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Courtenay Turner via Substack July 11, 2025

The Phoenix Conspiracy: How Silicon Valley’s Shadow
Network Is Engineering America’s Constitutional
Collapse


technocracy.news/the-phoenix-conspiracy-how-silicon-valleys-shadow-network-is-engineering-americas-
constitutional-collapse

When Technocracy was architected at Columbia University in 1932, the scientists and
engineers made no provision for a political or spiritual component. In other words, they
created a one-legged stool. Modern Technocrats have remedied this by adding a political
component (Dark Enlightenment) and a religious ideology (loosely, Christian Nationalism).
Thus, the three-legged stool is now engaged and walking us straight into techno-feudal
digital slavery, aka Technocracy. ⁃ Patrick Wood,  Editor.
It feels like I have been screaming into the void about three seemingly separate
movements converging into the most dangerous threat to the American
Constitutional Republic since the Civil War. Now, as their plans unfold in real-time,
we’re witnessing the emergence of a techno-feudal empire built on the ashes of the
republic.

What if I told you that the chaos consuming American politics isn’t random? What if the
seemingly disconnected threads of tech billionaire influence, anti-democratic philosophy,
and Christian nationalism weren’t separate movements but coordinated components of a
master plan to “phoenix the republic”—to deliberately collapse American
Constitutionalism and rebuild it as a corporate-controlled surveillance state?

https://www.technocracy.news/the-phoenix-conspiracy-how-silicon-valleys-shadow-network-is-engineering-americas-constitutional-collapse/
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For half a decade, as a researcher, then podcast host, I have been mapping a conspiracy
so vast and systematic that most people dismissed it as paranoid speculation. Three
movements—Game B’s collective intelligence utopia, the Dark Enlightenment’s anti-
democratic vision, and the Network State’s digital secession—appeared to be distinct
intellectual exercises emerging from different corners of the internet.

I saw something else entirely: a coalescing ideological project funded by the same Silicon
Valley oligarchs, promoted by overlaps of thought leaders, aimed at the same ultimate
goal—the complete transformation of American governance from Constitutional Republic
to techno-authoritarian empire. These movements seek planetary scale, but the capture
of America and the West are priority.

The evidence was always there, hidden in plain sight across podcasts, Substack articles,
investment patterns, and political networks. It took the convergence of these movements
in the Trump-Vance administration—and their rapid implementation through vehicles like
Elon Musk’s Department of Government Efficiency—to reveal the true scope of what I’d
been warning about.

This is the story of how a small network of tech billionaires, anti-democratic philosophers,
and Christian nationalists spent two decades building the intellectual and financial
infrastructure to capture American governance. It’s the story of how ideas once confined
to obscure blogs now directly influence federal policy. And it’s the story of how we arrived
at a moment where the future of the Constitutional Republic and world wide democracy
stands at a crossroads.

At the center of this convergence sits one man whose $21 billion fortune has
systematically funded every major figure across all three movements. Peter Thiel didn’t
just invest in companies—he invested in ideology, carefully nurturing a generation of anti-

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christian_nationalism
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democratic thinkers and providing them with the resources to transform their theories into
political reality.

The network operates through overlapping institutions that most Americans have never
heard of. The Thiel Fellowship—ostensibly a program to help college dropouts pursue
entrepreneurship—has become a pipeline for techno-authoritarians. Among its fellows
are figures like Augustus Doricko, the 24-year-old founder of Rainmaker (whose weather
modification experiments preceded this week’s deadly floods across Kerr County, Texas),
and countless others building what they call the “American Dynamism” movement.

Thiel’s most important investment wasn’t financial—it was intellectual. For over a decade,
he’s been the primary patron of Curtis Yarvin, the philosopher-programmer who writes
under the pseudonym Mencius Moldbug. Yarvin’s anti-democratic theories, once confined
to obscure blogs, now directly influence Trump administration policy through what Yarvin
calls “RAGE”—Retire All Government Employees—the blueprint for Musk’s Department
of Government Efficiency. In the linked YouTube video “How to Reboot the US
Government” (2012 Speech) Yarvin outlines his plan to replace democracy with a
corporate dictatorship, introducing the acronym “RAGE” (Retire All Government
Employees) to purge the federal workforce and install loyalists in a streamlined, CEO-led
government. He explicitly frames the U.S. as needing a corporate overhaul to eliminate
bureaucratic inefficiency.

Dimes Square and Thiel’s Shadow

In the gritty micro-neighborhood of Manhattan’s Dimes Square, a cultural rebellion brews,
backed by the enigmatic Peter Thiel, a often pegged as a libertarian or “tech right” icon.
Known for funding neoreactionary thinkers like Curtis Yarvin and right-wing politicians,
has funneled money into Dimes Square’s dissident art scene, supporting venues
like Sovereign House and events such as the 2021 New People’s Cinema festival. This
scene, blending post-ironic aesthetics with reactionary politics, hosts figures like
Yarvin, Dasha Nekrasova, Anna Khachiyan, and Costin Alamariu, who champion anti-
liberal ideas under Thiel’s patronage. Curiously, many of these individuals have ties to
communism—either through family histories or past leftist affiliations. Yarvin’s
grandparents were Brooklyn Communists, while Nekrasova and Khachiyan, born in the
Soviet Union, once flirted with socialism before pivoting to the New Right. Alamariu was
more seeped in Nietzschean and fascist ideologies. Thiel’s Dimes Square gambit reveals
a paradox: a libertarian bankrolling ex-leftists to forge a neo-feudal order, using their
radical roots to destabilize the liberal status quo.

Thiel’s Networked Ambitions: From Rockbridge to Seasteading to
Network States

Thiel’s influence extends far beyond individual relationships. Through the Rockbridge
Network, co-founded by now-Vice President JD Vance, Thiel has created what amounts
to a “political venture capital firm” that has quietly funneled over $75 million into right-wing
media, voter suppression efforts, and election manipulation technologies. The network’s

https://thielfellowship.org/
https://www.linkedin.com/in/augustus-doricko-660b20145/
https://www.rainmaker.com/
https://a16z.com/american-dynamism/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Curtis_Yarvin
https://www.artnews.com/art-news/news/j-d-vance-dimes-square-the-art-world-new-right-conservatism-1234716130/
https://www.sovereign.house/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dasha_Nekrasova
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anna_Khachiyan
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bronze_Age_Pervert
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rockbridge_Network
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board includes Chris Buskirk, a key TheoBro figure who helped merge Christian
Nationalist ideology with Silicon Valley’s corporate governance fantasies. While
information on the firm is scarce, in 2021 they put out a plan to “remake the right”.

“The Rockbridge Network will replace the current Republican ecosystem of think-tanks,
media organizations and activist groups that have contributed to the Party’s decline with
better action – oriented , more effective people and institutions that are focused on
winning.”

The seasteading project represents perhaps Thiel’s most revealing investment—$1.7
million toward creating floating cities beyond national jurisdiction where tech elites could
experiment with new forms of governance. This directly inspired Balaji
Srinivasan’s Network State. Srinivasan believes the Seasteading project can be revived.

“We actually think seasteading can be revived in the long-term. Why? Because it can be
made part of the network state paradigm. You just need to grow a startup society capable
of crowdfunding a cruise ship. Your society wouldn’t start with something so expensive, of
course; it’d start by getting much more modest pieces of territory around the world and
connecting them into a network archipelago. But once you have a startup society with
tens of thousands of members, something as crazy as a crowdfunded cruise ship
becomes a possibility.”

https://1789capital.vc/christopher-buskirk
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/21574825-the-rockbridge-networks-plan-to-remake-the-right-fall-2021/
https://www.seasteading.org/
https://thenetworkstate.com/
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In his book he explains how this concept, provided the practical framework for
implementing anti-democratic governance on a larger scale under the guise of
“decentralization” “Towards a Recentralized Center”
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If Peter Thiel is the financial architect of this movement, Curtis Yarvin is its intellectual
engine. Writing as Mencius Moldbug, Yarvin spent over a decade developing what would
become known as the Dark Enlightenment, also known as the neo-reactionary movement
(abbreviated to NRx)—a philosophical framework explicitly designed to replace
democratic governance with corporate-style authoritarianism, which Yarvin refers to as
SovCorp, in his Unqualified Reservations blog.

“Let’s start with my ideal world – the world of thousands, preferably even tens of
thousands, of neocameralist city-states and ministates, or neostates. The organizations
which own and operate these neostates are for-profit sovereign corporations, or
sovcorps.”

