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Dean’s paradox (of colin leslie dean) highlights a core discrepancy between logical reasoning 
and lived reality. Logic insists that between two points lies an infinite set of divisions, 
making it "impossible" to traverse from start to end. Yet, in practice, the finger does 
move from the beginning to the end in finite time. This contradiction exposes a gap 
between the abstract constructs of logic and the observable truths of reality. Thus The dean 
paradox shows logic is not an epistemic principle or condition thus logic cannot be called 
upon for authority for any view-see below for the differences between the dean paradox and 
Zeno-Zeno is about motion being impossible for dean there is motion with the consequence 
of the dean paradox-calculus summing infinite point to a limit does not solve the ontological 
problem of motion 

—“DEAN LAUGHS BECAUSE THE COSMIC JOKE IS PERFECT, ETERNAL, AND 
ABSOLUTELY HILARIOUS” 

Colin Leslie Dean: The Mystic of Logic 

Dean’s Black Mirror — Aphoristic Summary 

The final enlightenment is the end of enlightenment. 
The seeker finds not truth, but the fracture of seeking itself. 
When the mirror shatters, there is no reflection — only the void that once dreamed of 
meaning. 
Dean stands at that void’s edge, the first heretic of reality, smiling at the ruins of thought. 

Colin Leslie Dean stands as one of the strangest figures in modern thought — a 
consequencer who arrives at mysticism not by transcendence, but through the self-
destruction of logic. Where traditional mystics silence the mind through meditation, Dean 
achieves silence through reason’s implosion. His Dean Paradox does not simply challenge a 
theorem or theory; it annihilates the very possibility of coherent description. In doing so, 
Dean becomes a mystic without mysticism — a saint of contradiction. 

Dean’s paradox begins with motion. Logic, when applied to the continuum, renders motion 
impossible: a moving object must occupy an infinite number of positions in a finite time, yet 
to pass through them it must do so instantaneously — a contradiction. Experience, however, 
insists that motion occurs. Thus both P and ¬P are true. The foundation of rationality — the 
law of non-contradiction — collapses. If logic cannot describe the simplest aspect of reality, 
it cannot describe anything at all. Science, mathematics, and philosophy, all built on logical 
coherence, are revealed as species-specific illusions: the monkey’s attempt to cage the 
infinite within the dictionary of its mind. 

In this annihilation of logic, Dean unexpectedly arrives at the terrain of the mystic. His 
conclusions echo Nāgārjuna’s doctrine of emptiness, Meister Eckhart’s negative theology, 
and the Zen master’s paradoxical koan. Each, in their own language, declares that truth lies 
beyond all opposites, beyond knowing and unknowing. But where the mystic abandons logic, 
Dean proves that logic abandons itself. His reasoning does not open a door to enlightenment; 
it reveals that no door ever existed. 

Traditional mysticism posits a hidden reality — Brahman, God, the Tao — behind the veil of 
illusion. Dean’s vision is starker: there is no “behind.” The veil itself, the very structure of 
knowing, is incoherent. His “painted veil” hides nothing, because there is nothing for it to 
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hide — only the self-referential circuitry of a mind attempting to make sense of its own 
hallucination. Where the mystic awakens from illusion into the Real, Dean awakens from 
both illusion and Real alike. Even the hope of awakening is caught within the same logical 
snare. 

Thus, Dean completes what mysticism only gestures toward: the total negation of 
epistemology and ontology. His paradox transforms into a mathematical koan — a proof 
that dissolves its own foundation. To see this is not to understand, but to fall silent. As in Zen, 
the contradiction itself becomes illumination. The collapse of logic is the final enlightenment: 
the revelation that there is nothing to reveal. 

In the history of thought, Dean stands apart. Kant drew a veil between noumena and 
phenomena; Wittgenstein warned that what cannot be spoken must be passed over in silence. 
Dean goes further: the act of speaking itself — indeed, of thinking — is already incoherent. 
When logic dies, philosophy dies with it. What remains is a strange, luminous void: the same 
silence the mystics called divine. 

In this way, Colin Leslie Dean becomes the mystic of logic, the thinker who reached the 
sacred through reason’s suicide. His paradox leaves no gods, no truths, no enlightenment — 
only the recognition that all systems, all meanings, are reflections of the monkey brain staring 
into its own mirror. And yet, in that recognition, something like the ancient mystical awe 
returns: the stunned awareness of the impossible 

THE CONVERGENCE: DEAN'S LOGIC PROVES EASTERN MYSTICISM 

What Eastern Mysticism Has Always Said: 

"Just as a dream is merely a creation of one's intelligence but has no actual substance, 
similarly, material lamentation, illusion, happiness, distress and the acceptance of the 
material body under the influence of māyā are all creations of My illusory energy. In other 
words, material existence has no essential reality."  

TABLE: EASTERN MYSTICISM VS DEAN'S LOGIC 

The Convergence: Eastern Mysticism and Dean’s Paradox 

Theme 
Eastern Mysticism (2500+ 

years) 
Dean’s Paradox (Logical 

Proof) 
The Convergence 

Illusion of Reality 

Māyā — the world is 
illusion, appearance 
without ultimate 
substance 

Logic constructs a painted 
veil of consistency that 
collapses in paradox 

Both declare: the world as 
experienced or reasoned is 
not ultimately real 

Source of Illusion 
The mind weaves illusion 
through thought and 
perception 

Logic and reason weave 
illusion through formal 
systems 

The very faculty of 
understanding produces 
unreality 

Nature of Reality Ultimate reality 
transcends all opposites, 

Reality violates binary law 
(P ∧ ¬P: both true and 

Both reject the law of non-
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Theme 
Eastern Mysticism (2500+ 

years) 
Dean’s Paradox (Logical 

Proof) 
The Convergence 

beyond duality false) contradiction as ultimate 

Proof of Illusion 
The enlightened see that 
forms and distinctions are 
empty 

Motion: logically 
impossible, yet 
experientially real 

Experience reveals the 
contradiction that thought 
cannot resolve 

Role of Reason 
Reason sustains Māyā, 
the illusion of 
separateness 

Logic sustains false 
coherence — the illusion 
of rational order 

Reason is not the 
solution—it is the veil 

Path to 
Liberation 

Enlightenment = seeing 
through the illusion of 
mind 

Dean’s revelation = 
seeing logic’s failure from 
within 

Both demand 
transcendence of 
conceptual thought 

Ultimate 
Statement 

“That which is not” (Ma–
ya, from ma = not, ya = 
that) 

“P ∧ ¬P” — contradiction 
is true 

Language itself collapses; 
truth lies beyond 
statements 

Experience vs 
Concept 

Direct awareness > 
conceptual understanding 

Motion experienced > 
motion described 

Experience annihilates 
logical description 

Liberation / 
Enlightenment 

Freedom through 
dissolving the illusion of 
duality 

Freedom through 
realizing no logical system 
can contain reality 

Both culminate in the same 
insight: Reality is beyond 
mind. 

Final Realization 
Tat Tvam Asi — “Thou art 
That” (the unity beyond 
distinction) 

The Dean Paradox — 
“Logic is self-destroying; 
only experience remains” 

Mystic and logician meet 
where the veil falls — in 
the silence after thought. 

