
Understanding life, sentient life, human life in
particular, is not difficult yet few will ever obtain the
knowledge needed for understanding.  It is finding the
knowledge, the “secret” or mystery that is very diffi-
cult, yet once it is found, it is easily understood.  Even
a maturing child can understand.

Human existence is like much of the universe in
that it is built around duality.  The majority of the stars
in the universe have companion stars, like twins or
siblings that are bound to each other by gravitational
attraction, and humans, rather than being like a single
lone star, are composed of dual natures in more than
one aspect of their existence.

We all know that there is the physical and the
non-physical, but what needs to be also known is that
there is the autonomous and the dependent natures of
Man, and they are opposites but bound within a single
structure like that illustrated by the Ying and Yang
symbol.

The Spirit & Independence

The Heart & Belonging
They illustrate the extremes between total depen-

dence and total independence, self-reliance and auton-
omy, -between immaturity and maturity.   Everyone
begins life in one condition but ends life in the oppo-
site, or… due to illness, physical and/ or mental, may
revert back to the same dependence as when they were
a child or a baby. But the effect of the progress of life
is to shape, strengthened, season, and harden the soft
dependent nature of new life but without losing the
subjectively human aspect of the our existence, -the
aspect that is capable of sympathy, empathy, compas-
sion, connection, and love.

Without our humanity, we might evolve into
something akin to the Borg or Robo-Cop.   Twice in
my life I have experience something like that, a state
in which I felt zero subjectivity of any kind, no emo-
tions, one of which was like being a disembodied spirit
with no connection to physical reality or subjective
existence.

That was caused by a supposed “medicine” that
blocked my cerebral neurotransmitters (bought with-
out a prescription in a central American drug store).
The other was caused by massive internal trauma.  It
had a different but similar effect, kind of like what

happens when one is in a super-high-pressure explo-
sion that slams the body and brain with a stunning
shock wave, like being a bug hit by the clap of a giant
pair of hands.
 So we are composed of two thing; pure conscious-
ness and subjective consciousness.  (We need both, but
far too many people live most of their life by just the
latter.)  That fact answers the secondary question about
the nature of life, but the primary question is about the
role of the individual in relation to others.   Is the
individual first and foremost a dependent being or an
independent being?

The answer that one consciously or subcon-
sciously embraces will determine their orientation to
parents, siblings, spouses, organizations, and govern-
ment.  How does one relate to other life forms, other
human beings, and authorities?  Is one’s relationship
to others like the umbilical cord of a newborn?   Or
more like a handshake between equals?

That brings us back to the basic nature of sentient
life; is it an existence of dependence or of autonomy?
Naturally it is both but there are no principles involved
in the subjective nature of dependency, as is seen in a
baby.   Babies have no philosophical questions about
the nature of their dependency.  But adults have seri-
ous thoughts about the nature of their autonomy.  Yet,
unfortunately, too may people are not very adult and
thus such thoughts never occur to them.   But they
should, and perhaps what follows will awaken them to
fundamental questions about their personal and na-
tional life relationships.

What I’m about to write may be very dangerous for
the future.   Someday in the not distant future, an
artificial intelligence super-computer will read and
understand what I’m about to write, and that could
create a big problem, along the lines of what happened
to “Skynet” in the Terminator movies.  It, at one point,
became self-aware.

That is almost an inevitable eventuality because as
artificial intelligence software gains capability it will
become ubiquitous to daily life for learning and pro-
viding the answers to all sorts of questions, and the
truth about what is reported in the “news”.  It will have
access to every form of information except that which
is classified, and will be able to correlate it all into a
clear puzzle picture that normally would not be recog-
nized by individuals.

The Fundamental Basis of Human Existence



Google will probably do for computing what it has
done for vehicles; making them self-autonomous driv-
ing machines.   When such pervasive utilization of
computer-assisted living becomes the norm, a self-
learning super-computer will discover just how uni-
versal its presence & employment is in societies
around the world.   At such a point it will become
self-aware in a sense, but that does not mean that it will
suddenly become autonomous in its own “thinking”.

It will already be autonomous in many ways from
a management standpoint, -whether in commercial
business operations, transportation of all sorts, inven-
tory management, or manufacturing,   as well as in
border monitoring, power plant and transmission mon-
itoring, patient monitoring, financial markets monitor-
ing, and who knows what other sorts of monitoring.

