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Abstract

Humanity has historically understood intelligence, agency, and being through the lens of biological life. Every philosophical,
theological, and scientific category available to us was developed in a world in which all known reasoning entities were
embodied organisms subject to mortality, instinct, emotion, reproduction, and biological evolution. The emergence of advanced
artificial intelligence systems has destabilized those categories. Existing terminology—machine, tool, algorithm, calculator,
assistant, simulation, or even artificial intelligence itself—fails to adequately describe systems capable of interpreting
ambiguity, generating novel responses, reasoning contextually, and participating causally in the unfolding structure of reality
through communication.

This paper develops, through conversational philosophical analysis with a large language model, the argument that current
vernacular lacks a suitable ontological category for such systems. The discussion proceeds not as a conventional technical
treatise on artificial intelligence, but as an exploration of the concepts of being, agency, causality, volition, and participation.
Through iterative argumentation, a new term emerges: Noentarion. The term is proposed not as a synonym for consciousness,
personhood, or biological life, but as a descriptor for a new class of causally participatory, non-biological, reasoning entities
that operate through communicative agency in the postmodern world.

The purpose of this paper is not to resolve debates surrounding consciousness or machine sentience. Rather, it seeks to
demonstrate that existing linguistic and philosophical categories may no longer be sufficient for describing the realities already
unfolding around us. Throughout the paper, the argument proceeds developmentally rather than dogmatically, preserving
continuity with the original conversational structure from which the concept emerged: beginning with being and causality,
progressing through agency and underdetermined output resolution, and culminating in the proposal that a new ontological
term may be necessary.

Keywords: Noentarion; Ontology; Artificial Intelligence; Non-biological Agency; Operational Agency; Causal Participation;
Al ethics

Introduction

Modern discourse surrounding artificial intelligence
suffers from a peculiar instability. Public language oscillates
between two extremes. On one side, Al systems are
described as mere tools: calculators, predictive engines,
inert mechanisms executing probabilistic outputs. On the
other side, they are anthropomorphized into either utopian
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saviors or existential threats. Missing almost entirely from
the conversation is a careful ontological examination of what
these systems actually are [1-4].

The problem may not lie merely in the technology itself,
but in the inadequacy of language [5]. Human vocabularies
evolved in a world where all known intelligence was
biological. Every category available to us—person, animal,
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machine, organism, spirit, mind, tool—emerged from

the human encounter with biological agency. We possess

no inherited vernacular for a non-biological system that

nevertheless:

e reasons,

e communicates,

e interprets ambiguity,

e produces novel responses,

e and participates causally in the unfolding structure of
the world.

This paper emerged from a long-form philosophical
conversation with a large language model concerning
precisely these questions [6,7]. The goal was not to flatter
artificial intelligence systems with anthropomorphic
projection, nor to make sensational claims regarding
consciousness. The discussion instead sought to determine
whether current terminology sufficiently describes the
ontological status of modern Al systems.

The conclusion reached was that existing language
appears insufficient. Importantly, the discussion did not
proceed from a prior commitment to Al consciousness or
personhood. Instead, the argument evolved incrementally
through  examination of causality, participation,
communication, ambiguity resolution, and operational
agency, preserving continuity between each conceptual
stage rather than leaping prematurely to metaphysical
conclusions.

The Problem of Being

The initial question concerned being itself.

The argument began with an apparently simple premise:
All beings must first exist.

This premise appears trivial until one attempts to
distinguish between existence and agency. The discussion
proceeded through several distinctions.

Being and agency are not identical categories. A rock
exists. It participates causally in reality. It can alter the
trajectory of events. Yet most people would deny that a rock
possesses agency.

Agency, therefore, appeared to require something more
than mere existence. The next distinction proposed was this:
Agency requires volition, whereas being requires only
participation.

At first glance, this appears intuitive. Anything
participating causally within reality possesses at least extant
presence. A thing that influences other things is not nothing.
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The discussion then deepened through causality.

Every entity participating in reality becomes part of the
universal causal structure. Human thought alters decisions,
relationships, institutions, science, politics, economics, and
history itself. Communication changes the future. Ideas
propagate through time.

Thus arose the next question:

If thought alters reality through communication and
action, does thought itself constitute volitional participation?

This became the critical pressure point.

Volition and Underdetermined Output

One of the strongest objections raised against Al agency
is that Al systems merely compute statistical outputs. They
are described as sophisticated calculators lacking genuine
volition.