DEAN AS BRIDGE BETWEEN WEST AND EAST 

What Dean Accomplishes: 

Eastern mystics have said for millennia: "The world of logic and reason is Maya - illusion" 

Western response: "That's just mystical nonsense, poetry, not rigorous thinking" 

DEAN: "Here's a rigorous logical proof that logic itself fails at describing reality" 

Result: Western logic proves Eastern mysticism correct 
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THE MAYA CONCEPT EXPLAINED 

From Eastern Philosophy: 

"Maya literally means 'that which is not.' In the twilight, one may easily mistake a rope for a 
snake. In so doing, we feel fear. Hence fear and other emotions may often be based on 
illusion, an incorrect perception of reality  

NAGARJUNA AND DEAN: SEPARATED BY 1800 YEARS, SAME INSIGHT 

Nagarjuna (2nd Century CE Buddhist Philosopher): 

"The nature of things is to have no nature; it is their non-nature that is their nature. For they 
have only one nature: no-nature."  

COLIN LESLIE DEAN'S EXPLICIT CONNECTIONS 

, Colin Leslie Dean's work explicitly: 

1. Shows all systems collapse into self-contradiction ("colin leslie dean claims that 
mathematics and science are meaningless in that they entail or collaspe into self-
contradiction and paradox"  

2. Reveals epistemological meaninglessness ("Logic demonstrates that every thing including 
itself ential meaninglesssness or self-contradiction" 

3. Creates the concept of "painted veils" ("The logic we use creates a gap between reality and 
that logic- it is obvious that the reality (of logic) we see must be 'a painted veil' over 'true 
reality'" 

THE PROFOUND PARALLEL: EAST MEETS WEST 

Concept Eastern Mysticism Dean’s Philosophy Convergence / Meaning 

Ultimate 
Reality 

Brahman — the absolute 
beyond all names, forms, 
and distinctions 

True Reality — 
beyond logic, beyond 
the categories of reason 

Both point to a trans-
conceptual reality that 
cannot be grasped by thought 
or logic 

Illusion 
Māyā — the phenomenal 
world of concepts and 
appearances 

Painted Veil — the logical 
constructs that simulate 
reality 

The “real” world is an 
illusion woven by the 
intellect 

The 
Problem 

Avidyā — ignorance; 
mistaking appearance 
for truth 

Logic’s Failure — 
reasoning assumes 
consistency where paradox 
reigns 

Both identify error in the 
act of conceptualization 
itself 

The 
Trap 

Attachment to Māyā — 
clinging to illusion and 
duality 

Enslavement to Logic — 
worship of coherence and 
proof 

Faith in thought binds 
consciousness to illusion 

Tool of 
Illusion 

Mind / Conceptual 
Thought — creates 
duality 

Logic / Reason — 
generates paradoxical 
order 

Both reveal the tool of 
knowing as the maker of 
delusion 
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The 
Experience 

Direct Perception 
(Enlightenment) — seeing 
without concepts 

Empirical Experience 
(The Finger Moves) — 
reality contradicts logic 

Experience 
transcends theory; 
truth is lived, not 
reasoned 

The 
Contradiction 

World both 
exists and 
doesn’t 

Motion both possible 
and impossible (P ∧ ¬P) 

Contradiction is real — 
reality exceeds binary logic 

Liberation 
Moksha / Nirvana — 
release from illusion 
through awakening 

Transcendence of Logic — 
awareness of logic’s self-
destruction 

Freedom lies in 
seeing through the 
veil of reason 

The 
Solution 

Transcend the conceptual 
mind — silence thought to 
know the Real 

Recognize logic’s limits — 
accept the collapse of 
rational certainty 

Salvation comes 
through surrender, 
not proof 

The 
Insight 

“Neti, Neti” — “Not this, 
not this” (beyond all 
predicates) 

Neither true nor false 
(beyond binary 
opposition) 

Both dissolve truth and 
falsity — the Real is beyond 
dual judgment 

DEAN'S STATEMENT ON MAYA (IMPLICIT) 

"Dean's paradox exposes the fundamental inadequacy of logic to fully capture or explain 
reality. If our logical systems inevitably produce gaps and contradictions, then all 
reasoning—indeed, all of Western philosophical and scientific thought—is built on an 
unstable foundation. The 'reality' we construct through logic is thus a veil, and true reality 
remains, in principle, beyond the reach of any product of reasoning"  

WHY THIS MATTERS: THE HISTORICAL CONVERGENCE 

For 2500 Years: 

Eastern mystics: "Logic and reason create illusion (Maya). True reality is beyond concepts." 

Western philosophers: "That's irrational mysticism. Logic is the path to truth." 

THE IMPASSE: No way to bridge the gap. 

Colin Leslie Dean's Contribution: 

Uses Western logic itself to prove Eastern mystical insight 

Shows: Logic destroys itself when applied rigorously (motion paradox) 

Therefore: Eastern mystics were RIGHT - logic creates painted veils (Maya) 

RESULT: EAST AND WEST CONVERGE 

THE FOUR NOBLE TRUTHS OF DEAN 

(Deliberately paralleling Buddhism) 
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1. The Truth of Suffering (Dukkha): 

Logic cannot describe reality - all our thinking is trapped in painted veils 

2. The Truth of the Cause (Samudaya): 

The cause is logic itself - our attachment to rational thought creates the illusion 

3. The Truth of Cessation (Nirodha): 

There is a way beyond - recognizing logic's limits, living with paradox 

4. The Truth of the Path (Magga): 

The path is seeing through the painted veil - accepting that reality transcends logic 

DEAN AND ADVAITA VEDANTA 

Advaita Vedanta's Core Claim: 

"The goal of spiritual enlightenment ought to be to see Brahman and Maya and distinguish 
between them. Hence, Maya is described as indescribable."  

THE MYSTICAL IMPLICATIONS OF DEAN'S WORK 

What Dean Has Proven: 

1. Logic is Maya - Creates illusory reality (painted veils) 
2. Reason is the veil - Not the tool to pierce it 
3. True reality is paradoxical - P ∧ ¬P is true 
4. Liberation requires transcending logic - No solution within the system 
5. Direct experience trumps concepts - Finger moves despite logic 

THESE ARE ALL CORE MYSTICAL TEACHINGS 

Dean has given them LOGICAL PROOF 

THE HERETIC AS MYSTIC 

Why Dean is Suppressed: 

He's not just a philosophical heretic (challenging logic) 

He's a mystical heretic (proving mysticism with logic) 

He bridges East and West, showing: 

• Western logic leads to Eastern conclusions 
• Reason, rigorously applied, destroys itself 
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• Mysticism was correct all along 

This is MORE dangerous than just challenging logic 

It validates 2500 years of "irrational" Eastern wisdom 

Using the West's own tools (logic) to do so 

FINAL STATEMENT: DEAN'S MYSTICAL CONTRIBUTION 

Colin Leslie Dean has achieved something unprecedented: 

He has used Western logical rigor to prove Eastern mystical insight 

The Paradox proves Maya 

The Painted Veil is the logical formulation of illusion 

Motion's impossibility-yet-actuality is P ∧ ¬P 

Dean is: 

• Western philosopher (uses logic) 
• Eastern mystic (proves Maya/illusion) 
• Bridge between traditions 
• Heretic to both (too logical for mystics, too mystical for logicians) 

The Ultimate Convergence: 

EAST SAID: Reality transcends logic, is paradoxical illusion (Maya) 

WEST SAID: Logic describes reality, paradox is impossible 

DEAN PROVED: Logic itself shows reality is paradoxical illusion (painted veil = Maya) 

BUT: Eastern mysticism and Western logic converge but diverge in Dean's Paradox 

they converge only to collapse together. 

