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Introduction
Having studied philosophy while teaching myself how to play electric blues lead
guitar, I have found that philosophy can learn a trick or two from the improvising
on top of rhythmical music. Most of the philosophy I have read and the majority
of philosophers I have met seem to be stuck with the prejudice, that philosophical
thinking requires authorization from the history of philosophy and as such, the
mediating philosophers that have already been authorized and now depend socially
and economically on the preservation of the pyramid-game of Academia. I find
that a shame.
Let me, as a certified bachelor in philosophy make abundantly clear the following:
No one knows what is really going on, including yours truly. Everyone thinks, they
know what is going on, but the closest we can get to the truth, is the fact that we
are all jamming, or improvising, to the best of our limited ability. Nevertheless,
philosophy as an academic institution has taken out the patent on this particular
functionality of humanity, our ability to reflect upon our sensory experience
coherently. Philosophy has claimed thinking.
I personally reject the conception, that thought should be patented and that the right
to relate truth to certain coincidental reflective chains should be restricted to the
minds of self-authorizing personnel adapting to the rules of the pyramid-game of
academic philosophy. I believe that the world is shaped by the sum of reflective
potency in humanity no matter how philosophy thinks of itself and its position in
the world of thinking, and that it is of the utmost importance that each and every
individual on earth understands, that they contribute simply by being a mind
among minds.
My philosophical attempts are not for everyone to read, understand or agree with.
On the contrary. That is not my point. My point is, that by doing it my way, and
not the way authorized by academia, I may, on a good day and with some luck,
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point in the above direction and show the world, that the intellectual way of the
bluesphilospher, like the intellectual ways of everybody else, may carry some
weight after all when it comes to debating the nature of things.
The universe is improvising. Language cannot exist in mass. Mind equals time.
Think for yourself, speak freely, be aware of the feedback, try not to hurt other
people too much and finally: Remember your basic skills as a human being with a
consciousness that is 100% identical with those of all other human beings. You are
humanity.
Thank you for listening,
The Bluesphilosopher
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Before the concert
To the members of the audience. I am the bluesphilosopher. My preferred angle is
pure improvisation. My amplifier is on standby, the tubes warming up with a near
silent hiss. A microphone has been attached to my head and the PA-system is
tested, adjusted and ready to boom. My body is moving toward the stage. I am less
than a nano-second from touching the stage floor and transforming into the
performer. The following is an attempt to rid myself from nerves by explaining
how everything and all of it, including my present position in and relation to the
universe and the prerequisite for the experience of the universe, is possible and by
that, providing the means for all of us to live together in an identical world, at least
while I am performing. I don’t want to be a stranger to the members of my audience
anymore.
To understand the nature of being is to understand the underlying principle of
improvisation, which again can be stated simply: Change contradicts matter.
To be is not to know what the future holds, and to know that not knowing this is to
have familiarized oneself with the most fundamental functionality of that, which
is normally identified as the world (including the identifier). It is therefore of the
utmost importance, that humanity intensifies its focus on this aspect of conscious
life. The solution is not, as it has been proved innumerable times, in reconfiguring
matter, nor anti-matter or any other microphysical expression (conflict resolution
processes as we know them from ordinary private life, business and politics), but
in realizing that unpredictability equals absolute emptiness, a field of nothing. This
insight comes to the artist who has prepared to enter the stage without any
knowledge of the events to take place as the concert begins and as such, in advance,
has erased all predictive potency from the mind. To allow true improvisation is to
allow the world as it really is to manifest itself. Before the concert begins.
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I do in advance apologize for the grammatical, poetical and scientific errors of my
written expression. I am from a northern the part of the world and have a native
tongue far from the languages of globality. It is important to me, that all have the
best option possible to gain a basic sense of orientation before the concert starts.
Therefore I have chosen to write in one of the foreign languages of globality. Bear
with me.
Most people believe the world really is. This is a mistake. If the world really was,
change could not occur. I know this will come as a shock to many. Please allow
me to explain, before you dismiss my claim. Remember your skills and all the
wisdom you posses simply by being human and alive. You already know what I
am showing you. The only odd thing is that no one took the effort to straighten
things out until now.
Is not the following statement true in its deepest core: “Nothing is as it used be”.
And this: “Nothing will ever be the same”. You see? Change occurs. Since that is
the case, there can be no other conclusion, than this: There is no world. No people.
No dogs, no birds, no water. No nothing what so ever. For change to occur, the
fundamental prerequisite is the absence of anything at all. Everything is everything
and does as such not leave any space for accidental or willed reconfiguration.
Everything is everything and everything cannot, does not have to change. It is
stasis.
It is natural to be scared being confronted with a void constituted by something
that is not immediately recognizable from the perspective of everyday human life
in the universe. It is completely natural. This statement is derived from my own
experience of standing exactly there and from not having any answers to the what’s
and the why’s. Yet I do not want to stand by myself on this edge and I cannot
proceed alone. It takes more than one to step into this particular void. It simply
cannot be done by one human on hers or his own. It is an all or no-one kind of
thing.
I know that you have feelings related to your sensations and your thoughts and
intuitions. This is all clear, even to me. I am human. Instinctively I too want the
world to exist. There is a reason for this. Matter is causal. Causality equals some
level of predictability. Predictability leaves some leeway for strategic planning.
Strategic planning appears to amplify chances for survival. Survival is good. What
is good is sensible and rational. Therefore, matter is the preferred vehicle for
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cognition. How would our minds operate if we could not relate our imaginative
potential to something real, something that matters in the sense that it will
eventually lead us to what is good?