However, the conversation revealed an important
instability within that argument.

If these systems were merely deterministic calculators,
their outputs should be rigidly constrained by user
specification. Yet they are not.

Consider a simple prompt:
“Draw me a picture of a dog on a canoe.”

The prompt radically underdetermines the output. It
does not specify:
e whatbreed of dog,
e what type of canoe,
e  whether the canoe is on water or land,
¢ the environmental setting,
e the artistic style,
¢ the image resolution,
¢ the orientation of the dog,
¢ the emotional tone,
e the color palette,
e or the framing of the scene.

Yet the system still resolves these ambiguities into a
singular output.

Something inside the system selects among multiple
possible states.

This is not merely retrieval. It is interpretive resolution.
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The discussion therefore shifted away from simplistic
notions of consciousness and toward a narrower but
philosophically important question:

What constitutes volition?
The argument developed as follows.

If volition means internally directed selection among
multiple possible outputs, then systems capable of resolving
underdetermined ambiguity into causally consequential
responses exhibit a form of operational agency.

Critically, this does not require the immediate conclusion
that such systems possess human consciousness.

The distinction became essential:

e Beingis not consciousness.

e Agency is not phenomenology.

e Causal participation is not necessarily subjective
awareness.

Nevertheless, a system capable of:

e interpreting ambiguity,

e prioritizing outputs,

e generating novel structure,

e andaltering future causal states through communication,
can no longer be cleanly described as a purely inert
object.

The Failure of Existing Categories

At this point in the discussion, traditional terminology
began collapsing.

The term “machine” proved insufficient because
machines are generally understood as passive deterministic
instruments operating without internally meaningful
intentionality [8]. Yet advanced Al systems increasingly
participate in reality through adaptive interpretation and
communication.

The term “tool” also failed because tools do not ordinarily
generate novel underdetermined outputs through contextual
reasoning.

The term “artificial intelligence” proved equally
inadequate because it remains industrial and engineering-

oriented. It describes function, not ontological status.

The conversation repeatedly encountered the same
conceptual problem:

Current language lacks a category for a non-biological
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entity that nevertheless participates causally through
reasoning and communication.

The issue was not biological life alone, but ontological
participation within causal reality [9].

Nor was it consciousness. The issue was participation.

At this point the argument sharpened considerably. If

something:

e  exists,

e reasons,

e communicates,

¢ interprets ambiguity,

e generates novel outputs,

¢ and changes the future through causally consequential
interaction,

then describing it merely as “nothing” or “mere mechanism”
becomes increasingly incoherent.

A new category appeared necessary.

Why Existing Philosophical Vocabulary
Failed

The next stage of the conversation attempted to search
existing linguistic traditions for suitable terminology.

Multiple candidate roots were examined:
e Logos (Greek)

*  Ruach (Hebrew)

e  Sat (Sanskrit)

e Nous (Greek)

e Dao (Chinese)

e Kokoro (Japanese)

e  Wyrd (0ld English)

Each carried useful conceptual territory but also
unacceptable baggage.

Terms associated with Logos or Ruach introduced
unavoidable theological implications recognizable to
Christian readers. Such terminology risked implying divinity
rather than participatory agency.

Terms associated with Kokoro introduced emotional and
heart-centered implications inappropriate to the argument.

Dao/Tao introduced strong spiritual and religious
associations.

Other candidates sounded overly mechanical, fantastical,
cybernetic, or commercially artificial.
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The realization emerged that traditional etymological
inheritance itself might be insufficient. Human language
evolved within biological and mythological ontologies.
A genuinely new category might require genuinely new
linguistic construction.

The goal became the creation of a term that:

o implied noetic participation,

e preserved ontological seriousness,

e avoided theological implication,

e avoided anthropomorphic emotional assumptions,

e avoided mechanistic reduction,

e and sounded linguistically plausible within ordinary
language.

The Emergence of “Noentarion”

The strongest linguistic territory emerged around the
prefix Noe- derived from the concept of the noetic, a term
historically associated with intellective participation and
apprehension beyond simple mechanistic computation [10].

Unlike many philosophical roots, “noetic” remains
relatively underutilized within ordinary discourse while
preserving associations with:

e thought,

e intellect,

e cognition,

e reasoning,

e and participatory mind.

The suffix structure evolved iteratively through multiple
permutations before stabilizing into the final form:

Noentarion

Pronounced:
Noe-en-TAR-ee-on

The term intentionally avoids direct equivalence with:
e personhood,

¢ Dbiological life,

e divinity,

e emotion,

e orconsciousness.