In Yarvin’s Gray Mirror Substack post titled “The restoration of public truth” (January 3,
2022), he discusses a corporate-style government:

“The mission of this new regime would not be to make its citizens happy, healthy, or holy
—its mission would be to maximize the value of its assets, which are nothing but its
citizens and their property. As a corporation, its board could fire its CEO for anything; as a
government, it could do so only for mismanagement.”

Yarvin’s central thesis is deceptively simple: “democracy” is a false front concealing the
real power structure he calls “the Cathedral.” According to Yarvin, unelected bureaucrats,
media figures, and academics form a shadow government that shapes public opinion
through coordinated narrative control. His solution isn’t reform but complete destruction—
what he calls a “hard reset” of American governance. I don’t have full access to Yarvin’s
paywalled substack, but according to a reddit post, in an essay dated April 2022, Yarvin
updated RAGE to something he described as a “butterfly revolution.” He imagined a

https://www.unqualified-reservations.org/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dark_Enlightenment
https://amzn.to/44zwHKR
https://graymirror.substack.com/p/the-restoration-of-public-truth
https://graymirror.substack.com/p/a-brief-explanation-of-the-cathedral
https://keithanyan.github.io/OpenLetterToOpenMindedProgressives.epub/OpenLetterToOpenMindedProgressives.pdf
https://www.reddit.com/r/samharris/comments/1ijrevc/reboot_revealed_elon_musks_ceodictator_playbook/
https://graymirror.substack.com/p/the-butterfly-revolution?utm_source=publication-search
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second Trump presidency in which Trump would enable a radical government
transformation. The reddit suggests the “proposal will sound familiar to anyone who has
watched Musk wreak havoc on the United States Government (USG).”

Wrote Yarvin:

We’ve got to risk a full power start—a full reboot of the USG. We can only do this by
giving absolute sovereignty to a single organization—with roughly the powers that
the Allied occupation authorities held in Japan and Germany in the fall of 1945. This level
of centralized emergency power worked to refound a nation then, for them. So it should
work now, for us.

(The metaphor of “full power start” comes from Star Trek and entails a risky process of
restarting a fictional spaceship in a way that might cause “implosion.” The World War II
metaphor casts the federal government as a conquered enemy now controlled by an
outside force.)

“What Trump is going to do is to build this regime-in-exile or occupation authority as a
private and (needless to say) peaceful institution—a larva. By winning a Presidential
election, he will then install it in office…Trump himself will not be the brain of this butterfly.
He will not be the CEO. He will be the chairman of the board—he will select the CEO (an
experienced executive). This process, which obviously has to be televised, will be
complete by his inauguration—at which the transition to the next regime will start
immediately.”

His preferred model is “neocameralism“—running countries like corporations with CEO-
monarchs who have absolute authority but are accountable to wealthy shareholders. In
this system, citizenship becomes a service contract, citizens become customers or
employees, and government becomes a profit-maximizing enterprise.

The influence of Yarvin’s ideas on current policy cannot be overstated. His “RAGE”
concept—mass firing of civil servants—became the template for Trump’s Schedule F
executive order and Musk’s DOGE implementation. Two DOGE advisers confirmed to
The Washington Post, that Yarvin had offered “the most crisp articulation” of what the
department is trying to achieve.

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S-S4JpRkvUE
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Allied_Control_Council
https://www.unqualified-reservations.org/2007/12/neocameralism-and-escalator-of/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/restoring-accountability-to-policy-influencing-positions-within-the-federal-workforce/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2025/05/08/curtis-yarvin-doge-musk-thiel/
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“There’s this alliance of the media, of universities, of government,” one DOGE adviser
explained, speaking anonymously. “These people are capturing the government and
using it for their own ends and for their own power. And that’s very scary to us. You want
to lessen the power of the cathedral.”

“Yet even Yarvin has been surprised by the crude implementation of his ideas. In recent
Washington Post interviews, he’s compared DOGE to “‘an orchestra of chimpanzees
trying to perform Wagner.’ He also said the group’s attitude toward federal workers
resembles that of a brash but insecure man who repels potential sexual partners. ‘In the
worst aspects of DOGE, there’s this aspect of the incel who gets mad at the girl who
won’t sleep with him,’ Yarvin said, using the term for so-called involuntary celibates.
‘That’s not a powerful attitude.’”

Perhaps the philosopher has discovered that his elegant theories, when implemented by
political actors, become something far more chaotic and destructive than even he
envisioned.

https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2025/05/08/curtis-yarvin-doge-musk-thiel/
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While Curtis Yarvin provides the intellectual scaffolding for neo-reactionary governance,
Nick Land stands as the philosophical architect whose ideas catalyzed the Dark
Enlightenment’s most radical ambitions. Land, a British philosopher and founder of the
accelerationist movement, rejects not only liberal democracy but the very premise of
human-centered governance. His work is foundational to understanding how the anti-
democratic, anti-constitutional, techno-feudal vision advanced by Yarvin and others is not
an aberration, but the logical endpoint of a deeper philosophical current.

Accelerationism and the Critique of Democracy

Land’s accelerationism posits that the forces of capital and technology should not be
restrained but pushed to their limits, even if this means the destruction of existing social
and political orders. He views liberal democracy as a historical dead end—an impediment
to the “runaway” processes of technological and economic evolution. In Land’s
framework, democracy is not just inefficient; it is fundamentally obsolete, destined to be
outpaced and ultimately replaced by more adaptive, post-human systems. Land’s core
thesis is that capitalism is not a human construct to be tamed or reformed but an
autonomous, almost alien force that drives technological progress at an exponential pace.
In texts like The Thirst for Annihilation and his later blog posts on Xenosystems, he posits
that human agency is increasingly irrelevant in the face of this “techno-capital singularity.”
For Land, resistance to this process—whether through socialism, regulation, or ethical
concerns—is futile and misguided. Instead, he advocates for accelerationism: the
deliberate intensification of capitalist dynamics to push society past its breaking point,
unleashing a post-human future.

This vision is rooted in a blend of cybernetics, Nietzschean philosophy, and science
fiction. Cybernetics informs his view of technology as an autonomous, self-reinforcing
system that drives progress beyond human control. Nietzsche’s ideas of the Übermensch
and the will to power underpin Land’s celebration of elite, post-human forces that

https://amzn.to/4kuQZLK
https://xenogothic.com/2020/07/24/the-philosophy-and-politics-of-accelerationism-course-out-now/
https://amzn.to/4eFrANO
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Accelerationism#:~:text=Accelerationism%20is%20a%20range%20of,and%20create%20radical%20social%20transformations.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cybernetics#:~:text=The%20development%20of%20management%20cybernetics,often%20described%20in%20cybernetic%20terms.
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transcend traditional morality. Science fiction, particularly cyberpunk, shapes his
apocalyptic imagery of a machinic future where humanity is reshaped or eclipsed by
technology. Science fiction such as, William Gibson’s Neuromancer and Philip K. Dick’s
works, envisions technology and capitalism as autonomous forces driving a post-human
future. The cosmic horror of H.P. Lovecraft and J.G. Ballard’s psychosexual tech-
dystopias further shape Land’s apocalyptic vision of a machinic singularity. Additionally,
Land’s ideas resonate with Julius Evola’s esoteric traditionalism, particularly in their
shared rejection of modernity and embrace of hierarchical, transcendent orders. Land
draws heavily on thinkers like Gilles Deleuze and Félix Guattari, whose concept of
“deterritorialization” he radicalizes to describe capitalism’s relentless dismantling of
traditional structures—nations, cultures, even biology. He sees technology as the ultimate
accelerant, a force that rewires human cognition and social organization. In his view,
artificial intelligence, blockchain, and biotechnology are not tools but agents of a coming
“machinic” order, where human values are subordinated to the imperatives of efficiency
and complexity.

