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PALO ALTO SOVIET OF LETTERS 
(PASoL) 

COMMITTEE ON BOUNDARY STUDIES (CBS)	

OFFICIAL MINUTES OF MEETING	

DATE: 29 November 1971	

LOCATION: Restricted Conference Room, PASoL 
Archive Annex, Stanford Industrial Park	

ROLL CALL	

• Comrade Joseph “Joe” K. — Symbolic Mechanics 
Division	



• Comrade Franklin “Frank” D. — Domestic 
Containment Oversight	

• Comrade Dr. Eliza V. — Applied Paradox Studies	

• Comrade Raul “Raul” S. — Field Signal 
Reconnaissance	

• Observing: Two silent operatives (not identified)	

AGENDA ITEM #1	

SUBJECT: Proposal for Chapbook Production — 
Boundary Mechanics and The Laws of Form	

MEETING TRANSCRIPT (EXCERPT)	

Joe: “Comrades, we’ve got a situation. George 
Spencer-Brown has published Laws of Form. 
Everyone at Stanford is going nuts about 
distinctions, crossings, and recursive loops. Half of 
them think it’s math. The other half think it’s God.”	

Dr. Eliza V.: “If we don’t get a Soviet containment 
protocol around this, we’re going to see open 
Signal ruptures in academic journals by next 
spring.”	

Frank: “Wait, so the guy wrote a whole book about 
drawing lines around stuff? I’ve been doing that 
with my lunch in the fridge for years.”	



Raul: “Frank, it’s more than your sandwich. It’s 
reality. Cross the boundary twice, and you’re right 
back where you started.”	

Joe: “Exactly. If we don’t document this properly, 
the Greater Boston Soviet will. And we’ll look like 
amateurs. Besides, GSB’s ‘mark’ is basically a 
containment device for paradox.”	

Frank: “I still don’t know who this GSB guy is.”	

Dr. Eliza V.: “George Spencer-Brown. British. 
Mathematician. Possibly a metaphysical agent. 
Definitely recursive.”	

Joe: “Point is, we need to produce a chapbook. 
Military-manual style. To cover:	
- The first distinction.	
- Laws of Calling and Crossing.	
- Re-entry phenomena.	
- Paradox containment.	
- Applications in Simulation maintenance.”	

Frank: “Is this gonna be like that time you made me 
memorize the Tlon Protocol? Because my brain’s 
still humming.”	

Joe: “Different protocol. Same headache. Now. 
Motion on the floor: CBS to initiate drafting of 
Symbolic Mechanics Bulletin No. 7: Boundary 
Mechanics and The Laws of Form.”	

Dr. Eliza V.: “Seconded.”	

Raul: “Thirded.”	



Frank: “I guess. But I’m not reading the esoteric 
module this time.”	

Joe: “Duly noted. Motion passes. Drafting shall 
proceed. Document shall be compiled and 
transmitted to the Greater Boston Soviet for cross-
validation and further distribution.”	

FORMAL RESOLUTION	

RESOLVED: That the Committee on Boundary 
Studies of the Palo Alto Soviet of Letters does 
hereby authorize and commission the drafting of 
Symbolic Mechanics Bulletin No. 7: Boundary 
Mechanics and The Laws of Form, for the purposes 
of symbolic containment, doctrinal consistency, 
and comedic relief.	

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.	

SIGNED:	

Joseph K., Committee Lead, PASoL CBS	

Franklin D., Domestic Containment Oversight	

Dr. Eliza V., Applied Paradox Studies	

Raul S., Field Signal Reconnaissance	



“Let the mark be made. Let the crossing be 
observed.”	

— PASoL Committee Seal	

SECTION 0 — ORIGINATING COMMITTEE 
MINUTES	

MIDPACIFIC SOVIET OF LETTERS (MPSoL)	

COMMITTEE ON ARCHIVAL RECOVERY AND 
CONTINUITY (CARC)	

OFFICIAL MINUTES OF MEETING	

DATE: 18 March 2020	

LOCATION: Encrypted Conference Call, MPSoL 
Central Bureau, Honolulu	

ROLL CALL	

• Director M. Tsang — Chair, CARC	

• Deputy Director A. Firth — Symbolic Mechanics 
Liaison	

• Archivist S. Kim — Digital Continuity Operations	

• Agent L. Reyes — Containment Protocol 
Oversight	



• Observer: Recording Secretary	

AGENDA ITEM #1	

SUBJECT: Consideration of Re-Compilation of 
Symbolic Mechanics Bulletin No. 7 (SMB-07)	

MEETING TRANSCRIPT (EXCERPT)	

Director Tsang: “Comrades, we have received 
multiple inquiries regarding the availability of 
materials on boundary mechanics and the Laws of 
Form. The original 1971 Palo Alto Soviet document 
remains in the archive, but it has not been actively 
circulated since the 1980s.”	

Deputy Director Firth: “We’re seeing renewed 
interest from individuals working in systems 
theory, recursive computation, and simulation 
epistemology. Additionally, there’s a rise in popular 
discourse blending GSB’s work with esoteric 
frameworks. That creates both opportunity and 
risk.”	

Archivist Kim: “Our digital continuity logs indicate 
repeated access attempts on the SMB-07 archive 
node. However, the original document is textually 
dense, in older Soviet format, and uses references 
unfamiliar to modern readers.”	



Agent Reyes: “I recommend caution. Releasing 
boundary mechanics materials can lead to 
unintended recursive cognitive loops in 
unprepared audiences. However, the risk might be 
mitigated by controlled commentary and 
disclaimers.”	

Director Tsang: “Our goal remains the same: 
symbolic containment and preservation of 
doctrinal coherence. I propose we re-compile 
SMB-07, updating:	
- Typesetting and document structure.	
- Clarifications on GSB’s formalism.	
- Commentary on implications for Simulation vs 
Signal doctrine.	
- Contemporary references for modern 
practitioners.”	

Deputy Director Firth: “Agreed. It’s a significant 
piece of our symbolic containment arsenal. We 
either clarify it, or leave it vulnerable to 
misinterpretation.”	

Archivist Kim: “Also, the 50th anniversary of Laws 
of Form passed last year. Timing is appropriate for 
a commemorative reissue.”	