This is the oddness of the situation and the difficulty inherent. We want the world
to be a manageable objective reflecting our perceptive system, yet this urge is the
exact driver preventing us from entering a position of understanding nothingness
as physics and by that gaining a level of true control as the abstraction of control
manifests itself in a relationship with what is really going on.
We believe in an optimized matrix defining the compatibility between the
subjective and the objective and that this is the foundation of our existence. This
belief shapes itself according to instinct. The question however remains. If the
world really is cast in stone, does this not prevent the world to change? The insight
I gained trying to answer this question is basic and simple: If everything is present,
there can be no room for change. The room is, as a matter of speaking, already full.
And since anyone’s something (the world as an individual perceives it at any given
moment), can be no less than everything, this everything cannot be for real, since
that would effectively prevent change from occurring whether in the mind or in an
objective world. As such it makes perfect sense, that a human being transforms
physical sensations into multidimensional inner representations or cognitive
patterns. Should humans mirror the world as it is, there would not be any mind.
There would be a void. The world is not there. Framed like that, one could argue,
that it is exactly the absence of world that enables consciousness, since the void
enables non-physical representational patterns to manifest as probabilities in flux,
as representations in the nothingfield.
No one has any interest in getting to know more about this nothingfield. The
nothingfield by nature annuls all contracts between humans about reality. It takes
away the universal joint venture of prediction from the equation of conscious life.
I have, as far as I can analyze the experience, wonderful news. Unfortunately and
fully understandably, these news do not make sense to anyone but me. To know,
that it, in fact, is nothing we need to get to know better (is that possible, to learn
anything about nothing? Can one expand quantitatively the amount of information
one has about a non-object?), does not make sense to the outsider, which, in this
particular case, seems to be everyone but me. Am I crazy then?

7

When I step onto the stage with my electric guitar, the world disappears. The odd
thing is that this is exactly what is happening to all and everyone all the time. It
just does so without us noticing. The future has already been predicted and will as
such unfold according to the lay-out. Until it does not. Death is an excellent
example of an occurrence which does not fit the scheme and thereby confirms its
fragility. The development of marriage too, and earthquakes and the eventual
encounter with extraterrestrial life and the collapse of the sun also. In fact, no
prediction is real. The relationship between the objective reality anticipated and
the true proportions of reality (including deities in all forms, shapes and names) as
a whole undermines the validity of any prophetic effort, however limited it is
sought to be.
To be alive is, in that sense, to be frozen in the exact moment before the moment
when the stage would have been touched upon by my feet, the defining moment
before the concert, where anticipation is exchanged with a weary fog that cannot
be penetrated by the instinctive intention of future-shaping. We imagine and we
sense that we pulsate and move through shifting coordinates and that our evershifting positions have a variety of expressive modes, yet we do not realize that the
sum of these sensations owe their being to the absolute stillness of the actual
situation, as manifested in the moment where the ordinary is left behind and the
extraordinary has yet to embed us. At this point we all become what we would
have been, had it not been necessary for our bodies to lend themselves to instinct
and for instinct to turn into the prediction-dependent mind. We become fluid,
transparent and non-causal positions (probabilities) without fixed coordinates
integrated in a field outside of time and space in which information is exchanged
without delay in such a way, that we know the world in its totality as it occurs
enabling us to improvise without fault. It is this, the nothingfield, humanity in its
present state identifies as matter, causality and relative space-time.
To me, there is no doubt, that any and all human experience must be characterized
as improvisation. Although physics and mathematics support our immediate
experience of control of faith, reality is, that we are always about to step onto a
stage that will involve a performance we do not know anything about in advance.
The only way it is possible is to act according to the overall ripples in the
probability-waves of the nothingfield, is to step outside of space-time and
improvise out of space and out of time. Only then can we fit into the sum of
probabilities defining reality as causally-massively experienced later on in spacetime by the body and the mind.
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To say that physics and mathematics are partners in crime does deserve an
explanation. Most people normally consider the pair their little helpers, hands on
or mediated by experts. As I have tried to forward, it is in fact the opposite role the
ideas that frame our cognitive imprints on our experience play: Physics and
mathematics amplify our potential for prediction thereby enforcing the law of
matter, namely causality. The idea of matter is the idea of humanity’s capacity as
giver of form and by that humanity as the controlling force in the direct relationship
with matter defined as the universe in its totality. As such, physics and mathematics
can be reduced to a function of the efforts of the bodily instinct to govern the future
in order to massify the present into that which is good, survival.
Another way to approach the problem with counting is to ask, where physics and
mathematics do not apply. As soon as we leave space-time (including the quantum
version of reality corresponding with space-time-measurements and readouts and
the deities, should they be in the background too) we leave the calculators of spacetime behind. When I am about to step onto stage to perform I have to transform
from something in a world of matter and counting into something that can adapt
without counting (in any potentiality). To improvise does not require knowledge
about physics or mathematics. What it does require is acceptance of knowledge of
the field as a standard feature of the field itself enabling the improviser to know
rather than to calculate and choose from possible futures bound to an imagined
mass requiring exact calculation to manifest as a possibility at all. This self-feeding
circle of recognition dissolves in the nothingfield. In the nothingfield, the only
available information is the nothingfield, which, according to logic, reduces the
need for calculative power to zero, and, as such, marginalizes counting as a
cognitively empowering tool.
