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Follow the chain.
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The thesis

Alpha and Omega reasoning belongs within Governed Logic. It develops the forward and return
directions of the reasoning architecture whose ultimate grounding is investigated in On the Nature
of Ultimate Grounding.

Reasoning has an Alpha and an Omega.
It must begin somewhere, and it must answer somewhere.

Sound reasoning cannot begin from nothing, govern itself by nothing, and terminate in nothing. It
proceeds from what is real, through truth and logic, toward conclusions that remain answerable to
the ground from which their intelligibility and authority derive.

The architecture is therefore bidirectional:

GENERATIVE

Ground — Truth — Logic — Reasoning

ADJUDICATIVE

Reasoning — Logic — Truth — Ground

The beginning and the end are not two unrelated points. They are the same governing reality
encountered from opposite directions. Ground supplies the conditions under which reasoning is
possible; sound reasoning, when followed to its ultimate adjudicative terminus, returns to that
ground.

This is the Alpha and Omega structure of reasoning.

I. Reasoning does not begin with reasoning

Every act of reasoning already presupposes something.

To reason at all is to operate within reality. It presupposes that there is something rather than
nothing; that propositions can be true or untrue; that contradiction matters; that words and concepts
can refer; that reality is sufficiently intelligible for thought to bear upon it; and, where reasoning is
undertaken as an answerable act, that there is a difference between reasoning faithfully and merely
producing a preferred conclusion.

Reasoning therefore does not create its own preconditions. It receives them.

A reasoning process may fail to name those preconditions. It may treat them as brute. It may borrow
them from another framework. It may shift among incompatible frameworks without
acknowledging the shift. None of those moves eliminates the dependence. They conceal it.
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The first question beneath reasoning is therefore not merely, “Is this inference valid?” It is, “What
makes this entire act of reasoning possible, binding, meaningful, and answerable to truth?”

I1. Truth governs logic

Logic is indispensable, but logic alone cannot determine truth.

A formally valid inference can proceed from false premises to a false conclusion while preserving
its inferential form. Logic can tell us what follows if certain propositions are granted. It cannot, by
itself, establish that those propositions correspond to reality.

Truth therefore governs logic in the sense that logic operates within an order answerable to what is
real. Logic is not authorized to manufacture reality. It preserves relations among propositions whose
truth remains answerable to reality.

Truth is binary and non-negotiable in the relevant sense: every sufficiently determinate proposition
is either true or untrue in the respect asserted, whether or not its truth value is known.

Uncertainty is epistemic. Ambiguity concerns proposition fixation. Vagueness concerns the
precision of reference. None of these creates a third state between truth and untruth once a
determinate proposition has been fixed.

Truth is therefore not the product of logic. Logic is answerable to truth.

ITI. Logic governs reasoning

If truth determines what reasoning must answer to, logic determines what reasoning may coherently
infer.

Logic is binding. Contradictory propositions cannot both be true in the same respect at the same
time. A conclusion does not follow merely because it is useful, popular, emotionally satisfying,
institutionally preferred, statistically common, or rhetorically persuasive.

Reasoning must preserve valid relations between premises and conclusions.

This gives the forward architecture:

Ground — Truth — Logic — Reasoning.

The ground is not a decorative metaphysical addition placed after reasoning is complete. It is

upstream. Truth is grounded in what is ultimately real. Logic operates under truth. Reasoning
operates under logic.
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Intelligence is downstream from this architecture. Increasing intelligence without governing the
truth-logic-reasoning chain merely increases the capability of a system whose governing structure
remains unresolved.

IV. Reasoning must also return

Reasoning does not only move outward from premises toward conclusions. Its conclusions must be
adjudicated.

A generated conclusion can be fluent, probable, useful, internally coherent, socially acceptable, or
strongly supported by a learned distribution and still fail to be true.

So the chain must be traversed in the other direction:

Reasoning — Logic — Truth — Ground.

First: Is the reasoning logically coherent? Does the conclusion follow? Has contradiction,
equivocation, invalid inference, or a hidden premise entered the chain?

Second: Even if the inference is valid, are the propositions true? Do the premises and conclusion
correspond to reality?

Third: when the reasoning reaches questions of ultimate authority, intelligibility, obligation, or
explanatory termination, what grounds the truth to which the reasoning appeals? Is the apparent
terminus actually sufficient and ultimate, or has the reasoning merely stopped?

This is the difference between a halt and a termination.

A halt is where inquiry stops.
A termination is where the relevant dependency has actually been grounded.

Brute fact can halt. Consensus can halt. Institutional authority can halt. Utility can halt. An infinite
regress can indefinitely defer. A borrowed principle can conceal the source from which its authority
was taken.

None of these becomes an ultimate ground merely because the reasoning ceased to ask another
question.

V. The local loop and the ultimate loop

Much ordinary reasoning does not require an explicit metaphysical inquiry on every proposition.

A person asking whether a hair iron was left on does not need to reconstruct ontology before
checking the bathroom. The immediate reasoning loop can operate locally:
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Truth — Logic — Truth.
There is an actual state of affairs. A proposition attempts to represent it. Logic constrains coherent
inference about it. Evidence is gathered. The resulting proposition is tested against reality.

But the local loop remains nested within the ultimate architecture. It uses being, truth, logic,
meaning, intelligibility, and obligation without recreating their ground each time.