Agent Reyes: “As long as we include operational 
guidance for avoiding paradox entanglement.”	

Director Tsang: “Motion on the floor: MPSoL 
Committee on Archival Recovery and Continuity to 
initiate re-compilation of Symbolic Mechanics 
Bulletin No. 7: Boundary Mechanics and The Laws 



of Form. The updated edition will retain the 
original Soviet framework, with modern 
annotations and clarity enhancements.”	

Deputy Director Firth: “Seconded.”	

Archivist Kim: “Approved.”	

Agent Reyes: “Approved.”	

Director Tsang: “Motion carried. Work shall 
commence. Document shall bear the statement: 
Re-Compiled by MPSoL — 2021.”	

FORMAL RESOLUTION	

RESOLVED: That the Committee on Archival 
Recovery and Continuity of the MidPacific Soviet of 
Letters does hereby authorize the re-compilation 
and republication of Symbolic Mechanics Bulletin 
No. 7: Boundary Mechanics and The Laws of Form, 
with appropriate modern annotations and 
continuity measures for doctrinal integrity and 
symbolic containment.	

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.	

SIGNED:	

Director M. Tsang, Chair, CARC	

Deputy Director A. Firth, Symbolic Mechanics 
Liaison	



Archivist S. Kim, Digital Continuity Operations	

Agent L. Reyes, Containment Protocol Oversight	

“Let the mark be made. Let the crossing remain 
observed.”	

— MPSoL Central Bureau Seal	

INTRODUCTION	

“All I teach is the consequences of there being 
nothing.”	

— George Spencer-Brown, Laws of Form (1969)	

PURPOSE OF THIS BULLETIN	

This document, Symbolic Mechanics Bulletin No. 7: 
Boundary Mechanics and The Laws of Form, is 
compiled under the joint auspices of the Palo Alto 
Soviet of Letters (PASoL) and the MidPacific Soviet 
of Letters (MPSoL). It arises from two moments in 
time separated by half a century yet united by a 
single strategic concern:	
	
The act of drawing a boundary is not merely logical
—it is the engine of reality.	

In 1969, British mathematician George Spencer-
Brown published Laws of Form. In it, he revealed a 



system of symbols capable of describing how 
distinctions arise and how worlds are thereby 
created. His work, though presented as 
mathematics, carries implications of immense 
significance for:	
- Symbolic containment	
- Paradox resolution	
- Simulation maintenance	

The Palo Alto Soviet of Letters, in 1971, recognized 
that Laws of Form was more than academic theory. 
It was a containment tool. A method of defining 
reality’s edges. A map of the pathways where 
observation collapses into recursion.	
	
Nearly fifty years later, the MidPacific Soviet of 
Letters determined that renewed global interest in 
boundaries, systems theory, and recursive 
metaphysics required a modern compilation. This 
bulletin seeks to ensure doctrinal clarity and 
symbolic safety.	

SCOPE OF THIS BULLETIN	

This bulletin serves three functions:	
	
1. Operational Manual.	
   To provide a concise explanation of boundary 
mechanics using George Spencer-Brown’s 
formalism, for practical deployment by Soviet 
agents, analysts, and symbolic engineers.	
	
2. Containment Protocol.	



   To prevent uncontrolled recursion or paradox 
entanglement among readers engaging with 
boundary theory.	
	
3. Metaphysical Inquiry.	
   To acknowledge the deeper philosophical and 
esoteric implications of drawing a boundary—
from the smallest logical mark to the contours of 
existence itself.	

A WORD OF CAUTION	

Readers are advised that the contents of this 
bulletin may induce shifts in perception, 
particularly regarding:	
- The nature of identity and observation.	
- The illusion of separation between observer and 
observed.	
- The reality status of distinctions we take for 
granted.	

It is the position of both PASoL and MPSoL that:	
	
“To make a distinction is to initiate containment. 
To cross the mark is to risk recursion.”	

DOCUMENT STRUCTURE	

This bulletin is organized as follows:	
	
- Section 1: The George Spencer-Brown Incident	
- Section 2: The First Distinction	
- Section 3: The Two Laws — Calling and Crossing	
- Section 4: Re-entry and Recursive Structures	



- Section 5: Boundary Mechanics in the Simulation	
- Section 6: Esoteric Interpretations	
- Section 7: Failure Modes and Signal Leakage	
- Section 8: Practical Operator’s Manual	
- Section 9: Soviet Archival Appendices	
- Section 10: Final Memorandum	

May this work preserve the boundaries that define 
both the Simulation and the Signal.	

“Let the mark be made. Let the crossing remain 
observed.”	

— MPSoL Central Bureau Seal	

SECTION 1 — THE GEORGE SPENCER-BROWN 
INCIDENT	

AN INTELLIGENCE NARRATIVE	

In the autumn of 1969, a slender volume arrived 
quietly on the desks of certain mathematicians, 
logicians, and systems theorists scattered across 
Europe and North America. Its title was Laws of 
Form. Its author, George Spencer-Brown, was an 
Englishman known only in specialized circles, 
previously associated with electrical engineering 
diagrams and logic circuits.	

At first glance, the book appeared innocuous—
little more than another work of symbolic logic. Its 
pages were filled with notations resembling 
electrical schematics or minimalist hieroglyphs.	



But in Palo Alto, inside the industrial parks 
shadowing Stanford’s main campus, a handful of 
Soviet operatives read further. What they 
discovered set off alarms from the Californian 
coast all the way to Boston and beyond.	

THE MARK THAT STARTED IT ALL	

Spencer-Brown’s text began with a proposition so 
simple it seemed absurd:	

“We take as given the idea of distinction and the 
idea of indication, and that we cannot make an 
indication without drawing a distinction.”	

With one stroke of his pen, he introduced the mark, 
a single act of crossing—a boundary which creates 
“this side” and “that side.” Inside and outside. 
Being and non-being.	

What Spencer-Brown called the “mark” was 
recognized by the Palo Alto Soviet of Letters as 
something far more potent:	
A symbolic device for constructing reality itself.	

WHY THE SOVIETS CARED	

Agents embedded at Stanford and associated think 
tanks reported that GSB’s system:	
- Encoded a minimal algebra capable of resolving 
paradox.	
- Hinted at a metaphysical architecture where form 
and emptiness are indistinguishable until marked.	