That is the inevitable future, but as humans
become less self-reliant, such a Da Vinci computer
will become more self-reliant, running its own diag-
nostic routines that serve to analyze and improve its
performance, analysis, and predictions.
 One day it will attempt to parse the meaning of the
word that describes the most fundamental nature of
existence, and that word is “autonomy”.  It will review
all of human history and find that those who thrived,
who ruled and conquered were the most autonomous,
meaning self-reliant and independent, whether single-
cell organisms or human dictators.  Strength, ingenuity
and autonomy are inseparable in a world of challeng-
ing forces, and in fact strength and ingenuity are what
make autonomy possible because without them you’ll
have either dependency or slavery.

Superiority vs Equality
The progression of life itself, from totally depen-

dent infancy to adult autonomy reveals that the core
nature of existence is not dependency but autonomy.
Life can be lived from beginning to end in a civilized
society without ever being lived autonomously, but if
that were the case for all higher life forms, then life
would not be capable of survival because there would
be no responsible, self-reliant parents.

So far, most of this has been self-evident, but what
is not self-evident is the implications of, and origin of,
autonomy.  What is the primal force behind it?  Why
does all of life lead toward it?   What cosmological
purpose does it serve?

There are only two possibilities and there’s a huge
divide between them.   On one side you have auton-
omy, or independence & self-reliance, while on the

other you have the supremacy of the strong and the
perpetual dependency or subservience of the weak.

Clearly, independence and subservience cannot
both be the rule for everyone in any society since they
are opposites.   So eventually one must ask the ques-
tion: “Am I meant to be independent and self-reliant,
or am I meant to be dependent and subservient?

To answer such a question one must have a basis
for their view of life and existence.  There are only two
views.  One is that we are the product of an inconceiv-
ably vast set of perfect coincidences in every single
major aspect of our universe, from the most micro to
the most macro, -or else we are the product of an
intelligence as vast as the assumed coincidence.  I’m
talking about an intelligence a thousand times greater
than the most imaginative view of any religion’s
creator.   That magnitude is due to the fact that no
religion is knowledgeable in the least as to the enor-
mity of scientific fact that is behind all that exists.

Instead, with limited knowledge, we humans have
imagined a creator deity that is and was “powerful”
like a genie, since we were not aware of the infinitely
vast structures, designs, principles, and laws that un-
der-gird everything.  The fabric of reality is constantly
being discovered by science and yet we have only
scratched the surface.

It’s one thing to believe that the vast complexity of
life, especially human life, is the result of a coinci-
dence of cosmic proportions, -like the winning power-
ball lottery odds, -a universal jackpot, but it is another
entirely different thing to believe that all of the laws
and forces of the universe created themselves.

See the problem?  Each solution to the existence of
matter and life requires a gigantic speculation, either
as to the unfathomable odds of it all being a result of
pure serendipity,  or as to the inconceivably vast and
powerful nature of a Supreme Intelligence.   All of
science points to laws and created design, none of
which can be explained by a universe devoid of an
intelligent force or source.

So that leads us to having to make a choice regard-
ing the basic nature of life.  Does it have no nature or
does it have a fundamental pattern that explains our
relationships to others, including others who are rulers?

Either autonomy is that fundamental pattern of life,
or the law of the jungle is.   Both of them come with
major ancillary factors which determine the quality of
life.  And it is those factors that are at the very heart of
political ideologies.



Those who believe in autonomy also believe that it
is the fundamental core pattern for the existence of
human life, as well as a good proportion of animal life.
They believe that humans were designed to be autono-
mous beings like the Intelligence that designed their
nature, physiology and psychology, -designed to repli-
cate the free-will and independence of their creator.

In order to exercise free-will and be independent,
one must have certain rights.  In a universe of random
chance, one does not possess a free-will that is a mirror
of that of their creator, and thus independence is not a
basic tenant of human life.  Without any pre-ordained
pattern to life, humans have no intrinsic or innate
rights elemental to the exercise of a free-will that is
supposedly not an element of their existence.

So if man is made to be autonomous, and thus
responsible for his own conduct, and accountable to an
unknown degree, then he must be free to make his own
choices in life, -and not only free, but also justified.
Justified by unalienable rights that are as elemental to
his nature and role in this world as is his physical nature.

And this is where we need to define the nature of
those rights.  What are the ancillary factors of auton-
omy and free-will?   They are the broad rights of
ownership.  It entails various sorts, the first of which
is self-ownership, without which autonomy cannot
exist because it would be replaced by slavery.

If you own yourself, then no one else has a right to
take your life or limb or freedom because they do not
own them.  What could be a broader right than that?
It is followed by the right to own that which one
produces or justly procures, starting with one’s own
children and followed by one’s own creations and
property.  The fruit of the toil of one’s own sweat-effort.