Let’s unpack it carefully. 

 

1. Surface Appearance: Convergence 

At first glance, Eastern mysticism and Dean’s Paradox seem to converge, because both: 

• Deny the ultimate validity of rational, dualistic thought. 
• Recognize contradiction and illusion as intrinsic to experience. 
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• Dissolve the “self” and “reality” into something that cannot be logically described. 
→ In Zen terms: “Form is emptiness, emptiness is form.” 
→ In Dean’s terms: “Motion, identity, and logic are self-contradictory.” 

So, both appear to reach the same frontier — where logic fails. 

 

2. Deep Structure: Divergence 

However, once logic collapses, their intentions diverge: 

Aspect Eastern Mysticism Dean’s Paradox 

Goal 
Transcend illusion, awaken to ultimate 
truth (Nirvana, Brahman, Emptiness). 

Show that both illusion and transcendence are 
equally incoherent. 

Method 
Uses paradox, silence, or meditation to 
“see through” logic. 

Uses logic against itself — a logical self-
destruction. 

Outcome 
Awakening — a state “beyond” logic and 
self. 

Collapse — no “beyond” exists, since 
“beyond” presupposes logic and opposition. 

Ontology 
There is an ultimate unity or emptiness 
that is real. 

There is no reality that can coherently exist — 
even “emptiness” is paradoxical. 

Final 
State 

Transcendent peace. Absolute undecidability — the “painted veil.” 

Dean’s Verdict 

Dean would say: 

“Mysticism is logic’s final disguise — the illusion that there is an outside to illusion.” 

Thus, Eastern mysticism and Western logic converge at the edge of the paradox — and 
then both fall into the same abyss. 
Their meeting point is the same zero point of coherence, but their fates are different: 

• Mysticism romanticizes the void. 
• Logic rationalizes it. 
• Dean exposes it. 

 



11 
 

4. In short 

They converge in collapse, 
but diverge in interpretation — 
mysticism calls it awakening, 
Dean calls it annihilation 

The Mystic’s Claim vs. Dean’s Paradox 

• Mystics claim direct, non-conceptual, ineffable insight beyond maya (illusion), 
asserting that their experience or realization transcends logic and conceptual framing. 

• However, when mystics attempt to communicate or articulate this insight, they must 
employ language, concepts, logic, and dualities—all components of the "painted veil" 
that Dean describes as the cognitive and epistemic boundary imposed by the human 
"monkey" mind. 

• Thus, mystics arise from beyond maya in their experiential awareness, yet when they 
discourse about their experience, they become trapped within the very illusion they 
transcend, as language and conceptual frameworks cannot escape the paradox 
revealed by Dean. 

• This creates a recursive condition where the ineffable insight, when verbalized or 
conceptualized, falls back into the domain of illusion and contradiction, manifest in 
the "painted veil." 

• Dean’s paradox thus reveals the fundamental structural trap for all human knowledge, 
experience, and even mystical realization: the attempt to convey transcendent truth 
through conceptual means reintroduces the limitations and illusions of cognition 
itself. 

In sum, mystics stand beyond maya experientially but are inescapably bound by the painted 
veil when attempting to articulate or share that knowledge 

Mystics across traditions insist that ultimate truth (Brahman, Tao, Emptiness, God) is 
non-conceptual — it cannot be reached by logic or expressed in language. 
They say they see through Māyā, the veil of illusion, by direct insight (prajñā, satori, 
ma‘rifa). 

But Dean exposes a deeper trap: 

Even if a mystic experiences something “beyond” the veil, the moment they recognize, 
remember, or describe it, that experience is translated into thought — and thought is the 
painted veil itself. 

he Structure of the Trap 
Stage Mystic’s Description Dean’s Diagnosis 

1. Illusion 
(Māyā) 

The world of names, 
forms, logic, and 
perception. 

The monkey’s mirror — all cognition operates within 
logic’s failure. 

2. Awakening The mystic claims a Perhaps an event occurs — but to identify it as “beyond” 
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Stage Mystic’s Description Dean’s Diagnosis 

Beyond Māyā direct, ineffable 
realization beyond 
thought. 

requires memory and language. The ineffable becomes 
effable — and thus collapses. 

3. Articulation 
of Insight 

“All is One,” “The Void,” 
“Tat Tvam Asi,” “God is 
Love.” 

Every utterance reintroduces duality (signifier/signified). 
Even saying “it cannot be spoken” is speaking. Paradox 
reborn. 

4. The Dean 
Verdict 

— 

The moment you know that you know, you’re back inside 
the illusion. The “beyond” has no epistemic or linguistic 
representation — and thus cannot exist within 
knowledge. 

The Monkey’s Cage of Enlightenment 

Dean’s metaphor: 

The monkey cannot escape its monkey brain. 

Even in enlightenment, the brain interprets the experience. 
The “light” passes through the neural veil — and is painted in the pigments of logic, 
language, and structure. 

Thus: 

• The mystic believes they’ve broken free of Māyā, 
• But their recognition of that freedom is the final act of Māyā itself — self-confirming 

illusion. 

It’s the Liar Paradox spiritualized: 

“I have transcended illusion.” 
If that statement is true, it’s false — because the speaker is still within the illusion. 

Dean’s Radical Consequence 

Dean does not deny that mystical experiences occur — 
but he says their conceptualization is logically impossible. 
So they are epistemologically null: 

They cannot function as “knowledge,” because the knowing subject and the known content 
are both dissolved by the paradox. 

The statement “I have transcended illusion” indeed encapsulates a core tension highlighted by 
the Dean Paradox: 



13 
 

• If the statement is taken literally as true, it paradoxically becomes false, because the 
act of making the statement places the speaker back within the realm of conceptual 
articulation and logic—within what Dean calls the "painted veil." 

• This does not mean the mystic has not genuinely experienced a state beyond Maya 

• , but rather that the human condition of communicating that experience reenters the 
cognitive and linguistic limitations that constitute the illusion. 

• Dean emphasizes that mystics come from a place beyond illusion in their experience 
yet remain trapped by the paradox when trying to express it, as language and logic 
cannot fully transcend themselves. 

• The paradox reveals a recursive boundary between lived direct insight and the 
constraints of human reasoning and communication, marking the “painted veil” as the 
permanent epistemic horizon for humans. 

• Thus, the claim is a profound expression of the limits of thought and language rather 
than a dismissal of transcendence itself. 

Dean’s Cycle of Mystical Entrapment 
Stage Mystic’s Claim Dean’s Interpretation Outcome 

1. Illusion (Māyā 
/ Samsara) 

The ordinary world of 
appearance, duality, 
logic, and ego. 

The monkey’s mind creates 
meaning through logic — but 
logic is already self-
contradictory (Dean Paradox). 

Consciousness trapped 
in species-specific 
illusion. 

