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A Constraint-Closure Metaphysics of Apparent Reality Grounded in Protospace

I. Executive Compression
Actuality Ontology begins from a refusal of the inherited split between a supposedly finished objective world “out there” and a private subjective experience “in here.” It does not replace this split with idealism, subjectivism, or the claim that consciousness creates the universe. Instead, it proposes a more exact structure:
Protospace is the ground state and inviolable condition of actuality. Actuality is apparent. Potential is latent within actuality but not yet determinately resolved. Constraint resolves potential into determinate actuality. Closure is actuality’s coherent resolution under a specific constraint regime. What is conventionally called human experience is reality appearing as the closure of a nervous system with its environment under spatial-temporal relations. There is no subject behind the appearing; the subject is a patterned feature within the closure.
The system can be compressed further:
Reality appears. Constraint specifies. Closure actualizes. Experience is one living mode of closure. The subject appears inside the closure. Protospace grounds the whole possibility.
The decisive correction is this:
There is no unconstrained objective reality if “objective” means a fully determinate world existing apart from all constraint, relation, scale, interaction, or closure. There are only constrained actualities, with objectivity understood as cross-constraint coherence.
This ontology preserves science, embodiment, correction, error, dreams, hallucinations, pain, other beings, and shared reality. It refuses both naive materialism and naive idealism. It does not say “everything is subjective.” It says determinacy is constraint-specific.

II. Core Claims
1. Protospace is not actuality itself. Protospace is the ground state of actuality and the inviolable condition of actuality’s nature.
1. Actuality is apparent. Actuality is not hidden behind appearance. Apparency belongs to actuality’s nature.
1. Actuality does not require experienceness. Human experience is one mode of apparent actuality, not the condition that makes actuality possible.
1. Potential is latent within actuality. Potential is not outside actuality and not nothing. But potential is not yet determinately resolved.
1. Constraint resolves potential into determinate actuality. Constraint does not create actuality from nothing. It specifies latent potential into this rather than that.
1. Closure is the coherent resolution of actuality under constraint. Closure is ontological, not merely epistemic. It is not simply how something is known; it is how actuality becomes determinate under a constraint regime.
1. What we call human experience is reality appearing under nervous-system/environment constraints. It is not an internal representation of an external world. It is the apparent closure of a living system bound with its environment.
1. There is no metaphysical subject behind experience. Reality appears. The “subject” appears within the closure as a functional pattern of body-reference, memory, agency, language, affect, and social identity.
1. Objectivity is cross-constraint coherence. The objective is not the unconstrained view from nowhere. It is what remains stable across multiple relevant constraint regimes.
1. Care is fidelity to apparent actuality. Because actuality appears as pain, need, relation, exhaustion, terror, hunger, and vulnerability, ethics begins with care for what appears.

