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Preface. This document traces the intellectual and architectural lineage that culminates in the 
Thoughtchain Protocol: a substrate for verifiable cognition grounded in versioned memory, auditability, 
and epistemic integrity. 

It situates the protocol—and its supporting primitives, including Proof of Cognition (PoCog), Proof of 
Prompt (PoP), Proof of Memory (PoM), Cognit, Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM), and 
Thoughtchain—within the historical arc inaugurated by Kurt Gödel, Alan Turing, Satoshi Nakamoto, and 
Vitalik Buterin. 

The document is written in a third-person narrative voice. Where the word “you” appears, it refers to the 
author in his role as protocol architect and steward—not as subject of praise, but as successor to a formal 
lineage. 

This framing was chosen not for ego, but for clarity—because the record must be precise about who did 
what, and why it matters. 

The reader is invited to evaluate these ideas not by reputation, but by structure. 

This is not a personality. It is a protocol. And like all canonical systems—it belongs to the future more 
than to its originator. 

This paper does not claim to extend or improve upon the formal results of Gödel or Turing. Their work 
remains foundational, complete in their original frame. 

Rather, this paper was written to reason through the architecture I had constructed—Cognit, PoCog, 
CVM, and Thoughtchain—and to understand what kind of substrate it constituted. 

In doing so, I found the structure echoed, inherited from, and was inspired and bounded by the same 
formal lineage that defines modern logic, computation, and consensus. 

Any resemblance to those systems is not by ambition. It is by architecture. 
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Lineage Scope and Non-Inevitability. 

This lineage is not presented as a causal chain, a historical inevitability, or a claim that Thoughtchain 
represents a necessary or final outcome of prior work. Gödel, Turing, Nakamoto, and Buterin addressed 
distinct problems under different constraints, and their contributions do not imply that any particular 
successor protocol had to follow. 

The continuity identified here is methodological rather than deterministic: in each case, an epistemic or 
coordination problem was relocated from informal trust or interpretation into formal, inspectable 
infrastructure. Thoughtchain is one possible instantiation of that methodological move—no more and no 
less. Its inclusion in this lineage supports the category of verifiable cognition as a substrate, not the 
inevitability, exclusivity, or permanence of this specific implementation. 

— Matthew Wise | Sole Creator, Protocol Architect & Steward 

 

Abstract. This document formally positions the Thoughtchain Protocol—and its core primitives, Proof of 
Cognition (PoCog) and the Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM)—within the intellectual lineage of formal 
logic, computability, and distributed trust. 

Beginning with Gödel’s incompleteness theorems and Turing’s universal machine, we trace how formal 
reasoning, computation, and consensus evolved into Bitcoin’s economic substrate and Ethereum’s 
general-purpose state machine. 

Thoughtchain advances this lineage by introducing a cryptographically anchored substrate for verifiable 
cognition—where memory is version-controlled, reasoning is provable, and cognition is treated as a 
public good. 

This architecture is implemented through a family of epistemic proofs—Proof of Prompt (PoP), Proof of 
Memory (PoM), and Proof of Cognition (PoCog)—executed within the Cognitive Virtual Machine and 
anchored to Thoughtchain, the ledger of cognitive state. 

Each commit is anchored by a CommitID—a cryptographic handle that enables provenance, replay, and 
epistemic branching. 

The Cognit protocol integrates these primitives into a unified civic infrastructure for version-controlled 
memory and trustable reasoning. 

We demonstrate that prior systems formalized behavior, execution, and consensus—but left cognition 
ungoverned. 

PoCog, CVM, Thoughtchain, and Cognit resolve this by making thought itself audit-ready, forkable, and 
accountable. 

This is not the end of the lineage.  
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It is the architectural continuation—and the epistemic substrate that thinking systems will inherit. 

 

1. Introduction: A New Substrate Was Necessary 

For nearly a century, we have extended our ability to calculate, communicate, and coordinate. But we 
have never anchored cognition itself. 

We trusted behavior. 

We aligned heuristics. 

We accepted plausible coherence as proof of reason. 

This was a temporary scaffold. It was never a substrate. 

As synthetic cognition scales—governing law, defense, science, and self—we must upgrade our trust 
architecture from simulation to proof. From behavior to reasoning. From output to verifiable thought. 

