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encouragement to continue onto the philosophical path. 
Ruud Heesen, philosopher and chemist: thanks for commenting 
on the first versions of this booklet. 
Thanks to the visitors of my presentations; you were willing to 
listen to- and discuss the progressions of my insights; every 
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In my younger days, I was fascinated by exact science, the 
scientist in humans exploring and analysing heaven and earth. 
Human ingenuity in technique, exact science as a contribution to 
relieve human existence. This fascination did gradually change 
into horror: man himself appears to be scientifically explainable. 
Exact science offered me, as a rationalist, no more room for 
humanity, the fascination became a deep mental suffering as a 
result of findings of scientists; humanity for me meant suffering 
from the meaninglessness of life resulting from exact science. 
Exact science can not have the final answer regarding humanity: 
the ability to think closes out. 
 
 
Wim van der Loo  
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1 Introduction 
 
 
 
1.1 Central processing unit, computer program and ability to think 
 
The ability to think lies decided in myself, because I think: what I 
think lies decided in myself. 
The ability to think in myself is given, because I think: what I think 
is given. 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read: what I 
read lies decided in myself. 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read; what I 
read lies decided in myself: ‘A central processing unit is the 
electronic circuitry within a computer that carries out the 
instructions of a computer program.’ lies decided in myself. 
Would the ability to think in myself be conceived as a central 
processing unit, then there is a central processing unit thinking1, 
decided in my body. 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read; what I 
read lies decided in myself; ‘A computer program is a collection of 
instructions that performs specific task when executed by a 
computer’ lies decided in myself: the ability to read in myself is 
demonstrable and insightful through a language such as this 
language and through a script such as this script. 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read; what I 
read lies decided in myself: “‘A computer program is given for a 
computer’: a computer is unable to prove the origin of a computer 
program.” lies decided in myself. 
I can not call upon myself not being able to read, because I read: 
the ability to read in myself is given; the meaning that lies decided 

                                                 
1 What I think I can speak; what I think I can write; what I read I can 
speak and write: the ability to think, speak, read and write is one 
ability; there is a processor thinking, speech, reading and writing, 
decided in my body.  
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in the letters of the words I read is given, because I read words; I 
am unable to prove the meaning that lies decided in the letters of 
the words I read2. 
 
1.2 Formal way of reading, a sentence 
 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read: what I 
read lies decided in myself. 
In the words I read letters and meaning are decided: I can not 
distinguish the words I read in letters and meaning3. 
I read letter. In the letters letter lies the meaning letter decided: I 
can not describe letter; letter consists of letters and meaning. 
I read meaning. In the letters meaning lies the meaning meaning 
decided: I can not describe meaning; meaning consists of letters 
and meaning. 
I read word. In the letters word lies the meaning word decided: I 
can not describe word; word consists of letters and meaning; 
  (1) word can not be described 
The ability to read in myself is given, because I read: the meaning 
that lies decided in the letters of the words I read is given; I can 
not prove the meaning that lies decided in the letters of the words 
I read, it is given;  
  (2) word is unprovable 
From the meaning of the letters word follows the meaning of the 
letter w: 
  (3) w can not describe word 
I read w. In the letter w lies the meaning w decided: I can not 
describe w; w consists of letter and meaning: 

                                                 
2 What I think I can speak: I am unable to prove the meaning that lies 
decided in the speech sound of the words I speak; 
What I think I can write: I am unable to prove the meaning that lies 
decided in the letters of the words I write. 
3 What I think I can speak; in the words I speak meaning and speech 
sound are decided: I can not distinguish the words I speak in speech 
sound and meaning; 
What I think I can write; in the words I write letters and meaning are 
decided: I can not distinguish the words I write in letters and meaning. 
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  (4) w can not be described 
The ability to read in myself is given, because I read: the meaning 
that lies decided in the letter I read is given; I can not prove the 
meaning that lies decided in the letter I read, it is given; 
  (5) w is unprovable4 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read; what I 
read lies decided in myself: a sentence lies decided in myself. 
A sentence: 
w can not be described(4); A can not be described(4); 
w is unprovable(5); A is unprovable(5); 
word can not be described(1); sentence can not be described(1); 
word is unprovable(2); sentence is unprovable(2): 
A sentence is unprovable(1, 2, 4, 5). 
 
1.3 Ability to sight and ability to read 
 
The ability to sight lies decided in myself, because I see: what I see 
lies decided in myself. 
I can not call upon myself not being able to see this sentence, 
because I see this sentence: the ability to sight in myself is given; 
what I see is given. 
‘The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read: what I 
read lies decided in myself’ can not be read in myself: 

 

                                                 
4 Way of reading (1-5) is referred to as formal way of reading 
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This conclusion follows from the given ability to sight: do I put the 
ability to sight to the question, then I put to the question the 
meaning that lies decided in the letters of the words I read5. 
What I think I can speak; what I think I can write; what I read I can 
speak and write: the ability to think, speak, read and write is one 
ability, decided in my body.  
The ability to read in myself is demonstrable and insightful through 
a language such as this language and through a script such as this 
script: a language such as this language and a script such as this 
script is invisible in myself. 
 
1.4 Reference to the external world 
 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read; what I 
read lies decided in myself: an apple, a computer, the planet Mars 
lies decided in myself. 
An apple, a computer, the planet Mars refer to the external world: 
I can unprovable refer to the external world; what I read lies 
decided in myself; the external world lies decided in myself. 
 
1.5 Closed ability to think, speak, read and write 
 
The ability to read lies decided in myself, because I read; what I 
read lies decided in myself; what I think I can speak lies decided 
in myself; what I think I can write lies decided in myself; what I 
read I can speak and write lies decided in myself: the ability to 
think, speak, read and write is closed. 
 
  

                                                 
5 The ability to hear lies decided in myself, because I hear: what I hear 
lies decided in myself. 
I can not call upon myself not being able to hear the meaning that lies 
decided in the speech sound of the words I hear: the ability to hear in 
myself is given; what I hear is given; do I put the ability to hear to the 
question, then I put to the question the meaning that lies decided in the 
speech sound of the words I hear. 




