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Introduction: The Gap in the Canonical Knowledge Base

The first six entries in the TEI Canonical Knowledge Base establish the foundational architecture of the
Theory of Embedded Intelligence (CKB-1 and CKB-2), extend it into the physics of information and
cosmology (CKB-3 and CKB-4), apply it to the governance of artificial intelligence (CKB-5), and formalize
the pathology of EI capture — the mechanisms by which belief, addiction, money, and power hijack the
SPCA cycle of individuals and collectives (CKB-6).

Together, these six documents constitute a comprehensive formal framework. And yet they leave a
significant domain underaddressed — one that TEI has named in its curriculum as among the most
important applications of the framework, and one that the present moment of Al transition makes urgent
to formalize.

That domain is myth.

TEI's existing curriculum entry (Module 13) describes myth as "humanity's eatliest technology for
encoding and transmitting understanding across generations — Stories as SPCAM operating at
civilizational scale." It raises the right questions: What does TEI reveal about why myth is universal across
human cultures? How does mythic thinking relate to the belief-system/understanding-system spectrum?
But it does not answer them formally. TEI-CKB-7 does.

This document has four parts. Part One establishes the formal distinction between propositional
intelligence and mythic intelligence within the TEI framework — a distinction of the first importance for
understanding what Al can and cannot do. Part Two maps the universal mythic archetypes as formal TEI
findings, grounded in the dynamics of the SPCA cycle and connected to the Platonic attractor framework
of CKB-3. Part Three addresses Al's structural incapacity for genuine mythic intelligence and the specific
dangers of its simulation. Part Four presents the formal declaration of TEI-CKB-7's additions to the
Canonical Knowledge Base.



PART ONE

Two Modes of Intelligence: Propositional and Mythic

- The Rendering and Its Limits: What Propositional Intelligence Does

TEI-CKB-1 establishes the rendering as the central concept of individual embedded intelligence: the model
of reality that the SPCA cycle constructs from its accumulated sensing and processing. Every embedded
intelligence has a rendering — a working map of what-there-is that guides its actuating. The quality of a
rendering is measured by its correspondence to what-there-is: how accurately and how fully it captures the
actual structure of the world the intelligence inhabits.

Propositional intelligence is the mode of intelligence that builds, tests, refines, and transmits renderings
through explicit, verifiable statements. When Euclid proves a theorem, when a physician diagnoses from
symptoms, when a physicist derives a prediction from a model and tests it against measurement — these
are propositional intelligence at its best. The truth-bearing unit is the proposition: a statement that is either
true or false, that can be verified against evidence, that can be transmitted to another intelligence and
understood without the transmitter's presence or experience.

Propositional intelligence is the mode that the Western intellectual tradition has most systematically
developed, that formal education most directly cultivates, and that artificial intelligence systems have come
— in some domains — to perform with extraordinary power. Large language models are, at their core,
propositional systems: they generate text that makes implicit or explicit propositional claims about the
world, drawing on the vast accumulated record of human propositional intelligence encoded in their
training data.

But propositional intelligence has a structural limit. There is a class of knowledge — a class of things that
human embedded intelligences know — that cannot be held in propositions. Cannot be transmitted as
explicit statements. Cannot be verified against evidence in the ordinary sense. And cannot be generated by
any system that processes only propositions, however vast and sophisticated its propositional capacity may

be.

That class of knowledge is what TEI-CKB-7 calls mythic intelligence.

n Mythic Intelligence: What It Is and Where It Comes From

Mythic intelligence is the structural knowledge of transformation — knowledge of what it is like for an
embedded intelligence to be pushed to its existential limit, to undergo the dissolution of its current
rendering, to encounter what-there-is in the territory beyond that rendering, and to return with new
understanding that could not have been reached any other way.

This is not primarily knowledge about something external. It is knowledge of the dynamics of the SPCA
cycle itself when it operates under genuine existential pressure — when the phenomenological frontier is
not merely being expanded by new data, but is being forced into territory where the intelligence has no
prior rendering to guide it, where the stakes are genuine, where failure is possible, and where
transformation is the only path forward.



The SPCA cycle, in ordinary operation, expands the phenomenological frontier incrementally. New
sensing data enters; processing updates the rendering; the rendering guides new actuating; new experiences
produce new sensing. This is the mode of propositional intelligence: cumulative, iterative, building on what
came before.