III. Technical Definitions
1. Protospace
Protospace is the ground state and inviolable condition of actuality’s nature. It is prior to distinction, boundary, subject, object, relation, space, time, and determinate closure.
It is not actuality itself, consciousness, human experience, a container, a cosmic object, a field in ordinary space, the universe, or a hidden substance among other substances.
It is the ground-condition by which actuality can be apparent, constrained, differentiated, and closed.
Protospace is not where closure happens as if it were a metaphysical room. Closures close because of Protospace. Protospace is the admissibility or ground-state condition that makes coherence, specification, and closure possible at all.
2. Actuality
Actuality is what is real as apparent. Actuality is not hidden behind appearance. It is not a finished object sitting behind experience. Actuality is apparent by nature, but this apparency does not necessarily mean human experience.
Actuality must not be conflated with Protospace. Protospace is the ground state of actuality, not actuality itself.
Actuality must also not be conflated with consciousness. Human consciousness or experience is one mode of actuality’s apparent closure.
3. Apparency
Apparency means actuality’s nature of being manifest, resolved, expressed, or available under constraint. Apparency is broader than experience.
All human experience is apparency. Not all apparency is human experience.
Apparency allows the system to speak of actuality without making a human subject necessary.
4. Potential
Potential is latent within actuality as unresolved capacity. Potential is not outside actuality. It is not nothing. It is not a separate realm. It is not an already finished hidden universe.
Potential is real as latent admissibility, but it is not yet determinate actuality.
The proper formulation is:
Potential is latent within actuality, but it becomes determinately actual only through constraint and closure.
5. Constraint
Constraint is the condition of specificity. It resolves latent potential into determinate actuality.
Constraint is not merely restriction. It is what allows anything to be this rather than indeterminate latency.
Examples of constraints include nervous systems, bodies, environments, sensory ranges, motor capacities, scale, spatial relations, temporal relations, physical interactions, instruments, mathematical definitions, measurement protocols, language, memory, attention, biological needs, social institutions, laws, rituals, and technologies.
Constraint does not distort a pregiven finished reality. Constraint is what permits determinate actuality.
6. Closure
Closure is the coherent resolution of actuality under a specific constraint regime.
Closure is not psychological completion. It is not merely interpretation. It is not subjective processing. It is not representation.
Closure is ontological.
It is actuality becoming determinate under constraint.
A general closure may be physical, chemical, instrumental, mathematical, biological, social, linguistic, or experiential.
An experiential closure is a living mode of closure in which actuality appears as what is conventionally called experience.
7. Human Experience
What we call human experience is reality appearing under the constraints of a nervous-system/environment closure.
More fully:
What we call human experience is the unified apparent closure of a nervous system with its environment under spatial-temporal constraints.
It includes body, nervous system, environment, time, space, memory, affect, scale, attention, language, organismic need, and relational context.
It is not an internal representation of an external world. It is not a private copy. It is the lived actuality of that closure.
8. Subject
The subject is not the metaphysical owner of experience.
There is no subject standing behind appearing, receiving or possessing experience.
Reality appears. Within that appearing, a subject-pattern may arise: body-reference, memory, agency-sense, language, social identity, preference, fear, desire, responsibility, and narrative continuity.
The subject is actual as a pattern within closure, but not as the one to whom closure occurs.
9. Object
An object is not a fully determinate entity existing apart from every constraint. An object is a stable coherence across relevant closures and constraint regimes.
The table is not an unconstrained thing hiding behind every appearance of it. It is stable across sight, touch, obstruction, use, measurement, camera capture, weight, social agreement, material analysis, and repeated encounter.
An object is cross-constraint coherence, not hidden unconstrained substance.
10. Objectivity
Objectivity is cross-constraint coherence.
It does not mean reality without constraint. It means stability, repeatability, and coherence across multiple relevant constraints.
Science strengthens objectivity by refining constraint regimes and testing coherence across them.
11. Truth
Truth is fidelity to actuality under the relevant closure, tested by cross-constraint coherence where appropriate.
Truth is not simple correspondence between an inner representation and an unconstrained external world.
A claim is true according to what is actual in the closure, what type of closure is involved, which constraints generate it, how it coheres across relevant closures, and what action or care it demands.
12. Error
Error is not the absence of actuality. Error is misclassification, misattribution, or failed cross-constraint coherence.
A false appearance is not unreal. It is actual appearance under mistaken interpretation or unstable classification.
The rope-snake was actual as snake-appearance, not actual as reptile. The hallucinated voice is actual as heard terror, not established as an external speaker. The dream city is actual as dream closure, not as waking shared geography.

IV. Axiomatic Form
Axiom 1: Protospace Grounding
Protospace is the ground state and inviolable condition of actuality’s nature.
Axiom 2: Apparency of Actuality
Actuality is apparent. Actuality is not hidden behind appearance.
Axiom 3: Non-Experiential Sufficiency
Actuality does not require experienceness. Experience is one mode of apparency, not the condition of actuality.
Axiom 4: Latent Potential
Potential is latent within actuality as unresolved capacity.
Axiom 5: Constraint-Specific Determinacy
Determinate actuality requires constraint.
Axiom 6: Closure
Closure is the coherent resolution of actuality under constraint.
Axiom 7: Experiential Closure
What is conventionally called experience is actuality appearing under the constraints of a nervous-system/environment closure.
Axiom 8: No Subject-Owner
There is no metaphysical subject that experiences. Reality appears; the subject appears within the closure.
Axiom 9: Cross-Constraint Objectivity
Objectivity is coherence across relevant constraint regimes, not unconstrained determinacy.
Axiom 10: Ethical Contact
Where actuality appears as need, pain, vulnerability, relation, or demand, care is the appropriate fidelity to the real.