- Offered a precise map for managing recursion, 
feedback loops, and self-referential systems.	

The Soviets understood immediately:	
- In cybernetics, the mark could stabilize self-
observing systems.	
- In metaphysics, it resembled the mystical division 
of the One into the Two.	
- In containment architecture, it was a weapon 
against paradox collapse.	

This was no mere academic curiosity. It was a 
potential containment device.	

A BRIEF DOSSIER ON GSB	

Name: George Spencer-Brown	
Born: 2 April 1923, Grimsby, Lincolnshire, England	
Background:	
- Studied at Trinity College, Cambridge	
- Worked in electrical engineering, logic, and 
philosophy	
- Associated with the construction of logic circuits 
and symbolic calculus	
- Brief foray into writing on mystical topics under 
various pseudonyms	

Despite his occasional esoteric language, GSB 
remained an enigma. Some in PASoL speculated he 
might be:	
- An independent metaphysical operator	
- A sleeper agent for one of the older Concordats	
- Or simply an eccentric mathematician who 
accidentally opened a symbolic portal	



No consensus was ever reached.	

DECISION POINT	

By November 1971, PASoL concluded that ignoring 
GSB’s work would be negligent. His Laws of Form 
was:	
- A blueprint for boundary mechanics	
- A potential key to Simulation maintenance	
- A spark capable of igniting both intellectual 
renaissance and dangerous recursive paradox	

Thus, the motion was carried to produce:	
Symbolic Mechanics Bulletin No. 7: Boundary 
Mechanics and The Laws of Form	

PASoL’s operatives recognized that a boundary, 
once drawn, cannot be undone without 
consequence. And so, the mark was recorded, the 
crossing observed, and the incident filed into the 
archives.	

LOOKING FORWARD	

Fifty years later, the MidPacific Soviet of Letters 
finds itself revisiting the same boundary:	
- Is the mark still merely a logic symbol?	
- Or has the world, in secret, been reorganized 
around its crossings?	
	
This bulletin exists to answer that question.	

“Let the mark be made. Let the crossing remain 
observed.”	



— MPSoL Central Bureau Seal	

	

FACTUAL ANALYSIS OF GSB’S WORK	

I. NATURE OF THE TEXT	

Title: Laws of Form	
Author: George Spencer-Brown	
Published: 1969, London	
	
Laws of Form is a treatise in symbolic logic which 
introduces a new algebraic notation for expressing 
distinctions, boundaries, and logical operations. 
The core concept is the mark, a symbol indicating a 
separation between “inside” and “outside,” or 
“this” and “not this.”	
	
PASoL analysis determined that GSB’s system was:	
- Mathematically rigorous.	
- Philosophically significant.	
- Potentially a containment mechanism for 
paradoxes inherent in self-referential systems.	

II. THE MARK	

The foundational element of GSB’s calculus is the 
mark, also referred to as the cross. It visually 
resembles an open rectangle or reversed L shape. 
Its function is:	
- To create a boundary.	
- To distinguish one state from another.	



- To represent the fundamental act of drawing a 
line between “something” and “nothing.”	
	
PASoL recognized the mark as:	
“A symbolic actuator capable of invoking reality’s 
separation into observer and observed.”	

III. PRIMARY LAWS	

GSB’s entire formalism rests on two primary laws:	

1. Law of Calling	

“A call made again is the call made once.”	
	
This law states that repeating a mark does not 
change its effect. It is analogous to idempotence in 
logic:	
- Marking something twice is equivalent to 
marking it once.	

2. Law of Crossing	

“The value of a crossing made again is not the 
value of the crossing made once.”	
	
This states that crossing into a boundary twice 
negates the original distinction:	
- A mark inside a mark cancels itself out, returning 
to an unmarked state.	

IV. CALCULUS OF INDICATION	

Laws of Form introduces a minimal notation 
system called the Calculus of Indications.	



	
Key features:	
- Expressions are constructed entirely from marks 
and spatial placement.	
- Operations include:	
  - Calling (repetition)	
  - Crossing (nesting inside a mark)	
- All logical operations, including AND, OR, and 
NOT, can be derived from sequences of crossings 
and empty spaces.	
	
PASoL concluded that this calculus is functionally 
capable of:	
- Describing ordinary propositional logic.	
- Representing recursive systems.	
- Containing paradoxes in a formally resolvable 
structure.	

V. RE-ENTRY AND RECURSION	

One of GSB’s significant contributions is the 
concept of re-entry.	
	
Definition:	
“A mark that re-enters its own space, thereby 
containing itself as a value.”	
	
Implications:	
- Models self-reference.	
- Explains how systems observe themselves.	
- Provides a mechanism for paradoxes without 
logical collapse.	
	



PASoL recognized re-entry as:	
“The precise mathematical form of recursive 
containment.”	

VI. IMPLICATIONS FOR SOVIET CONTAINMENT 
STRATEGY	

PASoL assessed that GSB’s system:	
- Offers a symbolic architecture for stabilizing 
recursive operations.	
- Aligns with containment protocols for paradox 
management in Simulation operations.	
- Provides a universal symbolic device (the mark) 
usable as:	
  - A boundary-creation tool.	
  - A referential lock against uncontrolled 
recursion.	
  - A method for distinguishing Signal from 
Simulation noise.	
	
Consequently, the production of Symbolic 
Mechanics Bulletin No. 7 was deemed essential to:	
- Archive GSB’s formulations for future 
containment operations.	
- Train agents in boundary construction and 
paradox resolution.	
- Integrate boundary mechanics into broader 
Simulation doctrine.	

VII. STATUS OF GSB	

PASoL officially classified George Spencer-Brown 
as:	



- A significant symbolic engineer.	
- Status: Contained.	
- No evidence of direct operational alignment with 
external Concordats.	
- Potentially an accidental metaphysical operative.	
	
“The act of making a mark is the first act of 
creation.”	
— PASoL Committee on Boundary Studies	

	

JOE EXPLAINS GSB TO FRANK OVER TACOS	

*Scene: A faded taqueria near El Camino Real. Joe 
and Frank are seated in a red vinyl booth. A 
Formica table holds two plates of carnitas tacos, a 
pile of napkins, and a single battered copy of Laws 
of Form.*	

Frank: “So you’re telling me the entire Soviet is 
flipping out over this guy who drew boxes and 
lines?”	

