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Every living cell contains
DNA — a long sequence
of four chemical letters
(A, T, C, G). The order
of those letters encodes
a complete set of
instructions for building
and running the cell.

This is not a metaphor.
The cell behaves exactly
as a system that reads,
copies, and acts on
coded information. The
sequence is the message;
the cell is the machine
that reads it.

Unlike a crystal, DMA has no
built-in pattern. Nothing in
nature pulls it toward the one
meaningful arrangement that
runs a living cell. Chemistry
accepts any order with equal
ease,

The genome’s sequence is a
boundary condition that
chemistry leaves entirely &
open. The specification = e
must come from somewhere
other than the physics of &=
the molecule itself — and
finding that source is
the problem.

THE GENETIC CODE IS A CONVENTION

The genetic code is a convention —

SVOOR: MEAMING
a set of assignments between \Sanigsy | g
three-letter chemical words Lo Phenylalanine (Phe)
(amino acids). Each of the :
B4 possible codons is GlA heucine feu)
assigned to one of twenty UUG  Leucine (Leu)
armino acids or a stop signal. CLUA Leucine (Leu)
These assignments are not 4=
forced by chemistry, The same ALG Methionine (Met)
chemistry could operate with (Start)
different assignments. The code W T [, .

LiaA ato

bears the marks of a convention 7
chosen amang alternatives, not UAG  Stop
a chemical inevitability. UGA  Stop

A convention requires an interpreter — something that
consistently enforces the agreed-upon assignment between
symbol and meaning.

MUTATION & SELECTION WORK
INSIDE A LIVING SYSTEM

Mutations and natural selection
are real and powerful — bacteria
acquire antibiocic resistance,
populations adapt to new
environments, new species
arise, None of this is contested.

But every ong of these events
pceurs inside a cell that ks
already alive: already copying.
already proofreading, already
maintaining its sequence.

Mutation and selection edit a
description that is already
written and already held
against decay. Thay
presuppose the malntenance
loop: they cannot produce it.

Evolution cannot be invoked to build what it requires in order to run.

CHEMISTRY HAS NO
PREFERENCE FOR THE ORDER

The laws of chemistry and physics impose
no restrictions on the order of DNA's
letters. Any sequence is chemically
acceptable — the molecule forms equally
well regardless of which letter follows
which. This is confirmed without dispute
in the mainstream scientific literature.

MNothing in the chemistry points toward
the one arrangement that runs a
living cell. The meaningful
seguence is not
chemically preferred
over any other.

THE CODE MUST BE ACTIVELY
MAINTAINED

A cell does not simply store its
instructions the way ink rests on

a page. Left alone, the DNA
sequence drifts toward disorder —
errors accumulate in copying,
molecular damage occurs
continuously, and the message
degrades.

A living cell actively maintains
the correct sequence using
molecular machines:

polymerases that copy, L PROOFREAD
proofreading enzymes (Procfreading
that catch errors, and enzymes)
repair machinery that

comrects damage. s

This maintenance is continuous
and never stops, The stability of
the genome is not intrinsic — it is
purchased, moment by moment,
by active machinery.

THE READER IS WRITTEN IN
THE CODE IT READS

Ribosomes and transfer RMNA
molecules enforce the genetic
code — but every component of
that reading apparatus is itself
specified by the very DNA
sequence it reads.

The reader is written in the
code it reads. This is a semiotic

REPAIR
(Repair enzymes)

Ribosome
(reader)

circularity that goes desper tRMA
tham the mechanical bootstrap: {adapter)
the meaning of the message

presupposes an interpreter,
and the interpreter presupposes
the meaning.

A language with no reader is

noise. & reader with no consistent
language interprets nothing. Neither
half does anything until the ather is
already present and already consistent
with it.

SRt
AUG GCU UUy GGA LA

mRMA [message)

THIS IS AN EMPIRICAL CLAIM—
TESTABLE AND FALSIFIABLE

This argument is not a philosophical assertion —
it is a present-tense empirical claim that can be
defeated by specific discoveries,

Find a chemistry-only process that produces
a long DNA (or equivalent] sequence that is:

* Information-rich {not random)

+ Functionally specific (codes for working
proteins of systems)

+ Error-corrected and stably maintained
without pre-existing encoded machinery

« Read by an interpreter that is not itself
encoded in that same sequence

Produce it in the lab, characterize it,
repeat it, publish it That would break
the argument. Uintil then, the inference
o an external source of specification
remains the best explanation of the
kniowm facts,

© that preserves the code — all in a

H CRYSTALS ARE DIFFERENT

In a erystal, chemistry and physics
force a specific, repeating structure,
A salt crystal (halite) always
forms the same lattice because
that lattice is the lowest-energy
arrangement for those ions
under those conditions.

The pattern is built into the
laws of nature — given those
atoms and conditions, the
structure follows automatically.

This is what it looks like when
physics determines order: the
arrangement is compressible
to a short rule and carries no
independent information.

ﬂ THE FUNDAMENTAL CLOSED LOOP

Here is the closed loop

at the heart of the problem.
The proteins that copy

and repair DNA are
themselves encoded by
the very DNA they
maintain.

DNA
(blueprint)

The proofreading enzyme
is specified in the sequence
it proofreads. The repair
machinery is written in the
language it repairs.

The blueprint specifies the
repair crew; the repair crew
preserves the blueprint, Each
one needs the other to already
exist. This is not a problem that
can be solved by adding time —
the loop must be whole before
either half delivers any advantage.