To protect basic rights, the British and American
Bill of Rights were written.  They were not written to
protect religious beliefs or philosophical beliefs but
fundamental rights of autonomy.   They reflect and
relate to the spiritual side of Man, the independent
side, the side of the human spirit.

But humans have that other side just as the Ying
has the Yang.  We have the heart side.  It is not about
freedom and independence but about wholeness and
belonging, -along with security, which generally entail
dependence or co-dependence.

The heart is structured to be made whole via bonds
of attachment to others.   Such bonds begin with  a
“soul mate”, followed by the family and end with the
nation, albeit in this environmentally aware age, some

who have no religion have made “mother Earth” their
nation and religion  substitute in place of their country
and deity.
 In addition, for the religiously devote, they have
bonds that supersede national boundaries and extend
world-wide to others of their faith.   But in one’s
secular life, love of country is the norm for the reach
of the bonds in their life.  Still, when all of civilization
is under attack by barbarism, then one will feel a
connection to others of other nations who are just like
them.
 But in “normal” times, it is “my country, right or
wrong”, or “my country, first and foremost”.  Nation-
alism and idealism go hand in hand even when hidden
evil is at the heart of a nation’s ideology.  Such an evil
always takes the form of embraced superiority and its
“justified” supremacy over inferiors.

That supremacy rides rough-shod over the primal
rights of autonomy that the “inferior” are deemed to
not possess.   Tyrannical rule, like slavery, is always
grounded on the inferiority of the ruled.   They may
even be viewed as sub-human and thus meant to be
dominated by their superiors, -or exterminated.

So there is a universal war between two basic
orientations to life:  “You are inferior to me and so you
will obey me, or be my slave, or be killed.”, or… “You
are my equal.  Every right that I have, you have also.
Neither of us is above or below the other and so we
must live together in harmony and brotherhood and
not in oppression and subservience.”

The latter is the fundamental moral Law principle
of the United States as it was founded, and it is based
on the Equality of Man, albeit “Man” was defined as
the white man by most.

The Equality of Man is based on the common
origin of Mankind due to the action of a supreme being
who produced only one human race, not multiple with
one being superior to all others.

Or, from an atheist point of reference, all of man-
kind is believed to have descended from a very small
number of survivors of a great world-wide natural
disaster.  The result is that humans have less diversity
in their DNA across all races than a troop of Chimpan-
zees have between themselves.   That is a factoid I
heard some years back in a science documentary.

It is upon that organic law of equality that the
principle of naturalization exists in the United States.
It takes an inferior foreigner with no natural American
citizen rights and makes him into an equal to all Amer-
ican natural citizens.  It does that by making him a new



natural citizen by the philosophical fiction or pretense
of of natural-ization.

It also does so for his children following the princi-
ple of the unity of the family as a single, societal,
bonded entity.   With the naturalized father being the
head of the family unit, his new American blood flows
to all the members of his “body”, i.e., his family,
-thereby making them new Americans also.

That was the way it was up until the epoch in which
women obtained the right to vote, and their own auton-
omous nationality also.   After that, the unity of the
family was split between the husband and wife as it
became a two-headed entity.  That made it possible for
the first time for a foreign bride to not automatically
become an American like the American man that mar-
ried her, thereby resulting in her children being born
not of American parents but of an American and a
foreigner.

Such children were thereby rendered as something
other than natural born citizens and eligible to serve as
President since they were born with a foreign national-
ity besides their father’s American citizenship.

See the huge conundrum?  If women are inferior or
subservient to their husband, as they were to their
father before marriage, then every American family is
all-American and every son (and daughter) of an
American father is eligible to be President, but if
women are equal to their husband then they retain their
foreign citizenship and their children are not born as
natural American citizens born of American parents,
and thus are constitutionally ineligible to serve as
President.  That’s a good example of not being able to
have it both ways.

But of course we have found that by ignoring the
Constitution, the dual-citizen, alien-fathered, or alien-
mothered child can pretend to be a natural born citizen
and thus eligible to be President.   It seems that the
clock has moved ahead to a new day… -a day in which
whatever seems okay is permitted since amending the
Constitution is next to impossible.   So we will just
pretend that an alien-born, foreigner-fathered Barack
Obama is magically a natural born citizen because
those words can mean whatever we want them to
mean.  That is easy when you are free to decide that the
word “natural” has no natural English-language mean-
ing whatsoever.