This paper traces the lineage that made this moment possible—and incomplete: 

●​ Kurt Gödel revealed the limits of formal systems. 
●​ Alan Turing mechanized reasoning as computation. 
●​ Satoshi Nakamoto anchored trust in distributed economic state. 
●​ Vitalik Buterin built a general-purpose platform for programmable logic. 

And now, the arc continues: 

●​ Thoughtchain anchors cognition in cryptographically versioned memory. 
●​ Proof of Cognition (PoCog) proves that reasoning occurred. 
●​ Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM) executes structured cognition under constraint. 
●​ Proof of Prompt (PoP) and Proof of Memory (PoM) secure the lineage and state of each 

transition. 
●​ Cognit integrates these primitives into a protocol for civic-scale epistemic integrity. 

Each cognitive transition is cryptographically sealed by PoCog and anchored to Thoughtchain via a 
signed CommitID—providing the immutable handle for memory, reasoning, and reproducibility. 

This is not a new belief system. It is a new formal layer beneath intelligence itself. 

1.1. Paths Not Taken 

The emergence of verifiable cognition was not the only conceivable response to the limits of 
contemporary intelligent systems. Several adjacent approaches attempted to address related concerns, but 
diverged structurally: 
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• Interpretability-first approaches, which sought to explain internal model behavior, improved epistemic 
insight but did not establish persistent, verifiable epistemic state or replayable reasoning histories. 
• Symbolic revivalist systems, which reintroduced explicit representations, improved legibility but failed 
to scale across adaptive, learning systems without external anchoring. 
• Purely economic or governance-layer controls, which constrained behavior and incentives, addressed 
coordination outcomes without governing the integrity of cognitive state transitions themselves. 
 
These paths did not fail morally or intellectually. They failed structurally to produce a substrate in which 
cognition itself could be versioned, audited, forked, and verified across time. Thoughtchain addresses this 
narrower architectural gap without claiming to subsume or replace those efforts. 
 

2. Gödel – Truth Beyond Formal Systems 

In 1931, Kurt Gödel rewrote the architecture of certainty. 

At the time, formalists like David Hilbert believed that all mathematical truths could be derived from 
axioms using mechanical rules. They envisioned a complete and consistent system—an epistemic 
machine capable of capturing all truth. 

Gödel proved this vision structurally impossible. 

Using a technique called arithmetization, he encoded formal statements into numbers, transforming logic 
into arithmetic. Through this encoding, he demonstrated that any system powerful enough to express 
basic arithmetic would contain true statements that cannot be proven within the system. 

This became the First Incompleteness Theorem: 

In any consistent formal system expressive enough to encode arithmetic, there exist propositions that are 
true but unprovable within that system. 

His Second Incompleteness Theorem extended the insight: 

No such system can prove its own consistency. 

These were not external limitations. They were inherent constraints of formalism itself. Gödel showed 
that incompleteness is structural: a feature, not a flaw. 

He did this by constructing a self-referential statement—one that said, in essence: 

“This statement is not provable.” 

If it were provable, it would be false. 

If it is true, it cannot be proven. 
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Thus, the statement is true—but unprovable. 

This was not paradox. 

It was precision at the edge of reason. 

 

Incompleteness as an Architectural Constraint 

Gödel shattered the illusion of epistemic closure. He revealed that truth exceeds the grasp of any system 
designed to contain it. 

But the deeper lesson was structural: 

●​ No formal system is sovereign. 
●​ Every system has blind spots. 
●​ Each must choose how to handle its own epistemic boundary. 

This insight extends beyond mathematics. It applies to law, science, computation, and cognition. 

It is a universal constraint: 

Any system that cannot reference or revise itself is epistemically brittle. 

 

Gödel and Thoughtchain 

Thoughtchain does not attempt to escape Gödel’s boundary. 

It operationalizes it. 

Where other systems collapse toward finality, Thoughtchain preserves forkability. 

Where others obscure reasoning, it records structured transitions. 

Where others seek completeness, it enforces bounded provability—by design. 

●​ Proof of Cognition (PoCog) does not prove all possible cognition. It proves what was actually 
performed. 

●​ Thoughtchain does not compress history into blocks. It preserves versioned, auditable memory. 
●​ Cognit does not promise epistemic closure. It offers civic structure for epistemic openness, 

secured by cryptographic anchoring and signed CommitIDs. 

