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Synopsis 

Relations Without Ground develops a topological and grammatical mode 
of thinking that disengages from the philosophical dependence on 
ground, manifestation, and arrival. Rather than proposing a new ontology 
or theoretical system, the text explicates the portico as a condition of 
transition: a threshold that is continually inhabited without being entered, 
in which relations persist without location, foundation, or closure. 

In ten parts, the work articulates unlearning not as negation or 
subtraction, but as displacement—more precisely, as the displacement of 
the expectation that thought must arrive, culminate, or anchor itself in the 
present. Drawing on concepts such as analemma, air, noise, destiny, seal, 
abyss, music, and involution, the book develops an account of relations 
that endure without manifestation, equivalence, or synthesis. Time is 
treated as condensed and folded rather than sequential; relations are 
sustained through delay, resonance, and duration rather than exchange or 
identity. Key concepts—including silent Gifi, mourning without recovery, 
similarity without identity, canonicity without system, and destiny 
without destination—are developed as structural conditions rather than 
moral, psychological, or metaphysical claims. Throughout, noise is treated 
not as disturbance but as a necessary precondition for transmission, while 
air functions less as an element or substrate than as a medium of distance, 
scale, and translation. 

The final sections articulate an ethos without ground, based neither on 
norms nor values, but on practices of restraint, respect, and endurance. 
Ethics emerges as a discipline of sustaining relations without 
appropriation, possession, or guarantee, articulated through figures of 
chiasmus, exteriority, and polyteleia. 
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Prolog 
The Portico and its Grammaticality 

Unlearning does not begin with negation. It begins with displacement. 
What is displaced is not a belief, nor a concept, but an orientation: the 
expectation that thought advances by leaving something behind in order 
to arrive elsewhere. Unlearning interrupts this expectation. It refuses 
arrival. It loosens the very grammar according to which ground would be 
sought. The portico names the topology in which this loosening persists. It 
is not a place one enters. It is passed at every step without ever being 
passed through. Movement here does not accumulate. Each step refers 
backward and forward at once, suspending the present as a point of 
gathering. What matters does not take place in the present. It remains 
forefelt—gathered without appearing. Unlearning takes place in this 
suspension. As long as thought remains oriented toward arrival, 
unlearning is mistaken for correction: one framework exchanged for 
another, one ground replaced by a better one. But replacement does not 
relinquish ground; it merely shifts it. The portico interrupts this economy. 
It opens without allowing entry. What is learned is not a position, but a 
relation to passage itself. 
	 	 For this reason, unlearning cannot become a method. Methods 
presuppose stages, outcomes, and stability. The portico allows none of 
these to settle. It is not procedural. It is conditional. One does not decide to 
enter it. One discovers, belatedly, that thought has already been exposed—
its supports loosening beneath it. This exposure is often mistaken for loss. 
It is described as nihilism, paralysis, or relativism. But what disappears is 
not meaning. What withdraws is the guarantee that meaning must be 
grounded. Orientation persists without destination. Unlearning is not 
subtraction. It is redistribution. Responsibility is redistributed once 
ground withdraws. Thought can no longer lean on foundations to carry its 
weight. It must attend to how it holds: through timing, repetition, silence, 
endurance. The question shifts—not on what does this stand? but of what 
is this made, and how does it continue? 
	 	 Here, relation precedes posit ion. Saying precedes 
demonstration. Likeness precedes identity. None of these are elevated into 
principles. They remain operative without being secured. The silent gift 
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belongs to this condition. What has made thought possible—language, 
care, time—has been given without contract. Once unlearning begins, this 
gift cannot be converted into debt or exchange without distortion. The 
portico keeps this relation silent. Giving remains giving, without becoming 
property. Mourning, too, belongs here. Not as recovery, not as substitution, 
but as the continuation of relation without restoration. What is lost does 
not return. And yet relation persists. The portico holds this persistence 
without closure, sustaining fidelity without possession. Unlearning does 
not culminate in indifference. It loosens identity in favor of likeness. 
Likeness allows relation to endure across difference without collapsing it 
into sameness. It permits resonance without duplication. Difference 
remains related without reconciliation. Without ground, rigor intensifies. 
Thought must become more attentive, not less. 
	 	 What holds must do so without substratum. Propositions stand 
without foundation. Saying endures without proof. The portico is not a 
solution, not a shelter, not a destination. It allows passage to remain 
passage—without mastery, without loss. Unlearning does not end here. It 
learns how to stay. 
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Part I 
Imagining a Topology of Places  
in the Time of the Analemma 

The Portico Is Not a Place One Enters 

The portico does not stand before thought as something to be approached. 
It is not a site toward which one advances, nor a threshold that could be 
crossed in order to arrive elsewhere. To imagine it architecturally is already 
to mishear it. It is passed at every step, without ever being passed through. 
Each step refers forward and backward at once, suspending the present as 
a point of gathering. What persists is not movement from one place to 
another, but passage itself. 

The portico does not introduce a place. 
It de-limits the very act of entering. 

Neither inside nor outside, neither beginning nor end, it is not a threshold 
one crosses but the condition under which crossing never concludes. To 
think it requires unlearning the reflex that associates place with 
occupation and passage with transition. 

Topology Instead of Geography 

What becomes thinkable here is not geography, but topology. Geography 
presupposes locations, distances, paths. Topology concerns relations that 
persist through deformation, proximities that do not depend on 
measurable distance, continuities that survive displacement. The portico 
belongs to this second register. It does not mark passage between places. It 
sustains passage without stabilizing it as location. One remains before 
what has already been gathered and what has not yet come to pass, without 
entering either. The portico cannot be mapped. It can only be inhabited as 
passage. Topology here does not represent. It allows relation to remain 
operative without fixation. The portico is not where relation happens. It is 
how relation endures. 
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Forefeeling and the Suspension of the Present 

The temporality of the portico cannot be understood through succession. 
It does not unfold as a sequence of nows, nor does it culminate in a present 
that could be said to be fully there. What takes place at the portico does not 
take place in the present. It is always forefelt, pre-understood, anticipated 
without becoming actual. Forefeeling is not anticipation. It does not 
project a future event. It preserves a relation before it can become an 
occurrence. In this sense, the portico suspends the present without 
abolishing time. What is preserved and gathered together is not an event, 
but the relation that would make an event possible. The meeting that is 
opened here will never take place as encounter; it will take place only in 
the saying. 
	 	 This is why the portico cannot be understood as delay in relation 
to fulfillment. It does not postpone arrival; it renders arrival irrelevant. 
Time here is not organized toward presence. 

The Analemma: Time Without Arrival 

The analemma offers a figure for this temporality. It is not a cycle, not a 
straight line, not a return to origin. It traces a looping inscription that 
never closes, produced by the misalignment of temporal movements that 
cannot be synchronized. The same position is approached again and again, 
but never at the same moment, never under the same conditions. In the 
time of the analemma, repetition does not yield sameness. Return does not 
produce identity. The portico belongs to this time. Each passage refers 
back and forward simultaneously. What has been is not left behind; what is 
to come is not anticipated as destination. Time thickens without 
progressing, folds without enclosing. The analemma is not an image of 
time. It is the trace of time’s refusal to become present. 

Silent Talks and Saying Without Event 

What is preserved in the portico does not appear as communication. There 
are silent talks that take place here—relations that are not articulated as 
dialogue, not exchanged as messages, not presented as statements. These 
talks do not occur between positions. They occur before positions are 
stabilized. The portico holds these silent talks without turning them into 

 / 10 48



discourse. This is why the meeting opened by the portico will never take 
place as event. It will be recounted without taking place. It will take place 
only in the saying—not as report, not as representation, also not as 
gathering: Saying here does not present what happened. It preserves what 
remains forefelt. 