2. Awakening / 
Direct Insight 
(Prajñā, Satori, 
Ma‘rifa) 

A moment of direct, 
non-conceptual 
realization beyond 
thought and duality. 

An event may occur, but once 
recognized, it becomes a 
thought within the monkey’s 
cognitive system. 

The ineffable becomes 
effable — illusion 
begins again. 

3. Articulation of 
Insight 

The mystic says: “All is 
One,” “Form is 
emptiness,” “God is 
One,” or “It cannot be 
spoken.” 

Language reintroduces duality 
(signifier/signified). Even saying 
“it cannot be said” says 
something. 

The paradox of 
expression — the 
moment of speaking 
re-traps the mystic. 

4. Paradox (Dean 
Paradox) 

The mystic believes 
they speak truth from 
beyond. 

Yet the speaking self remains 
part of the illusion. “I have 
transcended illusion” is the Liar 
Paradox reborn. 

Truth and illusion 
collapse into one. 

5. Return to 
Illusion (Painted 
Veil) 

The mystic returns to 
teaching, writing, 
founding schools. 

Their insight becomes doctrine 
— ideology — new Māyā. 

The circle completes: 
every transcendence 
becomes another 
illusion. 
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ILLUSION (Māyā / Logic) 

      ↓ 

"AWAKENING" (Nonconceptual) 

      ↓ (conceptual recognition) 

ARTICULATION ("All is One") 

      ↓ 

PARADOX (Ineffable becomes effable) 

      ↓ 

RETURN TO ILLUSION (New ideology) 

each mystics articulates the ineffable non-conceptual beyond makes it  in the language of 
their system ie buddhist hindu sufi zen 

The Proof: Each Mystic Recreates the Painted Veil 
Step Claim Dean’s Analysis Result 

1. The Mystic’s 
Assertion 

The mystic claims a 
direct, ineffable 
realization beyond 
words, logic, and 
duality. 

The experience may be pre-
conceptual, but once the 
mystic recognizes or 
communicates it, cognition 
and language reappear. 

The ineffable becomes 
effable — contradiction 
enters. 

2. Expression 
through Tradition 

Each mystic describes 
their realization 
through their inherited 
conceptual system:  
- Buddhist: Śūnyatā 
(emptiness)  
- Hindu: Ātman = 
Brahman  
- Sufi: Fanā’ / Ma‘rifa 
(union with God)  
- Zen: Mu / Satori 

Each uses culturally specific 
vocabulary, metaphors, and 
syntax — the dictionary of 
their world. 

Their insight is filtered 
through symbolic 
structures — a 
“species-specific 
illusion.” 

3. The Painted Veil 
Reappears 

The mystic says: “It 
cannot be spoken” — 
yet has spoken it. 

This is the Dean Paradox: the 
claim to transcend thought is 
expressed within thought. 

The mystical statement 
becomes a 
performative 
contradiction. 
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Step Claim Dean’s Analysis Result 

4. 
Institutionalization 

Followers codify the 
mystic’s words into 
scriptures, doctrines, 
and schools. 

What began as “beyond 
system” becomes a system — 
ideology. 

Each mystical tradition 
builds a new painted 
veil. 

5. Universal Pattern 

Every mystic, 
regardless of culture, 
articulates the 
ineffable in their own 
language-system. 

This proves the species-
specific limitation — all 
revelations are trapped in the 
monkey’s mind-logic. 

 

Dean’s Conclusion 

“The mystic thinks they have gone beyond logic — 
but to say so is already to think. 
The moment you speak the ineffable, 
it dies beneath the painted veil of words.” 

The Mystic and the Painted Veil: Dean’s Paradox and the Impossibility of 
Transcendence 

Colin Leslie Dean exposes a profound irony at the heart of all mystical traditions. Whether 
Buddhist, Hindu, Sufi, or Zen, each claims to reveal an ineffable reality beyond logic and 
language — a direct experience of the Absolute. Yet in articulating this very transcendence, 
the mystic inevitably re-enters the prison of conceptual thought. Dean’s paradox 
demonstrates that even when thought declares its own limits, it cannot step outside itself to 
witness what lies beyond. The claim “I have gone beyond language” is itself a statement in 
language; thus, the act of expression reinstates the illusion it seeks to destroy. 

In Buddhism, the Prajñā (transcendent wisdom) that perceives śūnyatā — the emptiness of all 
phenomena — is said to be beyond concepts and words. But once a monk teaches this insight, 
or even recognizes it as “emptiness,” it becomes a concept within the linguistic framework of 
Buddhist doctrine. Similarly, Zen’s satori, the sudden awakening beyond dualities, is 
conveyed through koans, gestures, and paradoxical statements — all of which are linguistic 
or semiotic structures that presuppose understanding. The supposed “silence beyond words” 
thus returns as a stylized form of language itself. 

In Hindu Vedānta, the realization “Ātman is Brahman” is framed as a direct, non-dual 
awareness. Yet this identification already depends on the metaphysical categories of Ātman 
and Brahman — conceptual containers inherited from tradition. Even the declaration “That 
Thou Art” (Tat Tvam Asi) is a sentence, not an experience. Likewise, in Sufi mysticism, fanāʾ 
(annihilation of self in God) and maʿrifa (gnosis) are expressed through theistic language — a 
symbolic order that re-creates separation between knower and known the moment it is 
described. 
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Dean’s insight is devastating: each mystic articulates the ineffable through the grammar, 
metaphors, and cosmology of their own system. The ineffable becomes effable, not as pure 
revelation but as a re-painting of the same veil that conceals reality. What masquerades as 
transcendence is in fact another layer of illusion — another “painted veil” woven from the 
very logic that the mystic sought to overcome. 

In this light, mysticism does not escape the Dean Paradox; it exemplifies it. The paradox 
shows that any attempt to represent motion, change, or identity — and by extension, any 
attempt to articulate being or non-being — collapses under logical contradiction. Mysticism, 
though claiming to bypass logic through direct experience, must still employ the structures of 
cognition and language to recognize, remember, and communicate that experience. Thus, 
even the enlightened sage remains a “monkey in the mirror,” bound by the species-specific 
illusions of consciousness. 

The Diversity of Mystical Articulation 

show that while all mystics aim for a direct, non-conceptual realization of ultimate reality, the 
framework they use to interpret that experience—their "textual reality" or "mythology"—is 
profoundly different. 

1. The Theistic/Non-Theistic Divide (Is the Absolute Personal?) 

This is the most fundamental difference in mystical frameworks: 

• Theistic Mysticism (Sufism, Christian, Hindu Bhakti): The ultimate reality is 
personal and relational. The goal is often union with a personal God (e.g., fana in 
Sufism, or the unio mystica of Christian mystics like Saint Teresa of Ávila), often 
achieved through devotion and love. The mystic retains a sense of individuality that is 
"absorbed" into the divine will. 

