
What RBO Is Not
Record-Based Ontology is easy to misunderstand.

Because it says that finite definiteness is mediated by records, it may sound like idealism,
constructivism, relativism, or a theory in which consciousness creates facts. It is none of these.

This page states the main boundaries of the framework.

1. RBO is not subjective idealism

RBO does not claim that consciousness creates the world.

A record is not a private mental act. Records are physical or informational structures with causal
histories and stability conditions. A fossil, scar, detector click, database entry, memory trace, legal
document, environmental encoding, or instrument reading may function as a record without being
conscious.

Consciousness is one possible site of record integration. It is not the source of reality.

RBO therefore rejects the idea that facts depend on being privately experienced by a mind. Its claim is
narrower: what becomes definite for a finite system depends on the records accessible to that system.

2. RBO is not crude constructivism

RBO does not say that whatever is recorded becomes true.

A forged document is real as a document, but false as testimony. A false memory is real as a memory-
state, but inaccurate as a representation of the past. A corrupted file is real as a bit-structure, but
defective as a preservation of intended content. A faulty measurement is real as an instrument output,
but wrong as evidence.

Recordhood and truth are not the same.

This distinction is essential. Records make truth and error possible because they stabilize differences
that can later be compared, challenged, defeated, corrected, or reinterpreted.

RBO is therefore not the view that records manufacture truth. It is the view that finite facthood is
structured through records, while records themselves remain fallible.

3. RBO is not social relativism

RBO does not reduce reality to agreement, convention, or social consensus.

Social records matter: language, archives, legal systems, scientific publications, institutional files, and
shared databases all help stabilize public worlds. But publicity is not popularity, and objectivity is not a
vote.
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A community can preserve false records. An archive can contain forged documents. A scientific field can
work with flawed data. A legal system can misclassify evidence.

What matters is not agreement alone, but correction under mutually constraining records.

A shared world emerges when local records become publicly accessible, comparable, and corrigible
across finite systems.

4. RBO is not mere epistemology

RBO is not only a theory of how agents know facts.

It asks a deeper question: what makes something count as one fact, one object, one self, one outcome,
or one observer-world for a finite system?

This is an issue of individuation, not merely ignorance.

A finite system cannot treat every physical difference as a separate fact. It tracks stable patterns,
ignores irrelevant micro-variation, and groups many physical configurations under the same record-
individuated structure.

RBO therefore concerns the ontology of finite definiteness: how differences become determinate items
for bounded record-bearing systems.

5. RBO is not naive realism about records

RBO takes records seriously, but it does not worship them.

A record may be misleading, partial, corrupted, misread, forged, unstable, or defeated by stronger
records. Its existence as a record does not guarantee its authority.

A historical document may survive while misrepresenting events. A memory may be vivid but false. A
measurement may be precise but miscalibrated. A database may be stable but wrong.

Record-based realism is therefore fallibilist.

Records are world-constrained structures, but no single finite record is self-certifying. Objectivity grows
through redundancy, independence, comparison, correction, and resistance to defeat.

6. RBO is not a theory that everything is language

Language is a powerful record-system, but records are broader than language.

A scar is not a sentence. A fossil is not a proposition. A detector click is not a theory. A neural trace is not
a document. A thermodynamic trace is not a narrative.

Language matters because it stabilizes and transmits records across agents and institutions. But
recordhood begins below language, in any retained difference that can constrain later states.
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RBO is not a textual theory of reality. It is an ontology of stabilized difference.

7. RBO is not primarily a theory of time

Records are temporally asymmetric: they carry differences forward and constrain later states.

For this reason, RBO has consequences for memory, history, the deep past, causality, and temporal
reconstruction. But it is not primarily a theory of time.

Its central question is not whether time flows or whether the past grows.

Its central question is: under what conditions does a difference count as a definite fact, self, object,
outcome, or observer-world for a finite system?

Time enters because records persist. But persistence is not the whole theory.

8. RBO is not a new physical dynamics

RBO does not introduce a new force, hidden variable, objective collapse mechanism, stochastic
reduction process, or modification of quantum mechanics.

It does not claim that consciousness physically collapses the wave function.

Its quantum application appears in Bit-Collapse Theory, but even there the central move is not a new
dynamics. Collapse is treated as a record-defined equivalence-class update relative to a finite agent, not
as a physical mutilation of the global state.

RBO is an ontology of individuation. BCT is its quantum-foundational development.

9. RBO is not a solution to the hard problem of consciousness

RBO does not explain why there is experience rather than no experience.

It does not derive phenomenality from physics, computation, information, biology, or records. It does
not claim that any record-bearing system is conscious merely because it bears records.

Its claim about subjectivity is conditional and individuative.

If subject-states are physically realized, then their identity, continuity, difference, and multiplication
should be analyzed through subject-constituting record-structure rather than through primitive ego-
substances, bare body-tokens, or branch labels.

The hard problem remains open. RBO addresses the individuation problem.

10. RBO is not a theory of everything

RBO is broad, but it should not be inflated.

3



It can speak about facts, objects, selves, shared worlds, history, error, quantum outcomes, and
observer-worlds because all of these involve individuation under finite record-conditions.

But RBO does not replace physics, biology, psychology, neuroscience, history, or social theory.

It provides a general ontological grammar for finite definiteness.

That grammar may connect many domains, but it does not solve every problem inside them.

11. The positive view

After these negations, the positive position is clear:

RBO is a fallibilist record-realism.

It is realist because records are not arbitrary projections. They are physically or informationally
instantiated structures constrained by the world.

It is record-based because finite definiteness depends on stable, accessible, update-constraining
records.

It is fallibilist because records can mislead, distort, fail, decay, or be corrected.

It is an ontology because it concerns what counts as one fact, one object, one self, one outcome, or one
observer-world for finite systems.

A compact formulation is:

Finite definiteness is world-constrained, record-mediated, and correction-
dependent.

12. The boundary claim

Records do not create physical reality.

They do not make their contents automatically true.

They do not give finite systems omniscient access to the world.

They do not solve consciousness, time, or physics by themselves.

What they do is more precise:

Records stabilize differences in ways that finite systems can inherit, access,
compare, correct, integrate, and update upon. Through that role, they individuate
definiteness.
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Status: Site essay / clarification page.
Project: Record-Based Ontology.
Function: Boundary-setting and anti-misunderstanding page.
AI-use note: Drafted and edited with AI assistance under the author’s conceptual direction and final
responsibility.
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