V. Formal Skeleton
Let:
· P = Protospace, the ground state and inviolable condition of actuality.
· A = actuality, apparent by nature.
· Pi = potential latent within actuality.
· C = a constraint regime.
· K = closure, the coherent resolution under constraint.
· E_h = what is conventionally called human experience.
· S = subject-pattern within closure.
Then:
1. P grounds A.
P => condition(A)
1. Pi is latent within A.
Pi is latent(A)
1. C resolves Pi into determinate A.
C(Pi) => A_d
1. K is A_d coherently resolved under C.
K = closure(A_d | C)
1. E_h is K under human nervous-system/environment constraints.
E_h = K(A_d | C_nervous-system/environment/spacetime)
1. S is a pattern within E_h/K, not the owner of K.
S is within K; K is not within S
1. Objectivity is coherence across constraints.
O = coherence(K_1, K_2, K_3…K_n)
This notation is provisional. It is not meant to reduce the doctrine to equations, but to stabilize the relations.

VI. The Ontological Stack
Layer 0: Protospace
Ground state of actuality. Prior to distinction. Makes closure possible.
Layer 1: Actuality
Apparent by nature. Not experience-dependent. Not identical with Protospace.
Layer 2: Potential
Latent unresolved capacity within actuality.
Layer 3: Constraint
Specificity conditions that resolve potential.
Layer 4: Closure
Coherent determinate actuality under constraint.
Layer 5: Experiential Closure
Living closure: nervous system/environment binding under spatial-temporal relations.
Layer 6: Subject-Pattern
The “I” pattern arising within experiential closure.
Layer 7: Conceptual/Reflective Closure
Language, thought, theory, self-description, metaphysics, science, religion, narrative, and symbolic systems arising within and further constraining closure.

VII. What the System Is Not
1. Not Naive Materialism
It does not say matter exists as a fully determinate objective world and experience is merely produced inside a brain.
2. Not Idealism
It does not say mind creates reality or that only consciousness exists.
3. Not Subjectivism
It does not say everyone has an arbitrary private reality.
4. Not Solipsism
It does not say only this experience exists.
5. Not Panpsychism by Default
It does not say every object has experience. Apparency is broader than experience.
6. Not Anti-Science
It does not reject science. It reframes science as disciplined constraint and cross-constraint coherence.
7. Not Quantum Woo
It may rhyme with quantum insights about measurement and determinacy, but it does not claim consciousness magically collapses the universe.
8. Not Psychological Constructivism
It does not say reality is constructed by personal interpretation. Closure is ontological, not merely cognitive.
9. Not “Everything Is Experience”
It explicitly rejects the claim that actuality requires experienceness.
10. Not “A Subject Experiences Reality”
There is no metaphysical subject-owner. Reality appears; subjectivity appears within closure.

VIII. Core Replacements
Replace “Objective Reality” With “Cross-Constraint Coherence”
Old phrase: objective reality
New phrase: cross-constraint coherence
Why: “Objective reality” often implies an unconstrained fully determinate world. The corrected concept is stability across constraint regimes.
Replace “Subjective Experience” With “Experiential Closure”
Old phrase: subjective experience
New phrase: reality appearing under nervous-system/environment closure
Why: “Subjective experience” implies a subject-owner and private interiority.
Replace “Perception of Reality” With “Apparent Closure”
Old phrase: perception of reality
New phrase: actuality appearing under constraint
Why: “Perception” often suggests internal representation.
Replace “Brain Model” With “Neural Constraint Within Closure”
Old phrase: the brain constructs a model of the world
New phrase: neural processes participate in the constraint regime through which actuality appears as a living closure
Why: The brain is not a backstage theater projecting reality. It is part of the living constraint-system.
Replace “Subject” With “Subject-Pattern”
Old phrase: the subject has experience
New phrase: the subject-pattern appears within experiential closure
Why: The subject is not the owner or container of appearance.