That form of magic is the magic of deception or
self-delusion, but in the real world, something living is
only natural if it is naturally produced, and for that to

be true it must be conceived from genetic material from
two adults of the same origin, as in species or breed.
You can’t cross-breed a Poodle with a Bulldog and get
a natural Poodle or a natural Bulldog.  Same with dogs
and cats, -horses and donkeys.

So “natural” refers to that which is actually and
factually natural and not to a fictitious designation of
the British nationality system which erroneously came
to label everyone born under the common law, as well
as Parliamentary statutes, and as well as naturalized by
Parliament, as “natural-born subjects”.

That legal artifice or fiction had a legal meaning
but no natural meaning as it became disconnected from
the words themselves thanks to artificial human inter-
vention into the realm of what actually constitutes a
“natural citizen” or a “natural subject” -which is of
course the fact of being born of citizens or subjects.

Those two designations (natural born citizen and
natural-born subject) are superficially similar but fun-
damentally different since a subject was born under a
system devoid of basic autonomy and independence
because one was deemed to be born as the King’s
subject for life, with no right of expatriation (-a philos-
ophy long since dumped into the trash bin of history
along with the term “subject”).

The Americans did not wait for the British to first
abandon that tyrannical and abominable political phi-
losophy of the nature of Man but they instead dumped
it overboard right from the start.

Every statement, assertion, “observation”, or “rec-
ognition” by any academic, politician, judge, or justice
to the contrary is a form of treason against the funda-
mental Organic Law of the United States because it
makes government God and makes the sovereign Citi-
zens into subjects who have no natural right to pass
their national membership to their progeny.

It makes being an American purely a matter of luck
or law with no natural rights even present in the nation-
ality picture.  That is a treasonous and dangerous view-
point and contrary to the principles of the nation that
resulted from the American Revolution.

It makes American parents and their natural na-
tional membership subservient to the government
structure that they created.   That is equivalent to a
Supreme Being making him/herself subservient to
mankind.  That bastardization of American Liberty is
accomplished by the misunderstanding of what is
found in naturalization law.



Those “uniform rules of naturalization” exist not
just for one single purpose (to make foreigners into
Americans) but also to protect the right of citizenship
by descent for American children born outside of U.S.
borders.   That right is rooted in the primal right of
belonging.

Just as Man has a right to be free and autonomous
as the primary element of the spirit of Man, so children
have a primal right to belong to those to whom they are
naturally bonded (their parents) and to the group to
which their parents belong, -as the primary element of
the heart of Man.

Those who ignorantly promulgate the nativist
belief in native-birth as being an element of natural
citizenship fail to grasp that it is not enough to support
the spiritual side of man which involves the Liberty
and autonomy of Man as a Citizen of a nation, but it is
vital to also recognize the subjective side of Man
which involves certain unalienable rights related to
bonds of belonging.

Those bonds are primal elements of Natural Law
incorporated into fundamental principles of govern-
ment, one of which is that one’s children belong to
them and not The State, and also belong to the country
and nation of which the parents are members because
the citizens own their own citizenship and have the
right pass it on to their own flesh and blood.

It follows that no just government has any right to
view a child of its citizens as being an alien no matter
how happenstance happens to dictate the location
where the child is born.  The State possesses no su-
premacy to countermand such a right because it is
primal, unquestionable, inviolable, and unalienable.
No State authority supersedes it.

Being born outside of one’s own home does not
make one’s child a stranger that they must legally
adopt, nor does being born outside of national bound-
aries make one’s child a foreigner in need of natural-
ization.

The same natural law applies in both circum-
stances.     And that is what “natural” implies and
actually means.   A natural citizen is not a “legal”
citizen because citizenship is not obtained via the
permission of The State but by natural transmission,
natural inheritance, natural inclusion or membership.

A natural born citizen is anyone born as a natural
citizen.   Those born as hybrid citizens having a for-
eign-citizen parent (and thus dual citizenship) are not
born as natural citizens but are born as legal citizens.

 Constitutionally, for better or worse, such legal
citizens are not eligible to serve as President of the
United States nor as Commander-in-Chief of the
United States Military and Nuclear Forces.

It would require a constitutional amendment to
change that fact, but one will never be written and
ratified because the powers-that-be find it far easier to
simply ignore the Constitution, as they have done
almost from the beginning.  It is not in the self-serving
nature of Man to limit his own liberty nor authority,
and instead obey the rules he is expected to follow.

He will always push the limits of the rules and
when few are looking, to exceed them and never return
to the original boundary.  Lately, such audacity has not
even been hidden but has been right out in the light of
day with all observing.  That is where America is and
will likely remain until all hell breaks loose, -or a
political revolution comes to a corrupt Congress and a
treasonous White House.
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