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Prologue: 


When I wrote the Treatise on Morality, I did so with the intention of killing morality and moral philosophy and put in its place a system of logic. I asserted in the Treatise that “forces” such as good and evil and right and wrong existed solely in a linguistic capacity and there was by no means to objectively quantify such terms in the outside world. I put forth instead that the only forces that truly existed in this world were actions and consequences. I illustrated how these forces interact with each other using mathematics and creating the equation I = R. To explain the nature of this equation I will use the definition given in the Treatise: “I = R basically states that a consequence is positive if the reasoned intent of the action plays out in reality. If the intent of the action conflicts with the nature of reality the consequence is said to be negatively charged.” A dear friend of mine pointed out a glaring flaw with this equation however, who is to say that an action has solely one consequence? Say a man commits the action of cheating on his wife with the intention (I) of upping his sexual activity, this intention is fulfilled in reality (R) by definition this would be a positively charged consequence. However certainly this cannot be the only consequence of such an action. We must equate into the scenario the wife's pain upon the affair blowing up, the man's guilt of perpetrating the act, etc. What then becomes of the once positively charged consequence? If there are a multitude of consequences for actions that we commit, does that invalidate the idea of charged consequences? The answers to these questions and others are the very purpose of this work. It is my sincerest hope that this sequel to the Treatise will remedy any and all logical errors that had arisen in the previous work, and to once and for all have a logical system in place that will eradicate moral philosophy as a vestigial organ in the body of philosophy. Now that this introduction has produced its desired clarity, I present to you, a further dissection into the very nature of the force, that is Consequence.

1.0 There exists only the forces of Actions and Consequences

1.1 There can be no Actions without Consequences nor can there be no Consequences without Action.

1.2 Actions arise due to how we reason in our environment at a given moment. A person's stomach growls, the person reasons that they are hungry and act by getting food.

1.3 The equation I = R, which was to be a determinate for what charge a consequence takes on, is flawed

1.4 The equation states that if a reasoned intent of an action plays out in reality (a man goes to a burger joint with the intention of buying a milkshake and comes out with a milkshake) then it is a positively charged consequence.

1.5 Conversely, if the man walked out of the burger joint with no milkshake, the consequence is said to be negatively charged.

1.6 What this equation does not take into account is the “Chain of Consequences” that an action can potentially create.

1.7 Rather than isolating events down to one action creating one consequence with I = R, a more appropriate equation would be I = Rⁿ with n being representative of an infinite number of potential consequences.

1.8 How many consequences a particular action has is determined by the environment in which the action was perpetrated.

1.9 There are two types of environments: isolated and chaotic.

2.0 In an isolated environment, there is only one actor whose actions yield only one consequence, which effects only the actor in question.

2.1 To give a very radical example, Say a man is in a locked white room by himself bouncing a little red ball. His intent is to keep catching the ball which he does, such a happening is an illustration of an isolated environment.

2.2 An isolated environment is an extremely rare occurrence but it is in this type of environment where the equation I = R or to be more exact, I = R¹ (1 representative of 1 consequence) becomes apropos.

2.3 An isolated environment is also the only environment where neutrally charged consequences do not exist.

2.4 Isolated environments even when they do arise, can transgress and become Chaotic environments. (A new actor entering the room makes it Chaotic).

2.5 The world then can be said to be a chaotic environment.

2.6 Chaotic in this context means an action that is capable of producing an infinite number of consequences and can involve a singular actor or multiple actors in a particular environment. (Think back to the infidelity scenario put forth in the Prologue)

2.7 The equation I = Rⁿ is the framework for Chaotic environments.

2.8 Chaotic environments are neutrally charged environments.

2.9 It would only take 1 positive consequence or 1 negative consequence to create a neutrally charged atmosphere. Even if an actor were to yield ten positive consequences, one negative consequence would equate to a neutral charge and vise verse

3.0 There can be positive chaos (an action that yields a positive consequence for the actor and yields positive consequences for those in the same environment as the actor.) There can also be negative chaos. (an action that yields a negative consequence for the actor and negative consequences for those in the same environment as the actor.)

3.1 An occurrence of positive chaos in the real world would be someone starting a welfare program with the intent of providing others with aid, while at the same time that intent is fulfilled the intent of the recipients is to get aid to stay on their feet. To put it succinctly, the intent of giving aid for one is fulfilled by the intent of receiving aid for another.

3.2 An occurrence of negative chaos would be a man shooting and killing another man and getting caught. The actor intended to escape but was foiled so therefore it is a negative consequence. The man's family also suffers a negative consequence because they intended to love and celebrate him and their lives together.

3.3 Positive and negative chaos is a temporary occurrence. Every event eventually comes back to neutrality.

3.4 Neutrality then, can be expressed as equilibrium pervading through the world.