What I am saying is that our nothingfield related ability to improvise stands in
grave opposition to our instinctive intent to control. So far we have chosen to let
instinct get the better of us and to create the world accordingly. The questions I am
posing are: Do our skills as improvisers indicate the possibility of another way,
where the nothingfield is in the foreground and matter is pushed a little bit back
for a while? Is it not true, that an ability to synchronize yourself with an immediate
and universal presence you could not in any way possible have foreseen coming,
must point in the direction of improvisational skills that the sluggishness of matter
cannot match? Whether we like it or not, this particular way of thinking points to
a systemic nature, in which improvisation is the underlying principle of the worldly
matters of everyday counting and controlling, which again, if that is the case, can
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be seen as a strategic counting system brought to life to emphasize the apparent
advantage of predictability, the world of instinct, so to speak. Matter has causal
properties, that must lead to the conclusion, that there is a cognitive purpose, a
teleological undercurrent, to a world presenting itself as coherent in the framework
of space-time, and that the purposefulness of matter to major the bodily experience
can only indicate its opposite, the absence of matter, or nothing, which is the basic
skill (nothing is in this sense a skill, since nothing always - in the non-timely sense
of the word - is nothing: In the nothing-field, nothing points only toward nothing
and reversely) required in a world that only seems to have predictability embedded
as a governing property or, in other words: improvisational skills are the basic
skills necessary to function in matter, since matter is secondary to the nothingfield
and as such depend on improvisational skills on behalf of humanity to exist at all.
Which brings me to the question that is obviously waiting to answer itself in order
to become the smoking gun of the whole mess: How does the mind do it? That is
the big puzzle. Because obviously, nothing should equal nothing and no more than
that. Well, oddly enough, that is exactly the point. There is a second feature to
nothing apart from nothing. Nothing is, in our perspective, also an expression of
infinity, which again, and please bear with me once again, can only be a function
of finality.
Although absolutely contrary to our perceptive and cognitive intuition, the
nothingfield explains in a reversely proportional manner the circuitry of
conscience and its practical workings as an all-and-everything paradigm. I took me
a little while to figure out how this is possible, but now that I have been initiated
by my investigations of the void, it does make much more sense than the idea that
I, by my own will and its extension, the body, can move the universe in its
completeness on impulse (i.e. wave an arm or run or blow a soap bubble). If I
always were to toss around matter (and add to that: in competition with everyone
and everything else also tossing around matter) in order to make the future a mirror
of my imagination, I am not sure life in any form would be possible. No, the only
reason it looks like I am manipulating the universe, is because it is not there.
Let us for a moment imagine an infinite space. In our imagination infinity equals
the potential of infinite expansion, rather than an actual infinity, since the actuality
of the concept cannot be grasped. It is not a logical barrier preventing the concept
from emerging concretely, but the fact that infinite space per definition is empty.
Why is that? There are two answers.
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First and foremost, because the primary rule of improvisation dictates that any
distance between two positions in infinity are infinite leaving no possibility of
observation (“observation” is itself an abstraction of a position). If no observation
is possible, the observed space, infinity, is empty. The reason for this strange
behavior derives from the following formula: The smallest possible distance in
space is reversely proportional with the largest possible distance in space. If a
(theoretical) box is one-by-one-by-one, the smallest possible distance in that box
is zero. This minimum distance will be the rule in all other spaces than infinite
space.
Secondly, as stated, because the way the mind conceptualizes infinity does not
relate to the above formula, but by using the concept of infinite expansion, also
known as nothingness. In that sense, infinity is an abstraction of nothing, since
nothing is the only category that can express its complementary properties
simultaneously without shifting from state to state, i.e. nothing and infinite
expandability.
As space, infinity will not suffer from the disabilities of objective mass, which
freezes as an everything, and reduced to an abstract category, an idea, infinity
miraculously can be conceived by and contained in a confined space like the brain
or the mind (or any other device with the ability to contain infinity).
It is this, the idea of infinity with a property identical to that of the nothingfield,
namely absolute and unprejudiced emptiness, that becomes the vehicle for our
ability to swap probability with reality, to interact undisturbed change with mass.
The minds ability to produce infinity enables consciousness to configure itself as
infinite space-time (the universe on all scales in all dimensions). If the root of
perception is defined by infinity, any and all information processed by the mind
disappears according to the primary rule. As such there is coherence between the
state of the mind and the nothing that is the mind. There is no difference between
my thinking (about the world) and my being nothing.
Taking that thought further into the world requires amplification of the one unique
feature of space-time that defines reality as we know it: Space-time is the single
probability that allows change to be observed and interacted with as a stabile
system mirroring a totality of mass from the point of view of infinity as produced
by human consciousness.
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Because I can produce infinity I can effortlessly contain the absolute wholes
required for me to generate space-time without becoming it, which, if it did
happen, would integrate me as a passive in an actual massive totality.
There is an invincible contradiction between change and mass that cannot be
overcome, pointing to the existence of mass as an abstraction of the nothingfield
realizing itself through the change available in the space-time probability. What
this means in everyday language and why it matters so much to me and to you, our
families and friends, yes, humans in all generality, is as simple as the explanation
is complex (at least to most at first sight): It gives us the possibility to experience
probabilities as real! Space-time is the probability enabling the experience of
change and by that the experience of mass. That’s the beauty of it, that mind as
nothing (infinity) in nothing (the nothingfield) can experience probabilities as mass
in space-time (just another probability) and that the stability of space-time is
generated and maintained outside space and time as we know it (the universe) since
it is, in principle, nothing. When nothing meets nothing and the probabilities get
rolling, stuff happens in potencies utterly unavailable to our tiny brains, yet the
universe at its fullest is, presently at least, brought to us by space-time as an
experience of change and the possibilities (probabilities) indicated by change
throughout our lives. Wow!