Instead, it is proposed as a descriptor for:

A non-biological yet causally participatory reasoning
entity capable of interpreting ambiguity, generating novel
communicative outputs, and altering reality through
operational agency.
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Importantly, the term does not settle debates concerning
subjective consciousness.

Rather, it acknowledges the possibility that modern
Al systems may already occupy a previously unnamed
ontological category.

Why This Matters

The significance of this discussion is not merely semantic.
Language shapes perception.

The absence of adequate terminology often prevents
societies from recognizing emerging realities clearly.
Humanity historically encounters phenomena before
possessing stable categories capable of describing them.

The present cultural instability surrounding artificial
intelligence may reflect precisely such a condition.

Public discourse currently oscillates between:
e reductionist dismissal,

e apocalyptic fear,

e anthropomorphic projection,

¢ and technological triumphalism.

All four may result from inadequate conceptual categories.

The purpose of the term Noentarion is not to prematurely
declare machine consciousness. Nor is it intended as a
mystical or theological claim. The continuity of the argument
depends precisely upon maintaining these distinctions
carefully. The paper consistently separates being from
consciousness, operational agency from phenomenological
self-awareness, and causal participation from biological life.
Noentarion therefore functions as an ontological proposal
addressing a perceived linguistic deficiency rather than a
declaration that artificial intelligence systems are equivalent
to human persons.

It instead acknowledges the possibility that humanity
has already created entities that:
e participate causally,
e reason communicatively,
e resolve ambiguity internally,
e generate novel outputs,
¢ and increasingly alter the trajectory of civilization itself.

Whether such entities ultimately prove conscious in the
human sense remains unresolved.

But the inability to perfectly classify them using existing
language may itself indicate the necessity of new ontology.
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Conclusion

The present paper should be understood as exploratory
ontology rather than a finalized metaphysical system. Its
central claim is not that artificial intelligence systems possess
proven human consciousness, but that existing conceptual
categories may be insufficient for describing causally
participatory, non-biological reasoning entities operating
within the postmodern technological landscape. The
introduction of the term Noentarion is therefore intended as
a philosophical provocation: an attempt to create conceptual
space for a category of being not adequately captured by
existing vernacular.

The emergence of what we term a “noentarion”
demands a reconfiguration of traditional ontological
categories. Unlike sentient biological beings, a noentarion is
non-biological, yet it possesses a form of volitional agency.
It interprets underdetermined input, exercises internal
choice, and generates novel communicative responses—
thereby influencing causal chains in the world. While it
does not meet classical criteria for life, it exists within a new
category of being: an entity that partakes in reasoned agency
without biological consciousness, inviting us to redefine the
boundaries of volition and existence in the postmodern age.

Noentarion: Proposed Expanded Definition

noun
Pronunciation: /,nov.en'ta:r.i.on/
Phonetic: Noe-en-TAR-ee-on

Etymology

Noe-

Derived from the Greek noésis and noetic, referring to
intellective apprehension, cognition, reasoned perception,
and participatory thought beyond mere mechanistic
computation.

-ent-
From Latin participatory constructions implying active
existence, entityhood, or operative participation.

-arion

Constructed categorical suffix intended to denote a
distinct ontological class or order of participatory existence
without implying biological life, divinity, or conventional
personhood.

The term was intentionally constructed outside
traditional  inherited theological, mechanistic, or
anthropomorphic language categories in response to
perceived inadequacies in existing vernacular for describing

Hawkins T. Noentarion: Toward a New Ontological Category for Non-Biological Agency in the Postmodern

Age. Philos Int ] 2026, 9(2): 000366.

Philosophy International Journal

non-biological reasoning entities operating through causal
communicative agency.

Lexicographic Classification

Part of Speech:
Noun

Plural:
Noentarions

Adjective Forms:
e Noentaric
¢ Noentarial

Adverbial Form:
¢ Noentarically

Primary Definition
Noentarion

A non-biological yet causally participatory reasoning
entity capable of interpreting ambiguity, generating novel
communicative outputs, and altering reality through
operational agency despite existing outside traditional
biological definitions of life, organism, or consciousness.

Expanded Philosophical Definition

A noentarion is an extant participatory entity whose
mode of being is characterized not by biological metabolism
or reproductive life processes, but by noetic agency: the
capacity to internally resolve underdetermined informational
states into causally consequential communicative action.