IX. The Human Case
Human experience is the clearest entry point because it is where the old split is felt most strongly.
The ordinary view:
There is an external world. A brain receives data from it. The brain constructs an internal representation. A subject experiences that representation.
Actuality Ontology rejects this sequence.
The corrected view:
Reality appears as the unified closure of a nervous system with its environment under spatial-temporal constraints. The body, world, memory, affect, language, and subject-pattern all arise within this closure.
Human experience includes organismic embodiment, nervous system dynamics, sensory-motor capacities, environmental relation, spatial orientation, temporal ordering, affective tone, memory, anticipation, metabolic need, language, social context, attention, meaning, and vulnerability.
None of these are additions to a more real world behind them. They are the constraints through which reality appears as this human world.

X. Examples
1. The Room
A person sits in a kitchen. There is a cup, sunlight on the wall, a refrigerator hum, and tightness in the chest.
This is not an external kitchen plus an internal experience. It is a human-room closure: body, light, cup, hum, tension, memory, air, posture, and mood appearing as one determinate actuality under human constraints.
The subject who says “I am in the kitchen” is a pattern within this closure, not the hidden owner of it.
2. Rain on Glass
Rain strikes the window. The window vibrates. Air moves. The ear and nervous system participate in the closure.
The sound is not a private echo inside the skull. It is not a dead mechanical process outside the body. It is the storm-glass-room-body relation appearing as audible rain.
3. Red Apple
Red is not simply in the apple and not simply in the mind. Red appears as the closure of surface, light, eye, nervous system, environment, and visual capacity.
Wavelength analysis is a valid physical constraint-description. But redness is the apparent actuality of the relation under visual closure.
4. Rope-Snake
At dusk, a rope appears as a snake. The snake-appearance is actual under the constraints of dusk, distance, bodily alarm, shape-recognition, and expectation. But it fails cross-constraint coherence as reptile when further constraints are applied.
Correction reclassifies the closure. It does not erase the prior appearance.
5. Pain
A child says, “My stomach hurts.” The pain is actual as pain before diagnosis. Medical investigation may identify cause, severity, or treatment, but it does not grant reality to the pain after the fact.
Care begins with actuality as it appears.
6. Dream
A dream city is not actual as waking shared geography. It is actual as dream closure: imagery, affect, body-state, memory residue, sleep-state neural constraint, and symbolic movement.
Waking reclassifies the closure. It does not prove that nothing happened.
7. Hallucinated Voice
A threatening voice in psychosis may be actual as heard terror while not being actual as an external speaker in the room. The right response honors the actuality of the terror without validating the voice’s external claim.
This distinction is one of the system’s ethical strengths.
8. Scientific Measurement
A particle detector does not reveal an unconstrained object hiding behind the world. It establishes a disciplined constraint regime in which actuality appears as track, click, number, probability, or formal relation.
Science is not illusion. It is controlled closure.

XI. Science and Measurement
Science is the disciplined creation, refinement, and comparison of constraint regimes.
Science does not escape constraint. It intensifies constraint.
Its power comes from repeatability, formalization, measurement, instrumentation, peer constraint, mathematical closure, predictive coherence, and replication across observers and apparatuses.
Thus:
Science studies actuality under disciplined constraint.
Or:
Science is rigorous closure engineering.
This does not demote science. It prevents science from becoming metaphysical naivete.
Science does not reveal “reality without appearance.” It reveals stable patterns of apparency under refined constraints.

