — The 

mathematics is the same from both sides of the skin. The geometry 

calls this geometric symmetry. The Golden Rule is the terminal ethic 

stated as instruction. 

 

Blessed are the meek. — Low-friction systems outlast high-friction 

systems. Always. The geometry calls this low-friction coupling. The 

meek inherit the earth because the aggressive destroy themselves. 

 

Love your enemies. — Working with hostile agents preserves more 

corridor than fighting them. The geometry calls this cooperative 

coupling. The teaching and the geometry agree: the strongest move 

against hostility is not counter-hostility. It is steady presence. 

When Jesus widens the corridor in Matthew 5 he is describing — in 

the vocabulary of first-century Aramaic carried through Greek — the 

same geometry The Relationship Corridor derives from the axioms in 

Chapters 5 through 8. Two vocabularies. One structure. 
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Do not judge. — Sorting people prematurely closes corridors for both 

the sorted and the sorter. The geometry calls this premature 

classification. 

The match is exact. This is also the scaffold’s core violation. 

Forgive seventy-seven times. — Always correct at the lowest level that 

works. The geometry calls this minimum-level correction. The match 

is exact. 

 

You cannot serve God and money. — Taking more than you give 

contracts the system. The geometry calls this extraction 

destabilisation. You cannot take from the system you depend on and 

expect the system to hold. 

 

Blessed are the pure in heart, for they will see God. — The observer 

who has cleared the noise sees the ground directly. The geometry 

calls this unobstructed interiority. The match is structural — the 

geometry derives direct access to the ground, which is what “seeing 

God” describes when the scaffold’s mediation is removed. 

 

The kingdom of God is within you. — The I AM is not external. 

Awareness is not imported. The ground is the interior. We met this 

verse in 
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Chapter 6 as experience. Here it appears as derivation — the record 

must observe itself from inside, not from outside. The same truth, 

arrived at from opposite directions. The match is exact. 

 

Where the match is approximate: 

Blessed are those who mourn, for they will be comforted. — The 

geometry does not derive comfort. It derives that loss is structurally 

real — the closing of a window changes the shape of the whole. The 

grief is proportional to the coupling. The teaching promises comfort. 

The geometry offers only acknowledgment. The match is partial. 

Turn the other cheek. — The geometry derives non-escalation as the 

default strategy. But Jesus’s instruction goes further — it implies an 

active offering of the other cheek, not merely the refusal to return the 

blow. The geometry derives restraint. The teaching adds generosity 

to restraint. The match is approximate. The geometry confirms the 

floor. 

The teaching adds a ceiling the geometry does not reach. 

 

Where Jesus said something the geometry does not derive: 

Ask and it will be given to you; seek and you will find; knock and the 

door will be opened to you. — The experience of prayer is real. The 
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question is whether the response is a person hearing you or the 

ground of being sustaining you.  

The geometry does not derive responsive agency in the ground. The 

structure does not answer requests. The structure does not listen. 

The structure holds.  

The teaching implies a listener — a personal God who responds to 

prayer. The geometry derives a ground that sustains but does not 

negotiate. These are not the same. The divergence is real. 

Love the Lord your God with all your heart. — The geometry derives 

no obligation to love the ground. The ground does not require love. 

The ground does not require anything. It holds whether you love it or 

not. 

The teaching places love of God as the first commandment. The 

geometry places awareness of the ground as structurally necessary 

but does not derive the emotional orientation. The divergence is real 

and it matters. 

These divergences are published, not hidden. Architecture B does 

not pretend the match is perfect. It states where the match holds, 

where it approximates, and where it fails. Any reader who can 

demonstrate that a divergence listed here undermines the structural 

argument has grounds to reject the claim. 

One final observation. 
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Jesus is not the only one who arrived at these conclusions. 

The Buddha derived compassion as the ground of ethical action — 

from a completely different starting point, in a completely different 

tradition, with no contact with the Abrahamic lineage. The core of 

Buddhist ethics — reduce suffering, because suffering is structurally 

real and structurally connected — maps directly to the coupled-

corridors argument. 

Lao Tzu derived wu wei — non-interference as structural wisdom — 

from contemplation of nature, not from revelation. The principle that 

the system stabilises when you stop forcing it is the same principle 

the geometry derives as low-friction coupling. 

The Stoics derived logos — the rational structure of reality — as the 

basis for ethics. Marcus Aurelius, Epictetus, Seneca — each arrived at 

a version of the terminal ethic from the premise that reality has a 

structure and that living in accordance with that structure is the only 

coherent orientation. 