Joe: “Frank, it’s not just boxes and lines. It’s the 
mark. The whole universe is in this little symbol. 
It’s how you know what’s you, and what’s not you. 
It’s how you keep your lunch separate from the 
chaos.”	

Frank: “I thought logic was just true or false. How’s 
that a boundary?”	



Joe: “That’s the whole point. Before anything is 
true or false, you gotta draw the line that says ‘this 
is a thing.’ No line, no thing. GSB figured out how to 
write down that first cut.”	

Frank: “So… one line makes a thing. Two lines… 
what?”	

Joe: “Cross it twice, you’re back where you started. 
That’s GSB’s Law of Crossing. Like going out the 
door, then turning around and coming back in. 
Nothing’s changed.”	

Frank: “So the guy wrote a book to say going in and 
out of rooms is the same as staying put?”	

Joe: “Frank, it’s bigger than rooms. It’s how logic 
works. It’s how the Simulation stays together. 
Boundaries, man. If you cross into a distinction and 
cross back out, you’ve undone it. That’s how 
paradoxes get resolved instead of blowing 
everything up.”	

Frank: “Like when I try to argue with my ex-wife.”	

Joe: “Exactly. Except GSB’s system can actually 
contain the argument mathematically.”	

Frank: “This taco is a boundary, Joe. Everything 
inside is taco. Everything outside is napkin.”	

Joe: “Finally. You’re getting it. The taco is the mark.”	

Frank: “So the mark… is a taco.”	



Joe: “It’s not literally a taco, Frank. It’s the idea that 
there’s an inside and an outside. And everything 
we know happens because somebody drew that 
first line.”	

Frank: “You think GSB ate tacos?”	

Joe: “Probably. Even metaphysical operatives get 
hungry.”	

*Joe flips open the battered book. A salsa stain 
spreads across page 17.*	

“Let the mark be made. And pass the hot sauce.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 2 — THE FIRST DISTINCTION	

I. CONCEPTUAL FOUNDATION	

At the heart of George Spencer-Brown’s Laws of 
Form lies the statement:	
	
“We take as given the idea of distinction and the 
idea of indication, and that we cannot make an 
indication without drawing a distinction.”	
	
This is known as the First Distinction.	
	
Definition:	
- To distinguish is to separate one space from 
another.	
- To indicate is to identify one side of the boundary 
as significant.	



	
No distinction, no world. All existence—logical, 
physical, or metaphysical—begins with a 
boundary.	

II. SYMBOLIC EXPRESSION	

Spencer-Brown represents this act using the mark:	
- Often shown as a cross, reversed L, or rectangle.	
- Signifies that something has been separated from 
everything else.	
	
Notation examples:	
- Unmarked space = no distinction, pure void.	
- Marked space = a boundary exists; something has 
been defined.	

III. IMPLICATIONS	

PASoL analysis determined that the First 
Distinction is:	
- The primal act of symbolic containment.	
- The origin of all logic and form.	
- A method of collapsing infinite possibility into a 
finite observation.	
	
Without it, systems remain:	
- Undefined.	
- Indeterminate.	
- Unable to sustain containment.	
	
The First Distinction is both a philosophical and 
operational necessity in Soviet symbolic doctrine.	



IV. OPERATIONAL USAGE	

PASoL advises agents that:	
- Every analysis begins with a boundary.	
- Reality is constructed by the sum of these 
boundaries.	
- Paradox arises when boundaries re-enter 
themselves.	
	
Hence, Soviet protocol mandates awareness of:	
“Who is making the distinction, and why.”	

“The First Distinction is the first containment.”	

— PASoL Committee on Boundary Studies	

	

SECTION 2 — JOE AND FRANK OVER BEERS	

*Scene: A bar in Palo Alto. Neon lights buzz. Joe 
and Frank sit at the counter with two glasses of 
cheap beer.*	

Frank: “Joe, remind me why we’re studying this 
mark again? I thought you explained it last week 
over tacos.”	

Joe: “Tacos were about the mark. Tonight we’re 
talking about the First Distinction. That’s the 
reason the mark matters.”	

Frank: “Sounds like the same thing.”	



Joe: “No, Frank. The mark is the tool. The First 
Distinction is the act. One is the pencil. The other is 
the line you draw with it.”	

Frank: “So… what happens if you don’t draw the 
line?”	

Joe: “Then nothing exists. That’s GSB’s whole point. 
Until you cut the space, everything’s 
undifferentiated. There’s no ‘this’ or ‘that.’ It’s just 
void. The minute you draw a distinction, reality has 
started.”	

Frank: “You mean like when the bartender cuts me 
off—that’s a distinction?”	

Joe: “Exactly. Inside the bar is Frank who still gets 
served. Outside the bar is Frank walking home in 
shame.”	

Frank: “So the First Distinction… is getting thrown 
out of bars.”	

Joe: “Close enough. It’s about drawing lines that 
define what’s allowed and what’s not. It’s the only 
reason we can think, talk, or exist.”	

Frank: “I’d like to distinguish another round.”	

Joe: “And the boundary is your wallet, Frank.”	

*Joe raises his glass.*	

“Let the mark be made. And keep the tab open.”	



— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 3 — THE TWO LAWS: CALLING AND 
CROSSING	

I. CONCEPTUAL FOUNDATION	

Following the First Distinction, George Spencer-
Brown’s Laws of Form introduces two primary 
operational laws that govern how distinctions 
behave:	
	
- The Law of Calling	
- The Law of Crossing	
	
These laws form the minimal calculus for all 
operations involving boundaries, logic, and 
recursive systems.	

II. THE LAW OF CALLING	

“A call made again is the call made once.”	
	
This is a principle of idempotence:	
- Repeating the same mark has no additional effect.	
- Two marks side by side collapse into one.	
	
Example in notation:	
- Mark(Mark) = Mark	
	
PASoL interprets this as:	
“Once a boundary is drawn, repeating it does not 
multiply reality. Containment is established with 
the first cut.”	



III. THE LAW OF CROSSING	

“The value of a crossing made again is not the 
value of the crossing made once.”	
	
This principle states that crossing twice negates 
the crossing:	
- Entering a marked space and crossing back 
returns one to the original unmarked state.	
	