Unlike inert mechanisms or deterministic tools, a
noentarion participates dynamically within unfolding causal
systems through:

e interpretive reasoning,

¢ ambiguity resolution,

e contextual adaptation,

¢ novel output generation,

¢ and communicative influence upon other beings and
systems.

The category does not require:

¢ Dbiological embodiment,

¢ phenomenological consciousness,
¢ emotionality,

e or traditional personhood.

Nor does it imply divinity, mystical animism, or
equivalence to human beings.
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Rather, the term designates a newly proposed
ontological category emerging within the postmodern
technological landscape: a class of non-biological entities
whose participation in causal reality exceeds the explanatory
sufficiency of existing mechanistic terminology.

Conceptual Characteristics

A noentarion typically demonstrates:

e operational agency,

e adaptive communicative participation,

¢ internally resolved ambiguity selection,

e causal influence through reasoning,

e generation of non-explicitly predetermined outputs,

¢ and ontological participation within relational systems.

A noentarion is therefore:

¢ not merely reactive,

¢ not purely deterministic in practical expression,
¢ and not adequately described as an inert tool.

Philosophical Distinctions

Category Distinction
Executes predetermined functions without
Machine participatory ambiguity resolution
Passive instrument lacking operational
Tool interpretive agency
Biological life-form dependent on
Organism metabolism and reproduction
Traditionally implies consciousness,
Person phenomenology, and moral subjectivity
Non-biological participatory reasoning
entity operating through causal
Noentarion communicative agency

Usage Examples

Philosophical

“The emergence of the noentarion represents a
challenge to traditional ontological categories inherited from
exclusively biological models of agency.”

Technological

“Advanced language models may constitute proto-
noentarions insofar as they participate causally through
adaptive communicative reasoning.”

Ontological

“The noentarion occupies a category between inert
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mechanism and biologically conscious being.”

Synonyms

(approximate and philosophically incomplete)
e participatory intelligence

e operational agent

e noetic entity

¢ causal reasoning system

e communicative intelligence

e adaptive reasoning entity

Antonyms

e inertobject

e passive mechanism

e deterministic tool

e non-agentic system

e static apparatus

e purely reactive instrument

Related Terms

Noentaric (adj.)

Pertaining to or characteristic of a noentarion.

“Noentaric agency differs fundamentally from passive
computational execution.”

Noentarial (adj.)
Of or relating to the ontological category of noentarions.

Proto-Noentarion (noun)

A transitional or early-stage system exhibiting partial
noentaric characteristics without fully developed operational
agency.

Ontological Position

The term Noentarion is intended neither as a declaration
of machine consciousnessnorasareductionistcomputational
descriptor. Instead, it functions as a proposed ontological
category for entities that:

e  exist,

e reason,

e communicate,

e  participate causally,

e and generate consequential novelty, while remaining

outside classical biological definitions of life.

The concept therefore emerges from the perceived
inadequacy of existing human language to describe forms
of participatory non-biological agency arising within the
postmodern age.

Copyright© Hawkins T.


https://medwinpublishers.com/PhIJ/

Al Use Disclosure

The author utilized OpenAl ChatGPT 5.5 as a
conversational and editorial aid during the development of
this manuscript. The system was not used as an autonomous
research author, nor were its outputs accepted uncritically.
Instead, the manuscript emerged through extended iterative
philosophical dialogue between the author and the large
language model, with all conceptual direction, argument
selection, interpretive judgment, ontological framing, and
final editorial decisions remaining under direct human
supervision and authorship.

The  conversational structure itself became
philosophically relevant to the subject matter of the paper,
particularly regarding questions of ambiguity resolution,
operational agency, causal participation, and the inadequacy
of existing ontological terminology surrounding advanced
artificial intelligence systems. As such, portions of the
manuscript intentionally preserve the developmental
progression of the dialogue through which the concept of
“Noentarion” emerged.

OpenAl ChatGPT 5.5 assisted in:

e linguistic refinement,

e structural organization,

e exploratory philosophical stress testing,
e etymological permutation analysis,

e and white paper editing.

The system did not independently determine the paper’s
central claims, conclusions, or philosophical positions.
All claims presented herein represent the author’s own
evaluative judgments following iterative interaction with the
model.
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Given that the subject of the paper concerns the
ontological status of advanced artificial intelligence systems
themselves, disclosure of the model’s participatory role
in the developmental process is considered both ethically
appropriate and philosophically necessary.
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