The fact that a foundation need not be verbally restated during every act of reasoning does not mean
the act has no foundation.

VI. The six loads present in reasoning

Reasoning carries more than formal inference.

Being is real. There must be some state of affairs for reasoning to be about.

Truth is real. Representations can correspond or fail to correspond to that state of affairs.
Logic is binding. Relations among propositions are not arbitrarily interchangeable.
Meaning is real. Terms must refer sufficiently for propositions to say anything determinate.

Intelligibility is real. Reality and mind must stand in a relation sufficient for states of affairs to be
represented and known.

Obligation is real and binding. Once an agent undertakes to answer truthfully, there is a real
distinction between faithfully representing what is the case and knowingly substituting what is not.

These are not six disconnected philosophical curiosities. They converge in ordinary reasoning.
The question “Did I leave my hair iron on?” already requires all six.

There is an actual state. A proposition about it is true or untrue. Contradictory determinate answers
cannot both hold in the same respect. The words must refer. The state must be knowable in
principle. And a person undertaking to answer has reason to answer according to what is actually
the case rather than knowingly substitute falsehood.

Reasoning is therefore already standing on a structure deeper than inference alone.

VII. Sufficient ground and ultimate ground

A reason can explain something without being ultimate. A ground can bear one load without
bearing every load.

This requires two separate questions.
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Is the proposed ground sufficient for the thing it is supposed to ground?

And is that ground ultimate, or does it itself depend upon something more fundamental in the
relevant respect?

Sufficiency concerns adequacy.
Ultimacy concerns termination.

A proposed ground for reasoning must not merely name the place where questioning stopped. It
must actually bear the load placed upon it.

If logic derives its authority from something else, logic is not ultimate.

If moral authority is good only by conformity to a higher standard, that authority is not ultimate.
If meaning depends upon intentionality that the proposed ground cannot supply, the explanation is
incomplete.

If intelligibility is treated as an unexplained correspondence between mind and world, the relation
itself remains ungrounded.

If truth is answerable to reality, but the proposed account cannot explain the rational order of
reality, explanatory debt remains.

Ultimate adjudication therefore requires ultimate ground.

VIII. Convergence

Follow each dependency far enough and the required properties begin to converge.
Being requires a ground that is not itself dependent in the relevant ultimate respect.

Truth requires an ultimate reality from which truth is not borrowed and to which representations are
finally answerable.

Logic requires necessary, non-arbitrary rational order.
Meaning requires a ground adequate to intentionality and reference rather than syntax alone.
Intelligibility requires a rational order adequate both to reality and to the possibility of knowing it.

Binding obligation requires authority and standing that are not reducible to preference, consensus,
utility, force, law, survival strategy, or social selection.

The resulting specification is not arbitrary. The ground must be non-dependent, rational,
truth-grounding, meaning-bearing, intelligibility-sustaining, personal, intrinsically good, morally
authoritative, and answerable to nothing more fundamental.

If these properties are divided among independent ultimate realities, the relations among those
realities themselves demand explanation. If one orders the others, it is more ultimate. If nothing
does, brute relation reappears at the top.
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The chains therefore press toward unity.

IX. The referent

The governing referent is Jesus Christ, the Logos.

The claim is not that a religious name is appended to an otherwise complete reasoning system for
devotional effect. The claim is that the properties required by the reasoning chain converge upon the
reality identified in the Christian Logos tradition.

John 1 identifies the Logos as already present in the beginning, as divine, as the one through whom
all things came to be, and as the Logos who became flesh.

Colossians 1 gives the ontological scope: all things are created through Him and for Him; He is
before all things; in Him all things hold together.

John 14:6 supplies the extraordinary identity claim in the first person: Jesus does not merely claim
to speak truth but identifies Himself with the truth.

The chain therefore does not terminate in an unnamed abstraction, an impersonal law, a
mathematical structure, consensus, matter, information, or an unexplained rational order.

It terminates in the Logos.

And the Logos is identified as Jesus Christ of Nazareth.

X. Alpha and Omega

The structure can now be stated in full.
At the Alpha:

Ground — Truth — Logic — Reasoning.

At the Omega:

Reasoning — Logic — Truth — Ground.

The same ground stands at both ends because reasoning is neither self-originating nor
self-adjudicating.

It receives the conditions under which it can reason, and its conclusions remain answerable to those
conditions.

The ground is the beginning of the chain because it supplies the ultimate basis of being, truth,
rational order, meaning, intelligibility, and obligation.
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The ground is the end of the chain because every ultimate adjudication eventually asks what makes
the standards being invoked authoritative, real, and non-borrowed.

Thus the deepest structure of reasoning is not a line floating in abstraction. It is a governed circuit
whose origin and terminus are one.

The Alpha is the Omega.

The beginning of sound reasoning is its final court of appeal.

XI. The claim

Every reasoning chain begins somewhere, whether the beginning is acknowledged or concealed.

Every reasoning chain ends somewhere, whether the ending is a genuine termination or merely a
halt.

Sound reasoning requires that its beginning be adequate to what reasoning presupposes and that its
end be answerable to what is true.

The forward and backward chains therefore belong to one architecture:

Ground — Truth — Logic — Reasoning — Logic — Truth — Ground.

The chain begins and ends in the same place.

Jesus Christ, the Logos, is the ultimate ground from which the possibility and authority of sound
reasoning derive and to which ultimate adjudication returns.

Follow the chain.
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