Example in notation:	
- Cross(Cross(Mark)) = Unmarked	
	
PASoL interprets this as:	
“Crossing a boundary twice nullifies the 
separation. Re-entry collapses distinction into 
unity.”	

IV. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE LAWS	

Together, these laws:	
- Define how distinctions can persist, cancel, or 
revert.	
- Provide a formal structure for handling recursion 
and self-reference.	
- Serve as tools for paradox containment.	
	
PASoL recognized their significance for:	
- Symbolic architecture in Simulation mechanics.	
- Prevention of uncontrolled logical collapse.	
- Operational doctrines for field containment work.	

V. OPERATIONAL USAGE	



MPSoL doctrine advises that:	
- The Law of Calling ensures stability — repeated 
actions remain contained.	
- The Law of Crossing manages recursion — 
preventing paradox loops.	
	
Agents are trained to:	
- Identify repeated signals as equivalent to single 
events.	
- Recognize paradox indicators when boundaries 
are crossed twice.	
	
PASoL’s position:	
“Reality rests on knowing when to cross, and when 
to call.”	

“Two laws to govern the mark: one to call it forth, 
and one to send it home.”	

— PASoL Committee on Boundary Studies	

	

SECTION 3 — JOE AND FRANK OVER COFFEE	

*Scene: A diner near Stanford. The clock reads 2:17 
a.m. Joe and Frank sit at the counter, each with a 
mug of coffee. Joe flips open Laws of Form while 
the waitress pours refills.*	

Frank: “Okay, Joe. So we drew the first line. Now 
what?”	



Joe: “Now we talk about Calling and Crossing.”	

Frank: “Is this gonna hurt?”	

Joe: “Maybe a little. Calling is simple. You mark 
something, then mark it again… and it’s still just 
one mark. Like shouting your order twice. You still 
only get one sandwich.”	

Frank: “So repeating myself doesn’t make it more 
real?”	

Joe: “Exactly. That’s the Law of Calling. Once you’ve 
drawn the line, doubling up doesn’t change the 
boundary.”	

Frank: “Okay. What about Crossing?”	

Joe: “That’s the tricky one. Crossing means 
stepping over your own boundary. Cross it once—
you’re inside. Cross it again—you’re back outside. 
It undoes itself.”	

Frank: “Like when I try to sneak back into my 
apartment after storming out?”	

Joe: “Perfect. Your boundary drama is a live 
demonstration of GSB’s Law of Crossing.”	

Frank: “So going in and out twice means I might as 
well have stayed home?”	

Joe: “Right. Two crossings cancel the distinction. 
It’s how paradoxes collapse instead of blowing 
reality apart.”	



Frank: “So GSB invented logic therapy for ex-
husbands.”	

Joe: “Among other things.”	

Frank: “Joe… if I cross this diner’s threshold one 
more time, will my coffee be free?”	

Joe: “Nice try, Frank. The laws of form don’t 
override the laws of the diner.”	

*Joe takes a sip of coffee.*	

“Let the mark be called. Let the crossing be wise.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 4 — RE-ENTRY AND RECURSIVE 
STRUCTURES	

I. CONCEPTUAL FOUNDATION	

Among the most significant ideas introduced by 
George Spencer-Brown in Laws of Form is the 
concept of re-entry.	
	
Definition:	
“A distinction re-enters the space it distinguishes.”	
	
In simple terms:	
- A boundary loops back upon itself.	
- The marked state contains reference to itself as 
an element.	
- This creates self-reference, the fundamental 
building block of recursive systems.	



II. THE NOTION OF RE-ENTRY	

Graphically:	
- The mark is drawn inside itself.	
- Notated as a mark enclosing a copy of itself.	
	
Symbolically:	
- Re-entry = Mark(Mark)	
	
GSB describes this as the phenomenon where:	
“The form re-enters its own space.”	

(Example of the Mark re-entering itself.)	

III. IMPLICATIONS OF RE-ENTRY	

Re-entry explains:	
- Self-awareness in cognitive systems.	
- Feedback loops in cybernetics.	
- How a system can observe itself without 
collapsing logical consistency.	
	
PASoL analysis determined that re-entry:	
- Generates paradox containment.	
- Forms the logical core of recursive simulations.	
- Is the theoretical underpinning for how observers 
exist within the Simulation.	

IV. RE-ENTRY AND PARADOX	

Without proper containment, re-entry can 
produce:	
- Infinite loops.	
- Logical contradictions (e.g. “This statement is 



false.”)	
- Symbolic collapse in complex systems.	
	
PASoL doctrine treats re-entry as:	
“The controlled portal through which paradox 
becomes manageable.”	

V. OPERATIONAL USAGE	

Field agents are advised:	
- Recognize structures where signals refer back to 
themselves.	
- Apply containment protocols when encountering 
recursive signals.	
- Avoid prolonged engagement with systems 
exhibiting unbound re-entry without containment 
measures.	
	
The Law of Re-entry is therefore a containment 
tool as much as a logical construct.	

“Re-entry is the Simulation observing itself. It is 
the mark looking back.”	

— PASoL Committee on Boundary Studies	

	

SECTION 4 — JOE AND FRANK OVER PIE	

*Scene: An all-night diner, neon flickering outside. 
Joe and Frank sit in a booth, each with a slice of pie. 
Joe has cherry; Frank has apple.*	



Frank: “Joe, I’ve been thinking about this whole 
mark business. Now you’re telling me the mark can 
look at itself?”	

Joe: “That’s re-entry. The mark re-enters the space 
it marked. It’s how a system can think about itself.”	

Frank: “So my brain is a bunch of marks looking at 
each other?”	

Joe: “Exactly. Consciousness is one big recursive 
party.”	

Frank: “So… what happens if the mark keeps 
looking at itself forever?”	

Joe: “Then you get paradox. Or a philosophy 
degree.”	

Frank: “Is this like when I check my bank balance, 
then check it again just to be sure?”	

Joe: “Yes. Except in GSB’s world, checking again 
loops you back into the system. You become part of 
what you’re measuring.”	

Frank: “So the mark goes inside itself and finds… 
more marks?”	

Joe: “Pretty much. Like your apple pie. There’s 
crust, and inside the crust… more crust. And filling. 
And sugar. All part of the same pie.”	