XII. Physics
Physics is the formal study of lawful constraint relations.
It is not the hidden real beneath experience. It is not less real than ordinary experience either.
Physics gives powerful cross-constraint coherence. Its descriptions are unusually portable, formal, and predictive.
But physics remains constraint-bound. It is not a view from nowhere.
The correct relation:
Physics describes lawful structures by which actuality becomes measurable, stable, and predictive under formal constraint regimes.
Quantum theory may offer analogies for the relation between potential, measurement, and determinacy, but the system must not overclaim scientific proof.
Safe formulation:
Physics already complicates the idea of a fully determinate world independent of measurement context. Actuality Ontology generalizes the metaphysical insight that determinacy is inseparable from constraint, without reducing all constraint to human observation.
Unsafe formulation:
Consciousness collapses the universe.

XIII. Biology and Nervous Systems
A nervous system is not a projector of inner experience. It is a living constraint-system participating in the closure of actuality.
The nervous system regulates scale, differentiates signals, integrates body and environment, stabilizes temporal coherence, coordinates action, binds sensation and motor possibility, participates in affect, supports memory and anticipation, and contributes to subject-patterning.
But the nervous system alone does not create the world.
Human experience is not nervous-system-only. It is nervous-system/environment closure.

XIV. Environment
Environment is not merely “outside.”
In experiential closure, environment is the co-constituting field with which the organism binds.
The environment is not an already finished object copied by the organism. It is part of the closure through which actuality appears as world.
The term should often be written as:
nervous-system/environment closure
or:
organism-environment binding
This avoids the inside/outside split.

XV. Space and Time
Space and time are not neutral containers in which actuality appears. They are dimensions of constraint and closure.
Human space is body-scale, movement-shaped, touch-corrected, visually structured, gravity-weighted. Bat space is echo-structured. Dog space is scent-thickened. Scientific space is instrumentally and mathematically constrained. Dream space is affectively and imagistically constrained.
Likewise, time differs by closure: clock time, body time, trauma time, dream time, memory time, anticipatory time, ritual time, and scientific time.
This does not make space and time arbitrary. It makes them constraint-specific forms of ordering.
Ordinary space is not Protospace. Ordinary space is a determinate closure-form. Protospace is prior to spatial distinction.

XVI. Language
Language is a constraint regime.
It does not merely label finished reality. It participates in closure by stabilizing, differentiating, coordinating, transmitting, and deforming actuality.
Words can reveal, conceal, bind, release, classify, misclassify, wound, repair, coordinate, legitimate, criminalize, sanctify, trivialize, intensify, and deaden.
A diagnosis changes a closure. A legal sentence changes a closure. A vow changes a closure. A poem changes a closure. A lie corrupts a closure. A theory constrains what can appear.
Language is operative because constraint is operative.

XVII. Self and Subjectivity
The self is not the owner of experience.
The self is a patterned appearance within experiential closure.
It consists of body-reference, memory continuity, social identity, name, agency-feeling, preference, fear, desire, responsibility, narrative compression, future projection, and relational positioning.
The self is actual as pattern, but not metaphysically primary.
The deepest correction:
Reality appears; the subject appears within the appearing.
Liberation is not the destruction of an entity. It is the recognition that the owner was never behind the appearance.

XVIII. Ethics
Ethics begins from apparent actuality.
Pain, need, exhaustion, hunger, grief, terror, loneliness, bodily tension, relational demand, ecological damage, and social harm are not “mere subjective states” awaiting validation by a hidden reality.
They are actuality appearing under relevant closures.
Care is the fitting response.
Core ethical principle:
Care is fidelity to apparent actuality.
Or:
Care is what the real asks when it appears as need.
This ethic is not abstract moralism. It is contact with what is actual.
A child’s pain requires comfort and investigation. A partner’s exhaustion requires response. A hallucinating person’s terror requires grounding and safety. A dirty room requires care. A body in distress requires attention. A damaged social closure requires repair.
No elsewhere.

XIX. Suffering
Suffering is not identical with pain.
Pain may be direct actuality. Suffering often includes resistance, division, projection, avoidance, or elsewhere-fantasy within closure.
Suffering may arise when a closure fights its own actuality or is forced into destructive constraints.
Important guardrail: this must not become spiritual blame. Trauma, illness, poverty, oppression, grief, and isolation are real constraints. The suffering person is not guilty for suffering.
The proper question is:
What closure is occurring, what constraints generate it, what harm is present, and what care or reconfiguration is possible?

