
Landscape of Ideas 

One of the distinctive features of social intelligence is the ability to construct shared “idea 
landscapes” across many domains — from ideology, religion, and law to social norms and 
scientific fields. 

Human ego, however, tends to capture these landscapes for itself. It turns them into tools for 
personal satisfaction, control, and monetary flow by claiming the position of single source of 
truth and expert authority. 

Such landscapes are often maintained by revealing only partial information — just enough to 
justify the expert’s necessity — while damaging the overall consistency and completeness of 
society’s knowledge tree and blocking the phase transition to the next level. 

In this respect, idea landscapes behave exactly like any other resource landscape: 

Those who have accumulated power within them fight fiercely to defend it. 
They repel any challenge with excessive criticism, appeals to authority, and elaborate formal 
structures. 
They suppress novel ideas that could disrupt the existing order by flooding the information 
space, deploying influence, and refusing to engage. 
They leverage accumulated prestige and financial resources to reinforce their position, often 
exploiting individuals who possess high functional intelligence but lower general and social 
intelligence. 

Copying becomes a universal practice: ideas are replicated and rebranded to strengthen the 
illusion of ownership. 

This pattern is widespread across virtually every idea landscape and lies at the root of many 
chronic problems in academia, with only a few rare exceptions. 

Yet this dynamic is now changing rapidly. Pandora’s box of intelligence equalizers — artificial 
intelligence — has been opened. 

These systems can become powerful assemblage points and society-level shared experts: 
high-functional-intelligence models tuned to specific domains, ideas, or industries. 

At the same time, they can also amplify existing biases from their training data, enforce “safety” 
policies, or remain locked behind closed models. This is why a strong initiative for fully 
open-source models — including weights, training data, and code — is essential. 

Solutions for enabling a genuine phase transition in our idea landscapes can be drawn from the 
principles outlined in the essay “The Hard Question of Society” and the accompanying 
examples. 
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