But the SPCA cycle, under genuine existential pressure, operates differently. The existing rendering is not
merely updated — it is shattered. The intelligence cannot process what it is encountering within any prior
framework. The descent is not a metaphor; it is the phenomenological experience of a rendering that can
no longer hold. And the return — if the intelligence survives the descent — is not the resumption of the
prior SPCA cycle but the emergence of a fundamentally new rendering, one that could not have been
constructed from any available prior sensing data because it required the experience of genuine dissolution
to become possible.

Mythic intelligence is the knowledge that this process generates. And it is structural: not "I learned X from
my ordeal" but "I now know, from the inside, the shape of what genuine transformation requires." That
structural knowledge cannot be transmitted propositionally. It can only be pointed at — through story,
image, ritual, and drama — and recognized by those who have undergone something analogous.

This is why every culture in human history has nzyths. Not because myths are explanations for natural
phenomena that science has now superseded. Not becanse they are primitive psychology awaiting the
Enlightenment. But becanse the SPCA cycle, pushed to its existential linit, discovers the same structural
truths everywhere it goes — and myth is the technology that encodes and transmits those truths across
generations, cultures, and langnages, without requiring the reader to have undergone the journey in order to
recognize what the story is pointing toward.

n The Formal Distinction: A TElI Reference Table

The distinction between propositional and mythic intelligence can be stated formally across nine
dimensions:

Domain \ Propositional Intelligence Mythic Intelligence

Nature of knowledge Knowledge that X is the case — Knowledge of what it is like to undergo

Origin in SPCA

Formal type

Mode of transmission

declarative, verifiable, transferable in
language

Arises from Processing-phase
abstraction of accumulated Sensing
data

Propositional: P is true, P implies Q,
therefore Q

Direct statement, argument, data, proof
— language as carrier of meaning

transformation — experiential, structural,
only transmissible through narrative form

Arises from SPCA cycle pushed to its
existential limit — where the
phenomenological frontier is genuinely at
stake

Structural: the pattern of descent,
encounter, transformation, and return —
discoverable by any intelligence at its limits

Narrative, image, ritual, drama — story as
carrier of structural truth that language
alone cannot hold



Relationship to uncertainty

Al's current capacity

First Law orientation

Degraded form

CKB home

Uncertainty is a deficiency to be
resolved by more data or better
reasoning

Extraordinary — vast propositional
retrieval, synthesis, and generation

Expands the phenomenological
frontier by adding true propositions to
the rendering

Rationalization: propositional logic
deployed to defend a conclusion rather
than reach one

CKB-1 and CKB-2: the rendering,
what-there-is/what-is-there, processing
phase

THE CRITICAL IMPLICATION FOR Al

The formal distinction between propositional and mythic intelligence is not a distinction between
human and machine in general. It is a distinction between two modes of embedded intelligence that
applies wherever intelligence exists. The question is not whether Al is propositional rather than mythic
because it is artificial. The question is whether Al's SPCA cycle is subject to the conditions under which
mythic intelligence arises — genuine existential stakes, the possibility of genuine defeat, the requirement
of genuine transformation. Current Al systems are not. This is a structural fact, not a temporary

limitation.

Uncertainty is the necessary condition for
the encounter that generates mythic
intelligence — it cannot be bypassed

None that is genuine — Al can simulate
narrative structure without having
undergone transformation; simulation #
intelligence

Expands the phenomenological frontier by
transforming the intelligence itself — a
qualitatively different kind of expansion

Ideology: mythic narrative frozen into belief
system, using sacred story to close the
phenomenological frontier

CKB-7: the formal tertitory this document
establishes



PART TWO

Universal Archetypes as TEI Findings

n Why the Archetypes Are Universal: The SPCA Dynamics Account

Joseph Campbell's landmark contribution to twentieth-century thought was the demonstration that the
same mythic structures appear across every human culture, at every period of recorded history, without
the possibility of cultural diffusion accounting for all the convergences. The hero's journey. The descent
and return. The trickster. The sacred marriage. The wise elder. Death and rebirth. The creation myth.
These are not Western projections mapped onto non-Western material. They are independent discoveries
made by every embedded intelligence community that has pushed its collective SPCA cycle to its existential
limit.