Proposition Without Substratum 

This mode of saying requires a different understanding of the proposition. 
A proposition does not have two sides, one below and one above, at least 
not when it holds by itself. It does not adhere to a substratum that would 
ensure its foundation, nor does it overfly itself to gain perspective or point 
of view. When it is set forth, it holds by, in, and for itself. Where its matter 
comes from remains unthought. The portico is the topology in which such 
holding becomes possible. Saying does not need to rest on ground to 
endure. It needs to be preserved within relation. Unlearning here means 
releasing the demand that saying must demonstrate in order to hold. 

The Portico as Image of Relation 

The portico is the image of the place of relation. Not relation as connection 
between two already-given terms, but relation as that which constitutes 
terms in their being-between. It is situated between what has already been 
constructed in the silent gift relation and what hastens toward possible 
return in what comes to pass. It stands between. This between is not 
empty. It is not a gap. It is the condition under which relation can endure 
without being enclosed. 

Opening Without Entry 

The portico opens without allowing entry. It opens onto a meeting that 
will never take place, onto a place that will never be entered, onto a 
presence that will never gather itself into the present. What is opened is 
not access, but relation. This opening does not conclude. It does not invite 
resolution. It preserves. 
	 	 This does not begin this text. It places it. Everything that follows 
will take place here — without ever taking place in it. 
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Part II  
Unlearning Place, Ground, Manifestation 

Why the Portico Must Be Learned Against Philosophy 

Philosophy has always been attentive to place. Less often has it attended to 
what allows place to breathe. Again and again, philosophical thinking has 
organized itself around privileged sites: ground that supports, clearings 
that open, horizons that orient, fields that receive. Even when philosophy 
turns against metaphysics, it often preserves a spatial faith—that there is a 
locus where being can appear, where truth can show itself, where thought 
can situate itself without remainder. This faith is deeply sedimented. It 
survives even the most rigorous critiques of presence. Unlearning begins 
here, at the level of this spatial faith. To unlearn is not to deny the 
importance of place. It is to suspend the assumption that place must be 
occupiable. It is to ask whether thinking might depend less on standing 
somewhere than on remaining in passage. The portico names this 
possibility. It does not designate a site among others, nor does it offer a 
substitute for ground. It names a condition in which passage is sustained 
without arrival, and relation persists without emplacement. For this 
reason, the portico must be learned against philosophy—not in opposition 
to philosophy, but against its habitual topological commitments. 
Philosophy has repeatedly returned to places of disclosure: light, openness, 
unconcealment. Even when these places are described as fragile, historical, 
or finite, they remain places where something appears. The portico refuses 
this logic. It is not a place of appearance. It does not clear space for 
manifestation. It does not welcome beings into presence. Instead, it holds 
them before they appear and after they withdraw. Appearance is neither 
negated nor fulfilled. It is suspended. 
	 	 This suspension is not aesthetic withdrawal. It is a demand for 
rigor. It asks whether thinking can proceed without grounding itself in 
manifestation, without orienting itself by what shows itself most clearly. 
To remain with the portico is to accept that clarity may be a secondary 

 / 13 48



effect rather than a primary condition of thought. Unlearning, in this 
sense, is not the erasure of philosophical inheritance. It is the patient 
loosening of its spatial reflexes. 

Against the Plain of Alētheia 

Few philosophical figures have been as enduring as the plain of alētheia. 
Whether named clearing, openness, or field, it designates the space in 
which truth is said to come into unconcealment. Even when truth is no 
longer conceived as correspondence, it remains tied to disclosure—to 
something appearing, stepping forth, becoming visible. This figure carries 
a quiet but powerful assumption: that truth requires a place in which it can 
appear. The plain of alētheia spreads out. It receives. It allows beings to 
show themselves as what they are. Thinking, in turn, becomes a matter of 
attentiveness to this openness, of safeguarding it, of remaining exposed to 
what comes into presence. The portico cannot be reconciled with this 
topology. It is not open in the sense of alētheia. It does not clear space for 
manifestation. It does not privilege visibility. Instead, it holds beings 
before disclosure and after withdrawal. What persists here is not truth-as-
unconcealment, but relation-as-delay. Where alētheia privileges light, the 
portico privileges air. 
	 	 Where alētheia depends on visibility, the portico depends on 
breathing room. Where alētheia presupposes that what matters can come 
fully into the open, the portico insists that some relations are damaged by 
disclosure. To unlearn the plain of alētheia is not to reject truth. It is to 
release truth from the obligation to appear. It is to accept that some 
continuities can be sustained only if they are not forced into 
manifestation. Here, the topology of showing gives way to a topology of 
sustaining. 

Against Chōra 

If the portico is not a plain of disclosure, might it resemble chōra—that 
enigmatic spacing which gives place without itself being a place? At first 
glance, the resemblance is tempting. Chōra resists definition. It is neither 
being nor non-being. It does not present itself. It is described through 
analogy and negation. It seems to offer a way of thinking space without 
ground. But unlearning requires precision. Even in its most radical 
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interpretations, chōra remains receptive. It receives impressions. It allows 
inscription. It gives room for forms to take place, even if it does not 
determine them. It remains a matrix—a place where something can 
happen. 
	 	 The portico does not receive. Nothing is inscribed in it. Nothing 
settles. No form takes hold. It is neither womb nor matrix, neither 
container nor silent ground of becoming. It does not give rise to what 
passes through it. It sustains passage without allowing culmination. This 
distinction matters. Receptivity, however indeterminate, still belongs to a 
logic of production. Something takes place in chōra. Something happens in 
it. The portico resists this “in.” It refuses interiority. It does not host events; 
it holds them in suspension. To confuse the portico with chōra would be to 
reintroduce origin where the text insists on threshold. It would translate 
unlearning into a subtler form of grounding. The portico is neither origin 
nor receptacle. It is relation without place. 

Relation Without Manifestation 

Once place is unlearned as occupiable, relation can no longer be grounded 
in manifestation. Relation here does not occur between stable positions. It 
precedes them. It does not require appearance in order to persist. It is 
sustained in delay, in forefeeling, in silent holding. 
	 	 This challenges one of philosophy’s most persistent 
assumptions: that relation must show itself in order to count. The portico 
contests this assumption by sustaining relation without exhibition. What 
matters need not appear. It need only endure. Manifestation becomes 
secondary. Relation becomes primary. This inversion does not impoverish 
thinking. It intensifies it. Without the guarantee of appearance, thought 
must become more attentive to timing, spacing, and resonance. It must 
learn to recognize continuity without visibility. 

Unlearning as Staying at the Threshold 

Unlearning is often mistaken for negation: the abandonment of 
knowledge, the erasure of tradition, the dismantling of structures. Here, 
unlearning means something else. It is the disciplined practice of staying 
with what resists settlement. It is the refusal to convert relation into 
ground, passage into place, or time into presence. It demands attentiveness 
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and restraint—the capacity to remain exposed without resolution. This 
stance is not passive. It requires rigor. To remain at the threshold is not to 
hesitate. It is to commit to relation without guarantee. Orientation is 
sustained without destination. Thought continues without arriving. The 
portico does not tell us where we are. It teaches us how to remain. 
	 	 What follows will repeatedly test this discipline—exposing it to 
noise, destiny, air, abyss. Each time the question will return, without being 
resolved: Can relation persist without ground? Can passage endure 
without arrival? Part II does not answer these questions. It establishes the 
condition under which they must continue to be asked. 