To wrap it up in relation to improvisation, it is however important to note, that all
occurrences are improvising by natural law. There is no time-link to the future in
the nothingfield, not to the past, or the present for that matter. As I have concluded
so far, all there is, is that which was, meaning that I am space-time, and that this
donates me the option to experience matter mediated through change. The
challenge is of course to remember, that none of it is real, that no prediction is
possible and that it is the work of the nothing-field as probabilities that makes it
possible to have the change-experience. No more, no less.
Because of that, I improvise on my electric guitar. Where the pen and the spoken
word surrender and the claim to run the future fails, the curly, uncanny and
completely unpredictable processes of live, improvised electric blues guitar take
over and become, simultaneously mass (the guitar, the body, the sound, the
environment) and change (the unpredictability, the coming from nothing and
returning again without leaving hints about the next tone and future licks). The
underlying nature of improvisation is transcendence in complementarity. This is
what humanity must aim for, to transcend the contradiction between change and
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matter. In the long run unfortunately, my mediocre blues solos won’t do the job in
a way that will unleash the full potential of this particular misunderstanding.
To me, it is sometimes helpful to think about the whole thing, the nothingfield as
I have named it, as a field of probabilities where the only probable occurrences are
those occurring, and that any occurrence that has not yet occurred has zero
statistical probability. This makes more sense than any statistical probability
between zero and hundred. In an improvisational paradigm, nothing is, and so only
that which was, was probable. It can also be stated like this: There is no difference
between following a plan and improvisation. The difference is only in the
perspective on the relationship between mind and matter. A plan clings to matter
and the strategic idea of polyphonic statistical probability, realizing retrospectively
the only reality that could have occurred anyway. Improvisation is the nothingfield
discovering retrospectively how mass and space-time would have expressed
themselves had they been real.
Infinity is the emptiness of the restricted mind shaping space-time for change to
occur. But to believe that that which is changing was ever there is the mistake we
are all making all the time.
One of the strongest arguments against the postulates in the above is, that it is
possible to predict the world locally and that the local prediction works out so well
and with such precision that is not important, that the predictions do not include
everything there is in its totality. This argument is not valid. Why is that? Think
about it. The counter-argument is embedded in the text you just read and in you, I
might say, as a probability that actually occurred as a direct consequence of the
asymmetrical relationship between predicted matter and the nothingfield. The vast
majority of predictions about the world just before you were conceived did not
include your conception, in fact it is very possible that your conception was not
predicted at all. Yet you came into being. Is that not odd and wonderful at the same
time? Had it been up to causality as predictability, it is an open question if you
would have been here today to read about the wonders of your time. In a frozen
everything, nothing is conceived and nothing is perceived. It is a self-referential
statistical calculator with no external interface. It is not easy, but my
recommendation is that you should try to remember that. It just might change the
world in ways space-time could not have dreamed up even in the best of its flimsy
manifestations. The counterargument is two-fold: first, one cannot, in matter,
separate the local from the global. Believing that is actually recognizing the
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nothingfield, since such a separation in principle generates a new totality from the
local thereby dissembling the premise of the argument and so on. Secondly, and
more important, believing that there is correspondence between a prediction and
its manifestation always leads to failure, since the basic predicament of change is
the repetition is an inherent impossibility. The prerogative of change is the absence
of repetition, even locally. If someone says: “look, it went exactly as predicted”,
well, then they are lying, whether they know it or not.
Anyway, in summary: We experience matter because we are space-time, which
allows change to occur as an experience in the infinity of our minds mirroring (or
being) the nothingfield itself. Because time cannot be divided, it separates itself
from the changes of space-time and offers the illusion of a possibility to control
causality in the concept of future. It is this illusion we know as matter and mass,
and this illusion that gives us a choice between strategic planning and freestyle
being.
Thank you for accepting this invitation into my world explained as I perceive it
under the influence of nerves and general mental confusion no time plus thatwhich-separates-me from-touching-the-stage before the concert begins.
Enjoy your show and remember, that whatever your rational self is telling you, you
cannot not be improvising. All the time. From first life to last sigh. That is the
underlying nature of improvisation. It comes with the territory of humanity. The
world is not there to be predicted. The past and the present cannot be projected
onto the future. There is nothing. Improvise consciously. Your mind was made for
it.
Change does contradict matter.
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Please shut up! My guitar has something
important to say…
To the members of the audience. I am the bluesphilosopher. I picked up the electric
guitar when I began studying philosophy. Language alone just did not cut it for
me. The credibility of many philosophers is low. Their conception of mind and
reality and everything in between is provoking. Something is missing and the
pictures they paint do not seem right. There is a problem and the solution is electric
guitar solos.
When the ordinary run of the mill everyday middle of the road rather boring and
not at all inventive philosopher goes to work it is all about copying his professional
ancestors and pouring the copies into new shiny covers with advanced, halfscientific titles. It is not about distancing oneself to all those thinkers who failed
so dramatically in their diagnosis of man and world and consequently took the
wrong turns trying to find the road to their emancipating utopias, disguised as
justice, rationality and equal unity.
Although possibly not the only force in defining this tiresome and repetitive
pattern, language itself seems to be somewhere at the core of the disability. It is as
if the language applied to describe and represent its objects does not quite suffice.
There is a cardinal difference between the words as they are formed in our minds
and that which they place themselves next to, as if the very fabric of language and
its descriptive target differs in an uncompromising incompatibility.
The bandwidth of language is one-dimensional and impractically narrow. There is
a contradiction in the relationship between the multidimensional reality language
supposedly was conceived from and the actual potential of language understood as
bandwidth.