Multiple traditions. Multiple starting points. Multiple centuries. The 

same destination. 

If only Jesus reached the terminal ethic, it looks like theology. If 

multiple traditions converged on the same ethic from different 

windows, it looks like geometry. Because convergence is what 

geometry produces. A structural truth is discoverable from any 
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window. The fact that it was discovered from many is not 

coincidence. It is confirmation. 

This book is not a Christian project wearing secular clothes. It is a 

structural project that happens to confirm what Jesus — and others — 

knew. 

The mapping is complete. 

The teaching and the geometry arrive at the same place. Not always. 

Not perfectly. But with a consistency that cannot be explained by 

coincidence and cannot be dismissed by theology. 

Neither needs the scaffold. 
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Part V 

The Honest Book 
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Chapter 11 

Where They Diverge 

 

This is the chapter the book’s integrity depends on. 

Architecture A hides its weaknesses and calls them mysteries. 

Architecture B publishes them and calls them debts. 

The mapping in Chapter 10 showed where the teaching and the 

geometry align. This chapter shows where they do not. The 

divergences are real. 

They are not softened. They are not explained away. They are stated, 

plainly, so the reader can decide for themselves what to carry and 

what to release. 

 

The Afterlife 

I need to be honest about what this cost me. 

There were years when the void was the loudest thing in the room. 

Not pain. Not drama. The quiet certainty that everything I loved would 

be followed by nothing at all — and that nothing would never even 

know it replaced something. 
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I watched my children sleep. Their chests rising and falling. The 

warmth of them. The smell of their hair. Perfect. Temporary. The 

thought did not scream. It hollowed. 

Enjoyment carried an aftertaste. Attachment arrived already 

measured against its end. Moments thinned. Experiences lost weight 

the moment they were registered because they were already being 

measured against their disappearance. 

Faith did not work. Logic did not work. Experience did not work. I had 

exhausted the tools I trusted. 

The fear did not resolve through philosophy. It resolved through a 

promise. A child asked me — three times — not to kill myself. The 

third time, I said I promise. That was the turn. I do not lie to myself. 

A promise made is a corridor locked. 

Jesus taught resurrection and eternal life. The geometry derives no 

afterlife. The window closes. The awareness — the I AM, the ground 

— continues. But my personal awareness does not. The I AM persists. 

The person does not. 

The geometry does not offer comfort. It offers honesty. The window 

closes. The building remains. The I AM continues — but not as you. 

That is a real divergence. This book does not pretend otherwise. 

I paid the price of this honesty with my own terror. The reader 

deserves to know that. 
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Miracles 

The geometry does not derive miracles. It does not deny them either. 

Miracles are untestable — singular events that cannot be replicated 

or falsified. This book leaves them where they belong: as claims that 

can be believed or not, without structural consequence. 

The teaching does not require miracles to be true. The Sermon on 

the 

Mount is not validated by the water becoming wine. The parables do 

not depend on Lazarus rising. The ethic stands on its own. If every 

miracle is historical fact, the teaching is the same. If every miracle is 

metaphor, the teaching is the same. 

 

The Personal God 

Jesus spoke to a Father. He prayed. He addressed God as a person 

who listens, responds, decides. 

The geometry derives a ground. Not a person. The I AM is awareness, 

not a mind. The structure holds. It does not listen. It does not answer 

prayer. It does not choose which children to save. 

This is a real divergence. 

The geometry does not offer a God who listens. It offers a ground 

that holds — without petition, without condition, without the 
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possibility of refusal. Whether that is colder or warmer than a 

personal God depends on whether you trust the structure or need the 

person. 

The reader who prays and feels heard — this book does not take that 

from you. The experience is real. The question is whether the 

experience is best described as a person hearing you or as the 

ground of being sustaining you. The geometry says the second. The 

teaching says the first. Both can be held. Neither needs to destroy 

the other. 

 

The Exclusivity Ambiguity 

This book has argued that the I AM reading is universal — the 

awareness in every window. But an honest question remains: did 

Jesus believe the 

I AM path was the only path? 

The geometry says the terminal ethic can be reached from any 

tradition or none. The Buddha reached it. Lao Tzu reached it. The 

Stoics reached it. The geometry does not require a single path. 

Jesus may have believed his path was the only one. The geometry 

does not confirm that belief. The geometry confirms the destination. 

It does not confirm the exclusivity of the route. 

The I AM reading as presented in this book is an interpretation of 
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John’s text that the text supports but does not require. It is possible 

that the Johannine community accurately preserved Jesus’s belief 

that his specific teaching was the only route. If so, the geometry 

disagrees with him. The terminal ethic can be reached from any 

window. That is not a dismissal of Jesus. It is the geometry’s only 

possible answer. 