Proteins
{machinery)

n THE ERROR THRESHOLD PROBLEM

Manfred Eigen showed in 1971 that 3
a replicating system can only preserve Information Retention

its information if copying errors stay (Length of Genetic Sequence)
below a critical threshold. High i

Below that threshold, errors

accumulate faster than selection

can remove them and the
message dissolves into noise.

But staying above the threshold
requires proofreading and repair
machinery — which must itself
be encoded ina genome long
enough to specify it.

Error

| Threshold

Information

The result is a Isely stated
precrsty lst (oise)

circular dependency: no long
genome without error-correction;
na arrar-commection without a long
genome. This is a recognized,
named problem in origin-of-life research,
not a philosophical puzzle,

Low

High
Copying Error Rate

‘THE INFERENCE

 functional, specified, language-like
“code; an interpreter that enforces
“meaning; and a maintenance system

‘self-referential Ioop with no natural
pathway to assemble itself,

The best explanation of these
coordinated, information-bearing
‘systems is intefligent causation:
information with a source,




A Note on Authorship and Method

A statement needed to be made, and made on sound research. | am not a
geneticist, a paleontologist or a physicist. | set the questions, the standard
and the sources, and asked Al to find the literature, to put the opposing
case at full strength, to check citations, and to draft an adjudication of what
the evidence most truthfully supports, measured against parameters fixed
before the work began. Every judgment about what to claim, concede, flag
or withdraw is mine, and | answer for each one.

The parameters do not move. Argue the other side at its strongest. Grade
a claim by its distance from observation. Never multiply separate lines of
evidence into one number. Hold my own claims to the rule first. Verified or
flagged, never invented: when a figure failed, it was removed and the
removal was printed. No interpretation wears the clothes of observation.
No figure is kept because it helps.

Scripture is read here as a primary source from antiquity, not as a proof
text. Its writers set down their own failures with a knife-edge honesty that
science would do well to copy. No fabrication. No hallucination. No
smuggling. The facts as they stand, without a preconceived lens, and
stated with charity and respect.

What this demonstrates, besides the case itself, is a method: what one
disciplined non-specialist can now do when he asks Al to be utterly truthful,
applying the rule to the author's own claims first. Check the sources.
Where a claim fails, the correction will be printed.

Benjamin Louis Horvat



THE CUMULATIVE CASE — PILLAR |

Structured Stability, Some Without Source

A Plain-Language Summary

You do not need a science background to follow this argument. The twelve
panels on the previous page state twelve observations. This page narrates
what they mean in plain language. The paper that follows defends each
one with sources.

Panel 1 — Life runs on a code.

Every living cell contains DNA — a long sequence of four chemical letters
(A, T, C, G) that functions as a set of instructions for building and running
the cell. This is not a loose metaphor. The cell behaves exactly as a
system that reads, copies, and acts on coded information.

Panels 2-4 — The chemistry has no preference for the order.
Unlike a crystal — where chemistry forces a specific repeating structure —
the laws of physics and chemistry impose no restriction on which letter
follows which in DNA. Any sequence is chemically acceptable. Nothing in
nature pulls DNA toward the one arrangement that runs a living cell. This
is confirmed in the mainstream scientific literature without dispute.

Panels 5-6 — The code must be actively held in place — and
the machines that hold it are built from it.

A cell does not simply store its instructions the way ink sits on a page. Left
alone, the sequence drifts toward disorder. Molecular machines —
polymerases, repair enzymes — continuously copy and correct the DNA.
But those very machines are encoded in the DNA they maintain. The
blueprint specifies the repair crew; the repair crew preserves the blueprint.
Each requires the other to already exist.

Panels 7-8 — The code is a language — and the reader of the
code is written in the code it reads.

The genetic code assigns a meaning to each three-letter chemical word.
Those assignments are not forced by chemistry — they could, in principle,
be otherwise. The machinery that enforces them is itself specified by the
very DNA sequence whose meaning it enforces. The reader is written in



the code it reads. A language with no reader is noise; a reader with no
language interprets nothing.

Panels 9-10 — There is a hard mathematical limit, and
evolution does not remove it.

Copying a long code requires machinery that catches errors. But building
that error-catching machinery requires a long code. No long code without
error-correction; no error-correction without a long code. This circular
dependency — named Eigen’s paradox — is a recognized problem in
origin-of-life research. Mutations and natural selection operate only inside
a cell already copying and maintaining its code. They presuppose the loop;
they do not produce it.

Panels 11-12 — The claim is testable — and so far, it stands.
The argument would be proven wrong the day someone demonstrates: a
molecule that copies and sustains itself accurately with no outside help, or
a working code that appeared without anything already in place to read it.
Neither has been demonstrated. The question remains, by the field’s own
account, open.

Two phrases in the paper worth knowing:

Law-open functional order: an arrangement the laws of nature permit but do
not require — chemistry accepts it, but nothing in chemistry points toward it;
and it is the specific arrangement that makes something work.

Maintained disequilibrium: a condition that has to be actively held in place,
the way a campfire must be continuously fed — stop supplying it and it
collapses toward disorder.

A note on method: The paper that follows is a structural science
argument. The broader series also examines Scripture as a primary-
source document — placed alongside the evidence, not as a premise
before it. Where the two converge, that convergence is corroboration.
Where they are silent about each other, neither fills the other’s gap.

vi



Structural Stability

Some Without Source — Sample

This sample contains the cover, the twelve-panel
overview, the note on authorship and method, and the
plain-language summary of Structural Stability, Some

Without Source.

The complete volume is under peer review for
publication. It will be available after the journal’s
decision.
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