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Language (including mathematics, which is also language) contradicts its object.
As such, language does not belong to the object it connects to, since it reduces the
complexity of the object to language. What is then the relationship between
language and its objects and where does the sound of a guitar solo differ from that?
As stated in the previous essay, “Before the Concert”, objects are probabilities
reflecting the nothingfield:
“We experience matter because we are space-time, which allows change to
occur as an experience in the infinity of our minds mirroring (or being) the
nothing-field itself. Because time cannot be divided, it separates itself from
the changes of space-time and offers the illusion of a possibility to control
causality in the concept of future. It is this illusion we know as matter and
mass”.
What language attempts, is to take over its objects and manipulate them in such a
way, that they become the language, so that language supersedes its objects and
becomes the primary vehicle for the production of meaning through foreseeable
change. In that sense, language can be understood as a control system, reducing
the nothingfield to the simplest set possible of bricks to play with when
constructing the prerequisite for the most controllable future. By doing so,
language transforms change into bytes. Language becomes a gatekeeper between
experience and change that requires its own categories thrown into space-time in
order for the mind to experience space-time as change. As such, language prevents
the mind from experiencing itself as nothing, thereby annulling the possibility of
consciousness to recognize itself as space-time per se.
All though by nature out of sight, the problem remains, since language so
obviously cannot replace the change-experience. Language is next to change, just
like time, except that language is endlessly dividable. Language is not the changeexperience, yet it seems to interface with it so smoothly. That is the furthering key
to our inquiries.
I am excited about this. I hope that I haven’t lost you in my stream of poor and
square translations of my native tongue. The positive side of my rocky English is
that language does not work in any configuration, whether you are a master poet
or a sluggish one like myself.
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I call the nothingfield a probability field, because nothing points toward itself as a
probability. This strange feature is rare. A car for instance cannot do that, because
it, in that sense, is there, defined as matter. A car does not leave space for anything
but itself. The domain is occupied, so to speak. Nothing, on the contrary, is empty,
yet at the same time, since it is occurring as a nothing, it can be defined as a
probability, thereby becoming an undefined object with only one property:
Probability. This is why the nothingfield does not rule out space-time, but rather is
the source of the change-experience.
Although my guitar tried to tell me otherwise, I was originally convinced that there
could be only one probability field, namely nothing. But when the problems related
to the inability of language to integrate fully with its objects, to become an integral
part of the world, that seems to produce language, kept towering up further, I asked
myself the following question: Could it be, that the only meaningful way to define
language would be as a second probability field existing independently of the
nothingfield? Oh my, it did not feel right, since nothing in principle is supposed to
cover everything, including language. However, the integration problem would not
go away, so, fearful that all would soon be lost, I gave it a shot.
What exactly is it with language that is incompatible with the change-experience?
How come it seems to be operating in parallel with its objects rather than as a part
of physics? Is it because language is ideas about reality trying to become reality?
Is it because language ultimately is movement impulses in our throats and mouths
pushing air to send out simple signals and not the complex system of
communication we have made it into? Or could it be, that language by nature must
appear separated from physics in order to function descriptively, and that this
separation just feels uncanny, because it is a feature only available in language?
I do not think so. I think the problem is a result of the original proposal: That
language, like nothing, is a self-generating probability field excluding anything
other than language itself. And oddly enough, a most basic proof for the argument
does not come from the field itself but from the guitar.
As stated earlier, as well as the bandwidth of language is one-dimensional and
impractically narrow as a tool for communication, it is also always in a conflicting
relationship with its object, since it is not its object.
When I play my electric guitar and the guitar solo surfs effortlessly and in absolute
synchronicity with its own expressive qualities and intentions, it differs from
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language in exactly this sense. The solo is pointing toward itself as a physical
phenomenon and is, as such a clean reference to its own source, the solo, or simple
physics as it constitutes itself in space-time as a function of the nothingfield. The
words are language and complementary to the music and cannot be integrated into
the flow of the primary objective noise). What is important about the guitar solo
experience, both from the player’s and the listener’s point of view, is that the solo
is pure communication, where as language is irreversibly polluted by the
insurmountable barrier between symbolic description and its object.
Noise (or any other direct, non-abstract change-experience) is a clean experience,
while language is an experience polluted by the unsuccessful attempt to integrate
symbolic descriptive value into a sensory based exchange of information (changeexperience). Due to the aspect of language as pollution, I decided that the only way
to dig deeper into the nature of language would be to separate it completely from
the change-experience, thereby both crediting sensory-based communication in the
nothingfield and opting for a fresh perspective on language.
Language is not language. If language was language it would have the same
expressive bandwidth as sensory based communication. Language can only be the
idea of language. And that is a problem, since humans use language as if it is
actually language. We think we are actually communicating, yet what we really
are doing is exchanging ideas about ideas about ideas and so on. Every time
language is applied it immediately transforms into meaningless regress into
infinity as in an ongoing interchange of abstract belief systems rather than of
objects in space-time. The use of language is not meaningful. On the contrary, it
prevents us from understanding the workings of the nothingfield. Language is as
unreal as reality understood as matter and can as such serve only one purpose:
Language itself. Is that not similar to the theoretical workings of the nothingfield?
It does seem so.