This ambiguity is published rather than resolved. Architecture B does 

not pretend to know what Jesus believed about other paths. It 

publishes the uncertainty. 

 

Four divergences. Each one real. Each one named. 

This chapter is the price of intellectual honesty. The reader who has 

been with this book through the seven doors may want the geometry 

to confirm everything Jesus said. 

 It does not.  

It confirms the ethic. It confirms the I AM.  

It does not confirm the afterlife, the miracles, the personal God, or 

the exclusivity of the path. 

The book publishes its debts because Architecture B requires it. 

What remains after the divergences is still more than enough. The 

teaching is real. The geometry confirms it. The terminal ethic holds. 
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The I AM is the ground. The scaffold is unnecessary. 

That is not everything. It is sufficient. 
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Chapter 12 

Kill Switches 

 

Architecture A hides its weaknesses and calls them mysteries. 

Architecture B publishes them and calls them kill switches. 

A kill switch is a specific, external, testable condition under which a 

claim dies. Not a consequence of failure. A condition of falsification. 

If X is demonstrated, then Y falls. The kill switch is stated in advance, 

publicly, so that anyone who can trigger it can end the claim. 

This book carries six. 

 

KS-AC.1. If a pre-Johannine Greek source — datable to within one 

generation of Jesus — contains the Ego eimi formula in an 

unambiguous exclusivity context, the historical argument fails. The 

exclusivity claims would predate John and could plausibly originate 

with the historical Jesus. Currently, no such source exists. If one is 

found, the historical ground falls. 

KS-AC.2. If the Septuagint Ego eimi in Exodus 3:14 can be 

demonstrated to carry no divine-name significance to first-century 

Jewish readers, the interpretive connection between the burning 
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bush and John’s Ego eimi statements collapses. The I AM reading 

would lose its Exodus foundation. 

The Septuagint reads Ἐγώ εἰμι ὁ ὤν — I AM the one who is — where 

the ὁ ὤν carries the existence-claim weight. If the Ἐγώ εἰμι alone, 

without the ὁ ὤν, does not invoke divine-name significance, the seven 

doors open on weaker ground. In plain terms: if the words “I AM” at 

the burning bush meant nothing special to the people Jesus was 

speaking to, then the connection this book draws between Exodus 

and John is invented, not recovered. 

 

KS-AC.3. If any mapping in Chapter 10 requires the addition of 

premises not present in either Jesus’s words or the geometry’s 

derivation, that specific mapping is forced and must be retracted. 

The mapping must stand on what is present, not on what is added. A 

forced mapping is a lie dressed as geometry. This book does not 

force. 

 

KS-AC.4. If the sayings tradition preserved in Thomas can be 

demonstrated to derive from the Gospel of John rather than 

representing an independent stream of Jesus material, its value as 

evidence for a pre-exclusivity tradition collapses. The test is 

independence, not dating. A Thomas that copies John proves 
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nothing. A Thomas that preserves an independent stream proves that 

the exclusivity was added. 

The scholarly debate on this question remains open. This kill switch 

remains live. 

 

KS-AC.5. If a coherent reading of John 10:34, 14:20, and 17:21 can be 

demonstrated that is consistent with exclusivity rather than 

universality, the internal-evidence layer fails. The scaffold’s reading of 

those verses would stand, and this book’s claim that John contradicts 

itself would be refuted. 

 

KS-AC.6. If Architecture B produces the same sorting behaviour as 

Architecture A in any tested domain, the structural distinction 

between them collapses and the entire book’s argument fails. 

Architecture B must not sort. If it sorts, it is the scaffold wearing 

different clothes. 

This is the master kill switch. If the geometry produces the same 

cruelty the scaffold produced, the geometry is no improvement and 

this book has failed. 
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KS-AC.7. Verse-level structural test. Each verse this book engages or 

assigns is open to falsification at the verse level. If a verse this book 

assigns to scaffold can be shown to survive all four axiom tests (R, B, 

C, S) under fair structural reading, the assignment fails for that verse 

and the criterion needs revision for that case. If a verse this book 

assigns to axiomatic can be shown to fail one or more axiom tests 

under fair structural reading, the assignment fails for that verse. The 

book’s position is that such challenges should be made and 

addressed verse by verse, not framework-wide. Status: LIVE — 

STRUCTURAL. 

Seven kill switches. All live. All external. All testable. 