 / 16 48



Part III 
Air and the Critique of Ground 

 

Learning to Think Without Support 

Air is what philosophy has most consistently failed to think—not because 
it is obscure, but because it cannot be made to support thought in the way 
ground, substance, or structure can. It does not bear weight. It does not 
delimit a surface. It does not resist. And yet nothing living breathes, 
speaks, or relates without it. Philosophy’s neglect of air is not accidental. It 
reflects a deeper preference for what can be stabilized, founded, and 
secured. To unlearn ground is therefore first of all to unlearn this 
preference. Air cannot be occupied. One cannot stand in it, nor place 
something upon it. It offers no footing. And yet it sustains. It sustains not 
by supporting, but by allowing circulation. It does not hold things up; it 
keeps them apart enough to move. Air is not a substrate. It is a condition of 
spacing.  
	 	 This distinction is decisive for the portico. The portico is not 
grounded, but it is not groundless in the sense of lacking all support. It is 
sustained by air—by spacing without enclosure, mediation without 
capture, relation without fixation. To think with air is to accept that 
relation may depend on what cannot be grasped, stored, or demonstrated. 
It is to accept that what allows thinking to happen may never itself appear 
as an object of thought. Unlearning here is not directed at a particular 
concept. It concerns an entire economy of support.  

Air as Condition of Spacing

Ground gathers. Air separates. Ground allows things to stand. Air allows 
them to move. Spacing here does not mean distance. It does not refer to 
measurable intervals. It names the minimal openness that allows relation 
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to occur without collapsing into fusion. Air maintains this openness 
without turning it into emptiness. The portico inherits this logic. It 
remains open without becoming a clearing. It remains connective without 
becoming a receptacle. It allows relation to persist without enclosure. Air 
teaches thought how to remain suspended without dissolving into 
indeterminacy. Suspension here is not vagueness. It is precision without 
foundation. 

Suspension Without Indeterminacy 

Suspension is often confused with indecision or lack of rigor. In the 
context of air, suspension names something else entirely. Suspension is 
the capacity to maintain relation without collapsing it into ground. It is the 
discipline of holding without fixing, of sustaining without securing. Air 
sustains suspension by refusing to become surface. It does not offer 
resistance against which thought could stabilize itself. Instead, it 
introduces a continuous adjustment—a responsiveness to movement, 
fluctuation, and drift. The portico depends on this responsiveness. 
Without it, passage would either harden into structure or dissolve into 
nothing. Air prevents both outcomes. 

Passage Without Entrance 

The architectural image of the portico invites a persistent 
misunderstanding. Conventionally, a portico is imagined as an entryway: a 
transitional space mediating between outside and inside, exposure and 
enclosure. One passes through it in order to arrive elsewhere. The portico 
at stake here must be understood otherwise. It is passed at every step 
without ever being passed through. It does not mark the beginning of 
entry, nor its completion. It is not left behind. Each movement occurs 
within it without exhausting it. The next step remains bound to the 
previous one. The previous step is not superseded. The present never 
gathers itself into a point of arrival. 

	 	 This structure is not paradoxical. It is inhabitable. Unlearning 
arrival is among the most difficult gestures required of thought. Even 
critiques of mastery often preserve a horizon of arrival—a different kind 
of culmination, a more reflexive or ethical completion. The portico 
suspends this expectation entirely. It offers continuation rather than entry. 
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Orientation rather than destination. Time here does not progress toward 
fulfillment. It thickens. It folds. Past and future remain in play without 
synthesis. To remain at such a threshold is not to hesitate. It is to commit 
to relation without consummation. 

Silent Gift and Relation Without Ground 

Relation in the portico is not established through exchange, recognition, or 
reciprocity. These presuppose identifiable positions, articulated 
intentions, negotiable values. The portico suspends these presuppositions. 
Relation here is sustained by a silent gift: a giving that does not circulate, 
does not become object, does not demand return. This gift is not symbolic. 
It does not appear as gesture or sign. It consists in the ongoing possibility 
of relation itself. Air provides the most precise figure for this gift. Breath is 
shared without being transferred. It is neither given nor received in the 
usual sense. It circulates. It sustains life without becoming property. No 
one owns the air they breathe, and yet breathing is irreducibly relational. 
The portico operates in this register. It allows relation to persist without 
being grounded in identity, intention, or exchange. Distance is preserved 
without severance. This is why mourning belongs structurally to the 
portico.  

Mourning Without Restoration 

Mourning, in the portico, is not a work of recovery. It does not restore what 
has been lost. It does not substitute one presence for another. It sustains 
relation in the absence of presence. What has been lost does not return. 
And yet relation persists. Mourning here is not interiorized as feeling nor 
externalized as ritual. It remains exposed, unresolved. This exposure is not 
deficiency. It is fidelity without possession. Unlearning requires accepting 
that some losses cannot be redeemed without betrayal—betrayal of what 
they made possible. The portico holds this acceptance without closure. 
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Unlearning as Staying at the Threshold 
–Rigor Without Arrival 

Unlearning is often understood as subtraction: erasing knowledge, 
dismantling structures, abandoning tradition. Here, unlearning names 
something else. It is the disciplined practice of staying with what resists 
settlement. It refuses to convert relation into ground, passage into place, or 
time into presence. This practice demands rigor. It requires attentiveness 
to timing, spacing, resonance. It requires patience—not as waiting, but as 
the capacity to remain with what is already happening without forcing it 
into completion. To remain at the portico is to accept that thought may 
never arrive, that meaning may never fully appear, that time may never 
crystallize into an inhabitable present. This acceptance is not defeat. It is a 
condition for another mode of thinking. A thinking that values endurance 
over possession, relation over manifestation, breathing over grounding. 
The portico does not tell us where we are. It teaches us how to remain. 

Placement 

What follows will test this discipline again and again—through noise, 
destiny, canonics, abyss. Each time, the question will return, without 
resolution: Can relation be sustained without ground? Can passage endure 
without arrival? Part III does not answer these questions. It leaves them 
breathing. 
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Part IV 

Destined – Figures of Being Between Canonics 
and Noise 

 

Destiny After Arrival Has Been Unlearned 

Destiny is among philosophy’s most compromised words. It has been 
burdened with necessity, destiny, providence, outcome. Whether framed 
theologically or secularly, destiny has often functioned as a guarantee: that 
what happens does so for a reason, that time moves toward what it was 
meant to become, that meaning will eventually reveal itself. Such 
conceptions presuppose arrival. They assume that time culminates, that 
significance becomes legible in retrospect, that what was obscure clarifies 
itself in the end. Destiny, in this sense, belongs to manifestation. It is what 
shows itself once the path has been completed. From the portico, this 
conception cannot be sustained. 
	 	 Once arrival has been unlearned, destiny can no longer be 
thought as fulfillment. If there is no interior to enter, no place to arrive at, 
then destiny cannot be what waits at the end of a path. It must be 
articulated otherwise—not as realization, but as exposure. Destined, here, 
names a condition of being oriented without guarantee. It does not 
indicate where one will arrive. It names the fact that one is already 
implicated in a movement whose meaning cannot be secured in advance. 
Destiny does not conclude. It commits. This commitment does not 
promise resolution. It binds one to continuation without knowing where 
continuation leads. Destiny is not revealed at the end. It is forefelt 
throughout. 
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 “Destined” as a Figure of Being 

To say that something is destined is not to say that it is determined. It is to 
say that it stands in a relation it did not choose and cannot step outside of. 
Destiny is not imposed from above or behind. It emerges from implication 
itself. For this reason, destiny must be understood as a figure of being 
rather than as a concept. Concepts define. Figures configure. They do not 
explain what something is; they articulate how it persists. 
	 	 Destiny, as figure, articulates persistence without foundation. It 
names the fact that being is always already involved—exposed to time, to 
others, to noise—without possessing a ground from which to secure itself. 
To be destined is to be unable to withdraw into neutrality. This 
distinguishes destiny sharply from essence. Essence stabilizes. Destiny 
destabilizes. Essence answers the question what is it? Destiny suspends 
this question in favor of another: how does it continue? From the portico, 
this shift becomes unavoidable. The portico does not host essences. It 
sustains figures—forms of relation that endure without resolving into 
identity. Destiny is one such form. 