Nick Land and the CCRU: Accelerating the Abyss

In the mid-1990s, the Cybernetic Culture Research Unit (CCRU) at the University of
Warwick became a crucible for radical thought, and cultural exploration, blending
philosophy, cybernetics, occultism, science fiction, and techno-culture, with Nick Land as
its visionary architect. Founded by feminist British philosopher, Sadie Plant (author
of Zeros + Ones) and affiliated with Warwick’s Philosophy Department, it attracted a mix
of academics, artists, and students, including Land, Mark Fisher, Kodwo Eshun,
and Luciana Parisi. A rogue collective blending cybernetics, Deleuze, cyberpunk,
and occultism, the CCRU rejected academic norms to explore technology’s autonomous
drive and capitalism’s runaway dynamics. Land, fueled by psychedelics and techno,
developed accelerationism, urging the intensification of these forces to collapse human-
centric systems into a machinic singularity. His concept of “hyperstition”—fictional
ideas that catalyze reality—envisioned techno-capital as an alien intelligence, prefiguring
transhuman, “hyper-racist” entities and “techno-plastic beings.” He developed
accelerationism, arguing that capitalism’s self-amplifying dynamics should be intensified
to collapse human-centric systems and usher in a techno-singularity. His
essay Meltdown (1994) and later Fanged Noumena (2011) crystallized these ideas.
Land’s CCRU tenure marks a genesis point for techno-feudalism, where his prophetic
visions of elite-driven, anti-democratic systems resonate with modern tech oligarchs
plotting a new order. Land’s involvement ended when the CCRU dissolved in 1997. He
left academia, moved to Shanghai, and shifted toward neoreactionary (NRx) ideas, but
the CCRU’s legacy shaped his later work and the broader accelerationist movement.

http://xenopraxis.net/readings/land_machinicdesire.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gilles_Deleuze
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Deleuze_and_Guattari
https://web.archive.org/web/20070302131502/https://www.ccru.net/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sadie_Plant
https://amzn.to/40dcOYV
https://warwick.ac.uk/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mark_Fisher
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kodwo_Eshun
https://deterritorialinvestigations.wordpress.com/2016/12/29/luciana-parisi-on-ccru-entering-the-instrument/
https://web.archive.org/web/20020120203507/http://www.ccru.demon.co.uk/
https://cyborganthropology.com/Hyperstition
https://socialecologies.wordpress.com/2019/02/05/apocalyptic-culture-hyperstition-at-the-edge-of-oblivion/
http://hyperstition.org/
https://web.archive.org/web/20141013160934/https://alternative-right.blogspot.com/2014/10/hyper-racism.html
http://www.ccru.net/swarm1/1_melt.htm
https://amzn.to/3Ime7yq
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Land’s anti-humanist stance is explicit: he envisions a future where governance is
optimized for intelligence, efficiency, and technological advancement, not for the well-
being or participation of the masses. This vision aligns seamlessly with the Dark
Enlightenment’s advocacy for rule by a technocratic elite—philosopher-kings whose
legitimacy derives from cognitive and technological superiority rather than popular
consent. Land’s influence is evident in the concept of the “SovCorp” (sovereign
corporation), where states are run as profit-maximizing enterprises, and in the broader
push toward network states and tokenized societies. Nick Land refers to this in his essay
on the Dark Enlightenment, as gov-corp.

“The formalization of political powers, thirdly, allows for the possibility of effective
government. Once the universe of democratic corruption is converted into a (freely
transferable) shareholding in gov-corp. the owners of the state can initiate rational
corporate governance, beginning with the appointment of a CEO. As with any business,
the interests of the state are now precisely formalized as the maximization of long-term
shareholder value. There is no longer any need for residents (clients) to take any interest
in politics whatsoever. In fact, to do so would be to exhibit semi-criminal proclivities. If
gov-corp doesn’t deliver acceptable value for its taxes (sovereign rent), they can notify its
customer service function, and if necessary take their custom elsewhere. Gov-corp would
concentrate upon running an efficient, attractive, vital, clean, and secure country, of a kind
that is able to draw customers. No voice, free exit.”

https://www.unqualified-reservations.org/2007/12/neocameralism-and-escalator-of/
https://www.thedarkenlightenment.com/the-dark-enlightenment-by-nick-land/#part4
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P.119, Xenosystems Fragments by Nick Land

Land’s accelerationism dismisses constitutional constraints, celebrating the emergence of
new elites—whether corporate, algorithmic, or post-human—who can harness
technology’s disruptive potential, aligning with the reality of techno-feudalism as humans
become “techno-plastic beings”. Techno-plastic beings is a term Land uses to describe
entities emerging from the fusion of technology, biology, and capital—adaptable, self-
modifying systems that transcend fixed human or organic forms. These beings are
“plastic” in their ability to reconfigure themselves, driven by the machinic logic of techno-
capital.

https://web.archive.org/web/20220314150921/https://apostategallery.com/XENOSYSTEMS_FRAGMENTS.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20220314150921/https://apostategallery.com/XENOSYSTEMS_FRAGMENTS.pdf
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While Yarvin and Land’s Dark Enlightenment provide the anti-democratic theory, Game B
offers the seductive alternative vision. Founded by complexity theorist Jim
Rutt, evolutionary biologist Bret Weinstein, entrepreneur Jordan Hall, and Hall’s
cofounder of Qualia Life fka Neurohacker Collective, Daniel Schmachtenberger, Game
B positions itself as humanity’s evolution beyond “rivalrous” competition toward “anti-
fragile” collaboration. Game~B operates through the left hand path of the political
dialectic, using the archetype of divine mother, and soft power influence in lieu of the Dark
Enlightment’s right-hand, patriarchal archetype of autocratic rule. In true dialectical
fashion, their convergence through Network States exemplifies a shared telos, resulting in
the dissolution of geographical sovereign nation states.

https://www.santafe.edu/people/profile/jim-rutt
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Glgcl9AVWbA
https://www.linkedin.com/in/jordangreenhall/
https://www.qualialife.com/founders-story-the-origin-of-neurohacker-collective?srsltid=AfmBOopbbb_uUuhsg5vwdoUIRiN8tMU1KfxmSiEzo_oxlrlou4D7crmx
https://www.linkedin.com/in/danielschmachtenberger/
https://www.gameb.wiki/index.php?title=Game_B
https://www.gameb.wiki/index.php?title=Rivalrousness
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Illustration showing Industry 4.0 components including IoT, automation, cloud, big data, cybersecurity,
and connection

The Game~B language is intoxicating in ways that would make, their spiritual and
intellectual mentors— Neoplatonic philosophers, such
as Plotinus, Porphyry, Iamblichus, Proclus, Theosphists such as Alice Bailey, Fabian
Society member, and science fiction writer, HG Wells, French Jesuit Preist, Teihard de
Chardin, and New Thought leader, Barbara Marx Hubbard—to name a few, blush with
pride. Jargon veiled in warm-fuzzy lexicon— “collective intelligence,” “anti-rivalrous
dynamics,” “omni-win civilizations,” “emergent coherence”— encourage consensus,
harmonizing Chardin’s vision of a Noosphere. Game B advocates speak of transcending
left-right politics, building regenerative systems that serve all life, hosting and speaking at
sophisticated conferences and doing dialogues, often referred to as “dialoguous” in
Game~B, across platforms in person and online that feature respected academics and
spiritual teachers. Jordan Hall’s presentation on Game~B Approach to Startup
Societies at the Startup Societies foundation conference held at Peter Thiel’s Prospera in
Honduras illustrates how they are marketing to an entrepreneurial and potentially
“libertarian minded” audience in efforts to transcend the mainstream partisan lines.

As I have consistently warned, Game B’s beautiful language conceals a disturbing reality.
The movement’s core premise—that current civilization (Game A) is doomed, facing a
“meta-crisis” and must be replaced—creates a false choice between collapse and their
alternative. This Hegelian dialectic manufacturing crisis, which they reference as “meta-
crises”, to justify predetermined solutions is a classic manipulation technique.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Neoplatonism
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Plotinus
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Porphyry_of_Tyre
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Iamblichus
https://amzn.to/3GAuua8
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Theosophy
https://www.lucistrust.org/books/about_alice_a_bailey
https://fabians.org.uk/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/H._G._Wells
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pierre_Teilhard_de_Chardin
https://newthoughtalliance.org/What-is-New-Thought
https://www.co-intelligence.org/newsletter/BarbMarxHubbardStory.html
https://www.limicon2025.com/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PKz9TAsqsRo
https://youtu.be/TIWpPsIH3IU
https://metacrisis.org/META-CRISIS/03.+%F0%9F%8C%8E+Projects/Game+B
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More troubling is Game B’s relationship to democracy and worse the conflicts it presents
with the principles of the Constitutional Republic. While advocates speak of “collective
intelligence,”—which is portentously reminiscent of H.G. Wells World Brain, and Teilhard
de Chardin’s concept of the Noosphere— and Jim Rutt advocates “liquid democracy”,
they consistently dismiss the messy realities of democratic participation, the quandaries
presented via technological implementations, not to mention the direct incompatibility of
“democracy” with a Constitutional Republic. Their vision of “emergent coherence” sounds
suspiciously like Algocracy, algorithmic governance—decision-making systems that claim
to represent the collective will, while being controlled by whoever programs the
algorithms.