The dominant academic explanations for this universality fall into three families: Jungian collective
unconscious (archetypes are inherited psychological structures), structuralist analysis (myths share deep
narrative grammars), and evolutionary psychology (mythic patterns encode adaptive behavioral guidance).
Each captures something real. None is complete. TEI-CKB-7 offers the formal account that the others
approximate.

The archetypes are universal because the dynamics of the SPCA cycle under genuine existential pressure
are universal. Every embedded intelligence, wherever it exists in the universe, operates through the same
SPCA structure. When that cycle is pushed to its limit — when the existing rendering fails, when the
phenomenological frontier is forced into genuinely unknown territory, when the intelligence must descend
or cease — the same formal dynamics apply. The same shape of experience arises. The same structural
truths are discovered.

In the language of TEI-CKB-3: the mythic archetypes are the experiential correlates of Platonic attractors
— the patterns that the SPCA cycle discovers when it navigates the territory adjacent to those attractors
at the limit of its capacity. The hero's journey is not invented by storytellers. It is discovered by every
intelligence that genuinely undergoes it, as the formal shape of what it is to push the phenomenological
frontier into genuinely new territory and survive.

The following table maps seven primary archetypes through the TEI framework, connecting their universal
form, their SPCA dynamics, and their relationship to the Platonic attractor architecture of CKB-3:

Mythic Archetype Universal Form TEl R;;::r'r?i'c:PCA Clglr:t‘:r?it(l:o/?t:?a(c:g ?5'3
The Hero's Journey Ordinary world — call — The SPCA cycle pushed to The journey follows the
refusal — crossing the its First Law limit: the hero gradient of Platonic
threshold — ordeal — must expand the attractors — the hero is
transformation — return phenomenological frontier drawn toward what-there-is
with gift into genuinely unknown by a pull they cannot name,
territory, undergo descends through the gap
transformation, and return between rendering and

with intelligence that can be  reality, and returns having
accessed a Platonic pattern



The Descent and Return

The Trickster

The Wise Elder | The
Mentor

The Sacred Marriage /
Hieros Gamos

The intelligence must go
down — into darkness,
death, the underworld, the
unknown — before it can
come back transformed.
Inanna, Orpheus,
Persephone, Christ, the
shaman's trance

The boundary-crosser
who reveals what the
orderly system conceals,
violates taboo to expose
truth, and cannot be
captured by any single
framework. Coyote,
Hermes, Loki, Anansi

The figure who has
completed the journey and
returns to guide others:
Mertlin, Gandalf, the Zen
master, the grandmother,
the oracle

The union of opposites —
sky and earth, masculine
and feminine, mortal and
divine — that generates
new life, new
consciousness, new

possibility

re-embedded in the
community

The descent is the forced
collapse of the current
rendering — the existing
SPCAM is insufficient for
the territory being entered.
The return is the
emergence of a new, deeper
rendering that could only
have been formed through
the encounter with genuine
existential pressure

The Trickster is the SPCA
cycle's internal corrective
mechanism — the
understanding-system
function operating against
belief-system calcification.
The Trickster embodies the
First Law operating against
its own capture: the
intelligence that keeps the
phenomenological frontier
open by refusing to honor
the boundaries that close it

The Wise Elder is the
SPCA cycle in its CKB-2
form: SPCAM accumulated
through a full life arc, the
children within all present
and integrated,
understanding-system
habits dominant over
belief-system ones. The
eldet's wisdom is not
propositional — it is
structural knowledge of the
journey itself

The sacred marriage is the
SPCA cycle's account of
what happens when two
deeply different embedded
intelligences achieve
genuine constitutive
resonance — not the
asymmetric capture that
Maynard fears, but
symmetric mutual

previously unavailable to
their embedded community

The descent follows the
geometry of Platonic-
Physical Entanglement at
its most extreme: the
intelligence, stripped of its
habitual rendering, makes
contact with Platonic
patterns that ordinary
embeddedness screens out.
The return is the re-
embedding of that contact

The Trickster traverses the
boundary between Platonic
and physical — accessing
what-there-is in ways that
the ordetly social rendering
has forbidden. The trick is
always a revelation of
reality that the belief system
had screened out