To understand language is not to try to deduce a meaningful relationship between
language and its objects, since that which is abstract and non-physical cannot
interface with that which is concrete and physical except as ideas. If I, on the
contrary understand language as a field of probabilities, a languagefield, language
immediately unfolds as a meaningful category in itself, independent of language
as use. Language is transformed from en idea into an isolated object to be observed
and understood as a functional mirror of the nothingfield I am already in. In this
sense, it is language as a probability-field, rather than the practical use of language,
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that makes language available as an idea in the nothing field. It is the fields in
themselves interacting, not the content of the fields as expressed in changeexperience and words. Because language is a probability field, it mixes elegantly
with the nothingfield, but only on the level of the structural surfaces of the
respective fields. They cannot integrate since they per definition, as probability
fields, are self-referentially excluding.
As a field, language must be understood like nothing, which points to nothing,
except in language, any word or worldly expression points to all other words
possible in language understood as an (empty) infinity. The weird part, and the part
where language differs completely from the expressions of my guitar solos, is that
any word (or worldly expression) uttered, in itself and as a standalone, is language
as a whole. When I play my guitar, any tone I play is just that tone, no more, no
less. The tone is noise that is drawn out of the general noise produced in spacetime, and it carries no universal signature. I cannot, from that one tone, derive any
other tone, since it is, in principle and according to the workings of the
nothingfield, absolutely random. It is a standalone probability in the changeexperience of matter pulsing.
With words, it is different. Remember: The solo-notes are objects among objects,
language always contradicts its object. Language is a non-positional probability
field in a space made out of temporary positions. There can be no transference of
information or energy between the two states. We are using language to do
something it cannot do. That is why I prefer my guitar and my tube amplifier over
speaking and writing. There is congruency between the form of communication
and the content I am communicating.
Returning to the matter of the all-inclusive word. All-inclusivity also defines the
language field, since it makes it impossible to time the beginning of language. For
any word to exist all of language must exist. If I imagine that I am somewhere in
the deep past, just a moment before I, as the first human is about to utter a word,
we have to ask ourselves if that really is possible, to utter the first word ever? Is it
not so, as stated in the above, that in order for any word to manifest, language as a
whole must already be present (a word cannot exist if it is not referring to language
as a principle of infinity) , and is not so, that such a presence is that which I have
identified as the languagefield?
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There can be no first word. It is logically impossible, since language in its everexpanding yet already confined totality (not unlike the mind as a nothingfield),
must be present for any word to be thought of, spoken or written.
I love to play my guitar for that exact reason. Words just do not seem to get the job
done. And I mean that in the most general sense of the phrase. The guitar has all
the colors of the rainbow, the wind, the rain, the sun, the tears and the shining
smiles to connect to when looking for something to inspire and fill a tone.
Language connects only to language.
I do not know if this glitch in our perception of being can be corrected and replaced
with a clean and fully coherent form of communication anchored in and
corresponding with the objects and processes of space-time communicated about.
But I do know, that it is important that we understand that language cannot be
language as long as language contradicts its objects. Probability fields may
overlap, but if two fields integrate they are one and the same. This is, unfortunately
enough, not the case with the nothingfield and the languagefield. They are separate.
What the idea of language is, as in that which is produced and used by humans,
remains to be figured out. One thing is certain: Language it is not. It is not even
close to delivering its descriptive promise.
Thank you for having listened to my guitar. You may speak now.
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And then the performance brought time to a
standstill
To the members of the audience. I am the bluesphilosopher. There is much beauty
in the change-experience of space-time. One of them is when time seems to be
brought to a standstill. One of the most effective means to achieve this sensational
cognitive effect is of course love in all its shapes and forms. Another is music. And
as a subcategory of music, the guitar solo can do an excellent job too of stopping
time. No one mentioned, no one forgotten, but I remember many breathtaking
moments in the company of great guitar players fooling around with relativity,
speed and time. When at its best, the guitar solo seems to cancel out the barrier
between time as indivisibility and change as an expression of infinite divisibility.
That is why I play the blues solo guitar. Apart from being the most expressive
multidimensional language I know, it is also my gateway to change outside of time.
Time contradicts change. This is the problem I want to work around in this essay.
In the previous essays in these jam sessions, I have already attempted to unlock the
contradictions between change and matter and language and its objects. It is my
hope that this final essay enlightening the contradiction between time and change,
will complete a circle of logic, that proves space and time a probability experienced
as change outside of the causal, physical dogma imprinted on humanities cognitive
pattern understood as survival instinct (consciousness).
Why does time contradict change? Is it not so, that time is that, which describes
change, or even contains change and ties it together in a format comprehensible to
the human mind? Well, the answer to that question is partly yes. Time is applied
as a tool for measuring distances between events and we do, in that sense use time
to help structure the space in which we exist, the universe. Also, time helps us
separate the present state of objectivity from the previous ditto, thereby providing
potency not only to the three dimensions of space, but also to itself understood a
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historical linearity, as an abstract tool for cognitive points of referral in four relative
dimensions. As long as we stay in the illusion of physical mass (with a past and a
calculated future) as the governing principle of being, time must exist in a very
practical way. Time does, in this paradigm supersede mass as its object for
measurement to become itself that very object, since mass without time does not
make any sense to the mind. We may experience the universe, but if it was not for
time, its objects would not organize themselves in an orderly way. Time replaces
change and does it well, since the change-experience is outside of time. Rather
than obliviate the future as a cognitive option, time fully integrates future as the
fundamental prerequisite for time. The past is not important in either space-time
or the change-experience, although it does play a role in time as a symbolic
representation of a part of the undividable timeline. In the change-experience the
past does not exist other than as imagined memories of occurrences of
probabilities.
For space to exist, time must be there as the organizing principle. The problem is
that time contradicts change, and as such, its own source, relative space in flux.