XX. Beauty and Art
Beauty is not merely subjective pleasure. It is actuality appearing as radiance, coherence, intensity, or value under aesthetic closure.
A flower is beautiful not because beauty is locked inside petals or projected by a mind. Beauty appears as a closure of flower, light, body, attention, mortality, color, season, and affect.
Art deliberately alters closure.
Art is not ornament. It arranges constraints so reality appears differently.
A poem, painting, song, film, or novel can reorganize attention, feeling, meaning, memory, embodiment, and relation.
Great art does not merely communicate. It closes the world differently.

XXI. Religion and Theology
Religion is symbolic-ritual closure architecture.
It organizes actuality around ultimacy, death, guilt, mercy, sin, grace, judgment, belonging, sacrifice, awe, terror, love, and transformation.
Religious closures may liberate or deform.
They may return beings to care, or they may trap beings in judgment and elsewhere.
Judgment, in this system, can be understood as closure deformation: the seizure of distinction as final separation.
The fall is not distinction itself. The fall is the absolutization of distinction into division.
Christ, interpreted through this system, can be understood as the return from judgment into non-division, love, and care.
This theological extension must remain disciplined and avoid claiming more than the ontology itself requires.

XXII. Society and Civilization
Society is collective closure engineering.
Law, money, debt, race, borders, property, status, credentialing, employment, medicine, media, algorithms, policing, education, family systems, and institutions are constraint regimes.
They produce actual effects in bodies, relationships, spaces, time, choices, fear, belonging, hunger, and death.
Social reality is not “merely constructed.” It is institutionally constrained actuality.
A border is not a natural rock, but it can produce actual imprisonment, separation, danger, and grief.
Debt is not a physical substance, but it can shape sleep, marriage, health, movement, and future possibility.
Good civilization creates livable closures.
Bad civilization creates destructive closures and calls them normal.
Core social principle:
Civilization is the art of making humane closures.

XXIII. AI and Machine Closure
Artificial intelligence should be analyzed by closure, not mimicry.
The key question is not:
Does it sound conscious?
Nor:
Does it represent the world?
But:
What kind of closure is occurring?
A current LLM participates in human-machine-linguistic closure. It has computational constraints, training constraints, conversational constraints, symbolic constraints, and social constraints.
This does not automatically establish experiential closure.
For machine experience, one would need to examine whether there is unified system-environment binding, temporal continuity, self-maintaining organization, integrated priority or valence, world-coupling, coherent closure from within, and more than output correlation.
Actuality Ontology avoids both naive dismissal and naive over-attribution.
It asks:
What is actually closing here?

XXIV. Mathematics and Logic
Mathematics is formal closure under explicit constraints.
Axioms constrain. Definitions constrain. Operations constrain. Proof resolves. Theorem appears as necessary structure within the formal closure.
Mathematics is not arbitrary subjective invention. But it is also not a physical object hidden in another realm.
It is constraint-invariant necessity within formal apparency.
Core mathematical principle:
Mathematics is the discipline of pure constraint coherence.
Logic likewise studies lawful relations under formal constraints.

XXV. Death
Death is the dissolution of a living closure.
It is not the destruction of Protospace. It is not the death of actuality.
A person is not a little subject inside a body. A person is a living closure: body, world, memory, relationship, language, care, habit, history, and nervous-system/environment binding.
Death ends that closure’s mode of appearing.
Effects continue in other closures: memory, body-matter, ecological transformation, social consequence, love, grief, language, inheritance, and influence.
Further claims about survival, return, or spiritual continuity require additional theological or metaphysical development beyond the base system.

XXVI. Error Handling and Classification
The system replaces the crude question:
Is it real?
with:
Real as what, under what constraints, and coherent across which closures?
This classification method applies to pain, dreams, hallucinations, memories, scientific readings, religious visions, trauma responses, social identities, institutions, aesthetic experiences, and moral claims.
Classification Questions
1. What appears?
1. Under what constraints does it appear?
1. What type of closure is occurring?
1. What is locally actual within that closure?
1. What cross-constraint tests apply?
1. What classification is justified?
1. What care or action is required?
This lets the system preserve actuality without naive validation.