Canonics Without System 

If destiny does not unfold according to plan or law, how does it persist? 
Not through ground. Not through command. Not through necessity. Here, 
canonics become decisive. Canonics are often misunderstood as rules, 
norms, or authoritative traditions. But in their deeper sense, canonics do 
not prescribe outcomes. They preserve forms of continuation. A canon 
does not dictate what must be said or done. It establishes how something 
can be taken up again. Canonics are temporal disciplines. They allow 
repetition without sameness, recurrence without identity. They enable 
transmission without fixation. They operate not by enforcing correctness, 
but by sustaining orientation. 
	 	 For this reason, canonics belong structurally to the portico. They 
do not lead elsewhere. They do not culminate. They hold relation open 
across time. A system aims at closure. Canonics resist closure. They remain 
exposed to deviation, reinterpretation, and drift. To be destined within a 
canon is not to be constrained. It is to be exposed to a form that demands 
continuation without prescribing its result. 
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Noise as Condition, Not Obstacle 

Noise is usually treated as interference: what disrupts signal, obscures 
meaning, degrades transmission. From this perspective, noise appears as 
something to be eliminated or controlled. This perspective collapses once 
destiny is no longer understood as fulfillment. If destiny does not 
culminate in clarity, noise can no longer be treated as accidental 
disturbance. It becomes structural. Noise is what prevents canonics from 
hardening into system, destiny from collapsing into fate, relation from 
freezing into identity. Noise introduces drift, delay, misalignment. It 
ensures that repetition never becomes sameness. 
	 	 From the portico, noise is not external. It does not arrive from 
outside a system that would otherwise function smoothly. Passage itself is 
noisy. Each step carries deviation. Each continuation alters what 
continues. Unlearning here consists in relinquishing the desire for pure 
signal. Meaning persists not despite noise, but through it. Destiny is noisy. 
It unfolds amid distortion and interruption. Noise keeps destiny from 
becoming doctrine. 

Destiny Without Destination 

Destiny is often imagined as what awaits us—implicit in beginnings, 
revealed in outcomes, justified in retrospect. This image presupposes a 
path that can be completed. From the portico, such completion is 
impossible. Once passage is no longer oriented toward arrival, destiny can 
no longer be what comes to light at the end. It must be thought as 
exposure to continuation rather than as destination. To be destined is not 
to be directed toward something. It is to be unable to step outside of 
passage. Destiny belongs to the topology of the portico. It is passed at every 
step without ever being reached. It refers each movement forward to what 
has already been set forth and each return backward to what has not yet 
come to pass. Destiny holds relation open without providing a place to 
arrive. 

Figures That Persist Without Ground 

Destiny does not produce essences. It produces figures. These figures—
gesture, rhythm, breath, address—do not stabilize into identities. They 
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persist as modes of relation that can be recognized without being fixed. 
They endure because they can be taken up again without being the same. 
Such figures cannot be grounded. They must be sustained. The portico 
allows this sustenance by refusing enclosure. It keeps figures in circulation 
without forcing them into presence. Destiny is the name for this 
circulation as it continues across time. 

Return to the Portico: Being Destined 

Destiny does not lead away from the portico. It returns us to it. To be 
destined is to remain answerable to passage itself—to the fact that 
continuation has already begun and cannot be secured in advance. Destiny 
does not promise meaning. It demands endurance. From the portico, 
destiny is no longer a narrative of what will be. It is the figure of being 
caught in relation without ground, without guarantee, without arrival. 
	 	 What follows will deepen this exposure by turning again to 
noise—not as disturbance, but as condition—asking how destiny persists 
when transmission itself becomes uncertain. 
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Part V 

Noise as Condition, not Obstacle 

 

Destiny After Purity Has Been Unlearned 

Noise enters philosophy almost always as a problem. It names what 
interferes with signal, what obscures meaning, what disrupts transmission. 
In epistemology, it appears as error; in aesthetics, as distortion; in 
communication, as loss. Across these domains, the aspiration to clarity has 
been accompanied by an effort to reduce noise, to filter it out, to purify 
what matters from what merely happens. This aspiration becomes 
untenable once destiny is no longer conceived as fulfillment. If destiny 
does not culminate in arrival, if it does not reveal itself retrospectively as 
the meaning of a completed path, then noise can no longer be treated as 
accidental interference. It becomes structural. Noise is what prevents 
destiny from hardening into fate, canonics into doctrine, relation into 
identity. From the topology of the portico, noise is not external. It does not 
arrive from outside a system that would otherwise function smoothly. 
There is no such system. Passage itself is noisy. Each step introduces 
deviation. Each repetition alters what repeats. Noise, in this sense, is not 
what threatens relation. It is what keeps relation alive. 
	 	 To unlearn purity is therefore essential. Purity presupposes an 
origin that can be returned to, a signal that can be restored, a meaning that 
can be recovered intact. Destiny, as exposure, has no such origin. It begins 
already compromised, already involved, already affected. Noise marks this 
involvement. Attempts to purify destiny—to render it legible as plan, 
calling, or vocation—inevitably reintroduce teleology. They convert 
exposure into program. Noise resists this conversion. It keeps destiny 
unfinished. 
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Canonics, Noise, and the Problem of Transmission  
– Repetition Without Guarantee 

Canonics emerge precisely where repetition must occur without 
guarantee. A canon is not a rulebook. It does not dictate outcomes. It 
establishes a form in which something can be taken up again without 
specifying how it must be realized. Canonics are therefore neither 
arbitrary nor deterministic. They hold open a space of repetition. This 
openness depends on noise. Without noise, repetition would collapse into 
reproduction. What returns would be identical to what preceded it. Time 
would flatten, and destiny would become predictable. Noise introduces 
variation without abolishing form. It ensures that what is taken up again is 
never simply the same. 
	 	 From the portico, canonics appear not as inherited authorities 
but as temporal disciplines. They require patience, attentiveness, and a 
willingness to accept alteration. They do not secure meaning. They sustain 
continuation. Transmission, in this context, is not the transfer of content 
from origin to destination. It is the maintenance of relation across 
difference. Noise does not undermine transmission; it prevents it from 
closing. Transmission remains open because what passes through it is 
never fully preserved. The portico provides the topological condition for 
this process. Transmission does not move from inside to outside, from 
source to endpoint. It circulates within a threshold that is never crossed. 
Canonics hold this circulation together without fixing its course. 