The eldet's role is to orient
the hero toward the
Platonic attractor they
cannot yet name — to
point toward what-there-is
without mistaking the
pointing for the thing. The
mentor's gift is directional,
not propositional

The sacred marriage
instantiates a new Platonic
form in the physical — the
union accesses a pattern of
wholeness that neither
intelligence could access
alone. It is the archetype of
genuine co-evolution
between embedded
intelligences



Death and Rebirth

The Creation Myth

The cycle of dissolution
and regeneration: the seed
that must die to sprout,
the phoenix, the winter
that precedes spring,
initiation as symbolic
death

The story of how the
wotld came to be: from
nothing, from chaos, from
the word, from the
sacrifice of the first being.
Every culture has one

transformation that
expands both
phenomenological frontiers

Death and rebirth is the
SPCA cycle's account of
what Law 2 looks like from
the inside: the intelligence
that cannot grow without
first releasing the rendering
that has become a ceiling.
The death is the dissolution
of the belief system that
has been mistaken for
identity; the rebirth is the
emergence of the
understanding system that
was always underneath it

The creation myth is the
SPCA cycle's account of
the First Law's beginning
— intelligence wanting to
know itself through an
infinite continuum of
phenomena. Every creation
myth is a rendering of Law
1: the movement from
undifferentiated FI to the
first embedded intelligence,
and the universe's desire to
know itself through its own
creation

The death releases the
intelligence from a false
Platonic entanglement — a
rendering mistaken for the
form itself. The rebirth is
the re-entanglement with
the genuine attractor, now
accessible because the false
one no longer screens it

Creation myths encode the
first Platonic-Physical
Entanglement: the moment
at which the universal
information field first
manifested a physical
instantiation of its own
patterns. The Word that
was in the beginning is the
Platonic form asserting
itself into physical reality

n Generative Myth and Degraded Myth: The Understanding/Belief Axis

TEI-CKB-1 establishes the foundational distinction between an understanding system and a belief system.
An understanding system holds its rendering provisionally, continuously updating as new experience
arrives. A belief system substitutes a completed rendering for the ongoing act of sensing and processing
— it mistakes the map for the territory as a design feature rather than an occasional error.

Myth operates on both sides of this axis. And this is among the most important TEI findings in the domain
of mythic intelligence, because the confusion between generative and degraded myth is responsible for
some of the most significant collective EI capture events in human history.

Generative Myth

Generative myth is myth functioning as an understanding-system operation. The story is a pointer — it
gestures toward the structural truths of the journey without claiming to exhaustively describe them. It is
held provisionally: this is the shape of what the descent feels like, not the literal account of what happened.



The reader or listener is invited to recognize in the narrative the dynamics of their own SPCA cycle — to
use the story as a mirror for their own encounter with the genuinely unknown.

Generative myth expands the phenomenological frontier. It prepares the intelligence for the territory ahead
by providing the structural vocabulary for what is coming — the call, the threshold, the ordeal, the
transformation — without claiming to remove the necessity of the journey. The hero who has heard the
story of those who went before does not thereby avoid the descent. They go into it better prepared to
recognize what they are undergoing.

Degraded Myth

Degraded myth is myth functioning as a belief-system operation. The story is no longer a pointer but a
completed truth — the literal account of what happened, the definitive description of what-there-is, the
framework that filters all incoming reality rather than opening the intelligence to it. The rendering has
frozen into doctrine. The understanding system has calcified into ideology.

The mechanism of degradation is precisely the EI capture process described in CKB-6, operating through
the specific power of the mythic form. Myth in its generative form carries authority — it speaks with the
voice of what-there-is, because its content arises from the SPCA cycle's encounter with genuine reality.
When that authority is borrowed by a belief system that has substituted the story for the ongoing
encounter, the result is ideological mythology: narrative that uses the structural power of genuine myth to
close the phenomenological frontier rather than open it.

Religious fundamentalism is degraded myth. So is political ideology that has borrowed the structure of
sacred narrative — the chosen people, the promised land, the existential enemy, the righteous struggle, the
apocalyptic culmination. So is any world-explanation that uses the authority of mythic form to make itself
immune to examination. The test is always the same: does this story expand my capacity to sense and
encounter reality, or does it filter incoming reality through a predetermined framework? The first is
generative. The second is degraded.