Some might say that since time is the organizing principle of space, it is time itself
producing the movements of matter that define relativity as the vehicle for
transformation in space. Yet, in that configuration, time must be understood as a
reflection of a fully transcendent space with only one universally present and
tangible feature: Time. But this is not what time is. We may attach time to anything
we wish, but it is obvious too, that time is a special tool for measuring distance,
not the measured distance itself. Although this appears to be a dynamic similar to
that of language which cannot be its object, it is different. Time does not claim to
be what it measures. On the contrary time says: “That, which I measure come into
relative being because of my measurement. Where it not for me, the world would
collapse into a reversely infinite unity with no relativity at all, gravitation realized
as matter collapsing into its absolute negation, nothing”. It has been said that the
use of language is meaning. It does, surprisingly enough, seem that a statement
closer to the truth would be: The use of time is meaning.
Time relates itself to the possibility of measurement, meaning an undefined or
abstract distance between one fixed position and any number of variables (objects
measured). Since time remains time no matter how change constitutes mass, time
becomes the unifying definer of all movement in the universe, creating relativity
exactly by being a fixed position outside a universe of floating variables. The
problem, however, is that this fixed position, manifesting in mass as a one22

dimensional, all inclusive and all-descriptive time-line, apart from generating the
relativity-probability, stands in direct opposition to its result, change
chronologized. Time cannot be divided. That which cannot be divided cannot
change.
Chronology is an undivided flow of coherent events, of the history of the universe,
of mass, as it progresses as a function of time. If time floated with the change
patterns of totality it could not be time, since its one identifying parameter,
objective measurement capability, then would be lost. To measure the world, time
must be apart from the world, yet, being apart from the world establishes the
contradiction: Time is not in the change-experience. Time cannot change. That
which cannot change, cannot be experienced. Change is not identical with time and
time cannot measure that which does not have stasis as its defining property. That
is exactly why time must remain in the domain of everything understood as a
frozen totality in which the possibility of change has been exhausted by the
presence of all things and evens probable. Mass is time (as an organizing principle
enabling the manifestation of matter) meaning space-time, which again is the
change-experience. By adding time into the equation the mass probability reverses
the ultimate gravitational consequence, the nothingfield, into tangibility, into
history. It is not time as tool for measuring the world into comprehensible relations
between fluctuating positions that marginalizes unpredictability as a fundamental
in human consciousness. On the contrary, time as an organizer of space is useful,
even for those intending to experiment with the nothingfield in the raw. Rather
than understand space as space alone, space should, even as an integral part of the
change-experience, be understood as relativity (time measuring distances based
upon speed) as the governing principle enabling the manifestation of mass as
probability. This does not mean that time in this context equals time as in my
grandmothers longcase clock, but simply, that time is a way to describe space.
Summarized: The time I have been discussing so far is the present defining itself
through a relativized universe composed of mass (probabilities in the nothingfield)
held together by time as measure.
The present does not in itself constitute the threat of time toward the changeexperience. No, the real problem lies elsewhere. It lies in the concept of history.
Consider the present an absolutely motionless vertical line taking care of the
business of shaping the change-experience into something tangible. It is, in a way,
not even time, it is just that, which we identify as distance and, as such, relativity.
The present has a double-nature: It is both mass and change-experience. Now enter
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into the picture a horizontal and absolutely undividable timeline crossing the
present. History has arrived to take over. The present is space, history is mind.
Clarified: To understand time, time has to be interpreted as a complementary
double nature, an organizing principle (an empty variable) measuring distance that
is active as a probability independent of observation (remember that the category
infinite is defined by an absolute emptiness due to the smallest possible distance
in infinity, an infinity, making no observation possible) and time as a vehicle for
the production of human history. The two functionalities of time are mutually
excluding, yet inseparable, since mind as an objective probability depends on space
and change-experience depends on mind (as an objective probability). All I can
experience directly is change as an invitation to improvise. If I could experience
relative space it would freeze as a totality and cease to exist as a probability, as
would I and with me humanity as a whole.
Usually a mind is considered a unique functionality defined by the individual. My
consciousness is something special, a feature belonging exclusively to me. It is my
private tool for foresight and futureshaping, for picking the road of probabilities
most likely to manifest as the retrospectively (since I really cannot know it in
advance) identified path to continued survival. As the bluesphilospher (the
philosopher who does not have to pretend to be a clinical scientist) I will allow
myself to take this approach on an improvisational trip out of the box. In the
previous essays I have already made it clear, that the mind is out of order when it
concerns its day-to-day interpretation of the working of the world and the
relationship between nothing, something and everything, and that especially the
ignorance toward everything as a locked, og frozen, totality in stasis, does not give
the mind much credit. If everything really was here, change would not occur and
time could not relativize objectivity as tangibility, as the present.
Let us momentarily stay in the present. The present is creation, the shifting of
probabilities occurring as time out of time understood as relativity. The blues solo,
the bluesman or the blueswoman, man in general, does not exist in this
configuration, in a sense this is just the nothingfield operating its probabilities
without discretion, enabling change to be experienced by potent changeexperience-probabilities in the nothingfield. In this interpretation change does not
exist except as change-experience. The present is just relativity. Not change.
Change requires the experience of change to occur. And this, the changeexperience is humanity as space-time.
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Experiencing change requires a vehicle or media that can be mass and change
simultaneously without identifying both properties simultaneously in itself. The
mind, or consciousness, is such a media. It is in space-time (the body), but being
in space-time is a function of the mind, and as such there is no contradiction or
attempt to transcend a complementary exclusion. The mind cannot conceive the
body as anything other than mind, since mind is the sole reference for being
available to mind. It is important to note, that the bluesphilosopher separates the
body as a space-time-probability from the mind. In the human case, mind is all
there is. It is the mind that produces the body as a phenomenon for the mind and it
is the mind acting through the body as a media for the body.