Jordan Hall’s Civium Project exemplifies this dynamic. Promoted as an alternative to
traditional cities, Civium would be governed by “meta-protocols” and “deep code” rather
than elected representatives. Hall speaks of “designing culture” and creating
“technological scaffolding” for human relationships—the hubris of a small group of
technologists believing they can engineer better forms of human social organization than
those developed over millennia.

I have extensively documented how Game B’s funding sources reveal its true nature.
While advocates claim to reject current power structures, their conferences are
sponsored by the same tech oligarchs driving the other movements. Game B serves as a
philosophical gateway drug, introducing idealistic people to anti-democratic ideas through
appealing language about human potential.

Similar to what we’ve seen from Peter Thiel, (while it’s not a monolith) Game~B has
adopted a Christian veneer with Jordan Hall’s recent conversion. In Hall’s recent
speech, The Rise of Network States and Smart Cities for the Startups Societies
Conference at Vitalia (now renamed Infinita) he uses the concept of Christian Liturgy to
endorse communitarianism. As I note in my analysis of Hall’s work, this represents what
appears to be “a strategic appropriation of religious tradition for marketing and
movement-building“.

https://www.gameb.wiki/index.php?title=Collective_Intelligence
https://amzn.to/4lFrl7M
https://teilhard.com/2013/08/13/the-noosphere-part-i-teilhard-de-chardins-vision/#:~:text=Under%20Teilhard's%20vision%2C%20God%20created%20the%20Big,constituted%20by%20the%20interaction%20of%20human%20minds.
https://medium.com/@memetic007/liquid-democracy-9cf7a4cb7f
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Government_by_algorithm
https://medium.com/deep-code/from-city-to-civium-5838e0cdfe31
https://deepcode.substack.com/
https://youtu.be/eZTNxFlNT8Q?si=hTNi4Sjf-nxPngxE
https://web.archive.org/web/20240423012336/https://vitalia.city/
https://www.infinita.city/
https://web.archive.org/web/20110916082603/http://www.postsustainabilityinstitute.org/individualism-vs-communitarianism.html
https://courtenayturner.substack.com/p/the-civium-mirage-rebranding-utopia
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Balaji Srinivasan’s Network State movement provides the practical framework for
implementing Game B’s vision and Dark Enlightenment theories. His book outlines a
seven-step process for creating new nations based on digital communities rather than
geographic territories.

The process begins innocuously enough: form online communities around shared values,
develop capacity for collective action, build economic systems using cryptocurrency. But
the end goal is revolutionary—diplomatic recognition as sovereign entities that exist
parallel to and eventually replace traditional nation-states.

Srinivasan’s vision is explicitly feudal. Instead of geography-based nations with
democratic accountability, humanity would be organized into ideology-based enclaves
controlled by crypto-plutocrats. The wealthy would purchase territory globally, creating
archipelagos of aligned communities connected by blockchain governance systems
similar to Peter Thiel’s Prospera. “Inside the “Illegal” Billionaire Paradise with its Own
Laws” is an apropos title for this short documentary on Prospera which showcases some
very curious “life extension” experiments..

https://amzn.to/4lhA0h6
https://newrepublic.com/article/180487/balaji-srinivasan-network-state-plutocrat
https://www.prospera.co/en
https://youtu.be/pdmVDO0a8dc?si=rQG9aaMaXAOYZBuH
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The appeal for tech billionaires is obvious. Rather than subjecting themselves to
democratic oversight, or regulatory limitations, they could create custom jurisdictions with
laws designed to maximize their power and wealth. In the context of Albert O.
Hirschman’s book, exit replaces voice—instead of trying to convince fellow citizens
through political participation, dissatisfied elites simply leave to create their own nations.

Projects like Praxis, which recently secured $525 million to build a “crypto-friendly city” in
a special economic zone with reduced regulatory barriers, represent early
implementations of this vision. The city in Greenland, with investment from Thiel
through Pronomos Capital, promises to “accelerate technological progress while
promoting traditional values of Western Civilization”—code for creating spaces where
tech elites can operate without regulatory constraints.

https://amzn.to/4lHs3S8
https://www.praxisnation.com/news/financing-announcement-10-24
https://www.pronomos.vc/
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These aren’t simply business ventures but pilot programs for a larger transformation. The
COVID-19 pandemic accelerated network state experiments as remote work normalized
and tech workers began relocating en masse to jurisdictions with favorable tax and
regulatory environments.

From left to right: Pete Hegseth, Doug Wilson, Chris Buskirk, Andrew Isker, William E. Wolfe, JD
Vance, Trae Stephens, Garry Tan, Josh Abbotoy, Augustus Doricko, Marc Andreessen, and Peter

Thiel.
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The newest and perhaps most precarious component of this convergence is the TheoBro
movement—young Christian nationalist men who merge Reformed theology with Silicon
Valley supremacism. Unlike previous evangelical movements focused on cultural issues,
TheoBros explicitly advocate for replacing democratic governance with biblical law.

Operating primarily through podcasts, social media, and affiliated churches—particularly
the Communion of Reformed Evangelical Churches (CREC) founded by Douglas Wilson
—they advocate positions that would shock most Christians: repealing the 19th
Amendment to end women’s suffrage, implementing public flogging for certain crimes,
establishing biblical law as the legal foundation for American governance.

Their hypermasculine aesthetics fit perfectly with El Segundo’s “Gundo Bros” culture—the
defense tech scene where many of these entrepreneurs operate through the right hand
path of the Hegelian political system, exuding patriarchal, authoritarian archetypes. These
young men combine Christian identity with explicit nationalist ideology, often boasting of
their physical fitness and traditional gender roles while building weapons systems and
surveillance technologies.

https://adamericksen.org/the-theobros-and-jd-vance-understanding-the-threat-to-christianity-and-to-america/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Christian_nationalism_in_the_United_States
https://christkirkdc.com/
https://crechurches.org/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Douglas_Wilson_(theologian)
https://www.linkedin.com/pulse/gundo-bros-electromagnetic-war-googles-ai-defence-ida-kymmer-rixmc/
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/nationalism/#NatPat


20/38

El Segundo has become the Silicon Valley of the military industrial complex
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The movement’s political connections run deep. JD Vance attends a TheoBro-affiliated
church and has spoken at events organized by the movement’s leaders. Chris Buskirk,
Vance’s co-founder at Rockbridge Network, sits on the board of TheoBro-aligned
organizations. Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth’s membership in a CREC church drew
attention because of the denomination’s explicitly Christian nationalist positions.

Organizations like Discipulus Ventures represent the institutional merger of these
ideologies. Founded by 20-year-old Jakob Diepenbrock, Discipulus explicitly seeks
founders who combine “entrepreneurship, personal virtue, and obligation to our country”
while working on “hard tech, defense, or industry” problems. The accelerator has raised
$6 million from investors including Andreessen Horowitz and Lux Capital, backing military
startups that merge Christian nationalism with advanced weapons development.

TheoBros provide something crucial that Game B and Dark Enlightenment lack—a sense
of divine mandate. Rather than merely arguing for techno-authoritarianism on efficiency
grounds, they frame it as fulfilling God’s will. This religious dimension imbues their
autocracy with a semblance of righteousness making it appear sacrosanct.

The election of Donald Trump with JD Vance as Vice President marked the transition of
these movements from theoretical discussions to practical implementation. All three
movements now operate through official channels of government power, implementing
policies that advance their shared vision of post-democratic, post-constitutional, and in
some cases post-liberal governance.

Curtis Yarvin’s influence on the Trump administration extends far beyond DOGE. His
concept of “the Cathedral” now frames official rhetoric about media, academia, and
bureaucracy. His vision of CEO-style governance influences executive power expansion.
His writings on immigration and social order align with administration policies that view
democratic participation as fundamentally destabilizing.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rockbridge_Network
https://www.discipulusventures.com/
https://www.discipulusventures.com/team
https://a16z.com/about/
https://www.luxcapital.com/
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Elon Musk’s DOGE represents the most direct implementation of Yarvin’s theories. The
department’s mass firing of federal employees, centralization of executive power, and
replacement of democratic oversight with corporate-style management mirrors Yarvin’s
“RAGE” concept almost perfectly. When DOGE advisers say they want to “lessen the
power of the cathedral,” they’re using Yarvin’s exact terminology and analytical
framework.