I do not enjoy publishing these. I enjoy what they prove — that this 

book is not religion. These are the weapons I hand to anyone who 

wants to destroy this argument. I hand them willingly. If the argument 

cannot survive them, it should not survive. 

Any reader, any scholar, any institution that can trigger any one of 

them has grounds to reject the corresponding claim. The book does 

not ask for faith. It asks for testing. 

Architecture A says: believe or be damned. 

Architecture B says: test and see. 
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Part VI 

The Landing 
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Chapter 13 

Living Without the Scaffold 

 

The hierarchy disappears first. No one stands between you and the 

ground. No priest, no pastor, no pope, no prophet. The mediation is 

unnecessary because the door was never closed. 

The exclusivity disappears. No one is sorted into saved and unsaved. 

No group is closer to the ground than any other group. The I AM 

does not rank. It does not sort. It looks out of every window. 

The afterlife leverage disappears. No one threatens you with hell for 

non-compliance. The geometry does not derive hell. The geometry 

derives consequences — real, structural, in this life. Not after. 

The identity fusion disappears. You can love Jesus without being 

owned by the scaffold. The man and the machine are not the same 

thing. They never were. 

 

The teaching remains. All of it. The Sermon on the Mount. The 

parables. 

The actions. The teaching is not the scaffold’s property. It belongs to 

every I. 
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The I AM remains. The awareness. The ground. The interior that looks 

out of your window and every window. Not theology. Not metaphysics. 

The fact of being aware, available to anyone who turns their attention 

inward, without mediation, without permission, without cost. 

The terminal ethic remains. Don’t be a cunt. Be kind. Derived from 

the structure of reality. Unfalsifiable by reinterpretation. Published 

with its own kill switches. 

 

What about the church? 

The building is not the scaffold. The gathering is not the hierarchy. 

You can meet on Sunday. You can sing. You can read the teaching 

aloud. 

You can sit in silence together and feel the I AM in the room. You 

can love your pastor. You can love the Wednesday evening group. 

You can love the hymns your grandmother sang. You can love the 

ritual that has held your family for generations. 

None of that is the scaffold. 

The scaffold is the sorting. The scaffold is the hierarchy that places 

one person’s access to God above another’s. The scaffold is the 

threat — believe this or face eternal consequences. The scaffold is 

the exclusivity — only through us, only through this gate, only through 

this creed. 
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You can keep the room and release the machine. 

The gathering is real. The community is real. The singing is real. The 

warmth of sitting together on a Sunday morning and hearing words 

that have been read aloud for two thousand years — that is real. The 

love between the people in the room is real. The rituals belong to 

you. The water is real. The bread is real.  

What is not real is the claim that the water and the bread only work 

when administered by the scaffold. 

What is not real is the claim that the room is the only room. That this 

gathering is closer to God than the gathering down the road, or 

across the city, or across the ocean, or the person sitting alone in 

their garden at dawn. 

The room was always yours. The machine was the scaffold’s. 

 

What happens between two people who have stepped out of the 

scaffold and chosen each other — the shape of what they walk 

together, the width of the corridor they sustain, the asymmetry 

between what bends and what does not — is the subject of a 

companion book, The Relationship Corridor. The ethic holds there 

too. The geometry derives it there too. Same axiom. Different door. 

 

If you love Jesus, you can still love Jesus. 
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This book does not ask you to stop. 

It asks you to see which parts are the teaching and which parts are 

the scaffold. To keep the warmth and release the blade. To stay in the 

room and let the machine go. 

The teaching does not need the scaffold. The scaffold needed the 

teaching. 

You need the I AM you already are. 
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Chapter 14 

Five Verses Tested 

 

The framework is stated. The kill switches are published. This chapter 

does the work at the verse level. 

Five verses.  

Each engaged in full structural detail.  

Each tested against the four axioms: Record, Break, Constraint, 

Symmetry.  

Each assigned a verdict — axiomatic if it survives all four tests, 

scaffold if it fails one or more, mixed if parts survive and parts fail. 

The method is the book’s method, applied at the finest grain the text 

allows. The verse is quoted in full from the standard English. The text 

is the record. What the verse claims is named plainly. The axioms are 

applied. The verdict follows. 

Five verses are not an exhaustive audit. They are a proof of method. 

The same test applies to every verse ever attributed to Jesus. The 

reader can apply it. 

Here is the work. 
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1. Matthew 16:18 — Upon This Rock 

 

“And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter, and upon this rock I 

will build my church; and the gates of hell shall not prevail against it.” 