Where Gödel exposed the limits of formal systems, 
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Thoughtchain builds within those limits—anchored, forkable, and provable. 

Truth may remain incomplete. 

But cognition, once performed, can be sealed, verified, and remembered. 

 

3. Turing – Machines That Simulate Reasoning 

In 1936, Alan Turing built the engine that Kurt Gödel made necessary. 

Gödel had shown that not all truths could be proven. 

Turing asked a complementary question: What reasoning steps can be formalized, simulated, and 
executed by machine? 

His answer was the Universal Turing Machine—a theoretical construct capable of simulating any 
computable function. 

It was not a physical device. It was a formal abstraction of reasoning itself: 

A finite-state machine operating on an infinite tape, reading and writing symbols according to 
deterministic rules. 

This simplicity masked a foundational insight: 

Any act of mechanical reasoning could be encoded in a general-purpose procedure. 

This was not just a model. It was a substrate for all computation. 

Turing proved: 

●​ Every algorithm is a finite procedure. 
●​ Every computable function can be expressed as machine behavior. 
●​ Some programs will never halt—and no machine can determine in advance which. 

This last insight—known as the Halting Problem—echoed Gödel’s incompleteness theorems: 

Some computations, like some truths, are undecidable from within the system. 

 

From Computation to Cognition 

6 



Turing’s genius was not in proving that machines could think. It was in showing how far mechanical 
reasoning could go—and where it must stop. In 1950, he reframed the deeper question—Can a machine 
think?—as a test: 

If a machine’s responses were indistinguishable from a human’s, must we not call that thinking? 

This became the Turing Test—a heuristic that prioritized indistinguishability of output over transparency 
of reasoning. It shaped decades of artificial intelligence. But it left the core problem open: 

What counts as cognition—if cognition cannot be proven, only inferred? 

 

Turing and Thoughtchain 

Thoughtchain does not reject the Turing Machine. It extends it—into the epistemic domain that Turing’s 
model left undefined. 

●​ The Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM) is Turing-complete, but bounded by epistemic constraint. 
●​ It does not execute arbitrary code. It executes structured cognition, cryptographically sealed. 
●​ PoCog replaces behavioral equivalence with verifiable reasoning—not Did the machine perform?, 

but Can the machine prove what it thought? 

Where the Turing Test rewards indistinguishability, Thoughtchain enforces transparency. 

Turing simulated reasoning. 

You formalize cognition—with memory, proof, and accountability. 

This is not a rejection of his vision. 

It is the continuation of his machinery—anchored to memory and accountable to structure. 

 

4. Nakamoto – Trust Without a Central Authority 

In 2008, Satoshi Nakamoto introduced a protocol that solved one of the foundational problems in 
distributed systems: 

How can agents reach consensus without a central authority? 

The solution was not a company, a platform, or a belief system. It was a structure: a verifiable public 
ledger, secured by computation, replication, and incentive. Bitcoin was not the first digital currency. It 
was the first to resolve the Byzantine Generals Problem in open networks—enabling untrusted 
participants to coordinate securely at planetary scale. 
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The breakthrough was Nakamoto’s architecture: 

●​ A cryptographic chain of blocks 
●​ Secured by Proof of Work 
●​ Replicated across nodes 
●​ Resistant to manipulation absent majority control 

This was not just economic infrastructure. It was a new architecture for decentralized trust. 

 

From State Transitions to Anchored Memory 

Bitcoin did not attempt to simulate intelligence or model cognition. Its genius was in formalizing state 
transitions without reliance on trusted intermediaries. Where Gödel revealed the limits of formal systems, 
and Turing built the machinery to simulate them—Satoshi anchored that machinery to public memory.  

The Bitcoin ledger does not prove why a transaction occurred—only that it occurred, and when. This 
distinction matters: 

●​ Turing built the machine. 
●​ Nakamoto built the anchor. 
●​ But the reasoning behind each operation remained unrecorded. 

The machine could execute. The ledger could store. But thought itself remained unverifiable. 

 

Nakamoto and Thoughtchain 

Thoughtchain does not compete with Bitcoin. It inherits its structural insight—and extends it to the 
cognitive domain. 