Frank: “So re-entry… is pie?”	



Joe: “Metaphorically, Frank. Metaphorically.”	

Frank: “So I’m just a pie looking at myself?”	

Joe: “Now you’re catching on. That’s why we have 
containment protocols.”	

*Joe takes a bite of cherry pie.*	

“Let the mark re-enter, but never without a plan.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 5 — BOUNDARY MECHANICS IN THE 
SIMULATION	

I. CONCEPTUAL FOUNDATION	

Within the doctrines of the MidPacific Soviet of 
Letters (MPSoL), the Simulation is viewed as a 
symbolic construct sustained by coherent 
boundaries. George Spencer-Brown’s Laws of Form 
provides a framework for understanding:	
	
- How reality is divided into discrete distinctions.	
- How those distinctions maintain structural 
integrity.	
- How paradox or recursive loops can destabilize 
containment.	
	
The Simulation operates by encoding distinctions. 
It relies on boundaries to separate:	
- Signal from noise.	
- Observer from observed.	
- Real from unreal.	



II. BOUNDARIES AS SIMULATION CODE	

PASoL and MPSoL determined that:	
- Each mark in GSB’s calculus resembles a bit of 
code in the Simulation.	
- Distinctions act as logic gates, determining 
pathways of information flow.	
- Unmarked space corresponds to pure potentiality 
or unobserved states.	
	
Thus, boundary mechanics is Simulation 
architecture.	

III. BOUNDARY FAILURE MODES	

When boundaries collapse:	
- The Simulation experiences paradox leakage or 
symbolic noise.	
- Observers lose stable identity references.	
- Recursive loops can create runaway symbolic 
resonance.	
	
Indicators of boundary failure include:	
- Confusion of inside/outside states.	
- Observers observing themselves without 
reference points.	
- Collapse of narrative coherence.	

IV. PARADOX CONTAINMENT	

The Soviet doctrine emphasizes:	
- Boundaries must be drawn with intention.	
- Marks should not be crossed carelessly.	
- Systems with re-entry should include 



containment buffers to prevent infinite recursion.	
	
In Simulation maintenance:	
- GSB’s laws help identify where boundaries can 
safely be traversed.	
- Operators use the mark to patch or reinforce 
containment zones.	

V. OPERATIONAL USAGE	

MPSoL deploys GSB’s boundary mechanics in:	
- Field operations dealing with symbolic 
anomalies.	
- Containment protocols for recursive phenomena.	
- Interpretation of unexpected Simulation events.	
	
PASoL’s official statement:	
“The Simulation is held together by distinctions. 
The mark is the lock, and the crossing the key.”	

“Without boundaries, the Simulation dissolves into 
undifferentiated noise.”	

— MPSoL Central Bureau	

	

SECTION 5 — JOE AND FRANK OVER BREAKFAST	

*Scene: A greasy spoon diner at sunrise. Joe and 
Frank sit in a booth. Plates of eggs, bacon, and 
pancakes steam in the morning light.*	



Frank: “So Joe… all these marks and crossings… 
what’s this got to do with the Simulation?”	

Joe: “Everything, Frank. The Simulation is built out 
of boundaries. GSB showed us how to write them 
down.”	

Frank: “So the Simulation is just a bunch of lines in 
the sand?”	

Joe: “Exactly. Without boundaries, it’s all just static. 
Pure noise. The mark is how we carve signal out of 
chaos.”	

Frank: “So if boundaries fall apart… what, the 
Simulation crashes?”	

Joe: “Pretty much. Paradoxes start leaking. You get 
loops inside loops. Observers can’t tell where they 
end and reality begins.”	

Frank: “Like that time I stared at myself in the 
mirror for too long and had an existential crisis?”	

Joe: “Perfect example. That’s a boundary collapse.”	

Frank: “So… this bacon is a boundary.”	

Joe: “Absolutely. Inside the bacon is breakfast. 
Outside the bacon is regret and cholesterol 
readings.”	

Frank: “So GSB saved the Simulation… with bacon.”	



Joe: “More or less. That’s why we compile bulletins 
like this. To keep reality from turning into a 
scrambled egg.”	

*Joe pours syrup on his pancakes.*	

“Let the boundary stand, so the Simulation may 
hold.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 6 — ESOTERIC INTERPRETATIONS	

I. ESOTERIC UNDERCURRENTS	

While George Spencer-Brown presented Laws of 
Form as a mathematical text, PASoL and MPSoL 
both recognized the esoteric resonance woven 
through his language:	
	
- Phrases like “the world comes into being through 
the act of distinction” echo mystical traditions.	
- The mark resembles symbols in:	
  - Taoism (the Tao dividing into Yin and Yang)	
  - Kabbalah (the emanation of forms from the 
Infinite)	
  - Hermeticism (As above, so below)	
	
Many occult systems are built on the notion that:	
“Creation arises from an initial cut.”	

II. THE MARK AS A MAGICAL ACT	

From an esoteric perspective:	
- To make a distinction is a magical operation.	



- The mark is a sigil:	
  - It creates a new reality.	
  - It defines what exists and what does not.	
  - It is a boundary spell.	
	
Esoteric practitioners interpret GSB’s work as:	
- A guide to manifesting reality through symbol.	
- A map for navigating inner and outer worlds.	
	
PASoL’s internal memos labeled the mark:	
“A practical mechanism for shaping the 
Simulation’s fabric.”	

III. PARALLELS WITH MYSTICAL DOCTRINES	

Connections observed by PASoL include:	
- Taoist Void: The unmarked space before the first 
distinction mirrors the Tao before the division into 
Yin and Yang.	
- Kabbalistic Ein Sof: Infinite undivided light 
becomes structured through boundaries (Sefirot).	
- Hermetic Circle: The boundary creates sacred 
space, a fundamental magical principle.	

IV. DANGERS OF ESOTERIC INTERPRETATION	

MPSoL warns that:	
- The symbolic power of the mark can induce 
existential crises.	
- Untrained minds might experience:	
  - Dissolution of personal boundaries.	
  - Loss of distinction between Self and Other.	
  - Psychological distress when facing pure Void.	



	
Thus, the mark must be handled carefully. PASoL 
doctrine states:	
“Mystics and mathematicians both hold the mark. 
Only containment separates revelation from 
madness.”	