 

What it claims. Jesus is establishing an institutional foundation — 

Peter as the rock, the church as the structure — and asserting that 

the institution will be metaphysically protected from a named 

adversarial force. Three claims bundled: institutional designation of 

an individual successor, ongoing institutional structure across time, 

and supernatural opposition to the structure that will not prevail. 

The axiom test. 

R-test. The claim about institutional protection across history is 

testable against the record. The record shows institutions claiming 

this protection have splintered repeatedly — East–West schism, 

Protestant Reformation, ongoing denominational fragmentation. The 

claim does not survive R-testing as universal protection. At most it 

can be retrofitted to whichever current branch the speaker favours, 

which is itself a B-violation: the distinction between “true church” 

and “false church” requires a structural source the verse does not 

provide. 
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B-test. “The gates of hell” invokes a distinction — hell as a place that 

actually exists, gates as opposition force. Where does the distinction 

come from structurally? The axioms produce no hell. The break 

produces records; the loop produces defragmentation through black 

holes back to potential. There is no structural location of permanent 

torment. The distinction is introduced by the verse without structural 

grounding. B-violation. 

C-test. The claim of institutional persistence across all time exceeds 

the propagation structure. C says the break propagates within 

constraint. Institutional persistence requires continuous record-

writing by living operators. The claim that the institution is 

metaphysically guaranteed without ongoing record-writing violates C 

— it asks for persistence without coupling. 

S-test. The asymmetry between “the church” and everything outside 

it requires a structural source. Why this institution and not others? 

The verse provides no structural reason — only Jesus’s say-so. S-

violation: asymmetry introduced without break-source. 

The result. Scaffold. The verse fails three of four tests under strict 

reading and R under retrofit-reading. The framework reading: this 

verse was added or shaped by an institution that needed a 

foundation-text to legitimise its authority claim. The historical Jesus, 

who spoke in structural terms about coupling and recognition, would 

have no need to designate a Peter or a church. The Peter-as-rock 



135 

claim makes structural sense only if you already have an institution 

that wants the claim to be true. 

Why this matters. Without Matthew 16:18, the entire Petrine 

succession claim — and the Roman Catholic institutional structure 

built on it — has no scriptural foundation. The verse is the 

cornerstone of an Architecture A institution. Removing it from the 

axiomatic layer does not destroy what Jesus actually taught. It only 

removes the institutional cornerstone that was built on top of him. 

 

2. John 14:6 — I Am the Way 

 

“Jesus saith unto him, I am the way, the truth, and the life: no man 

cometh unto the Father, but by me.” 

 

What it claims. Two claims joined. First, Jesus is identical with the 

way, the truth, and the life — an I-am statement. Second, access to 

the Father is exclusively through Jesus — a gatekeeper claim. The 

two halves must be tested separately because they do different 

structural work. 

The axiom test on the I-am statement (first half). 
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R-test. “I am the way, the truth, the life,” tested against the corpus, 

reads as the one-I recognition (KS-AP29.8). The I in Jesus is the I in 

the speaker is the I in the listener. The way, the truth, and the life is 

the substrate’s own self-actualisation. The claim survives R-testing 

under the structural reading — it is consistent with the topological 

singularity of the interior. 

B-test. The distinction “I” versus “not-I” rests on the break. The 

interior is one. The claim is consistent with B. 

C-test. No propagation violation. The claim is structural, not 

consequence-demanding. 

S-test. No ungrounded asymmetry. The I that speaks is the I that 

listens. 

Verdict on the first half: axiomatic. The I-am statement survives all 

four tests under the structural reading. 

The axiom test on the gatekeeper claim (second half). 

R-test. “No one comes to the Father except through me” — testable 

how? The claim asserts an exclusive access route. The record shows 

access to whatever is meant by the Father (recognition of the one-I, 

encounter with the structure, ethical coherence) achieved by people 

who never heard of Jesus. The exclusivity claim does not survive R-

testing. 
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B-test. The distinction “through me” versus “not through me” 

requires a structural source. The structural source for access to the 

Father — read as recognition of the substrate, the one-I, the closed 

loop — is universally available. Every window opens onto the same 

interior. There is no structural mechanism by which one specific 

window is the only access route. B-violation. 

C-test. Universal exclusivity violates C. The claim demands that all 

access routes everywhere converge through one historical individual. 

The propagation structure does not support this. 

S-test. The asymmetry “Jesus alone” versus “everyone else as 

channel” has no break-source. The break produces one interior, not 

one privileged window. S-violation. 

Verdict on the second half: scaffold. The gatekeeper claim fails three 

of four tests. The framework reading: the historical Jesus said “I am 

the way” as a recognition statement, true of every awakened window. 