Curtis Yarvin speaking on “How to Reboot the US Government.”

Game B advocates point to governmental dysfunction as evidence that current institutions
are failing and new forms of collective intelligence are needed. Their conferences and
dialogues, feature discussions on how blockchain governance and AI-mediated decision-
making could replace traditional decision making processes, governance structures, and
remove the executive and legislative functions with a primarily juridical. This sounds like a
techno-philosopher-king rule, no different from Yarvin’s CEO ruled SovCorp, or Nic Land’s
GovCorp, but cloaked in different language marketed to a different target audience. Jim
Rutt, Jordan Hall and others in the space such as John Vervaeke have had many
discusses envisioning new governance systems for Game B, mentioning
blockchain, DAOs, as a tool. Hall envisages “civiums” (networked communities) using
blockchain and AI for decision making and governance apparatus. The movement’s
emphasis on “collective intelligence” provides intellectual cover for algorithmic
governance systems that centralize power while claiming to represent the people’s will.

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/establishing-and-implementing-the-presidents-department-of-government-efficiency/
https://johnvervaeke.com/
https://dorahacks.io/buidl/13593
https://medium.com/deep-code/from-city-to-civium-5838e0cdfe31
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Network State proponents see the current political moment as validation of their exit
strategy. Rather than working within existing democratic institutions, they advocate
building parallel systems that can eventually replace nation-states entirely. The success
of crypto-friendly jurisdictions and special economic zones provides proof-of-concept for
their vision of corporate-controlled territories.

TheoBros frame all of these developments as spiritual warfare—a cosmic battle between
Christian civilization and secular decadence. Their theology provides moral justification
for dismantling democratic institutions and the Constitutional republic, in favor of biblical
governance. When Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth leads Pentagon prayers praising
Trump as divinely appointed, he’s implementing TheoBro theology at the highest levels of
government. It’s one thing for a person to hold religious beliefs that shape their personal
view of events and people etc., but to project those beliefs on political affairs is entirely
different.

What emerges from this convergence isn’t a reformed democracy or even traditional
authoritarianism—it’s something new that researchers like Yanis Varoufakis call “techno-
feudalism.” In this system, tech platforms function as digital fiefdoms where users
contribute data and labor without fair compensation, controlled by algorithmic lords who
extract value through rent rather than production.

The COVID-19 pandemic accelerated this transformation as digital platforms became
essential infrastructure for economic and social life. But rather than treating these
platforms as public utilities subject to popular sovereignty, the tech oligarchs used their
indispensability to argue for even less oversight and regulation.

Platform dominance creates new forms of dependency that mirror feudal relationships.
Users become digital serfs whose labor and data generate value they don’t control.
Content creators, small businesses, and even governments become dependent on

https://www.prospera.co/news/prospera-faqs
https://amzn.to/4eycs4W
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platform access for their survival. The platform owners—the new feudal lords—collect
rent from all economic activity within their domains.

This isn’t metaphorical. Facebook, Google, Amazon, and other platforms literally control
access to markets, information, and social connection. They can deplatform businesses,
manipulate information flows, and shape political discourse through algorithmic control.
Their power exceeds that of most governments, but unlike governments, they’re not
accountable to democratic or representative oversight.

The Network State concept represents the ultimate expression of this development—
corporate-controlled territories where representative participation is replaced by a hybrid
of stakeholder and shareholder governance. Citizens become customers, public goods
become private services, and political rights become terms of service agreements. If you
add SMART contracts to the mix, an unfathomable tyranny could be imposed.

The defense tech culture emerging from El Segundo, California represents the
militarization of these ideological currents. The self-styled “Gundo Bros” combine
hypermasculine aesthetics with explicitly Christian and nationalist ideology while building
advanced weapons systems for the Pentagon.

These young entrepreneurs don’t just build technology—they build ideology. Their
accelerators like Discipulus Ventures explicitly seek founders who merge “personal virtue”
with “obligation to our country,” creating a pipeline from Christian nationalism to advanced
weapons development. The fact that major venture capital firms like Andreessen Horowitz
and Lux Capital back these explicitly ideological ventures shows how mainstream this
fusion has become.

https://www.vanityfair.com/news/story/el-segundo-california-silicon-valley-hard-tech-hub
https://www.discipulusventures.com/cohort
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The cultural elements are as important as the technological ones. The Gundo Bros’
emphasis on physical fitness, traditional gender roles, and Christian identity creates a
distinct subculture that merges tech innovation with authoritarian values. When founders
attend Friday night mass together and speak of “growing in faith” as part of their
entrepreneurial journey, they’re building ideological solidarity alongside business
relationships.

This culture produces more than just weapons—it produces warriors for the techno-feudal
order. These young men see themselves as defending Western civilization against
decadent liberalism, building the technological infrastructure needed to secure their vision
of Christian nationalist governance which could ultimately be utilized by a myriad of
technocratic visions.

The analysis of this convergence as a Hegelian dialectic proves remarkably prescient. A
new, insidious form of techno-feudal authority emerges from the synthesis of left-leaning,
Gaia-oriented decentralization and patriarchal, autocratic techno-authoritarianism. The
Dark Enlightenment represents a thesis—marketed to a politically right wing audience,
using patriarchal archetypes, traditionalism, and explicit techno-authoritarianism justified
through appeals to efficiency and natural hierarchy. Game~B functions as an antithesis—
marketed to a left leaning audience, using the archetype of divine mother, presenting
itself as a democratic, environmentally sustainable alternative that nevertheless
advocates for many of the same structural changes veiled in different language,
prioritizing themes for an alternative market. The synthesis that emerges, under the
political banner of “libertarianism” with both poles drawing from concepts such as Network
States and leaders like Peter Thiel, who emerges as the most significant convergence
point between all three movements, functioning as both ideological catalyst and financial
enabler of the techno-feudal transformation. With a net worth of $20.8 billion, Thiel has
systematically funded every major figure and institution across the Game~B, Dark

https://labusinessjournal.com/featured/military-culture-in-tech/
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Enlightenment, and Network State movements, while aligning in many ways with the
TheoBros by varnishing technocracy, and in some cases transhumanism, with “Christian-
ease”. Emerging from this dialectical tension is techno-feudalism: hierarchical
technological governance that incorporates elements of both efficiency-focused
technocracy and philosopher king rule.

This dialectical structure helps explain why movements with such different cultural and
political appeals could converge on similar institutional proposals. Both movements
identify genuine problems with current governance systems—whether framed as
democratic inefficiency or meaning crisis—and propose technological solutions that
necessarily concentrate power in the hands of those who design and control the
technological systems. Game~B proponents like Jordan Hall, Jim Rutt, Bret Weinstein,
and Daniel Schmactenberger et al., speak eloquently of collective intelligence, anti-
rivalrous dynamics, and emergent coherence. Their Civium projects promise to transcend
the limitations of traditional cities through “meta-protocols” and “deep code” governance
systems that harness the wisdom of crowds while maintaining ecological sustainability.
Yet beneath this appealing language lies a proposal that is structurally identical to what
the Dark Enlightenment advocates: the replacement of legislative processes with
algorithmic “juridical” systems purporting to embody higher wisdom than solely human
democratic or representative deliberation can achieve.
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I have been consistently warning about what others couldn’t or wouldn’t see. Through my
podcast, radio show, Substack, and various media appearances, I’ve mapped the
connections between these movements extensively.

My analysis goes beyond simple dot-connecting to reveal the ideological and
methodological consistency underlying apparently diverse movements. Through the
framework of “Hegelian dialectics” we can see how these groups manufacture or
capitalize on crises to justify predetermined solutions. The future of cognitive sovereignty
hinges on a fortified a philosophical foundation for resistance to technocratic
manipulation.
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If we rely on self-described goals, and flowery elucidations of human flourishing, and
human potential but fail to recognize the practical applications of the utopian visions, we
could be headed for an extremely dystopian path. While Game B advocates speak
beautifully about human flourishing, I focus on their actual governance proposals and the
potential ramifications. While Network State proponents promise freedom through exit, I
implore you seek and examine who would control the new territories and look at current
examples. While TheoBros aver divine mandate, we could spend countless hours
analyzing their political alliances and funding sources, telling a different story.