Destiny and the Liberal Arts  
– Consummation Without Completion 

The classical liberal arts offer a privileged site for thinking destiny without 
fulfillment. They did not form a unified system grounded in a single 
principle, nor were they simply a collection of skills. They constituted a 
constellation of practices held together by canonics rather than 
foundations. Each art unfolded according to its own temporal logic: 
grammar through repetition and correction, rhetoric through timing and 
address, music through rhythm and tuning, geometry through 
construction and proportion. None of these practices aimed at finality. 
Each depended on exercises that could never be completed once and for 
all. Noise was not excluded from these practices. Voices break. Gestures 
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falter. Instruments drift. Figures misalign. Such deviations were not 
treated as failures to be eliminated, but as conditions to be worked with. 
Canonics provided orientation, not immunity. From this perspective, the 
liberal arts appear as an historical experiment in destiny without system. 
Their coherence did not lie in synthesis, but in mutual exposure. They 
remained in passage, each sustaining its own mode of continuation while 
remaining open to the others. Destiny here did not mean progress. It 
meant perseverance. 

Destiny as Exposure to Continuation 

Once destiny is detached from fulfillment, it emerges as a form of 
exposure rather than a trajectory. To be destined is not to move toward 
something that awaits completion. It is to remain implicated in a 
continuation that cannot be secured in advance. This implication is not 
chosen. It precedes decision. One does not decide to be destined; one 
discovers oneself already involved. Destiny names this discovery without 
converting it into necessity. From the portico, this exposure becomes 
legible as a temporal condition rather than a metaphysical one. Time does 
not move toward resolution. It remains open, noisy, and relational. Destiny 
binds one to this openness without offering compensation. This is why 
destiny cannot be justified. It cannot be grounded. It cannot be redeemed 
by outcome. And yet it persists. 
	 	 To remain destined is to remain answerable to passage itself—
to the fact that continuation has already begun and cannot be undone. 
This answerability is not moral in the narrow sense. It is structural. It 
concerns how one remains with relation when no ground, no arrival, and 
no revelation can be promised. The portico is where this answerability is 
sustained. It does not instruct destiny. It hosts its exposure. It allows 
destiny to remain what it is: neither fate nor freedom, but a commitment 
that cannot be completed. 

Destiny as Exposure to Continuation 

Once destiny is detached from fulfillment, it emerges as exposure rather 
than trajectory. To be destined is not to move toward something that 
awaits completion. It is to remain implicated in a continuation that cannot 
be secured in advance. This implication precedes decision. One does not 
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choose to be destined. One discovers oneself already involved. 
	 	 Destiny names this discovery without converting it into 
necessity. From the portico, this exposure becomes legible as a temporal 
condition rather than a metaphysical one. Time does not move toward 
resolution. It remains open, noisy, and relational. Destiny binds one to this 
openness without offering compensation. For this reason, destiny cannot 
be justified. It cannot be grounded. It cannot be redeemed by outcome. 
And yet it persists. To remain destined is to remain answerable to passage 
itself—to the fact that continuation has already begun and cannot be 
undone. This answerability is not moral in the narrow sense. It is 
structural. It concerns how relation is sustained when no ground, no 
arrival, and no revelation can be promised. 

Return to the Portico: Noise Without Loss 

Destiny does not lead beyond the portico. It returns to it. Having 
unlearned fulfillment, purity, and system, destiny can now be recognized 
as a mode of remaining at the threshold. Noise does not scatter it. Canonics 
do not stabilize it. Together, they sustain a continuation that neither 
collapses into chaos nor hardens into order. The portico emerges here not 
only as the condition of unlearning, but as the condition of destiny itself: 
where repetition occurs without guarantee, where relation endures 
without ground, where noise persists without loss. 
	 	 What follows will take this exposure further by returning once 
more to air—not as element alone, but as medium of scale, translation, 
and passage—asking how destiny persists once even its figures begin to 
thin. 
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Part VI 

Air – Medium, Scale and the Unthinkable 
Between 

 

Why Air Resists Thought 

Air is what philosophy has most persistently failed to think—not because 
it is hidden, but because it is too close. It does not announce itself. It does 
not present a surface. It does not offer resistance. And yet nothing that 
moves, speaks, resonates, or lives can do so without it. Philosophy has 
preferred what can be stabilized: ground that bears, substance that 
persists, structure that holds. Air refuses all three. It cannot be gathered, 
accumulated, or possessed. It withdraws from conceptual capture not by 
concealing itself, but by remaining indifferent to enclosure. Once ground 
has been unlearned at the portico, this indifference becomes unavoidable. 
The portico does not stand on anything. It does not open onto an interior. 
It persists only insofar as passage can be sustained without support. Air is 
the condition of this persistence. To think air, therefore, is not to 
introduce a new topic. It is to expose philosophy to what it has always 
depended on without acknowledging: mediation without substrate, 
relation without base, continuity without ground. 

Air cannot be unlearned. 
One can only learn to think with it. 

Air as Medium Rather Than Element 

To call air an element already risks misunderstanding it. An element 
suggests a constituent—something that can be isolated, combined, 
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analyzed. Air does not behave as a part. It does not enter into composition 
as a unit. Air is not a thing among things. It is a medium. A medium does 
not carry content in the way a container does. It allows relation to occur 
without itself becoming the object of relation. Sound does not pass 
through air as through a conduit; it emerges with air as vibration. Breath is 
not inserted into air; it is a modulation of air itself. This distinction is 
decisive. The portico is not an empty space through which something 
moves. It is a medium in which passage occurs without leaving traces of 
transit. Air allows movement without accumulation, relation without 
inscription. It disperses appearance rather than stabilizing it. 
Representation presupposes a surface. Air offers none. To unlearn the 
demand for representation is inseparable from learning to think air. 

Scale and the Problem of Translation 

Air introduces a difficulty philosophy has repeatedly sought to avoid: scale. 
Ground fixes scale. A foundation establishes proportion. A system 
organizes levels. Once ground is abandoned, scale becomes unstable. 
Relations no longer align neatly. What is large and what is small, what is 
near and what is far, what is slow and what is fast—these distinctions lose 
their fixed reference points. Air does not resolve this instability. It sustains 
it. Because air operates as medium rather than structure, it allows relations 
to translate across scales without unifying them. Sound moves from breath 
to room to landscape without becoming the same at any level. A vibration 
does not preserve identity as it scales; it preserves relation. Here, 
translation replaces correspondence. What persists is not content, but 
continuity across difference. 

Mechanē Reconsidered: Resourceful Translation 

In this context, mechanē must be rethought. Mechanē is often understood 
as instrumentality: the application of force, the execution of technique, 
the mastery of means toward ends. This understanding presupposes stable 
scale. A tool acts on one level; its effects are calculated accordingly. Air 
refuses this logic. 

	 	 In air, action propagates unpredictably. Effects are delayed, 
diffused, altered. A breath changes a voice; a voice changes a room; a room 
changes a gathering. No single scale governs the process. Here, mechanē 
names something else: resourceful translation across heterogeneous 
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orders. It is not control, but mediation. It allows passage between scales 
without collapsing them into sameness. Music provides a paradigmatic 
example. Gesture becomes mark; mark becomes instruction; instruction 
becomes sound. None of these translations preserves identity. What 
persists is relation. Air is the silent condition of this persistence. 

Without air, vibration cannot scale. 
Without air, resonance collapses. 

Mechanē without air becomes machinery. 
Mechanē with air becomes mediation. 

Air, Noise, and the Thickness of Time 

Noise returns here, but transformed. In the context of air, noise is no 
longer deviation alone. It becomes the temporal texture of mediation. Air 
is never still. It circulates, fluctuates, refracts. Even silence is not absence, 
but a field of micro-variation. This variation gives time thickness. Time in 
air does not proceed evenly. It lingers, overlaps, returns altered. Sound 
arrives late. Echo reframes origin. Breath hesitates. These delays are not 
obstacles. They are the conditions under which relation becomes 
perceptible.  
	 	 The portico depends on this thickness. Passage without arrival 
would collapse into emptiness if time were not textured. Air ensures that 
time does not flatten into sequence. It introduces lag without blockage, 
delay without denial. Noise, here, is duration made audible. 