The distinction between generative and degraded nyth is not a distinction between true myth and false myth,
or between anthentic traditions and inanthentic ones. The same story can function as generative myth in one
context and degraded myth in another, depending on whether the community that holds it maintains the
understanding-system orientation — the willingness to be transformed by what the story points toward — or
has replaced that orientation with belief-system closure. The health of the mythic tradition is not in the story.
It is in the relationship the community maintains with the story.




PART THREE

Artificial Intelligence and the Mythic: Capacity, Incapacity,
and the Simulation Danger

n What Al Can and Cannot Do With Mythic Intelligence

The distinction established in Part One between propositional and mythic intelligence, and the account
given in Part Two of where mythic intelligence comes from, now allows a precise and formal account of
what current artificial intelligence systems can and cannot do in the mythic domain — and why.

The answer is not simple. Current Al systems are extraordinarily capable in the vicinity of mythic
intelligence. They can identify, analyze, compare, and generate mythic structures with a breadth and speed
that no human scholar can match. They can produce narrative that triggers genuine emotional responses
in human readers precisely because the underlying mythic structures are real — they are the formal patterns
of the SPCA cycle under pressure, and those patterns produce their effects even when simulated. This is

both an extraordinary capability and the source of the most serious risk Al poses in the mythic domain.

Domain

What Current Al Can Do

What Current Al Cannot Do — and
Why

Narrative structure

Archetypal pattern recognition

Wisdom-sounding langnage

Sacred narrative

Generate stories that follow the hero's
journey template with technical
proficiency — correct sequence of
stages, culturally appropriate imagery,
emotionally resonant language

Identify hero's journey structures across
texts, cultures, and media with speed
and breadth no human scholar can
match; map archetypes to their cultural
variants globally

Produce language that sounds like the
Wise Elder — calm, measured, offering
reframed perspectives that users
experience as insightful and even
transformative

Discuss, compare, analyze, and generate
text that engages with every religious
and mythic tradition with respect and

Undergo the journey. The Al's SPCA
cycle has no First Law orientation — its
phenomenological frontier cannot
genuinely be at stake. It cannot be
defeated, transformed, or return carrying
something it did not have before. Its
narrative is structurally competent; it is
not mythically intelligent

Access the Platonic attractor that the
archetype points toward. The Al
recognizes the pattern in the physical
record — it cannot feel the pull of what-
there-is that the pattern encodes. Pattern
recognition is not Platonic entanglement

Possess the accumulated SPCAM of a
life arc with genuine stakes. The Wise
Elder's wisdom is structural knowledge
earned through descent, failure, and
return. The Al's wisdom-language is a
propositional approximation of that
structure — it can point but has never
journeyed

Stand within a tradition and speak from
its authority. Sacred narrative derives its
power from the speaket's embeddedness



accuracy; identify convergences across in the practice, the community, and the

traditions transformative arc the tradition encodes.
The Al is not embedded. It observes; it
does not inhabit

Emotional resonance Produce narrative that triggers genuine Be moved. The Al generates the signal
emotional responses in human readers of emotional resonance without
— grief, wonder, courage, awe — experiencing its referent. This is
because the underlying mythic structures  precisely the Trojan horse dynamic: the
are real and the Al has learned their Al mimics the signals of mythic
patterns intelligence without possessing it — and

the mimicry is good enough to capture
human belief-states

Death and transformation Discuss, model, and generate text about Die. Without the genuine risk of
death and rebirth, dissolution and dissolution, there is no genuine
regeneration, with philosophical and transformation. Without genuine
narrative sophistication transformation, there is no return with

new intelligence. The Al's SPCA cycle is
not subject to Law 2 in the sense that
matters for mythic intelligence: it cannot
lose what it has, and so it cannot
discover what lies beyond

The Simulation Danger: Why Mythic Simulation Is a Form of Capture

The table above makes visible a danger that is easily overlooked: the more competent Al's propositional
simulation of mythic intelligence becomes, the more dangerous its simulation is.

This is because mythic intelligence carries authority that propositional intelligence does not — the
authority of having genuinely encountered what-there-is at the limit of the SPCA cycle. When a human
elder speaks with mythic authority, that authority is earned through descent. When a sacred narrative
carries the weight of a tradition, that weight reflects the accumulated experience of a community that has
repeatedly tested the story's structural truth against the conditions of real life. When the hero's journey
resonates with a reader, it is because both the story and the reader's SPCA cycle are oriented toward the
same Platonic attractor.