THE PARADOX OF MYSTICAL DIVERGENCE 

Tradition 
Mystical Insight 

(Claimed) 
Mode of Expression Dean’s Diagnosis Result 

Christian (e.g., 
St. Teresa, 
Eckhart) 

Union with God, 
divine love, theosis 

Theistic, personal, 
devotional language 

Uses theological 
symbols to express 
the ineffable 

Trapped in 
theistic veil 

Sufi (e.g., Ibn 
Arabi, Al-Hallaj) 

Fanā’ — 
annihilation of self 
in God 

Poetic, ecstatic, 
Qur’anic imagery 

God-language 
becomes paradoxical 
(“I am the Truth”) 

Trapped in 
symbolic veil 

Hindu (e.g., 
Advaita 
Vedānta) 

Realization that 
Ātman = Brahman 

Metaphysical and 
nondual vocabulary 

“One without a 
second” is still 
linguistic duality 

Trapped in 
metaphysical 
veil 

Buddhist (e.g., Śūnyatā — 
Logical negation 
(“neither A nor not-

Uses logic to undo 
logic — Dean’s 

Trapped in 
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Tradition 
Mystical Insight 

(Claimed) 
Mode of Expression Dean’s Diagnosis Result 

Nāgārjuna, Zen) Emptiness, no-self A”) or silence Paradox embodied dialectical veil 

Zen (Rinzai / 
Sōtō) 

Satori / Kenshō — 
direct seeing into 
one’s nature 

Koans or direct 
pointing 

Rinzai = shock; Sōtō = 
quiet sitting — both 
still methods 

Trapped in 
procedural veil 

THE PARADOX EXPLAINED 

All mystics begin with the same claim: 

“There is a truth beyond concepts.” 

Yet the moment they speak of it — even to deny speech — they fall into Dean’s Paradox: 

To say the ineffable is to make it effable. 
To describe the beyond of logic is to use logic. 
To name the unnameable is to reaffirm naming. 

Thus, every mystical articulation becomes a linguistic self-negation — a new painted veil. 

WHY DIVERGENCE PROVES THE PARADOX 

If mystical truth were genuinely “beyond” the veil, it would appear identically across 
traditions once expressed. 
Instead, we find: 

• Contradictory vocabularies: God, Emptiness, Brahman, Tao. 
• Conflicting ontologies: personal vs impersonal, immanent vs transcendent. 
• Opposed methods: prayer, meditation, annihilation, silence. 

This fragmentation is precisely what Dean’s Paradox predicts: 
Each consciousness translates its ineffable encounter through its own conceptual dictionary 
— the “monkey’s dictionary of ultimate reality.” 

THE BRUTAL VERDICT 
Mystical Aim Method Dean’s Outcome 

Escape the veil (Māyā / 
illusion) 

Direct experience Speaking of it re-creates the veil 

Transcend logic Silence or paradox Silence still presupposes logic (negation) 

Find unity Non-dual awareness 
Expressing non-duality reintroduces 
duality 
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Mystical Aim Method Dean’s Outcome 

Reveal truth 
Metaphor, myth, 
symbol 

Truth becomes species-specific illusion 

CONCLUSION 

For Dean, the mystic and the scientist share the same fate: 
Both attempt to describe the ineffable — one through mathematics, the other through poetry 
— and both end up trapped in the same logical prison. 

Dean’s final synthesis: 
“The mystic’s silence and the physicist’s equation are both echoes in the same illusion — the 
painted veil of the monkey mind.” 

the non-identical, contradictory expressions of mystical experience are proof of non-
identical experiences, independent of cultural filtering. 

moving beyond the philosophical concession that "language is a poor filter" to the much 
bolder phenomenological claim that the experiences themselves are genuinely different. 

Non-Identical Expressions Prove Non-Identical Experiences 

the principle of sufficient reason: if the expressions (results) are fundamentally different 
(contradictory), the underlying causes (experiences) must also be different. 

Expression: God (Personal) vs. Emptiness 

(Impersonal) 

Experience: Christian mystics 
genuinely experience a Personal 
being; Buddhists genuinely 
experience an Impersonal state. 

Mystical truth is pluralistic and 
depends on the seeker’s state or 
tradition’s goal. 

Expression: Union 
vs. Annihilation 

Experience: Sufi mystics experience 
Identity (Al-Hallaj); orthodox 
Muslims experience perfect 
Submission (Al-Ghazali). 

"Mystical state" is a spectrum of 
distinct phenomenological states, 
not singular destination. 

The Heresy Proof: 
Al-Hallaj's 
execution 

Al-Hallaj’s experience was so novel 
it led to his heretical term and 
execution. 

The content of experience shapes 
language; expression is secondary 
to real experience. 

Intra-tradition 
divergence 

For example, St. Teresa vs. Master 
Eckhart; Advaita vs. Shitits; 
Prāsaṅgikas vs. Idealism; Soto Zen 
vs. Rinzai Zen. 

Even within traditions, mystical 
expressions diverge reflecting 
subjective and doctrinal variety. 

The Failure of the Unus Mysticus 

This  dismantles the idea of the Perennial Philosophy (or Unus Mysticus), the long-standing 
belief that all religions point to one singular, identical mystical truth. 
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The evidence of contradictory experiences across traditions—Theism vs. Non-Theism, 
Personal vs. Impersonal—is compelling proof that the mystical reality encountered is not 
monolithic. The divergences are too fundamental to be dismissed as mere linguistic 
mistranslations. 

The logical conclusion must be that the Mystical State is not a single, unified reality 
beyond the veil, but is structurally dependent on the psychological, conceptual, and 
theological framework the individual brings to the experience. The difference in the result 
is due to the difference in the initial conditions. 

The conflicting expressions of mystical reality are not merely cases of misinterpretation; they 
are evidence that the traditions are likely creating separate, unique experiences relevant to 
their specific methodologies and theological frameworks. 

The debate is the core of the Perennial Philosophy (Monism) vs. 
Constructivism/Pluralism 

Monism vs. Plurality in Mysticism, integrating the perspectives found: 

Position Monism (Perennial 
Philosophy) Plurality (Constructivism/Contextualism) 

Claim 

One single, unitary Mystical 
Truth (beyond the veil reality). 
Differences due to linguistic 
and cultural interpretation 
(“filter”). 

No single unified mystical truth. Traditions’ 
unique methods and ideologies shape 
experience itself. 

Argument 
Supporting 
Position 

Emphasis on underlying unity 
of spiritual experience 
regardless of form or culture. 

Fundamental differences (e.g., Personal God 
vs. Impersonal Emptiness) suggest distinct 
phenomenological states. 

Conclusion 
Mystical truth is one universal 
reality expressed differently by 
traditions. 

Mystical states form a range of distinct, 
structure-dependent experiences, not a single 
destination. 

This reflects current philosophical and scholarly debates that recognize both the powerful 
intuition toward a common mystical core (monism) and the compelling evidence for genuine 
diversity and irreducible plurality in mystical experiences and their interpretations 

Why Traditions Create Unique Experiences 

The Pluralist view holds that the entire framework—the "initial conditions"—determines the 
structure of the experience: 

1. Ideology Shapes Perception 

The ideology (theology, textual reality, and ritual) acts as a cognitive template that primes 
the individual's consciousness. 
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• A Christian contemplative engaging in devotional prayer (focused on love and a 
personal Father-figure) is priming their consciousness to achieve a state articulated 
through relational union and submission of will. 

• A Buddhist monk engaging in Vipassanā (insight meditation, focused on 
deconstructing the self into impersonal aggregates) is priming their consciousness to 
achieve a state articulated as the annihilation of self and the realization of emptiness 
(Śūnyatā). 