Against Infrastructure 

Modern thought often seeks infrastructure: underlying systems that 
guarantee operation, networks that ensure connectivity, frameworks that 
stabilize exchange. Infrastructure promises reliability. It promises that 
relation will not fail. Air undermines this promise. Air offers no guarantee. 
It thins, thickens, stagnates, disperses. It cannot be engineered into total 
reliability. And yet relation persists only because of it. This persistence is 
precarious. To think with air is to accept mediation without infrastructure. 
This does not mean rejecting organization or technique. It means refusing 
to treat them as ultimate assurances. Air insists that mediation always 
exceeds what can be secured. Relation may drift, falter, or transform 
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without warning. The portico depends on this refusal. It cannot be 
stabilized without ceasing to be a threshold. 

Breathing as Relational Figure 

Breathing is the most immediate way in which air becomes relational. 
Breath is neither fully voluntary nor fully automatic. It occurs between 
intention and necessity. One can attend to it, but not command it. One can 
alter it, but not abolish it. Breathing is shared without exchange. No one 
owns the air they breathe. No one gives it. And yet breathing sustains life 
in common. Synchronization occurs without coordination. Relation 
persists without contract. Breathing does not culminate. It repeats without 
completing itself. Each breath depends on the previous one without 
replacing it. Time unfolds as continuation rather than progression. 
	 	 Destiny, in this sense, breathes. Canonics resemble breathing 
patterns: they orient without prescribing. Noise appears as irregularity 
that keeps breathing alive. Air sustains this dynamic without grounding it. 

Scale Without Measure 

Air dissolves the stability on which measure depends. Scale is no longer a 
matter of fixed proportion. A vibration at the level of breath becomes 
resonance in a room, signal across distance, disturbance in an atmosphere. 
None of these scales are equivalent, yet they remain related. What persists 
is translation. This translation is not correspondence. What appears at one 
scale does not reappear at another in the same form. Air allows relation 
across scale without unifying it. Continuity persists without sameness. 
	 	 Scale becomes topological rather than geometrical. What 
matters is not distance, but deformation—how relation survives delay, 
alteration, drift. 

Return to the Portico: Air as Condition of Unlearning 

The portico would collapse without air—not because air fills it, but 
because air keeps it open. Air prevents the threshold from hardening into 
wall or dissolving into nothing. It sustains spacing without turning it into 
place. From the portico, air appears not as an element among others, but as 
the medium of unlearning itself. With air, one relinquishes ground 
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without falling. One abandons arrival without stasis. One sustains destiny 
without fate. 

Air does not reveal. 
It does not receive. 
It does not ground. 

It allows. 

What follows will move toward the abyss—not as negation, but as the cost 
of abandoning crust and foundation altogether—asking whether relation 
can persist when even medium begins to thin. 
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Part VII 

Reopening the Seal – Circle, Sphere, Abyss, and 
the Necessity of Music 

 

The Seal that Was Never Named 

Philosophy has long understood itself as a practice of opening: opening 
questions, opening horizons, opening the space in which thought might 
move freely. And yet this rhetoric of openness has depended, quietly and 
persistently, on a closure that is rarely named. This closure is not doctrinal. 
It is architectural. It is the seal. 
	 	 The seal is the assumption that beneath every opening there 
remains a crust, beneath every movement a surface that holds, beneath 
every relation a structure that guarantees coherence. Even philosophies 
that contest foundations often preserve this assumption in displaced form. 
They may deny ground, but they retain enclosure. They may reject 
substance, but they preserve structural containment. The seal allows 
philosophy to risk paradox without risking collapse. Contradictions can be 
entertained because they take place within an enclosure that ultimately 
holds. Negation can be staged because there is something against which it 
negates. Absurdity can be named because sense still frames it. To reopen 
the seal is therefore not to introduce disorder. It is to withdraw the final 
reassurance. This withdrawal is not destruction. It is exposure. It asks 
whether thinking can continue once the last architectural confidence has 
been relinquished—once there is no longer a hidden guarantee beneath 
openness itself. 

The First Figure of the Seal: The Circle 

The seal appears early in philosophy under the figure of the circle. The 
circle promises completion without remainder. It has no beginning and no 
end, no privileged point, no exterior. Everything belongs. Everything 
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returns. Nothing escapes. The circle reassures thought that movement will 
not dissolve coherence, that difference will not threaten unity. This figure 
has proven extraordinarily resilient. Even when philosophy rejects 
circularity explicitly, it often reinstates it implicitly—as totality, as system, 
as horizon. The circle reassures by enclosing. The task here is not to reject 
the circle, but to empty it. A circle without interior is no longer a container. 
It encloses nothing. It becomes a line of persistence rather than a 
boundary of inclusion. What disappears is not continuity, but 
containment. One does not stand within such a circle. One moves along it. 
Continuity remains, but without interior. Movement persists without 
enclosure. The circle no longer protects. It exposes. The portico belongs to 
this transformed circle. It does not culminate. It does not gather. It 
continues without closing. 

The Second Figure: the Sphere 

If the circle encloses through return, the sphere encloses through fullness. 
The sphere promises total inclusion. It has no outside. Everything is 
contained, balanced, complete. Philosophically, the sphere has often 
served as an image of coherence without remainder: absolute knowledge, 
self-contained system, fully articulated whole. The sphere intensifies the 
logic of the seal. Where the circle reassures through repetition, the sphere 
reassures through saturation. Nothing is missing. Nothing falls out. The 
whole holds itself together. But the sphere breaks. Not because it is 
attacked, but because fullness cannot be sustained once ground has been 
unlearned. Without ground, the inside of the sphere loses its privilege. 
Containment becomes indistinguishable from suffocation. 
	 	 What breaks is not unity, but enclosure. The breaking of the 
sphere does not produce fragments. It produces exposure. There is no 
longer an interior that could be preserved intact. Relation must persist 
without totality. 

The Abyss Without Crust 
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Once the seal is reopened, the abyss appears—not as negation, not as void, 
but as the withdrawal of crust. The abyss is not emptiness. It is the absence 
of a supporting surface. It is what appears once there is no longer a last 
layer beneath thought, no hidden base that guarantees coherence. 
Philosophy has often approached the abyss as danger: as nihilism, collapse, 
or loss of meaning. These responses presuppose that something essential 
has been taken away. But what withdraws is not meaning. What withdraws 
is assurance. The abyss exposes relation without support. It does not 
negate relation. It removes the crust that made relation appear safe. 
Thought is no longer protected from falling—but falling here does not 
lead downward. There is no depth to fall into. The abyss is not depth. It is 
suspension without ground. The portico opens onto this abyss. Not as 
threshold to nothingness, but as the condition under which continuation 
must proceed without final reassurance. 

Why Music Becomes Necessary 

At this point, conceptual thought reaches a limit. Not because it fails, but 
because it risks rebuilding enclosure. Faced with the abyss, thought is 
tempted to restore crust—through system, synthesis, perspective, or new 
foundations disguised as critique. Music enters here not as ornament, not 
as illustration, and not as metaphor. Music becomes necessary because it 
continues where enclosure can no longer be sustained. Music does not 
require ground. It does not enclose. It does not gather itself into presence. 
It unfolds in time without stabilizing that time as structure. A sound, once 
sounded, is already gone. What persists is not presence, but relation. 