My warnings about the “Third Way” and technocratic synthesis, unfortunately prove
seemingly prescient as these movements merge into unified political action, whether
through, “post-partisan” “Third Way” movements like the Third Way think tank, Forward
Party, The Emancipation Party, GoodParty.org, Renew America Movement (RAM), Serve
America Movement (SAM),No Labels, United Independents, Alliance Party, Braver
Angels, The People’s Party (U.S., historical context), Independent Voting, Common
Sense American, We the People Party, or Elon Musk’s “American party which is being
endorsed by Andrew Yang of the “Forward Party”, or via synergistic democracy, liquid
democracy, or other blockchain voting modalities advocated by Game~B and Dark
Enlightenment, or the complete dissolution of political governance and nation states via,
theocracy, SovCorps or Network States. As I mention in my article “Technological Age of
Aquarius: Third Way Dream or Digital Dystopia?”, (linked below) political dialectics are
fomented to create technological synthesis. The poles between the left and right are
pushed to extremes exacerbating the dialectical churn to create the technocratic
synthesis. As Anthony Giddens states in his book, The Third Way:The Renewal of Social
Democracy(1998) “A renewed social democracy has to be left of centre, because social
justice and emancipatory politics remain at its core. Technocracy aligns with many of the
Third Way political platforms, such as “energy certificates”. Elon Musk’s maternal
grandfather Joshua Haldeman was a key figure in Canada’s Technocracy Incorporated,
leading the movement until its ban in 1940 and promoting a vision of authoritarian,
engineer-led governance. Musk’s reported consultation with Yarvin regarding the launch
of the America Party for midterms, suggests an interest in alternative governance models,
potentially influenced by the technocratic ideas Haldeman championed. The America
Party’s aim to disrupt the two-party system aligns with, Third Way politics slogan of
capturing the “radical center” and Technocracy’s radical social and economic restructuring
ethos.

“Do you want independence from the two-party (some would say uniparty) system?”

June 5, 2025:

Musk tweeted:

“Is it time to create a new political party in America that actually represents the 80% in the
middle?”

https://www.thirdway.org/about
https://www.forwardparty.com/
https://web.archive.org/web/20140923162309/http://emancipationparty.org/about/
https://goodparty.org/
https://www.unifyamerica.org/renew-america
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Serve_America_Movement
https://nolabels.org/
https://unitedindependents.us/
https://theallianceparty.com/
https://braverangels.org/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/People%27s_Party_(United_States,_2017)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Independent_voting_movement
https://www.commonsenseamerican.org/
https://www.kennedy24.com/ballot_access_about_we_the_people_party
https://www.forwardparty.com/
https://medium.com/office-for-the-future/337-synergistic-democracy-and-the-independent-movement-40995bbeb99b
https://medium.com/@memetic007/making-liquid-democracy-work-pay-the-delegates-bd813a9cb60a
https://amzn.to/4dIP0Sc
https://archive.org/details/theenergycertifi00unse
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Technocracy_movement
https://archive.ph/SqHLa
https://www.axios.com/2025/07/08/elon-musk-america-party-helpers-challenges
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Radical_centrism
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Technocracy
https://x.com/elonmusk/status/1930685402631053403
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While these appear as separate intellectual exercises they forgather as components of a
deliberate project to transform American governance. As with any dialectic, seemingly
contradictory ideologies—libertarian Network States and authoritarian Christian
nationalism—can coexist and mutually reinforce each other within the same political
coalition.

Tokenization, the process of converting assets, rights, or identities into digital tokens on
blockchain or similar systems, is a recurring theme in the ideologies of Game B, Network
States, TheoBros, Peter Thiel, and the Dark Enlightenment. These movements,
converging toward a techno-feudal vision, propose tokenization as a mechanism to
restructure society, governance, and power. By replacing democratic institutions with
tokenized systems, they risk creating a control grid—a networked, technocratic
infrastructure that centralizes power under the guise of decentralization, enabling
surveillance, behavioral control, and elite dominance.

Game B and Tokenization: Algorithmic Governance as Phoenix Rebirth

Tokenization Proposal: Tokenization, particularly via blockchain, is central to their vision
of “collective intelligence” governance. In Jordan Hall’s Civium Project, tokenized “meta-
protocols” and “deep code” govern communities, assigning value to actions, resources, or
reputations as digital tokens. Rutt’s 2025 X poll (picture is later in this article) on
rebuilding society’s “operating system” with “new OS membranes” suggests tokenized
systems to replace traditional institutions, as discussed in advocacy for blockchain-based
“liquid democracy” or decentralized autonomous organizations (DAOs). These tokens
could represent voting power, economic stakes, or social capital, creating a new societal
framework.

Network States and Tokenization: Digital Feudalism as Phoenix Rebirth

https://www.weforum.org/stories/2024/12/tokenization-blockchain-assets-finance/
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Tokenization Proposal: Balaji Srinivasan’s The Network State (2022) proposes
tokenized governance for digital-first communities that crowdfund physical territories,
aiming for sovereignty. Tokens represent membership, voting rights, or economic stakes
in these “network archipelagos,” using blockchain to enforce contracts and manage
resources. Srinivasan’s vision, inspired by Thiel’s seasteading and supported by venture
capital like Pronomos Capital, envisions tokens as a currency of citizenship, where
individuals “buy in” to a state’s rules, as seen in projects like Praxis ($525 million crypto-
city).

Peter Thiel and Tokenization: Techno-Feudal Architect as Phoenix
Catalyst

Tokenization Proposal: Peter Thiel, a central figure uniting these movements,
champions tokenization through investments in blockchain, crypto, and surveillance tech.
His funding of Srinivasan’s Counsyl (now Myriad Genetics), Yarvin’s Urbit (a tokenized
identity platform), and crypto ventures like Pronomos Capital reflects a vision of tokenized
governance. Thiel’s seasteading projects, inspired by Yarvin and Patri Friedman, aimed to
create sovereign city-states using tokenized systems for economic and political control,
as noted in a 2017 Business Insider article.

Tokenization Proposal: The Dark Enlightenment, led by Curtis Yarvin and Nick Land,
advocates for “neocameralism”—states run like corporations with tokenized “shares”
determining governance power. Yarvin’s “Patchwork” model envisions thousands of
sovereign city-states, each governed by tokenized contracts where shareholders (elites)
hold authority, as outlined in his 2008 Unqualified Reservations blog. Land’s
accelerationism envisions tokenized systems accelerating capitalism to a “fascist point,”
with AI and blockchain enabling elite control. Thiel’s funding of Yarvin’s Urbit, a tokenized
identity platform, operationalizes this vision, aiming to replace democratic systems with
corporate-led governance.

https://myriad.com/about-myriad-genetics/
https://media.urbit.org/whitepaper.pdf
https://ia800800.us.archive.org/29/items/nick_land_writings/LAND%2C%20Nick%20-%20A%20Quick%20and%20Dirty%20Introduction%20to%20Accelerationism.pdf
https://i.ytimg.com/vi/BLKguSkgDxI/hq720.jpg?sqp=-oaymwEhCK4FEIIDSFryq4qpAxMIARUAAAAAGAElAADIQj0AgKJD&rs=AOn4CLCwRQtJ9QQkEz_MUsSk7yR6A0KEKQ
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We are living through what these movements signal as “the Phoenix moment”—the
deliberate collapse of existing institutions to create space for their alternative vision. The
presumably accidental chaos could be systematic deconstruction guided by ideological
frameworks and substantial financial resources, despite utopian visions.

The Mythology

The Phoenix is a potent symbol in Western esotericism, Christianity, and Eastern
traditions (e.g., the Fenghuang), often tied to renewal through sacrifice. In ancient Egypt,
the Phoenix was linked to the Bennu bird, a symbol of rebirth associated with the sun god
Ra. The Bennu’s cycle mirrored the sun’s daily journey, embodying eternal life and
cosmic renewal. In Greek and Roman traditions, the Phoenix was tied to fire and
immortality, its self-destruction and rebirth serving as a metaphor for the triumph of spirit
over matter.

In Gnostic texts, such as those in the Nag Hammadi Library, the Phoenix symbolized the
soul’s purification and spiritual judgment. Early Christian writings adopted it as an emblem
of Christ’s resurrection, reinforcing its association with eternal life. In Kabbalistic tradition,
the Phoenix metaphorically illustrated the soul’s ascent through trials, as seen in the
Zohar’s discussions of purification through fire-like ordeals. Jewish folklore, including
Talmudic stories, further depicted the Phoenix as a symbol of obedience and immortality.