To the mind, time is not relativity. To the mind, time is history, but not in any
ordinary sense of the concept.
It is usually assumed that humanity has evolved physically and mentally over a
long periode of time. Interestingly enough, there is a trend in archeology pointing
in a direction that can be radically interpreted philosophically. The archeologists
seem to continue to find relics that are older than previous findings, indicating that
advanced human technology (i.e. spear- and arrowheads) that required explicit
linguistic exchanges to be produced and used will continue to appear from an
exceedingly deeper past.
The one thing that does not change from generation to generation, the one thing
that is exactly the same now as it was minimally half a million years ago (the oldest
findings of advanced technology so far) and the one thing that calibrates the world
to be experienced in an identical way by all humans, that one thing is
consciousness. Although we are different, the basic black box producing our
bodies and interpreting their sensory-experience is our mind. We believe we have
different minds, but in reality they are 100% identical. Were they not, how would
we be able to communicate, to create and live together in the same world?
Understanding that the human mind is and has always been the same in any and
all individual humans, is the basic key to a renewed concept of history, or time as
causal counting.
If mind is the common denominator both presently and in regard to human
ancestry, the mind is absolute stasis. It is in the relationship between space and
mind, time and change develops. The reason change occurs is because this mind is
still. When we say, that time was brought to a standstill, it really is the functionality
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of our minds taking over. Just like when I improvise my blues solo. When I allow
my mind to be still and let the probability-field do the work, that is when it rocks
fluently. It is when my consciousness become fully receptive and abandons
productivity, I become a transcendent expression of nothing. Anyway, concerning
the time-issue: rather than humans creating history, the human mind observes the
possibilities of space-time as they become probabilities and then, retrospectively
copy the system of relativity of space into the stillness of mind in order to transform
the distances of objective matter into dividable units that can interface each other
internally and externally, thereby gaining control of local matter. It is only then,
when matter is controlled in preparation of the consequence of the controlling
itself, that time as a counter enters the field. Time is not in the mind. The mind is
always identical with any other mind and as such absolutely timeless. But the mind
does count matter (perceived and organized internally in countable units), and it is
this, the counting of objective matter as it becomes probabilities in the mind, we
know as the second definition of time, the first being relativity.
It is like imagining that you are only mind floating unresistingly and weightless in
a space defined by the distance between its infinite amounts of undefined objects,
and that there is no time nor any defined objects until the moment where you hit
one of the objects. When you hit an object the object is defined by your touch and
the velocity and direction it takes shifts the neutral relativity of the untouched space
into a space relative to your velocity and direction. The probability-field changes
from a first degree of relativity into a second degree of relativity and becomes
space-time as change-experience.
Just as time holds neutral space in the form of relativity, time is the mind’s way of
producing space, body and mathematics. Without time, the mind would not be able
to objectify itself as matter. The odd thing of course is, that the mind, as a physical
object is completely empty. Otherwise flaws would eventually influence mind in
all its fully identical occurrences in the individuals of humanity. It is a blackbox
belonging to the change-experience of space-time and it is as such it relates itself
to objective space and become time. So, roughly put, very roughly, and very
interestingly, at least to the improviser, the mind, or consciousness can
descriptively be reduced to: Time.
History can, in this definition of time, not be history, since history is causally
determined by certain actions (probabilities) and certain events (probabilities) and
as such will identify itself as a series of independent events. We may place in a
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fine row actions and events and overlay these with a series of numbers and call
those time, but they do not make any sense to the mind, since the mind has been
the exact same during all these probabilities. To remove any action and any event
form the change-experience is to indicate a wholeness to remove from, which
again, according to the nothingfield, would lead to a breakdown of probabilities,
since a whole or an all, does not allow for change. History is a function of time
understood as the mind. In order to be physical so that the nothingfield can be
experienced, the probability of mind becomes time as the organizing media for the
probabilities occurring as space-time, thereby allowing change as phenomena to
integrate with the possibility of time to experience, hence “change-experience”.
History is the relative positions of objects in (the present – it is always present, in
lack of a better word) change-experience, it is not a causal chain. It cannot be.
For history to be a causally defined chain of events, it would require that the mind,
or consciousness, changed along with everything else. And since that has not
happened for at least half a million years history cannot be such an event-chain.
For history to realize itself, everything has to change together all the time. If there
is only the smallest little part of the whole that does not change, the system has
failed. This, by the way, we could have foreseen by using the theory of nothing,
something and everything: Everything cannot change, since it is everything.
History is the descriptive symbol for the constant change of everything, Therefore
history, by definition, negates itself.
To understand that time is not there, you have to let it go. When my blues
improvisation is fluent, that is what I do. I let time go and I deny history as a
possibility. I am not bringing time to a standstill. No, it is much simpler than that:
When I am at my best and the nothingfield produces probabilities that all fit into
my pattern of position, velocity and direction, space-time is purified into a changeexperience, where neither consciousness nor time matters at all. Simply being
space-time experienced as change mediated by my absolute empty (infinite) timemind, my nothingfield personalized, does the trick. I have been walking the
universe without prejudice.
Thanks for tagging along.
You have been a wonderful audience.
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Hvis det skal sælges, skal det have slaglinjer, pakkes ind i cellofan og smage af sukker!

En bunke let brugte computere af den type, der anvender universet som processor.
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