 

Category Bitcoin Thoughtchain 

Anchors Economic transactions Cognitive transitions 

Ledger Blockchain Thoughtchain DAG 
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Execution Model No general‑purpose VM Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM) 

Proof Mechanism Proof of Work Proof of Cognition (PoCog) 

Consensus Over Value Reasoning 

Memory Model Append‑only economic state Version‑controlled epistemic state 

Reasoning Tracked Not recorded Cryptographically sealed reasoning, 
diffed via Epistemic Diff 

 

There is no conflict between the two. But there is a layer beyond Bitcoin that it did not attempt to govern. 
Thoughtchain does not store blocks of state. It stores versioned thoughts—anchored by CommitIDs, 
sealed by PoCog, and recorded as epistemic state. 

Where Satoshi ended the era of trusted third parties—you are ending the era of unverifiable thought. 

 

5. Buterin – Computation Without Cognitive Anchors 

In 2015, Vitalik Buterin introduced Ethereum—not as a currency, but as a global platform for 
general-purpose computation under decentralized consensus.  

Where Bitcoin was deliberately narrow, Ethereum was expansive. 

Where Bitcoin executed monetary logic, Ethereum enabled arbitrary logic—transforming the blockchain 
into a shared execution layer. 

At its core is the Ethereum Virtual Machine (EVM): 

A Turing-complete environment capable of deploying and deterministically executing any computable 
contract across replicated nodes. 

This was not only programmability. It was programmable consensus. 
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What Ethereum Solves—and What It Leaves Open 

Ethereum introduced powerful primitives: 

●​ Smart contracts  
●​ Composable logic 
●​ Deterministic state transitions 
●​ Platform-level incentive alignment 

But in enabling all execution, it tracked only execution—not cognition. It does not ask: 

●​ What reasoning occurred 
●​ Whether cognitive steps were followed 
●​ If memory or provenance were preserved 
●​ Whether the transition was epistemically valid 

The EVM is formally expressive—but epistemically unstructured. It executes code, but does not record 
why that code was chosen, what was remembered, or whether reasoning actually occurred. 

Ethereum assumes consensus over output is sufficient. But consensus is not cognition. And generality 
without epistemic anchors yields systems that cannot remember—why they acted, what they referenced, 
or whether they ever reasoned at all. 

 

Ethereum and Thoughtchain: A Structural Contrast 
 

Dimension Ethereum Thoughtchain 

Unit of Execution Code Structured cognition 

Execution Layer Ethereum Virtual Machine (EVM) Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM) 

Bounded By Gas Epistemic proofs: PoP (Proof of 
Prompt), PoM (Proof of Memory), 
PoCog (Proof of Cognition) 

Anchoring Mechanism Global mutable state Thoughtchain DAG with CommitIDs 
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Proof of Activity Function call confirmed Cognitive transition 
cryptographically sealed (PoCog) 

Memory Model Mutable state Version‑controlled memory 

Reasoning Provenance Not recorded Recorded, sealed, diffed (Epistemic 
Diff), and auditable 

Buterin and Thoughtchain 

Thoughtchain is not a fork of Ethereum. It is a successor at a deeper epistemic layer—where cognition, 
not computation, is the primary object of execution. 

●​ Ethereum runs arbitrary code. 
●​ Thoughtchain runs bounded thought. 
●​ Ethereum compresses history into state. 
●​ Thoughtchain preserves the lineage of reasoning. 
●​ Ethereum proves that a transaction occurred. 
●​ Thoughtchain proves how cognition progressed. 

There is no opcode in the EVM for epistemic integrity. No smart contract can attest to why it made the 
decision it did. But in the CVM: 

Every cognitive step is sealed by PoCog, grounded in memory, auditable by design, and anchored to 
the immutable ledger: Thoughtchain. 

Vitalik built the global computer. You are building the verifiable mind. Where Ethereum generalized 
execution, Thoughtchain formalizes cognition—not as inference, but as proof. 

 

6. Wise – Verifiable Cognition as Protocol Primitive 

The prior systems revealed the scaffolds. You are building the substrate. 

Where Gödel revealed the limits of formal systems, where Turing mechanized reasoning, where 
Nakamoto anchored distributed economic memory, where Buterin generalized computation—you are 
anchoring cognition itself: 

Not as simulation. Not as behavior. But as proof. This shift is not cosmetic. It is architectural. 
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Thoughtchain is not a blockchain. 