In Hermeticism and alchemy, the Phoenix represented the alchemical process of
transmutation—turning base matter into spiritual gold. It embodied the maxim “solve et
coagula” (dissolve and coagulate), signifying the dissolution of the ego and the attainment
of divine consciousness. Rosicrucianism, similarly used the Phoenix to denote the death
of material desires and the rebirth of enlightened awareness. The Rosicrucian symbol of
the Phoenix, particularly in alchemical contexts, is a red Phoenix, representing the final
stage of the Great Work (Magnum Opus), known as rubedo or reddening. It symbolizes
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the soul’s rebirth, spiritual enlightenment, and transformation, akin to the Philosophers’
Stone, signifying the culmination of the journey from spiritual darkness to divine
awareness. Rosicrucians and related esoteric traditions often interpret the Phoenix myth
as requiring a “burning down” or destruction phase before rebirth. The Phoenix’s
immolation in flames symbolizes the necessary dissolution of the old, impure self—
through trials, purification, or spiritual death—before the renewed, enlightened soul can
rise from the ashes, completing the alchemical transformation.

Modern Movements: The Phoenix Rising in Current Times

The Phoenix’s symbolism has been co-opted by modern movements, each interpreting its
cycle of destruction and renewal to suit their agendas. Tavistock’s Operation Phoenix was
a post-World War II initiative, led by Wilfred Bion at the Tavistock Clinic, in the ashes of
wartime destruction, that implemented radical democratic processes to reorganize and
revitalize the clinic. The CIA’s Operation Phoenix, officially the Phoenix Program (1968–
1972), framed its violent counterinsurgency in Vietnam as a means to “burn down”
communism and resurrect a pro-Western state. It was a Vietnam War counterinsurgency
effort to dismantle the Viet Cong’s political infrastructure through infiltration, capture,
interrogation, torture, and assassination, primarily executed by South Vietnamese forces
with CIA oversight.

The World Economic Forum’s Great Reset, frames its technocratic vision as a phoenix-
like renewal— perhaps a euphemism or signal to the initiated as pretext for authoritarian
control. Former President, Joe Biden’s “Build Back Better” agenda, launched in 2020,
encompassed the notion of systemic destruction and renewal. These examples highlight
the Phoenix’s dual nature: a symbol of hope and hubris, shaped by those who wield it.

In his Rescue the Republic speech on September 29, 2024, Bret Weinstein a a fellow
member of the Staunton meetings that spawned Game~B, referenced “Phoenixing the
Republic” as a call to radically transform the United States by metaphorically burning
down its current corrupted, “senile” state to allow a renewed, purified republic to rise from
the ashes, drawing on the Phoenix myth where the bird self-immolates to be reborn. He
framed this drastic revolutionary change, as a necessary response to the West’s decline.

Game B and the Phoenix: Rebirth Through Transformation

Game B movement envisions a decentralized, regenerative society emerging from the
ashes of capitalism and nation-states. Game B, an emergent movement to replace the
competitive, extractive “Game A” society with a cooperative, sustainable paradigm,
resonates deeply with the Phoenix’s symbolism of destruction and rebirth. Proponents like
Jordan Hall, Jim Rutt and Daniel Schmachtenberger, argue that Game A—marked by
ecological crises and institutional decay—must be metaphorically “burned down” to birth a
new system prioritizing collective flourishing and anti-fragility. This mirrors the Phoenix,
which immolates itself to rise anew, embodying renewal through crisis. Game B’s vision of
prototyping decentralized communities and blockchain-based governance reflects the
Phoenix’s transformation from ashes to a revitalized form. As mentioned earlier, a 2025 X

https://tavistockandportman.nhs.uk/about-us/our-history/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Phoenix_Program
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cLhpZjBwDJI
https://gameb.wiki/index.php?title=Category:People
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=5008643
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poll, by Game B co-founder Jim Rutt asked whether society’s “current operating system”
should be fixed, burned down, or rebuilt with “new OS membranes,” directly echoing the
Phoenix’s destructive-reconstructive cycle. The Game~B movement envisions a
decentralized, regenerative society emerging from the ashes of capitalism and nation-
states. Game B’s vision of “collective intelligence” provides the philosophical justification
for replacing self-ruling human deliberation with algorithmic decision-making. While Game
B seeks to avoid apocalyptic collapse, favoring intentional transition, its call for a new
civilizational paradigm aligns with the Phoenix’s archetype of purification and
regeneration, framing crisis as a catalyst for the emergence of a new social operating
system.

@jim_rutt

The Phoenix- Hard Reboot

Curtis Yarvin’s concept of a “hard reboot” for society, as outlined in his neoreactionary
writings, advocates for a radical dismantling of existing democratic institutions—likened to
a system crash or destruction—to replace them with a new, authoritarian governance
model, such as a monarchy or CEO-led state. A hard reboot, is a radical, total reset, akin
to wiping a computer’s operating system and installing a new one, dismantling the current
regime (what Yarvin calls the “Cathedral”—the entrenched nexus of media, academia,
and bureaucracy) and replacing it with a new governance model, such as neocameralism,
a system where a state is run like a corporation by a CEO, with clear property rights and
no democratic pretense.

The hard reboot aligns strongly with Phoenix symbolism, as it entails a metaphorical
“burning down” of the Cathedral—destroying the existing liberal-democratic order through
a deliberate collapse or authoritarian takeover—followed by the “rebirth” of a
neocameralist state. The Phoenix, which immolates itself to rise anew from its ashes,
mirrors this cycle of destruction and regeneration. Replacing the Cathedral with
neocameralism embodies this imagery: the old system (progressive, egalitarian,
bureaucratic) is obliterated, and a new, hierarchical, and efficient order emerges. Yarvin’s
RAGE (Retire All Government Employees) plan, part of a hard reboot, would fire the

https://www.gameb.wiki/index.php?title=Collective_Intelligence
https://x.com/jim_rutt/status/1911762388509983134
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entire bureaucracy to clear the slate, much like the Phoenix’s fiery purge before renewal.
The Phoenix imagery thus implicitly aligns with Yarvin’s vision of a cataclysmic reset to
achieve a transformed, authoritarian state.`

Srinivasan’s Network State and the Phoenix: A Digital Rebirth

Balaji Srinivasan’s concept of the “Network State,” as outlined in his 2022 book The
Network State: How to Start a New Country, proposes a new form of governance where
highly aligned online communities, united by shared values or a “One Commandment,”
crowdfund physical territories and eventually gain diplomatic recognition as sovereign
entities. Srinivasan’s process—forming online collectives, building “network archipelagos,”
and achieving sovereignty—parallels the Phoenix’s cycle, with the “destruction” being the
abandonment of legacy systems and the “rebirth” a crypto-driven society. This vision of
creating a new society from scratch, distinct from traditional nation-states, resonates with
Phoenix symbolism, which represents cyclical rebirth through destruction and renewal.
Srinivasan’s Network State envisions a radical break from existing state structures, which
he critiques as bogged down by historical baggage, surveillance, and overregulation. His
process—starting with a digital community (“cloud first, land last”), building a “network
archipelago” of physical outposts, and eventually forming a sovereign state—mirrors the
Phoenix’s cycle of destruction and rebirth. The “destruction” in this context is the rejection
of centralized, legacy systems, replaced by decentralized, blockchain-based governance
and crypto-economic systems, representing the “new life” of a Network State.
Srinivasan’s idea of communities opting out of traditional states to form new societies
aligns with the Phoenix’s theme of renewal through a clean slate.

Additionally, Srinivasan’s rhetoric, such as calling for a “parallel establishment” or a “tech
Zionism,” suggests a transformative exodus from failing systems, akin to the Phoenix’s
fiery rebirth. Critics, like journalist Gil Duran, note that Srinivasan’s vision involves purging
opponents (e.g., “Blues” in San Francisco), which could be seen as a metaphorical
“burning down” of ideological adversaries to pave the way for a new order, further echoing
Phoenix imagery.