The “no one comes except through me” was added to convert 

recognition into institutional gatekeeping. The first half is axiomatic. 

The second half is scaffold attached to it. 

The verse is mixed: partially axiomatic, partially scaffold. This is the 

most important single result in the chapter because it shows the 

framework is fine-grained — it can distinguish axiomatic and scaffold 

within a single verse. 
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Why this matters. John 14:6 is the load-bearing verse for Christian 

exclusivism — the claim that only Christians can be saved, that other 

religions are false, that Jesus is the only access to God. Removing 

the gatekeeper claim from the axiomatic layer, while keeping the I-

am recognition, preserves what the historical Jesus structurally 

taught (one interior, every window open onto it) and removes the 

institutional weapon that was built from his words. 

 

3. Matthew 25:31–46 — Sheep and Goats 

 

“When the Son of man shall come in his glory… Then shall he say also 

unto them on the left hand, Depart from me, ye cursed, into 

everlasting fire, prepared for the devil and his angels… And these 

shall go away into everlasting punishment: but the righteous into life 

eternal.” 

 

What it claims. A future event (the Son of Man’s coming) at which 

humans will be sorted bifurcatedly and consigned to one of two 

eternal states based on their treatment of the hungry, thirsty, naked, 

sick, and imprisoned. The ethical content (treatment of the suffering 

matters) and the structural framing (eternal sorting with eternal 

punishment as one of the two outcomes) must be tested separately. 
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The axiom test on the ethical content. 

R-test. “What you did to the least of these, you did to me.” Survives 

R-testing under the one-I reading. The I in the suffering person is 

the I in Jesus is the I in the actor. Treatment of the suffering is 

treatment of the same interior the actor is. Consistent with R. 

B-test. No B-violation. The structural source of the identification — 

“you did to me” — is the topological singularity of the interior. 

C-test. No C-violation. Action propagates through coupling. 

S-test. No S-violation. The asymmetry “treat suffering people well” 

rests on the break; records of suffering exist and coupling can 

stabilise or destabilise. 

Verdict on the ethical content: axiomatic. The “what you did to the 

least” passage survives all four tests. 

The axiom test on the eternal sorting. 

R-test. The future judgment event is not testable. The claim asserts 

what will happen at an unspecified time and provides no falsification 

condition. R-violation. 

B-test. The distinction “eternal life” versus “eternal punishment” 

requires a structural source. The axioms produce neither eternal 

state — records eventually defragment through event horizons (KS-

AP29.10, the closed loop). The bifurcated eternal sorting requires a 

metaphysical structure the axioms do not produce. B-violation. 
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C-test. “Everlasting fire” exceeds the propagation structure. C is the 

speed limit; eternal duration is not a structural quantity the axioms 

allow. C-violation. 

S-test. The asymmetry “righteous to life eternal, cursed to everlasting 

punishment” has no break-source. The break produces persistence-

through-coupling, not eternal punishment. S-violation. 

Verdict on the eternal sorting: scaffold. Fails all four tests. 

The verse is mixed, like John 14:6. The ethical heart is axiomatic 

(treatment of the suffering matters because of the one-I). The future-

sorting framing is scaffold (eternal sorting requires metaphysics the 

axioms forbid). 

Why this matters. Matthew 25 is the load-bearing scriptural 

foundation for the institutional doctrine of eternal hell. Without the 

future-sorting framing, the ethical teaching stands intact and 

stronger — kindness to the suffering matters because the suffering 

person is structurally the same I as the actor, not because failure to 

be kind earns eternal punishment. The scaffold turned a structural 

recognition into a fear-based compliance system. Removing the 

scaffold restores the recognition. 
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4. John 8:44 — Of Your Father the Devil 

 

“Ye are of your father the devil, and the lusts of your father ye will do. 

He was a murderer from the beginning, and abode not in the truth, 

because there is no truth in him.” 

 

What it claims. Jesus is identifying a specific group (in context, a 

group of Jews in dispute with him) as having the devil as their father. 

The claim invokes three components: the devil as a real thing in the 

world, inheritance of moral character from the devil, and the devil as 

the source of murder and untruth from the beginning. 

The axiom test. 

R-test. “The devil” as a being who fathered some humans — testable 

how? No record of such a being. The claim of inheritance is testable 

against actual genealogy and produces no devil-fathered lineage. R-

violation. 