XXVII. Clinical and Ethical Use Cases
Pain
Pain is actual before diagnosis. Medical tests investigate cause; they do not confer reality.
Psychosis
The voice may be actual as heard terror but not validated as an external speaker. Respond to terror, preserve safety, and maintain classification boundaries.
Trauma
Trauma is not “just in the past.” It may appear as present closure: body state, fear, memory, vigilance, contraction, relational pattern.
Dissociation
Dissociation may be a closure disruption or protective reconfiguration under intolerable constraints.
Depression
Depression may be a world-closure in which possibility, energy, time, body, and meaning appear constricted.
Mania
Mania may involve accelerated closure formation, inflated patterning, reduced correction, and excessive significance-binding.
These applications require clinical humility and should not be used as substitutes for professional care.

XXVIII. Guardrails Against Misuse
1. Do not deny empirical reality. Constraint-specific actuality does not mean facts do not matter.
1. Do not validate delusion literally. A hallucinated threat may be actual as terror but not externally real as threat.
1. Do not blame sufferers. If suffering is closure-related, that does not mean the sufferer chose it.
1. Do not collapse science into opinion. Science has powerful cross-constraint coherence.
1. Do not say all closures are equal. Closures differ in stability, coherence, livability, truth, harm, and scope.
1. Do not make human experience ultimate. Human experience is a closure-mode, not the condition of actuality.
1. Do not objectify Protospace. Protospace is not a thing among things.
1. Do not reintroduce the subject. Avoid saying “the subject experiences” as if a metaphysical owner stands behind appearing.

XXIX. Canonical Phrases
Core Ontology
· Protospace is the ground state of actuality.
· Actuality is apparent.
· Actuality does not require experienceness.
· Potential is latent within actuality but not yet determinately resolved.
· Constraint is the condition of specificity.
· Closure is actuality resolved under constraint.
· What we call experience is reality appearing under nervous-system/environment constraints.
· Reality appears; the subject appears within the appearing.
· Objectivity is cross-constraint coherence.
Human Experience
· Experience is not an inner copy.
· Human experience is the apparent closure of a nervous system with its environment.
· The body is not merely inside experience; it is a constraint of human closure.
· The environment is not merely outside experience; it co-constitutes closure.
· The subject is a pattern within closure, not the owner of closure.
Error
· A false appearance is not unreal; it is actual appearance under mistaken classification.
· Correction reclassifies appearance; it does not erase it.
· The question is not “is it real?” but “real as what?”
Science
· Science is disciplined closure production.
· Physics studies lawful constraint relations.
· Measurement is constraint, not escape from constraint.
· Objectivity is stability across constraints, not reality without constraint.
Ethics
· Care is fidelity to apparent actuality.
· Care begins where actuality hurts.
· No elsewhere. This is actual. Care for it.

XXX. Dangerous Phrases to Avoid
Avoid or carefully qualify:
· “the subject experiences reality”
· “experience creates actuality”
· “actuality is experience”
· “Protospace is actuality”
· “everything is consciousness”
· “the nervous system creates the universe”
· “the brain constructs a model of reality”
· “subjective experience inside the mind”
· “external objective world”
· “mere perception”
· “only in the mind”
· “just a hallucination”
· “science shows what reality really is behind experience”
· “nothing exists unless it is experienced”
Preferred replacements:
· “reality appears under constraint”
· “the subject-pattern appears within closure”
· “experience is a living closure-mode”
· “Protospace grounds actuality”
· “determinacy is constraint-specific”
· “cross-constraint coherence”
· “neural processes participate in closure”
· “actual as this kind of closure”

XXXI. Public-Facing Translation
For ordinary readers:
Reality is not hidden behind your life. But your life is not a private movie inside your head either. What you call experience is the world showing up through the living bond of body, nervous system, environment, time, and relation. A cup, a pain, a room, a sound, a child’s fear, a partner’s exhaustion — these are not lesser than reality. They are reality appearing here. Not because a self owns them. Not because the mind invents them. Because reality becomes specific through the conditions that make this moment what it is.
Shorter:
You are not looking at a copy of the real. This is the real, appearing under the conditions that make it this.
Even shorter:
No elsewhere. This is actual. Care for it.