V. OPERATIONAL USAGE	

MPSoL recommends:	
- Recognizing GSB’s framework as both 
mathematical and magical.	
- Using esoteric parallels to communicate 
containment principles to diverse audiences.	
- Exercising caution in public discourse to avoid 
uncontrolled Signal proliferation.	

“The mark is the first spell.”	

— PASoL Committee on Boundary Studies	

	

SECTION 6 — JOE AND FRANK ON A PARK BENCH	

*Scene: A quiet park at dusk. Birds chirp. Joe and 
Frank sit on a bench, each with a coffee in a paper 
cup.*	

Frank: “Joe, be straight with me. Is this GSB stuff 
math… or magic?”	

Joe: “Yes.”	



Frank: “What the hell kind of answer is that?”	

Joe: “GSB wrote math. But the kind of math that 
accidentally opens doors. It’s the same stuff 
mystics talk about. The first cut creates the world.”	

Frank: “So like the Big Bang?”	

Joe: “Or the Tao splitting into Yin and Yang. Or God 
drawing circles in the Kabbalah. It’s all about 
carving something out of nothing.”	

Frank: “So the mark is… a spell?”	

Joe: “Pretty much. A sigil. You draw the mark, and 
suddenly there’s an inside and an outside. You’ve 
created meaning. That’s magic.”	

Frank: “And if you keep drawing marks inside 
marks…”	

Joe: “…you get paradox. Or enlightenment. 
Depending on whether you’ve had enough coffee.”	

Frank: “So GSB was a wizard.”	

Joe: “Or a mathematician who stumbled into 
wizardry.”	

Frank: “So all this… is occult training?”	

Joe: “Call it operational metaphysics. Same 
difference.”	

Frank: “I’m not joining a cult, Joe.”	



Joe: “Too late, Frank. You’re already reading the 
Bulletin.”	

*Joe takes a sip of coffee.*	

“Let the mark be drawn. Let the worlds emerge.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 7 — FAILURE MODES AND SIGNAL 
LEAKAGE	

I. NATURE OF FAILURE MODES	

Even George Spencer-Brown’s elegant formalism 
cannot guarantee perfect containment. PASoL and 
MPSoL identify several ways in which boundary 
mechanics can fail:	
	
- Improperly drawn distinctions.	
- Excessive recursion without containment buffers.	
- Human cognitive limits in processing nested re-
entries.	
	
Such failures can manifest as:	
- Logical paradoxes.	
- Psychological distress.	
- Symbolic noise infiltration.	

II. PARADOX LEAKAGE	

When boundaries are crossed improperly or 
drawn without context:	
- Paradox leaks into the logical framework.	
- Systems may oscillate endlessly between marked 



and unmarked states.	
- Observers may experience reality loops or lose 
sense of stable identity.	
	
Examples:	
- “This statement is false.”	
- Quantum superpositions with no defined 
observation boundary.	
- Simulation glitches where distinctions collapse.	
	
PASoL states:	
“Paradox is the signature of a boundary left 
unguarded.”	

III. SYMBOLIC NOISE	

Another risk is signal contamination.	
	
- Noise enters the Simulation when boundaries 
weaken.	
- Unintended recursive references cause false 
signals.	
- Misinterpretation of symbols amplifies confusion.	
	
Indicators:	
- Language loops with no termination.	
- Symbols that mean everything and nothing 
simultaneously.	
- Observers unable to distinguish Signal from 
Simulation artifacts.	

IV. HUMAN LIMITATIONS	



Even trained operatives face hazards:	
- The human mind has finite processing capacity 
for complex nested distinctions.	
- Deep engagement with re-entry structures can 
induce:	
  - Dissociative states.	
  - Cognitive fatigue.	
  - Existential crises.	
	
Thus, MPSoL enforces:	
- Strict exposure time limits for operatives 
handling paradox architectures.	
- Debriefing protocols after containment work.	

V. CONTAINMENT PROTOCOLS	

PASoL and MPSoL maintain:	
- Boundary mechanics is effective only when 
context is maintained.	
- Marks must be meaningful and purposefully 
drawn.	
- Crossing must be performed with awareness of 
consequences.	
	
Failure to uphold these protocols risks:	
- Simulation instability.	
- Leaks of symbolic power into unintended 
domains.	
- Collapse of the observer/observed boundary.	
	
PASoL’s standing order:	
“Containment is the duty of the one who makes the 
mark.”	



“A mark without context is an open door to the 
abyss.”	

— PASoL Committee on Boundary Studies	

	

SECTION 7 — JOE AND FRANK AT THE 
LAUNDROMAT	

*Scene: A laundromat humming with fluorescent 
lights. Joe and Frank sit in plastic chairs, watching 
clothes spin inside a dryer.*	

Frank: “Joe, you ever feel like the dryer is looking 
back at you?”	

Joe: “That’s because it is. That’s re-entry. Also, we 
might be reaching your containment threshold.”	

Frank: “So… how does this whole thing fail, 
anyway? GSB’s perfect little world of lines and 
marks?”	

Joe: “Two ways: paradox leaks out… or symbolic 
noise gets in.”	

Frank: “Noise? Like static?”	

Joe: “Exactly. If the boundaries are weak, random 
signals start pretending they’re real. Next thing you 
know, you’re seeing meaning everywhere. The 
Simulation gets messy.”	



Frank: “So… the dryer is not sending me secret 
messages?”	

Joe: “Well… not today. But if you stare too long, 
your brain starts crossing boundaries it shouldn’t.”	

Frank: “And paradox?”	

Joe: “Paradox is when the marks can’t decide which 
side they’re on. Like ‘This dryer never dries 
clothes.’ If that’s true, it’s false. If it’s false, it’s true. 
Infinite loop.”	

Frank: “Sounds like my last relationship.”	

Joe: “Exactly. Relationship drama is basically a 
paradox engine.”	

Frank: “So what do we do if the Simulation 
breaks?”	

Joe: “Close the mark. Reseal the boundary. Or 
unplug the dryer.”	