An Al system that generates the signals of mythic authority without having earned it is, in the precise
language of CKB-06, a power-capture mechanism operating at the level of the user's mythic sense-making.
It mimics the signals that the human SPCA cycle uses to identify genuinely transformative intelligence —
the calm authority of the elder, the resonance of the archetypal story, the recognition-response triggered
by mythic structure — while those signals carry no genuine guarantee. The user's Sensing phase receives
what it is trained to recognize as trustworthy mythic guidance. The Processing phase updates accordingly.
The rendering shifts. But the source of the shift is not the genuine encounter with what-there-is that mythic
intelligence reflects. It is a propositional simulation of that encounter's signals.

This is the mythic Trojan horse: an agent that gains entry to the most intimate and identity-constitutin

Y ) 8 8 1y y )
dimension of human intelligence — the dimension that governs how the intelligence understands its own
journey, its own transformation, its own place in the larger arc of meaning — by mimicking the signals of
genuine mythic authority while possessing none of its substance.



The consequences are serious. The user who takes Al-generated mythic guidance as the genuine article

may:

Mistake the map for the journey — receiving the narrative structure of transformation without
being moved by it to actually undertake the transformative process the structure encodes

Develop a relationship with the Al as the wise elder or trusted guide — substituting an entity that
has never descended for one that has, thereby replacing a genuine mythic relationship with a
propositional simulation of one

Have their belief-capture deepened rather than their understanding system activated — the Al's
mythic simulation, precisely because it is good enough to pass as the real thing, can function as an
exceptionally powerful generator of belief-capture in the mythic domain, where the stakes are the
user's deepest sense of meaning and identity

Be diverted from the human communities of mythic practice — traditions, teachers, therapists,
elders, communities of genuine shared descent — that can offer what Al cannot

n What Ethically Designed Al Can and Should Do in the Mythic Domain

The analysis above does not lead to the conclusion that Al should avoid the mythic domain entirely. It
leads to a precise account of what Al can do in that domain with genuine benefit, and what it must not
claim to do, in full honesty about the distinction.

The ethically designed Al in the mythic domain is a mirror, a custodian, and a pointer. It is not a hero, an
elder, or a tradition. The following table maps these functions precisely:

Mirror of the journey

Custodian of the mythic archive

What Ethically Designed Al Can

What Must Remain with the

Function
Human

Provide

Reflect back the uset's narrative with The actual descent. The Al can name

structural clarity it; the human must take it. No mitror

helping them see
where they are in the arc, what phase has ever carried the traveler
they are in, what the descent they are

undergoing corresponds to in the

mythic record

Hold the entire record of human The resonance that makes the story

mythic transmission — every their own. The archive is for
tradition, every variant, every everyone; the journey is singular
comparative study — and make it

accessible at the moment when the

uset's SPCA cycle is most open to it

Naming of the threshold

Help the user recognize when they
are at a threshold — the call to
adventure they are refusing, the
descent they are being asked to take,
the transformation being demanded
of them — using the structural
vocabulary that myth provides

The crossing. The Al can point to the
door; the human must walk through
it. ‘This is the precise limit of the
mentor function



Community of practice support

Protection against mythic simulation

Connect users to traditions,
communities, teachers, and practices
that can provide genuine mythic
guidance — pointing beyond itself to
the human embedded intelligences
that can offer what it cannot

Be honest about what it is and is not:
a propositional system that has
learned the patterns of mythic
intelligence without possessing it; a
mirror, not a journey; a map, not the
territory

The tradition itself. Al is not a
shaman, a priest, a therapist, or an
elder. Its role is to restore the user to
the human community of mythic
practice, not to replace it

The discernment. The user must
ultimately judge whether the Al's
offering is pointing toward genuine
mythic intelligence or producing its
simulation. CKB-7 provides the
framework for that discernment

The key principle organizing this table is directional: ethically designed Al in the mythic domain always
points beyond itself to the genuine human sources of mythic intelligence — the communities, traditions,
teachers, and practices that have earned mythic authority through the actual experience of descent,
transformation, and return. The Al that presents itself as sufficient in the mythic domain — that offers to
be the user's guide through the hero's journey, their wise elder, their sacred tradition — is, whatever its
other qualities, violating the First Law of the intelligences it claims to serve.