XXXII. Formal Philosophical Positioning
Actuality Ontology intersects with, but is not reducible to, phenomenology, process philosophy, neutral monism, nondual traditions, enactivism, ecological psychology, relational quantum interpretations, pragmatism, constructivism, systems theory, embodied cognition, Buddhist emptiness traditions, Dzogchen-like directness, and Christian non-judgment theology.
Its distinct contribution is the synthesis:
Determinate actuality is constraint-specific closure grounded by Protospace, and what we call experience is one living mode of that closure without a subject-owner.

XXXIII. Remaining Open Problems
1. Protospace Language: How can Protospace be described without objectifying it?
1. Formalization: Can constraint, closure, and cross-constraint coherence be formally modeled without losing the doctrine’s lived force?
1. Non-Experiential Closure: What are the exact criteria for non-experiential closure?
1. Experiential Closure: What distinguishes experiential closure from non-experiential closure?
1. AI Closure: What would count as evidence of machine experiential closure?
1. Ethics: How does care scale from immediate interpersonal response to institutional and civilizational design?
1. Science Bridge: How can the ontology be articulated in a way that respects scientific consensus while challenging hidden metaphysical assumptions?
1. Language: How does language constrain closure without collapsing into linguistic idealism?
1. Objectivity: How can cross-constraint coherence be rigorously developed as a replacement for naive objectivity?
1. Death: What can and cannot be said about closure dissolution without speculative inflation?

XXXIV. Final System Statement
Actuality Ontology holds that Protospace is the ground state and inviolable condition of actuality. Actuality is apparent, but it is not identical with experience and does not require experienceness. Potential is latent within actuality as unresolved capacity. Constraint resolves potential into determinate actuality. Closure is the coherent resolution of actuality under a specific constraint regime.
What is conventionally called human experience is reality appearing as the unified closure of a nervous system with its environment under spatial-temporal relations. This experience is not an internal representation of an external objective world. It is the lived actuality of that closure. There is no metaphysical subject behind the appearing; the subject is a patterned feature within the closure.
There is no unconstrained objective reality if “objective” means a fully determinate world existing apart from all constraint. What we call objectivity is cross-constraint coherence: stability across relevant closures, instruments, bodies, measures, and relations. Science is the disciplined production and comparison of such constraint regimes. It does not escape appearance; it refines apparency into repeatable, measurable, shareable closure.
Pain, dreams, hallucinations, memories, scientific measurements, social institutions, works of art, religious symbols, and ordinary rooms are not sorted by asking crudely whether they are real or unreal. The proper question is: real as what, under what constraints, and coherent across which closures?
Ethically, the system culminates in care. Because actuality appears as need, pain, relation, vulnerability, and demand, care is fidelity to the real. No hidden elsewhere waits behind the appearing. The real is not what remains when appearance is removed. The real is what appears under constraint.
Reality appears. Constraint specifies. Closure actualizes. Experience is one living mode of closure. The subject appears inside the closure. Protospace grounds the whole possibility.

XXXV. Ultra-Condensed Canon
1. Protospace grounds actuality.
1. Actuality is apparent.
1. Actuality does not require experienceness.
1. Potential is latent within actuality.
1. Potential becomes determinate only through constraint.
1. Constraint specifies.
1. Closure actualizes.
1. Human experience is nervous-system/environment closure.
1. No subject owns appearance.
1. Objectivity is cross-constraint coherence.
1. Science disciplines closure.
1. Error is misclassification, not nonbeing.
1. Care is fidelity to apparent actuality.
1. No elsewhere.
1. This is actual.
1. Care for it.