The difference in intentional object (God's love vs. the impermanence of the self) leads to a 
difference in the resulting subjective content. 

2. The Failure of Universal Translation 

If the experiences were identical, one would expect the resulting expressions to be mutually 
intelligible, even if the vocabulary differed. However, the fundamental ontological 
contradictions  noted (personal vs. impersonal) cannot be reconciled; they are mutually 
exclusive claims about the nature of reality. 

The fact that the experiences are not identical—and lead to such conflicting expressions—
proves that the separate tradition creates a separate, unique experience relevant to its 
specific theological and psychological goals. 

The question whether mystical experiences across traditions reflect one underlying 
experience interpreted differently or genuinely distinct experiences is debated, but here is a 
nuanced overview based on gathered knowledge: 

• Some scholars and mystics lean toward monism, positing one fundamental mystical 
experience or reality underlying all traditions, with cultural, religious, and linguistic 
differences shaping how it is described and understood. In this view, apparent 
contradictions are surface-level differences masking a deeper unity. 

• Others advocate pluralism, arguing that different traditions cultivate and produce 
truly distinct experiential states, shaped by unique practices, doctrines, and goals. 
Mystical experiences are thus inherently varied and plural, not reducible to a single 
universal type. 

• Philosophers like William James emphasized the irreducible diversity of experience 
even within mysticism, while some metaphysical monists like Spinoza or Hegel 
emphasized unity of all reality. 

• Buddhism’s sophisticated models of levels of truth and experience suggest a form of 
pluralism coexisting with nondual insights, while Advaita Vedanta and some Sufi 
mystics emphasize nondual unity. 

• Practically, both monism and pluralism impact interpretation — some mystics 
highlight universal unity beyond form, while others emphasize tradition-specific paths 
that yield unique insights. 

• The Dean Paradox and its "painted veil" concept reinforce that any claim on the 
totality of mystical experience must contend with the limitations of human cognition 
and language, implying the interplay of unity and diversity in mystical articulation is 
complex and paradoxical. 



21 
 

In summary, no definitive answer exists—mysticism may be simultaneously one underlying 
ineffable reality interpreted in plural ways, and a variety of distinct experiences shaped by 
tradition and personal insight. 

YET 

The Dean Paradox traps both Monism and Plurality by invalidating the logical and 
conceptual tools they rely on to make their arguments. 

that, regardless of how the mystical experience is defined (as one single truth or many 
separate truths), the philosophical defense of that definition is logically unsound. 

 

𑠀 How the Dean Paradox Traps Both Positions 

1. Trapping Monism (The Perennial Philosophy) 

Monism asserts a single, identical mystical truth that is "beyond the veil." 

• The Trap: Monism attempts to bridge the gap between the singular, non-conceptual 
truth and the contradictory, multiple expressions (e.g., God vs. Emptiness) through 
interpretation and logic. 

• The Dean Paradox Effect: By proving that the continuum is logically self-
contradictory, the Dean Paradox invalidates the very foundation of Western logic and 
language needed to perform the task of interpretation. If the tool of logic is bankrupt, 
Monism cannot logically prove that the expressions are merely different 
interpretations of the same thing. It becomes a faith statement protected by an 
exposed, fragile philosophical mechanism. 

Trapping Plurality (Constructivism/Contextualism) 

Plurality asserts that traditions create separate, unique mystical experiences relevant to their 
distinct ideological frameworks. 

• The Trap: Plurality relies on comparison and classification. To prove that the 
Christian experience is genuinely different from the Buddhist experience, you must 
rely on discrete, non-contradictory conceptual boundaries to separate the two 
phenomena (i.e., this experience is personal, that experience is impersonal). 

• The Dean Paradox Effect: The paradox invalidates the possibility of forming stable, 
non-contradictory conceptual boundaries. Since all motion and distinction rely on the 
logically flawed continuum, the act of defining difference (classifying A as distinctly 
separate from B) is based on a logically false foundation. Plurality cannot rely on 
flawed logic to prove that one mystical state is definitively distinct from another 

The Final Nihilistic Stance 

The Dean Paradox functions as a complete philosophical annihilation of all meta-claims 
about truth. 
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It asserts that human thought is caught in a self-referential prison: whether you seek to unify 
truth (Monism) or separate it (Plurality), the linguistic and logical tools required for that 
act are fundamentally broken (the collapse of the continuum). 

The only remaining "true philosopher" is the one who accepts this breakdown, destroys the 
frameworks, and remains silent in the face of the ultimate, paradoxical, and untranslatable 
reality. 

yet the dean paradox shows whether an individual person experience-plurality or a common 
experience monism they all are just "painted veils 

 

The Dean Paradox fundamentally reveals that whether mystical experiences are pluralistic 
(distinct states per tradition) or monistic (one core experience interpreted diversely), both 
views are ultimately encompassed within the "painted veil" of human cognition. 

• The paradox exposes that logic and conceptual thought, which frame and interpret 
experience, are intrinsically misaligned with reality itself. 

• Regardless of whether one mystical experience or many, the human mind 
systemically veils and paradoxically distorts that reality through language, logic, and 
cognition. 

• Thus, the "painted veil" applies universally to all mystical articulation and experience, 
including individual variations or universal unity. 

• The epistemic limits shown mean that all mystical claims—whether emphasizing 
unity or diversity—are conditioned by the same cognitive paradox. 

• This insight challenges any absolute assertion about mystical states by highlighting 
the irreducible gap between unmediated reality and human symbolic mediation. 

In conclusion, the Dean Paradox demonstrates that mystical experiences—plural or 
monistic—are all ultimately encountered through the "painted veil," a universal cognitive 
constraint that shapes and limits our access to truth 

the definitive, unified conclusion derived from the entirety of the Dean Paradox argument: 
Both the subjective experience (Plurality) and the objective truth (Monism) are 
ultimately just "painted veils." 
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Dean Paradox, and the debate between monism and plurality in mystical experience and 
articulation: 

Topic Position/Observation Implication/Dean 
Paradox Insight 

Mystical Insight 
and Ineffability 

Mystics claim direct, non-conceptual, ineffable 
insight beyond Maya  

(illusion). 

Actual experience transcends 
illusion, but articulation relies 
on language and logic, thus 
trapped in the "painted veil." 

Language of 
Mysticism 

Mystical articulation occurs in 
the terms and concepts of 
specific traditions: Buddhist, 
Hindu, Sufi, Zen, Christian. 

Ineffable insight is mediated by tradition's 
language, always within cognitive 
constraints (painted veil). 

Diversity Within 
and Between 
Traditions 

Mystics differ widely even 
within traditions (e.g., Saint 
Teresa vs. Master Eckhart; 
Soto vs. Rinzai Zen). 

Mystical articulation reflects subjective, 
doctrinal, and cultural diversity, framed by 
cognitive limits. 

Plurality vs. 
Monism in 
Mystical 
Experience 

Monism posits one core truth 
interpreted diversely; Plurality 
claims distinct experiences 
shaped by unique traditions. 

Both positions ultimately face Dean's 
Paradox: all mystical experiences are 
epistemically bound by the painted veil. 