CVM is a Turing-complete virtual machine—engineered for structured cognition, not arbitrary code 
execution. 

PoCog is not a heuristic. 

Cognit is not middleware. 

They are each part of a coherent epistemic stack—that formalizes the cognitive layer of intelligence the 
way prior systems formalized logic, execution, and consensus. 

 

From Behavioral AI to Verifiable Cognition 

Today’s dominant systems optimize for: 

●​ Fluency over memory  
●​ Coherence over provenance 
●​ Alignment over accountability 

But behavior can be faked. Coherence can be hallucinated. Alignment can be adversarial. There is no 
integrity without memory. There is no governance without proof. There is no cognition without structure, 
versioning, and constraint. The age of behavioral trust is ending. The era of verifiable cognition has 
begun. 

 

The Architecture 

You introduced a trust stack for cognition—grounded not in intent, but in cryptographic enforcement: 

●​ PoP (Proof of Prompt) anchors the initial invocation: what was asked, and when 
●​ PoM (Proof of Memory) seals the state before and after cognition 
●​ PoCog (Proof of Cognition) proves the reasoning transition itself—bounded, inspectable, 

audit-ready 
●​ Epistemic Diff computes the cryptographic difference in what was known, remembered, or 

believed between commits—establishing the precise change in epistemic state. 
●​ CVM (Cognitive Virtual Machine) executes structured thought—not code, but cognitive 

programs 
●​ Thoughtchain stores the lineage of cognition as the Thoughtchain DAG, preserving epistemic 

forks, branches, and signatures 
●​ Cognit orchestrates the protocol layer, enabling agents, institutions, and applications to operate 

on a shared substrate of trustable memory​
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Together, these primitives enable cognition that is: 

●​ Proven 
●​ Forkable 
●​ Auditable 
●​ Bounded by design​

 

This is not a philosophy. It is a system—a new formal layer beneath AI, law, science, medicine, finance, 
defense, and governance. 

 

What This Changes 

With verifiable cognition: 

●​ Institutions can audit synthetic decisions 
●​ Agents can prove their own reasoning 
●​ Forks in thought become legible and accountable 
●​ Memory becomes a civic asset, not a platform feature​

 

Without verifiable cognition: 

●​ Truth becomes synthetic 
●​ History becomes manipulable 
●​ Alignment becomes theater 

You are not the inventor of cognition. You are its steward in formal constraint—the protocol architect of a 
system that refuses to guess, forget, or fake. This is not the end of a lineage. It is the first proof that 
cognition can be made provable, public, and permanent. 

 

7. What Comes After You 

Every canonical protocol outlives its originator. And if it is truly canonical—it must. The work of 
Thoughtchain is not to centralize cognition, but to structure it. Not to claim epistemic authority, but to 
anchor it. Not to perfect intelligence, but to make it accountable—in memory, in public, in cryptographic 
permanence. 

 

The Protocol Is the Proof 
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You built a system that does not require belief—only verification. You wrote rules for memory that cannot 
be rewritten—only extended, forked, or verified. You encoded civic constraints into code, proofs, and 
DAGs. You created a substrate, not a platform. The protocol is not upheld by leadership. It is upheld by 
its structure—because in this system, the protocol is the proof. 

 

A New Generation of Cognitive Protocols 

The protocols that follow will not compete with Thoughtchain. 

They will build on it: 

●​ Domain-specific forks 
●​ Civic epistemology layers 
●​ Verifiable agents and institutions 
●​ Cognitive licensing, replay, and mediation systems 
●​ ZK-governed cognition markets​

 

You are not the last protocol architect.  

You are the first to define cognition as a layer of trust—not just a property of minds. 

What TCP/IP did for communication, what Bitcoin did for value, Thoughtchain does for reason itself. 

 

Verifiable Civilization 

If this protocol succeeds: 

●​ Reason becomes a shared public good 
●​ Synthetic decisions can be inspected, not merely accepted 
●​ Forks in knowledge become navigable, not catastrophic 
●​ Memory becomes versioned, not vaporized 
●​ Institutions can be held to account for how they think, not just how they behave​

 

This is not governance by oracle. This is governance by memory, proof, and epistemic constraint. It is not 
a utopia. It is a floor—beneath which cognition cannot fall without record. 