Music inhabits the abyss without filling it. 

It continues without foundation. It holds without ground. It sustains 
relation through interval, resonance, and disappearance. Where 
conceptual thought risks sealing the abyss by naming it, music leaves it 
open by sounding through it. 

Music as Continuation Without Ground 
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Music does not overcome the abyss. It does not resolve suspension. It 
continues. A melody does not stand on a base. Harmony does not rest on 
support. Rhythm does not require ground. Musical relations persist 
through timing and spacing, not through foundation. Each sound arrives 
and vanishes. What endures is the relation between sounds—a continuity 
without substance. Music survives by forgetting itself. A performance 
leaves no residue. A recording stores conditions, not presence. A score does 
not contain sound; it withholds it so that sound may happen again. Music 
persists through disappearance. In this, music aligns with unlearning. Both 
relinquish the demand for grounding. Both sustain relation without 
possession. Both endure without closure. 

Return to the Portico: Music and Exposure 

The portico, the abyss, and music belong together. 

The portico suspends entry. 
The abyss withdraws crust. 
Music continues without ground. 

Together, they articulate a mode of relation that persists without enclosure 
and without foundation. Music does not replace thought. It exposes what 
thought depends on once its last assurances have been relinquished. The 
necessity of music here is not cultural. It is structural. Music is what allows 
relation to continue once ground, interior, and totality have been 
unlearned. It is not a solution to the abyss. It is the practice of enduring it. 
	 	 What follows will radicalize this necessity by turning toward 
involution—asking how relation persists once even exteriority itself can 
no longer be presupposed. 
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Part VIII 
Involutive Metaphysics  

 

Not On What but Of What 

Once ground has been unlearned, the question that has silently oriented 
metaphysics can no longer be asked in its familiar form. The question on 
what does this stand? presupposes support. It assumes a base, a surface, a 
beneath that carries what appears above it. Even when this base is 
rendered abstract—substance, structure, system, horizon—the logic 
remains the same. Something holds. Something bears. Involution 
interrupts this logic. The question shifts: not on what, but of what. This 
shift does not ask for a new foundation. It asks how something is 
composed, how it is folded, how it persists without standing on anything. 
The question of origin gives way to a question of constitution without 
base. 

Involution does not replace foundation. 
It renders foundation irrelevant. 

Involution Rather Than Foundation 

Foundation stabilizes by positing an outside: something beneath, behind, 
or prior that guarantees what appears. Involution works differently. It does 
not appeal to an exterior support. It articulates how something holds itself 
by folding into its own conditions. Involution is not circularity. It is not 
self-grounding. It is not closure. It is a mode of persistence in which 
relation is internal to what persists. What sustains does not stand apart 
from what is sustained. There is no level beneath appearance that could 
secure it. This is why involution cannot be represented as structure. 
Structure presupposes levels, positions, relations between parts. 
Involution undoes this stratification. It describes a mode of being in which 
relation does not connect elements, but composes them from within. The 
portico prepares this thought. Music performs it. Involution articulates it. 
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Relation as Condition of Being 

In involution, relation is no longer something that happens to being. It is 
the condition of being. This does not mean that beings dissolve into 
relation. It means that what persists does so only insofar as relation is 
already operative. There is no isolated term that then enters into relation. 
Relation is not added. It is constitutive. This constitutiveness does not 
produce identity. What persists is not a thing, but a pattern of 
continuation. A rhythm. A gesture. A mode of address. These do not stand 
on a ground. They endure by folding relation into their own articulation. 
Involution names this endurance. 

Against Exteriority as Guarantee 

Much of metaphysics has relied on exteriority as assurance. Whether 
named transcendence, condition, or horizon, exteriority promises distance 
from which coherence can be secured. Involution withdraws this promise. 
There is no outside position from which relation could be surveyed, 
stabilized, or guaranteed. Thought cannot step back from what it thinks in 
order to ground it. It must remain with what persists from within. This 
does not trap thought in immanence. Involution is not enclosure. It does 
not collapse difference into sameness. It sustains differentiation without 
appeal to exterior ground. What differs does so internally, through folds 
and inflections that do not require an outside frame. 

The abyss remains—but it is no longer faced from the edge. 
It is inhabited. 

Persistence Without Ground 

Involution describes a mode of persistence that does not rely on support, 
foundation, or system. What persists does not endure by resting on 
something else. It endures by continuing to articulate its own conditions. 
This articulation is not reflexive in the sense of self-consciousness. It is 
temporal. It unfolds. Music offers a clear figure. A musical phrase does not 
stand on a base. It holds together through internal relations—intervals, 
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repetitions, variations. These relations are not external links between 
notes. They are what make the notes what they are. The phrase persists not 
by grounding itself, but by continuing. Involution names this kind of 
persistence across domains. 

Metaphysics After Ground 

To speak of involutive metaphysics is not to propose a new system. It is to 
acknowledge that metaphysics continues even after ground has been 
unlearned—but it continues otherwise. It no longer seeks ultimate bases. 
It attends to modes of persistence, patterns of continuation, figures of 
endurance. This metaphysics is not speculative in the sense of positing 
hidden realities. It is attentive. It listens for how relation holds without 
support, how form survives without enclosure, how being continues 
without foundation. The portico remains decisive here. It sustains 
thinking without granting it a place to stand. Involution takes this 
suspension seriously. It does not resolve it. 

Return to Relation 

Involution does not lead away from relation. It intensifies it. Once ground, 
exteriority, and foundation have been relinquished, relation can no longer 
be treated as secondary. It cannot be derived. It cannot be explained away. 
It becomes the irreducible condition of persistence. This does not produce 
harmony. It produces exposure. What persists remains vulnerable to 
alteration, drift, and noise. There is no guarantee that continuation will 
succeed. And yet it continues. Involution is the name for this continuation 
without assurance. 

Placement 

What follows will return once more to relation—but now as ethos rather 
than ontology—asking how endurance without ground shapes modes of 
respect, responsibility, and coexistence. The next part will not ground 
ethics. It will expose it. 
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Part IX 
Silent Gift, Mourning, and Likeness 

Silent Gift Without Exchange 

What has made relation possible has never been earned. Language, care, 
time, body—none of these arrive through contract. They are not acquired. 
They are given without agreement and without guarantee. This givenness 
does not announce itself as generosity. It does not appear as gesture. It 
precedes recognition. The silent gift names this condition. It is not a gift 
that circulates. It cannot be exchanged, returned, or converted into debt. 
Once such conversion occurs, the gift is already lost. It becomes property, 
obligation, or value. The portico preserves the gift by keeping it silent. 
	 	 Silence here is not absence. It is restraint. It is the refusal to 
force givenness into visibility or accounting. What has been given remains 
operative without being claimed. This restraint is not moral. It is 
structural. Relation persists only insofar as the gift is not seized. 

Relation Without Appropriation 

Appropriation is the reflex that seeks to secure relation by owning it. It 
appears in many forms: possession, recognition, reciprocity, even 
gratitude when gratitude becomes claim. Appropriation stabilizes relation 
by fixing positions—giver and receiver, subject and object. The silent gift 
undoes this stabilization. It does not abolish relation. It refuses its 
enclosure. Relation continues without being grounded in exchange or 
recognition. Distance is preserved without withdrawal. This preservation 
is fragile. It requires restraint. The portico holds this fragility without 
resolving it. It sustains relation as exposure rather than possession. 