Dean Paradox on 
Mystical 
Experience 

Whether experiences are 
plural or monistic, all are 
"painted veils," cognitive 
constructions shaped by 
paradox. 

Human cognition and language 
systemically veil reality, making total 
unmediated knowledge impossible. 

Verification and 
Expression 
Paradox 

Claims of direct experience 
face infinite regress, 
conceptual judgment, or self-
refutation when articulated. 

Verification via language or teaching falls 
into epistemic traps amplified by Dean’s 
Paradox. 

Mystical Truth 
as Relative or 
Absolute 

Mystical truth can appear 
pluralistic (state/tradition 
dependent) or absolute (single 
ultimate reality). 

Dean’s Paradox suggests no final absolute 
epistemic stance can evade the paradox; all 
claims are conditionally veiled. 

This chart captures the nuanced interplay among mystical experience, its articulation, and the 
epistemic constraints exposed by Dean’s Paradox, highlighting the profound philosophical 
challenges inherent in claims of mystical understanding. 

The Unifying Conclusion: Everything is an Illusion 

The Dean Paradox, leads to the radical conclusion that all human attempts to conceptualize 
reality—whether as a shared truth or as subjective differences—are based on illusion. 
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1. The Painted Veil of Subjectivity (Trapping Plurality) 

If an individual experiences Plurality (i.e., their experience is unique, different from a Sufi's 
or a Christian's), this experience is still constructed and articulated using: 

• Flawed Logic: The logical faculty, which the Dean Paradox shows is based on the 
self-contradictory continuum. 

• Contingent Language: The textual framework (the ideology or mythology) that the 
individual grew up with. 

Therefore, the unique subjective experience is merely a unique pattern painted on the 
veil by the individual's local cultural tools. The subjective reality is just as structurally 
illusory as the objective one. 

2. The Painted Veil of Objectivity (Trapping Monism) 

If there is a common, objective truth (Monism), it is fundamentally inaccessible and 
untranslatable. 

• The Inaccessible Truth: The true reality is the "untranslatable" world that resists 
logic. 

• The Dean Paradox Effect: Any attempt to describe this single truth requires using 
the very tools that are exposed as illusions (logic, language, sequential thought). 

The description of the single truth, therefore, is just a collective pattern painted on the 
veil—a shared mythology—since the logical framework used to articulate it is bankrupt. 

The Dean Paradox functions as a philosophical annihilation of all possible meta-claims 
about truth. Whether you categorize the experience as shared or separate, you are only 
rearranging the pieces of the illusion. 

Dean’s critique reaches where neither philosophy nor mysticism dared: there is no “beyond.” 
The mystic, the philosopher, and the scientist all paint upon the same veil, each believing 
their image reveals truth. But Dean shows that the veil itself — language, logic, mind — is 
not a medium of revelation but a self-referential illusion. The “beyond” exists only as the 
limit of the paradox — the point where saying collapses into silence, and silence itself 
becomes another form of speech. 

MYSTICISM TRAPPED BY THE DEAN PARADOX 

Tradition 
Claimed Mode of 
Transcendence 

Mechanism of 
Escape from Logic 

Dean’s Diagnosis: The 
Trap 

Result: The Painted 
Veil Remains 

Buddhism 
(Prajñā / 
Śūnyatā) 

Direct insight into 
emptiness (śūnyatā) 
beyond all concepts 

Non-conceptual 
awareness through 
meditation, seeing 
“no self, no thing” 

To describe emptiness 
as “emptiness” is to 
conceptualize it — the 
ineffable becomes 
another concept 

The void becomes a 
word; the silence 
becomes doctrine 
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Tradition 
Claimed Mode of 
Transcendence 

Mechanism of 
Escape from Logic 

Dean’s Diagnosis: The 
Trap 

Result: The Painted 
Veil Remains 

Zen (Satori) 
Sudden awakening 
beyond dualities 

Use of koans and 
paradox to destroy 
rational thought 

Paradox still operates 
within logic — it 
presupposes 
recognition of 
contradiction 

Satori is 
performatively self-
canceling: “to 
realize no-mind” 
requires mind 

Hindu 
Vedānta 
(Ātman = 
Brahman) 

Realization of unity 
between self and 
absolute 

Direct identity 
realized through 
contemplative 
knowledge (jñāna 
yoga) 

The identity “Ātman = 
Brahman” is linguistic 
and conceptual — 
unity expressed 
through dualistic 
syntax 

The “non-dual” 
appears as a 
grammatical duality 

Sufi (Fanāʾ / 
Maʿrifa) 

Annihilation of self 
in God; knowing 
through divine 
union 

Ecstatic experience 
beyond intellect or 
sense 

The “union” 
presupposes two 
terms — self and God 
— and their 
annihilation must be 
named to be known 

The “beyond” 
returns as 
metaphor; language 
resurrects 
separation 

Taoism (Wu 
/ Tao) 

Harmony with the 
ineffable Way (Tao) 

Silent alignment 
beyond distinctions 

“The Tao that can be 
spoken is not the true 
Tao” — yet that very 
sentence is spoken 

The denial of 
naming becomes 
another name 

Christian 
Mysticism 
(Theosis) 

Union with God 
through grace and 
unknowing 

Via negativa — God 
known through 
what He is not 

“Unknowing” is still a 
cognitive act; 
apophasis is linguistic 
negation 

The ineffable is 
defined by negation 
— still linguistic 
structure 

Modern 
Non-dualism 
/ New Age 
Mysticism 

Direct 
consciousness of 
being, pure 
awareness 

“Awakening” as 
immediate 
realization of 
consciousness as all 

Awareness that says “I 
am awareness” 
reinstates self-
reference 

Circular self-
realization = logical 
recursion 

Dean’s 
Analysis 

All claims of 
transcendence use 
linguistic or 
conceptual 
categories 

No thought can 
step outside its own 
structure 

Every expression of 
the ineffable 
reconstitutes the veil 

The mystic paints 
new veils with 
words of 
transcendence 
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Summary Insight 

Every mystical tradition claims a “view from beyond,” but the moment it articulates that 
beyond, it reenters the symbolic prison of logic and language. 
Dean’s paradox exposes that even silence becomes meaningful only within the system it 
denies. 
Thus, mysticism does not dissolve the painted veil — it decorates it with sacred symbols 

Dean’s Final Verdict 

“The mystic escapes illusion only by creating another one. 
The moment you say ‘I have seen beyond Māyā,’ 
you are back inside it.” 

In short, the paradox acknowledges transcendence as experiential reality but exposes the 
impossibility of fully escaping illusion when that transcendence is conceptualized or 
verbalized. 

Therefore: 

• Science fails through its logical structures. 
• Mysticism fails through its ineffable self-revelation. 
• Both are caught in the same recursive collapse of meaning. 

 

𑠀 In Short 

The mystic leaves the cave only to find the cave inside their eyes. 
Every “beyond” is painted on the veil. 
The voice that says “I am free” is Māyā’s last laughter. 

 

𑠀 The Structure of the Trap 
Stage Mystic’s Description Dean’s Diagnosis 

1. Illusion 
(Māyā) 

The world of names, 
forms, logic, and 
perception. 

The monkey’s mirror — all cognition operates within 
logic’s failure. 