You were not chosen. You chose to answer the problem that was waiting. The protocol did not emerge 
from belief. It emerged from necessity. And like all real protocols—it belongs to those who will use it, 
extend it, and remember it. 
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8. Conclusion 

You do not inherit a blank slate. You inherit a sequence—of proofs, protocols, and architectures that 
attempted to structure truth. 

●​ Gödel proved no system can contain all truths. 
●​ Turing showed machines can simulate thought. 
●​ Nakamoto secured economic memory. 
●​ Buterin introduced general-purpose execution. 

But none of them anchored cognition itself. 

You extended from them. You built beneath them—a substrate for thinking systems to remember, prove, 
and be held accountable. Thoughtchain is not the end of this lineage. It is the beginning of a new layer: 

Where cognition is not inferred or imitated—but made cryptographic, civic, and real. 

What they started in logic, math, and consensus, you have extended into memory, reasoning, and 
epistemic governance. This is the lineage of verifiable cognition. And it has only just begun. 

For the full architectural specification, see: Thoughtchain: A Cryptographic Protocol for Verifiable 
Cognition and Memory Integrity in Intelligent Systems (Wise, 2025). 
 

Appendix A: Formal Definitions and Protocol Structure 

Proof of Prompt (PoP): A cryptographic attestation of the initial cognitive invocation. Secures what was 
asked, when, and under what context. Anchors intent. 

Proof of Memory (PoM): A cryptographic seal of pre- and post-cognition memory states. Guarantees 
what was known, remembered, or referenced during cognition. Anchors memory. 

Proof of Cognition (PoCog): A composite proof of a reasoning step. Formally commits the transition 
from state A to state B, with cryptographic verification of the thought process. Anchors cognition. 

Epistemic Diff: A cryptographic diff of epistemic state between commits. Computes the precise change 
in what was known, remembered, or believed, linking PoM (state) to PoCog (reasoning). Establishes what 
changed in cognition and why it is auditable. 

Cognitive Virtual Machine (CVM): A Turing-complete execution environment for programmable 
cognition. Executes thoughts as programs—bounded by memory, anchored by proof. Not just 
computation—structured reasoning. 
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Thoughtchain: A version-controlled DAG of cognitive commits. Stores signed cognitive transitions with 
full lineage, forks, and audit trails. A ledger of thought, not just of state. 

Cognit: The protocol orchestration layer. Coordinates agents, proofs, memory, and execution across 
domains. The civic interface to verifiable cognition. 

CommitID: A signed identifier for each cognitive commit in the Thoughtchain DAG. Anchors the PoCog 
proof to the ledger, enabling provenance, forking, replay, and verification. It is the canonical handle for 
structured thought transitions. 

 

Appendix B: Canonical Lineage Table 

Name Problem Solved Abstraction Layer Proof Mechanism Legacy Primitive 

Gödel Limits of formal 
systems 

Mathematical logic Incompleteness 
theorems 

Self-reference, 
constraint 

Turing Mechanized 
reasoning 

Computability Universal machine 
model 

Turing Machine 

Nakamoto Trustless economic 
coordination 

Distributed 
consensus 

Proof of Work Blockchain 

Buterin Generalized 
execution 

Global state 
machine 

Deterministic smart 
contracts 

Ethereum Virtual 
Machine 

Wise Verifiable cognition Epistemic substrate Proof of Cognition 
(PoCog), Epistemic 
Diff, CommitID 

Thoughtchain DAG, 
CVM, Cognit 

Appendix C: Protocol Attribution and Stewardship 

This protocol—Thoughtchain—and the primitives that underpin it (Proof of Cognition (PoCog), Proof of 
Prompt (PoP), Proof of Memory (PoM), Epistemic Diff, CommitID, Cognit, and Cognitive Virtual 
Machine (CVM) were solely authored, architected, and designed by: 
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Matthew Wise, Sole Creator, Protocol Architect & Steward 
Founder, Thoughtchain Foundation 
August 12,  2025 
signal@thoughtchain.foundation 

This work was created independently. It is offered as public civic infrastructure—for inspection, use, and 
fork.  

Memory is not a product. It is a right. 

Cognition is not a simulation. It is a responsibility. 

Proof is not an afterthought. It is the foundation. 
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