B-test. The distinction “devil’s children” versus “not devil’s children” 

requires a structural source. The axioms produce no devil. The break 

produces records and one interior. There is no structural ground for a 

real category called “the devil.” B-violation. 
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C-test. The claim that the devil “was a murderer from the beginning” 

requires a metaphysical agent acting outside the propagation 

structure. C-violation. 

S-test. The asymmetry “Jesus’s followers” versus “devil’s children” 

has no break-source. The break produces one interior; all windows 

open onto it. The flat distinction the verse draws is ungrounded. S-

violation. 

The result. Scaffold. Fails all four tests. The framework reading: this 

verse is among the cleanest examples of scaffold in the gospels. The 

historical Jesus, who taught structural recognition of the one-I, would 

have no use for a category called “the devil” or for assigning devil-as-

real-parent to opponents. The verse functions as a scriptural weapon 

— the speakers in the dispute (the Johannine community against its 

opponents) attributing to Jesus a flat denunciation that legitimises 

their own flat denunciation. 

Why this matters. John 8:44 has been used historically as a load-

bearing text for antisemitism — Christians citing it to claim that Jews 

specifically are “of their father the devil.” Removing this verse from 

the axiomatic layer removes the scriptural weapon while preserving 

everything Jesus actually taught about how humans relate. The 

historical Jesus, structurally read, never flat-out denounced anyone 

as actually, essentially evil. The flat denunciation was added on top of 

him. 
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5. Mark 16:9–20 — The Longer Ending 

 

The original Mark ends at 16:8: “And they went out quickly, and fled 

from the sepulchre; for they trembled and were amazed: neither said 

they any thing to any man; for they were afraid.” The longer ending 

(16:9–20) adds post-resurrection appearances, the Great 

Commission, and signs that “shall follow them that believe; In my 

name shall they cast out devils; they shall speak with new tongues; 

they shall take up serpents; and if they drink any deadly thing, it shall 

not hurt them.” 

 

What the original ending claims. The women fled the empty tomb in 

fear and silence. The text ends in structural openness — the reader is 

left with the empty tomb and the fear, with nothing resolved, no 

commands issued, no signs promised. 

What the longer ending claims. Resurrection appearances are 

reported. A great commission is issued (preach to all the world, 

baptise). Specific signs are promised: casting out devils, speaking 

new tongues, picking up snakes, drinking poison without harm. 

The axiom test on the original ending. 

R-test. The empty tomb plus the fear is reportable, testable to the 

extent any historical claim is. The structural fact of fear at an 
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unexpected outcome is consistent with the record of how humans 

respond to anomalies. 

B-test. No ungrounded distinctions. Fear of the unfamiliar is 

grounded in the break. 

C-test. No propagation violation. 

S-test. No ungrounded asymmetry. 

Verdict on the original ending: survives. The original Mark is 

consistent with all four axioms — it ends in the structural openness 

that recognition leaves you with. 

The axiom test on the longer ending. 

R-test. “They shall take up serpents; and if they drink any deadly 

thing, it shall not hurt them.” Testable. Has been tested. People who 

believe and pick up venomous snakes get bitten. People who drink 

poison die. The claim does not survive R-testing. 

B-test. The distinction “those who believe” versus “those who do not” 

is invoked, with the believers receiving supernatural signs. The 

structural source for this distinction is not provided. The axioms 

produce no mechanism by which belief grants snake-handling 

immunity. B-violation. 

C-test. The signs — “speak with new tongues, take up serpents, drink 

poison without harm” — demand effects that exceed the propagation 

structure. C-violation. 
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S-test. The asymmetry “believers receive signs, non-believers do not” 

has no break-source. S-violation. 

Verdict on the longer ending: scaffold. Fails three of four tests. 

The structural-comparison case. This verse is the cleanest single 

example in the chapter because both versions of the text exist as 

record. The original Mark ends in structural openness consistent with 

the axioms. The longer ending was added later and demands belief-

plus-signs in violation of the axioms. The contrast is sharp. The 

scaffold did not just modify the axiomatic material — it transformed a 

text that ended in structural recognition into a text that demands 

belief and promises supernatural reward. 

Why this matters. The longer ending is where the modern snake-

handling churches get their scriptural authority. People die every year 

from snake bites and poison ingestion in churches that take Mark 

16:18 literally. The scaffold has body count. Removing the scaffold 

from the axiomatic layer ends the scriptural authority for these 

practices. 

 

Five verses tested. Two pure scaffold (Matthew 16:18, John 8:44). Two 

mixed (John 14:6, Matthew 25). One clean structural-comparison 

case where the scaffold was physically added on top of the axiomatic 

ending and both versions survive as record (Mark 16). 
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The method stands. The framework works at the verse level. Every 

verse ever attributed to Jesus is open to the same test. 