Mourning Without Recovery 

Unlearning always entails loss. Certainties loosen. Orientations falter. 
Grounds withdraw. What once held no longer holds. This loss cannot be 
repaired without betrayal. To replace what has been lost with a substitute 
is already to deny what the loss made possible. Mourning, here, is not a 
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work of recovery. It does not aim at restoration. It does not seek to heal by 
substitution. It does not convert absence into presence. Mourning sustains 
relation in the absence of what cannot return. What has been lost does not 
come back. And yet relation persists. This persistence is not consolation. It 
is fidelity without possession. The portico holds mourning in this form. It 
does not interiorize it as feeling. It does not externalize it as ritual. It keeps 
mourning exposed, unresolved, and therefore capable of endurance. 

Mourning as Continuation 

Mourning is often understood as a temporal passage—something one 
moves through in order to arrive elsewhere. Here, mourning has no such 
destination. It is not a phase. It is a mode of continuation. Relation 
continues not despite loss, but through it. Loss alters relation irreversibly. 
What remains is not the same relation as before. And yet it remains 
relation. Mourning sustains this altered persistence without demanding 
closure. To mourn in this sense is not to dwell in absence. It is to remain 
answerable to what can no longer be made present. Mourning keeps 
relation open where substitution would close it. 

Likeness Without Identity 

Unlearning does not dissolve distinction. It does not collapse difference 
into equivalence. It loosens identity in favor of likeness. Identity stabilizes 
by fixing boundaries. It answers the question what is it? Likeness answers a 
different question: how does this resonate with what is other without 
becoming the same? Likeness allows relation to endure across difference 
without reducing difference to sameness. It permits continuity without 
reproduction, resonance without duplication. 

This is not resemblance. 
It is not analogy. 
It is not classification. 

Likeness does not require a shared essence. It persists through relation 
itself. 

Fidelity Without Possession 

Likeness makes fidelity possible without ownership. Fidelity here is not 
loyalty to an identity, a doctrine, or a form. It is attentiveness to relation as 
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it persists across alteration. What is held is not a thing, but a mode of 
continuation. This fidelity does not secure. It does not guarantee. It does 
not preserve intact. It remains exposed to drift, deviation, and loss. And yet 
it endures. The portico sustains this fidelity by refusing synthesis. 
Differences are not reconciled. They remain related without being 
gathered into unity. This refusal is not fragmentation. It is care for relation 
itself. 

Return to the Silent Gift 

Silent gift, mourning, and likeness are not separate themes. They articulate 
a single condition: relation without possession. The gift cannot be claimed. 
Loss cannot be repaired. Likeness cannot be fixed. Each resists 
appropriation in its own way. Together, they form a discipline of restraint
—one that allows relation to persist without enclosure. 

This discipline is not ascetic. 
It is exacting. 

It requires that thought relinquish the desire to stabilize what matters 
most. It requires patience, attentiveness, and endurance. The portico 
remains the condition of this endurance. It keeps relation open without 
promising reconciliation or closure. 

Placement 

What follows will turn from ontology and metaphysics toward ethos—not 
as foundation, but as endurance—asking how relation without ground 
shapes respect, responsibility, and coexistence. 

The final part will not conclude. It will cross. 
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Part X 
Chiasm and Ethos 

Crossing Without Synthesis 

Once ground has been unlearned, relation can no longer be organized as 
connection between stable terms. What persists instead is crossing. 
Chiasm names this persistence. A chiasm is not a junction. It does not fuse 
what crosses. It does not resolve difference into unity. It sustains a crossing 
in which each term remains exposed to the other without being absorbed 
by it. Crossing here is not movement toward synthesis. It is endurance 
without reconciliation. Relation continues not by overcoming difference, 
but by allowing difference to remain operative within relation. 

Exteriority as Condition of Intimacy 

Ethos is often grounded in proximity, identification, or shared belonging. 
These grounds dissolve once enclosure has been unlearned. What remains 
is exteriority. This exteriority is not distance in the sense of separation. It is 
the refusal of appropriation. It preserves the other as other, even at the 
point of greatest intimacy. Intimacy here does not mean closeness without 
remainder. It means exposure without possession. The chiasm sustains 
this exposure. Each side crosses the other without becoming it. Each 
remains exterior precisely by remaining related. Ethos emerges from this 
condition. 

Physics of Respect 

Respect is not grounded in rule, norm, or recognition. It arises from 
restraint. Restraint here does not mean withdrawal. It means holding back 
from seizure—from claiming, enclosing, or stabilizing what matters. 
Respect allows relation to persist without being mastered. This restraint is 
not optional. It is structural. 
	 	 Where relation is ungrounded, respect becomes the minimal 

 / 44 48



physics that keeps relation from collapsing into domination or 
indifference. It governs spacing, timing, approach, withdrawal. Respect 
does not guarantee harmony. It preserves the possibility of continuation. 

Polyteleia and Endurance 

Ethos without ground cannot orient itself toward a single end. Polyteleia 
names this condition. There is no final goal that could unify action, no 
telos that could justify endurance. Instead, multiple orientations coexist 
without convergence. Action proceeds without knowing which 
continuation will matter most. This multiplicity is not relativism. It is 
exposure. One acts without final assurance, guided not by outcome but by 
attentiveness to relation as it persists. Endurance replaces optimization. 
Fidelity replaces success. Ethos becomes a practice of remaining-with 
rather than arriving-at. 

Ethos Without Foundation 

Ethics is often grounded in principles, values, or laws. Once ground has 
been unlearned, these guarantees no longer hold. Ethos does not 
disappear. It changes mode. It no longer prescribes. It does not legislate. It 
does not conclude. It endures as a practice of crossing—of sustaining 
relation without enclosure, of responding without mastery. Ethos here is 
not a system. It is a discipline. A discipline of patience, restraint, 
attentiveness, and endurance. A discipline that accepts that relation 
cannot be secured in advance and must be sustained without promise. The 
portico remains its condition. It keeps ethos exposed. 

Return to the Chiasm 

Chiasm does not resolve. It keeps relation in motion without letting it 
collapse into fusion or separation. Each crossing alters what crosses. 
Nothing returns unchanged. And yet relation persists. Ethos is this 
persistence as practice. Not a rule to follow. Not a value to uphold. But a 
way of remaining answerable to relation once ground, guarantee, and 
closure have been relinquished. 
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Epilog: 
Rigor, Relation, and the Grammar of “To” 

 
Generation without Lineage 

Rigor has often been understood as control: the capacity to secure 
foundations, to demonstrate necessity, to eliminate ambiguity. Here, rigor 
has another form. It is the capacity to remain with relation without 
enclosing it, to sustain articulation without grounding, to continue 
without guarantee. Rigor intensifies once ground is withdrawn. Without 
foundation, thought must attend more carefully to timing, spacing, 
resonance, and endurance. Relation does not require possession to persist. 
It requires restraint. This restraint is grammatical. The grammar of “to” 
does not point toward completion. It opens relation without absorbing the 
other. It sustains distance without severance. It allows address without 
mastery. “I love to you” does not culminate. It remains oriented. This 
grammar persists beyond love, beyond subject, beyond reciprocity. It 
persists wherever relation is sustained without appropriation. 

Music performs this grammar structurally. 
The portico sustains it topologically. 
Unlearning exposes it as condition. 

What is generated here has no lineage. It cannot be traced back to origin or 
projected toward fulfillment. It persists without inheritance and without 
destination. Generation without lineage does not reproduce. It continues. 
This continuation is not secured. It is endured. 

The work does not close. 
It remains. 
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