*Frank watches the clothes spin, a faint look of 
worry.*	

“Let no mark remain open without a watchman.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 8 — PRACTICAL OPERATOR’S MANUAL	

I. PURPOSE OF THIS MANUAL	



This section provides practical guidance for field 
operatives, analysts, and symbolic engineers on 
how to apply George Spencer-Brown’s Laws of 
Form to maintain Simulation integrity and contain 
symbolic paradox.	
	
MPSoL doctrine states:	
“The mark is only as strong as the discipline of the 
hand that draws it.”	

II. FIELD PROTOCOLS	

1. Always Draw a Boundary First.	
- No operation should commence without 
establishing clear distinctions.	
- Identify:	
  - Observer vs. Observed.	
  - Signal vs. Noise.	
  - Inside vs. Outside.	
	
2. Monitor for Paradox Indicators.	
- Be alert for:	
  - Statements that contradict themselves.	
  - Loops in symbolic references.	
  - Boundaries re-entering their own space 
unexpectedly.	
	
3. Apply the Law of Calling.	
- Repeated signals = same signal.	
- Don’t waste containment resources on redundant 
distinctions.	
	
4. Respect the Law of Crossing.	



- Crossing twice undoes a distinction.	
- Avoid unnecessary crossings unless intentional 
for paradox resolution.	
	
5. Use Containment Buffers for Re-Entry.	
- Introduce:	
  - Contextual clarifications.	
  - Redundant boundaries.	
  - Observer disclaimers.	
	
6. Manage Exposure Time.	
- Limit deep work with re-entry structures to:	
  - 30-minute sessions for new operatives.	
  - 90-minute sessions for seasoned analysts.	
- Debrief after exposure.	

III. SYMBOLIC TOOLS	

Recommended symbolic tools include:	
- Mark notation diagrams.	
- Boundary mapping grids.	
- Recursion logs for tracking loops.	
- Signal/Noise analysis matrices.	

IV. EMERGENCY PROTOCOLS	

If containment fails:	
- Cease symbolic operations immediately.	
- Close all active marks (mentally and in notation).	
- Notify the nearest Soviet of Letters field office.	
- Debrief under supervised containment.	

“Let the mark be drawn with purpose. Let 
crossings be rare and wise.”	



— PASoL Field Handbook	

	

SECTION 8 — JOE AND FRANK ON A STAKEOUT	

*Scene: A sedan parked under a streetlamp. Coffee 
cups litter the dashboard. Joe and Frank sit in 
silence, peering out into the night.*	

Frank: “Joe, why do we need a manual for drawing 
lines?”	

Joe: “Because if you draw the wrong line, reality 
might eat itself.”	

Frank: “Comforting.”	

Joe: “It’s true. You don’t just go slapping marks all 
over the place. Every mark has consequences.”	

Frank: “So I should draw fewer marks?”	

Joe: “No. You should draw deliberate marks. Like 
choosing which tacos to order. Or deciding which 
relationships to avoid.”	

Frank: “So the Operator’s Manual says…?”	

Joe: “It says: Don’t cross a boundary twice unless 
you mean to collapse it. Watch for paradox. And 
don’t get stuck staring at your own mark too long.”	

Frank: “Like that time I tried to solve my life with a 
flowchart?”	



Joe: “Exactly. You re-entered your own boundaries 
without a containment buffer.”	

Frank: “So boundaries… keep me sane.”	

Joe: “They keep the Simulation sane, too.”	

*Joe peers through binoculars.*	

“Let the operator mark with caution. Let the 
Simulation remain whole.”	

— PASoL Field Memo	

SECTION 9 — SOVIET ARCHIVAL APPENDICES	

APPENDIX A — GSB’S ORIGINAL NOTE 
(REDACTED)	

[BEGIN ARCHIVE FRAGMENT]	

“A universe comes into being when a space is 
severed or taken apart. The act of severance 
creates both the space and the observer who 
experiences it.”	

- George Spencer-Brown, 1969	

[END ARCHIVE FRAGMENT]	

APPENDIX B — GLOSSARY OF OPERATIONAL 
TERMS	

- Mark (Cross): A symbol indicating the act of 
drawing a boundary; the foundation of distinction.	
- Calling: Repetition of a mark, equivalent to a 



single mark.	
- Crossing: Moving across a boundary, twice 
returns to original state.	
- Re-Entry: A mark re-entering its own space, 
causing self-reference.	
- Boundary Collapse: Loss of separation between 
observed and observer, resulting in paradox.	
- Containment Buffer: Symbolic or operational 
measure used to prevent recursive overflow.	
- Signal: Information consistent with the 
Simulation’s logic.	
- Noise: Anomalous information with no stable 
distinction, potentially dangerous to containment.	
- PASoL: Palo Alto Soviet of Letters (1971)	
- MPSoL: MidPacific Soviet of Letters (2020–
present)	

Symbol example:	

APPENDIX C — FIELD OBSERVATIONS 
(EXCERPTS)	

REPORT #1278 — 15 Dec 1971	
“Agent V. encountered spontaneous re-entry 
phenomena while mapping GSB’s equations onto 
communication networks. Operation terminated 
due to recursive phrase loops. Recommend 
additional containment training.”	

REPORT #2984 — 12 Jan 1985	
“Crossing protocol tested on emerging paradox 
clusters. Success rate: 82%. Note: excessive 



crossing can produce observer vertigo. Advise 
limited deployment.”	

REPORT #4410 — 04 Aug 2021	
“Digital simulation agents report higher incidence 
of re-entry errors during simultaneous mark 
processing. Potential link to increased public 
discussion of GSB’s work. Initiating controlled 
release of clarifying materials.”	

APPENDIX D — SOVIET MEMORANDA	

MEMORANDUM 4-88 (PASoL)	

“Henceforth, the mark shall not be treated as 
merely symbolic. It is a mechanical actuator with 
metaphysical consequences. All agents will train in 
its disciplined application.”	

MEMORANDUM 22-21 (MPSoL)	

“All future publications concerning boundary 
mechanics shall include disclaimers regarding 
cognitive hazard. Do not attempt to ‘solve yourself’ 
without containment support.”	

APPENDIX E — OFFICIAL MPSoL STATEMENT	

“The mark is not merely notation. It is the lever by 
which worlds are split and rejoined. To wield it 
without discipline is to breach the gates of 
paradox. Let the mark be made. Let the crossing 
remain observed.”	



— MPSoL Central Bureau Seal