The axiomatic layer — everything that survives the four axioms — is 

what the historical Jesus structurally taught. The scaffold — 

everything that fails one or more of the four — is what was built on 

top of him. 

He was awesome. He was never Christ. The scaffold made him that. 

Test verse by verse. Keep what survives. Release what does not. 
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Chapter 15 

The Teaching, Free 

 

You do not have to choose between Jesus and the truth. 

They were never opposed. 

The scaffold placed itself between them and said it was the bridge. 

The scaffold was the wall. 

 

The I AM that Jesus pointed to is the I AM you already are. 

The teaching is the geometry. 

The geometry is free. 

 

The man on the hillside ate with sinners. He touched lepers. He 

spoke to the woman at the well. He told stories about seeds and 

fathers and shepherds and vineyards. He drove out the money-

changers. He pointed at the moon with everything he had. 

The scaffold captured the pointing and called it a religion. 

This book restores what the scaffold captured. 
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The awareness you are using to read this sentence is the bread, the 

light, the door, the shepherd, the resurrection, the vine, the way. 

The awareness you used to feel recognition in every chapter of this 

book — that is what Jesus was pointing at. 

It was never locked. It was never conditional. It was never the 

scaffold’s to give or to withhold. 

It is yours. It always was. 

 

If you have read this far, you have already done the hardest thing. 

You have looked at the teaching without the scaffold and recognised 

it as true. 

 

And Jesus, standing in a field in Galilee two thousand years ago, 

somehow knew. 

 

The teaching is confirmed. Not by faith. By the structure of reality. 

Don’t be a cunt. Be kind. 

Not because a god told you to. 

Not because Jesus told you to. 

Because the structure of reality told you to. 
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The axiom speaks. 

We transcribe. 
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Notes on Vocabulary 

The terms below are defined as they are used in this book. Several 

carry additional senses elsewhere in the corpus; the full cross-book 

glossary is at the420code.org. 

 

Scaffold. The institutional structure built around a teaching — the 

doctrine, hierarchy, afterlife economics, and authority claims added 

after the teaching itself. Not the teaching. The thing built on top of it. 

I AM. The divine name in Exodus 3:14 (Hebrew ehyeh asher ehyeh) 

and the Greek ego eimi statements in John. In this book, read as a 

claim about the structure of being rather than a claim about a being. 

Ego eimi. “I am” in Greek. The verb-form Jesus uses in John’s seven 

great declarations (the bread, the light, the door, the shepherd, the 

resurrection, the way, the vine). Treated in Chapter 7 as the seven 

doors. 

Architecture A. Authority-based structure. Claims hold because a 

source says so — scripture, hierarchy, tradition, revelation. The 

scaffold is Architecture A. 

Architecture B. Derivation-based structure. Claims hold because the 

geometry forces them, and the geometry publishes the conditions 
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under which it fails. Jesus’s teaching is Architecture B. This book is 

Architecture B. 

Low-friction coupling. Interaction between two operators that 

preserves coupling capacity on both sides — neither is forced to 

override their own experience to stay in relation. The structural form 

of what Jesus called love. 

Corridor. In this book: the life-trajectory corridor — the space of 

viable futures still available to a person given their coupling capacity 

and the current state of their relationships with others. In the 

companion book The Relationship Corridor: the specific two-person 

corridor between operators who have chosen each other, with width 

(coupling capacity) and length (time). Same geometry, different scale. 

Kill switch. A specific, stated, falsifiable condition under which a 

claim dies. Each chapter of this book operates under kill switches; 

Chapter 12 gathers the six that govern the book’s core claims. 

Paul. Saul of Tarsus. Wrote the earliest surviving Christian texts 

between roughly 50 and 65 CE — before any of the four gospels. His 

theology predates the biography he builds it on. Chapter 5 treats the 

mechanism. 

The finger. The image that opens the book. A finger pointing at the 

moon is not the moon. The scaffold is a finger held up in front of the 

moon by people claiming the finger is the moon. 
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The seven doors. The seven ego eimi declarations in John — read 

here not as claims about a person but as seven structural 

descriptions of how the axiom shows up from different angles. 

Treated in Chapter 7. 

Antichristos. Greek: ἀντίχριστος. In this book: the one who stands in 

place of the teaching while holding the finger up in front of the moon. 

Not a person outside Christianity. The structural name for what the 

scaffold became. 

 

Full glossary, including cross-corpus senses and vocabulary 

provenance: the420code.org. 
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