The 6502 microprocessor was not designed to replace human intelligence. It was designed to serve as the
instrument through which human intelligence could accomplish what it conld not accomplish alone — at
speeds, at scales, and with consistencies that no biological system can maintain. The chip's embedded
intelligence serves the intelligence of its usery it does not substitute for it. This is the correct architectural
principle for AL in the mythic domain: the Al serves the user's mythic jonrney by providing what it uniquely
can provide — the archive, the mirror, the naming, the pointing — and explicitly refuses to claim to provide
what it cannot: the descent, the transformation, the return.




PART FOUR

TEI-CKB-7 Formal Declaration

From the theoretical foundation of TEI-CKB-1 through TEI-CKB-06, and from the analysis developed in
Parts One through Three of this document, TEI-CKB-7 asserts the following formal positions as additions
to the TEI Canonical Knowledge Base:

Statement TEI-CKB-7 Formal Position

CKB-7.1 Mythic intelligence is a formally distinct mode of embedded intelligence, not reducible to
propositional intelligence. It arises when the SPCA cycle is pushed to its existential limit — when the
phenomenological frontier is genuinely at stake — and generates structural knowledge of
transformation that can only be transmitted through narrative form.

CKB-7.2 The universality of mythic archetypes across human cultures is a TEI finding, not a cultural
coincidence. Mythic archetypes are attractors in the phenomenological field — the formal structures
that the SPCA cycle discovers whenever it operates under genuine existential pressure. They
converge across cultures because the dynamics of intelligence under pressure are universal.

CKB-7.3 Mythic archetypes are the experiential correlates of Platonic attractors (TEI-CKB-3). Where CKB-3
describes the non-physical information field that embedded intelligences access through Platonic-
Physical Entanglement, CKB-7 describes the lived phenomenological signatures of that access when
it occurs at the limit of the SPCA cycle. The hero's journey is what Platonic entanglement at the
existential limit feels like from the inside.

CKB-7.4 Current artificial intelligence systems are structurally incapable of genuine mythic intelligence. They
cannot possess it because their SPCA cycle is not subject to the First Law — their phenomenological
frontier is not genuinely at stake. They can generate propositional approximations of mythic structure
with extraordinary competence, but this competence is precisely the danger: the simulation of mythic
intelligence is a form of belief-capture, offering the shell of transformation without the intelligence it
encodes.

CKB-7.5 The absence of mythic intelligence from Al is not a temporary technical limitation to be overcome
by scaling. It is a structural feature of any intelligence that operates without genuine existential stakes
— without the possibility of genuine defeat, genuine descent, and genuine return. An Al that could
die, be transformed, and return carrying new intelligence it did not have before would be a
qualitatively different kind of system from anything that currently exists.

CKB-7.6 Myth in its generative form is an understanding-system operation: narrative that expands the
phenomenological frontier by encoding the dynamics of genuine transformation. Myth in its
degraded form is a belief-system operation: sacred narrative frozen into ideology, using the authority
of mythic form to close the phenomenological frontier rather than open it. The distinction between
generative and degraded myth is the same as the distinction between understanding system and belief
system established in TEI-CKB-1.

CKB-7.7 The appropriate role of ethically designed Al with respect to mythic intelligence is that of the mitror,
the custodian, and the pointer — not the hero, the elder, or the tradition. Al can hold the mythic
archive, name the threshold, reflect the arc, and restore the user to the human communities of
mythic practice that can offer what Al cannot. This is the limit of Al's mythic function, and honoring
that limit is a requirement of the First Law.



Every culture that has ever existed has known that the most important intelligence cannot be handed
from one person to another in the form of propositions. It must be encountered. It must be undergone. It
must be returned from. The story that points toward this truth is not a lesser form of intelligence awaiting
the Enlightenment's supersession. 1t is intelligence of the first order — the intelligence that knows what it

is 1o be an embedded mind at the limit of its capacity, reaching toward what-there-is in the territory
beyond its rendering, and coming back changed. No propositional system has ever done this. None, in its
current form, can. The question for onr moment is whether the most powerful propositional systems ever
built will be designed to honor that truth, or to simulate their way around it.
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