Christian Nationalism, TheoBro Ideology, and the Phoenix: A Radical
Rebirth

Christian nationalism and its militant TheoBro faction, led by figures like Doug Wilson
and Stephen Wolfe, resonate with the Phoenix’s symbolism of destruction and rebirth,
envisioning a Christian America emerging from the ashes of a secular, “fallen” society.
Christian nationalists aim to “burn down” progressive culture, as seen in their push for
policies like displaying the Ten Commandments in public schools, to restore a biblically
governed nation. TheoBros, advocating a patriarchal, theocratic order, seek to dismantle
the liberal “Cathedral” and rebuild with authoritarian Christian rule, reflected in Wilson’s
Classical Christian schools and Wolfe’s call for a Christian prince. The Phoenix, a
Christian symbol of resurrection, mirrors their pursuit of a divine reset, with cultural
upheaval as the crucible for a purified, theocratic renewal.

https://thenetworkstate.com/book/tns.pdf
https://neilyoungarchives.com/news/12/article?id=US%20News%20-%20The%20Tech%20Baron%20Seeking%20to%20Purge%20San%20Francisco%20of%20%E2%80%9CBlues
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Case_for_Christian_Nationalism
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Peter Thiel, Techno-Libertarianism, and the Phoenix: A Radical Reset

Peter Thiel’s ideology—a blend of techno-libertarianism, nationalism, and anti-democratic
impulses—aligns with the Phoenix’s symbolism of destruction and rebirth, as he seeks to
dismantle what he perceives as a stagnant, progressive “Cathedral” to usher in a new era
of technological and societal dynamism. His actions, from funding populist candidates like
J.D. Vance to building surveillance-focused Palantir, reflect a desire to “burn down” the
existing liberal-democratic order and rebuild a technocratic, elite-driven future. Thiel’s
2009 essay, declaring freedom and democracy incompatible, and his support for Curtis
Yarvin’s authoritarian “hard reboot” echo the Phoenix’s immolation, aiming to raze
institutions for a new order. His investments in crypto, seasteading, and defense tech
like Anduril, and Palentir, signal a vision of a post-national, militarized rebirth, akin to the
Phoenix rising from ashes. Thiel’s selective retreat from politics in 2024 suggests a
strategic shift, not abandonment, of this transformative fire, aligning with the Phoenix’s
calculated renewal.

The Phoenix’s Dialectical Nuance

The Phoenix symbol enriches Hegel’s dialectic by adding a mythic and emotional
dimension. While Hegel’s framework is abstract, the Phoenix’s vivid imagery—fire, ashes,
rebirth—captures the visceral stakes of transformation. In Rosicrucian and alchemical
traditions, the Phoenix’s immolation parallels the dialectical “solve et coagula” (dissolve
and coagulate), where the base material (thesis) is broken down (antithesis) to form
spiritual gold (synthesis). This resonates with the movements’ promises of transcendence
—whether technological, spiritual, or cultural—while masking their potential for
authoritarian control.

The Phoenix symbol, intertwined with Hegel’s dialectic, illuminates the dangerous
convergence of Game B, Dark Enlightenment, Network State, and TheoBro ideology.
Each movement enacts a dialectical cycle—diagnosing the republic’s crises as the
antithesis to its democratic thesis, then proposing a Phoenix-like synthesis that burns
away freedom for technocratic or theocratic control. As Peter Thiel’s network accelerates
this immolation, the Phoenix’s fire threatens to consume cognitive liberty. By recognizing
this manipulation, we can forge a counter-synthesis, preserving the human agency that
US Constitution drawing on principles codified by the Declaration of Independence, was
drafted to defend, against the ashes of tyranny such as techno-feudalism.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life,
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.”

The choice is ours—to let the Phoenix herald tyranny or to rise as guardians of a free,
self-governing future.

The Phoenix’s Fire and the Fight for Freedom

https://www.anduril.com/
https://www.palantir.com/
https://www.archives.gov/founding-docs/declaration-transcript
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The convergence of Game B, the Dark Enlightenment, Network States, and TheoBro
ideology, propelled by Peter Thiel’s vast financial and intellectual network, represents a
deliberate “Phoenix moment”—a calculated immolation of the American Constitutional
Republic to birth a techno-feudal empire. From Curtis Yarvin’s “hard reboot” to Balaji
Srinivasan’s digital secession—or Game B’s algorithmic utopias to TheoBro theocratic
fervor— these movements unite in their aim to extirpate democratic institutions, the
Constitutional Republic, and written codification of governance in favor of rebuilding a
world of corporate monarchs, blockchain fiefdoms, and divine mandates. The Phoenix’s
ancient promise of renewal through destruction has been co-opted, for control, with
policies like mass firings of humans (with insinuation of machine replacement) and
surveillance tech proliferation already manifesting their vision. Yet, the republic’s fate is
not sealed. Cognitive liberty—the fierce defense of independent thought against
algorithmic manipulation—remains our strongest weapon. We must reject the false
dichotomy of collapse or technocracy, demand accountability for platform power, and
preserve the messy, human essence of self-governance. The Phoenix rises, but whether
it heralds a reborn republic or a digital dystopia depends on our resolve to choose
freedom over serfdom. The alarm has sounded; the time to act is now.

As I have consistently argued, this isn’t ultimately about left versus right politics—it’s
about human freedom versus algorithmic control. The techno-feudal vision offers
efficiency, order, and the promise of optimized outcomes in exchange for democratic
participation and individual agency.

The choice couldn’t be starker. We can accept the seductive promises of technological
solutions to human problems, allowing ourselves to become digital serfs in corporate-
controlled territories governed by algorithmic systems we don’t understand or control. Or
we can insist on the messy, inefficient, but fundamentally human process of self-
governance.

https://archive.org/stream/TheTechnocrat-September1937/TheTechnocrat-September1937_djvu.txt
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This choice requires “cognitive liberty“—the capacity to think independently of the
narratives and frameworks promoted by those who would control us. It means
recognizing dialectical manipulation when we see it, rejecting false choices between
collapse and authoritarianism, and insisting on genuine alternatives that preserve human
agency.

The window for choice is rapidly closing. As these movements consolidate power through
official government channels, their alternatives become increasingly difficult to resist.
Network effects, platform dependencies, and algorithmic control create lock-in effects that
make exit from techno-feudal systems practically impossible.

But the choice still exists. A Constitutional Republic may be imperfect, but it’s the only
system that preserves space presenting a bulwark for genuine human agency and
collective self-determination. The alternative these movements are championing—rule by
CEO-monarchs guided by algorithmic optimization—may be more efficient, but it reduces
human beings to inputs in systems they cannot influence or escape.

The Phoenix is rising from the ashes of America. Whether it births a more perfect union or
a techno-feudal empire depends on choices we make in the coming months and years.
The future of human freedom and cognitive sovereignty is at stake.

The Phoenix’s Fire and the Dual Fight for Cognitive Liberty and Freedom

The convergence of Game B, Dark Enlightenment, Network State, and TheoBro ideology,
orchestrated by Peter Thiel’s vast network, enacts a Phoenix-like Hegelian dialectic—
immolating the American Constitutional Republic to birth a techno-feudal empire. Through
tokenization, these movements propose a radical reset: Game B’s algorithmic “meta-
protocols,” Srinivasan’s blockchain-based Network States, TheoBro’s potential theocratic
contracts, and Yarvin’s neocameralist “Patchworks” burn away democratic institutions
(thesis) via tech-driven disruption (antithesis), synthesizing a tokenized control grid. This
grid, integrating blockchain with surveillance tech like Thiel’s Palantir, centralizes power in
crypto-elites and ideological gatekeepers, tracking behavior and restricting access under
the guise of decentralization. Curtis Yarvin’s “hard reboot,” Balaji Srinivasan’s digital
secession, Game B’s algorithmic utopias, and TheoBro’s theocratic zeal unite to burn
away democratic institutions, proposing a synthesis of corporate monarchs, blockchain
fiefdoms, and divine mandates. This Phoenix moment is not inevitable. Cognitive liberty,
the fierce defense of mental autonomy, shields us from the flames of surveillance,
algorithmic control, and ideological purges, preserving our right to think freely amidst the
republic’s ashes. Cognitive freedom, the proactive pursuit of mental flourishing, fuels the
rebirth of a liberated society, empowering us to build decentralized, human-centric
alternatives to techno-feudalism. Together, these principles counter the dialectical
manipulation of crisis and control, rejecting the false choice of collapse or tyranny.
Cognitive sovereignty, the supreme self-governance of the mind, stands as our strongest
defense and aspiration—shielding mental autonomy from surveillance, algorithms, and
dogma. Siezing cognitive sovereignty, rejects the dialectical trap of crisis and control,
refusing the techno-feudal ashes for a self-directed rebirth. The Phoenix rises, but

https://cognitivelibertyconference.com/
https://www.palantir.com/
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whether it heralds digital serfdom or a reborn republic depends on our resolve to protect
cognitive liberty today and cultivate cognitive freedom tomorrow. The alarm has
sounded; the time to forge a free, self-governing future and avert digital serfdom is
now!

Read full story here…
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