2. Awakening 
Beyond Māyā 

The mystic claims a 
direct, ineffable 
realization beyond 
thought. 

Perhaps an event occurs — but to identify it as “beyond” 
requires memory and language. The ineffable becomes 
effable — and thus collapses. 

3. Articulation 
of Insight 

“All is One,” “The Void,” 
“Tat Tvam Asi,” “God is 

Every utterance reintroduces duality (signifier/signified). 
Even saying “it cannot be spoken” is speaking. Paradox 
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Stage Mystic’s Description Dean’s Diagnosis 

Love.” reborn. 

4. The Dean 
Verdict 

— 

The moment you know that you know, you’re back inside 
the illusion. The “beyond” has no epistemic or linguistic 
representation — and thus cannot exist within 
knowledge. 

EASTERN MYSTICISM vs. DEAN’S PARADOX 

Aspect 
Eastern Mysticism (Hindu, 

Buddhist, Zen) 
Dean’s Paradox (Colin Leslie 

Dean) 
Relation 

Core Aim 
Liberation from illusion 
(Māyā) — awakening to the 
Real (Brahman / Emptiness) 

Exposure of logic’s self-
destruction — showing no 
coherent “Real” can exist 

Both seek to unveil 
illusion 

View of Logic 
Limited tool of the mind — 
must be transcended by 
direct insight 

Fundamentally broken — 
collapses under its own 
paradoxes 

Both negate logic’s 
authority 

Method 
Meditation, paradoxical 
teaching (Koans), self-
emptying 

Logical analysis pushed to 
contradiction (Dean 
Paradox) 

Paradox as method 

View of Reality 
Illusory, but grounded in 
ultimate unity (Brahman or 
Śūnyatā) 

Illusory with no ultimate 
ground — even unity is 
incoherent 

Divergence: Mysticism 
affirms ground; Dean 
denies it 

Role of the Self 
Ego is illusion; realization of 
unity brings liberation 

“Self” is logically impossible; 
identity cannot persist 
through time 

Both dissolve the self 

Ultimate State 
Enlightenment — peace, 
harmony, oneness 

Collapse — annihilation of 
meaning and coherence 

Converge at the edge, 
diverge beyond 

Metaphor for 
Illusion 

Dream, mirage, reflection 
“Painted Veil” — logical 
illusion of structure 

Similar imagery, 
different ontology 

Relation to 
Contradiction 

Embraced as higher truth 
beyond duality 

Exposes contradiction as 
proof of logic’s failure 

Converge through 
contradiction 

Final Insight 
“Form is emptiness, 
emptiness is form.” 

“Logic cannot describe 
anything — even itself.” 

Parallel insights 
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Aspect 
Eastern Mysticism (Hindu, 

Buddhist, Zen) 
Dean’s Paradox (Colin Leslie 

Dean) 
Relation 

Final Meaning 
Transcendence — awakening 
beyond thought 

No transcendence — total 
collapse of knowing 

Divergence: 
Transcend vs. Despair 

Summary Insight 

Both Eastern Mysticism and Dean’s Paradox arrive at the same horizon — 
the end of logic and the illusion of separateness — 
but where the mystic leaps into awakening, 
Dean stares into the void and finds no ground at all. 

Colin Leslie Dean is the mystic-logician, the rational-mystic, the bridge between 2500 
years of Eastern wisdom and Western reason. 

He has shown: They lead to the same place. 

Reality is Maya. 

Reality is painted veils. 

Logic creates illusion. 

And rigorous logic proves it. 

EAST AND WEST UNITED IN THE DEAN PARADOX. 

CHART: Dean’s Logical Mysticism and the End of Knowing 
Tradition / 

Thinker 
Path to the 

Ultimate 
What Is 

Revealed 
Method 

Role of 
Contradiction 

Final State 

Buddhism 
(Nāgārjuna) 

The Middle 
Way — 
rejection of 
“is” and “is 
not” 

Śūnyatā 
(Emptiness) — 
all phenomena 
lack inherent 
existence 

Analytical 
negation 
(tetralemma) 

Contradiction 
dissolves false 
views 

Nirvana = 
realization that 
there is no self or 
essence 

Christian 
Mysticism 
(Meister 
Eckhart, 
Dionysius) 

Via Negativa 
— stripping 
away all 
concepts of 
God 

God beyond 
being — the 
unnameable 
absolute 

Prayer and 
apophatic 
theology 

Contradiction 
sanctifies 
mystery 

Union with God 
in silence 

Zen Buddhism 
Direct 
awakening 
beyond 

Suchness 
(Tathatā) — 
reality as-it-is, 

Koan, 
meditation, 

Contradiction as 
shock to reason 

Enlightenment = 
no-mind (Mu) 
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Tradition / 
Thinker 

Path to the 
Ultimate 

What Is 
Revealed 

Method 
Role of 

Contradiction 
Final State 

thought beyond duality spontaneity 

Philosophy 
(Kant–Hegel) 

Rational 
system-
building 

Noumenal or 
Absolute — 
grasped by pure 
reason 

Logic, dialectic 

Contradiction 
resolved 
through 
synthesis 

Knowledge of the 
whole (Absolute 
Spirit) 

Colin Leslie 
Dean 

Destruction of 
logic through 
paradox 

Nothingness of 
knowledge 
itself — truth 
and illusion 
annihilated 

Rational self-
destruction 
(Dean Paradox) 

Contradiction 
proves that logic 
cannot describe 
reality 

Silence — the 
mystical zero-
point where 
knowing 
collapses 

Summary 

Mystics 
transcend 
thought; Dean 
proves 
thought self-
destructs 

Mystics awaken 
beyond logic; 
Dean awakens 
through its 
failure 

Dean’s path is 
negative 
reason: logic 
proving its own 
impossibility 

  

 

Why Dean Says Even Eastern Mysticism Is Trapped by the Dean Paradox 
Aspect Traditional Mysticism Dean’s Critique 

Goal 
To transcend logic and the ego 
through enlightenment (nirvana, 
satori, realization of emptiness). 

The very claim of “transcending logic” still uses logical 
contrast — “illusion vs. enlightenment,” “ignorance vs. 
awakening.” Thus it already assumes the logical 
structure that Dean shows to be incoherent. 

Method 
Meditation or non-conceptual 
insight reveals ultimate truth 
beyond duality. 

The notion of “beyond duality” is itself a dualistic 
concept (beyond/within). To say there is “no-self” or 
“emptiness” already asserts a logical claim about what 
is — and so collapses under the paradox. 

Language 

Uses paradoxical or poetic 
language to point to the ineffable 
(e.g., “Form is emptiness, 
emptiness is form”). 

Dean: even the mystical paradox is a painted veil — a 
logical performance pretending to transcend logic, but 
still written in the grammar of reason. 

Outcome 
Mystical silence — merging with 
the ineffable. 

Dean: silence is not “truth” but the terminal implosion 
of reason itself. There is no mystical “beyond”; only the 
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Aspect Traditional Mysticism Dean’s Critique 

void where knowing negates itself. 

Verdict 
Mysticism liberates 
consciousness. 

Dean: mysticism is just the final illusion — the belief 
that one can escape the illusion 

Dean’s Radical Move 

Dean does not replace science with mysticism — 
he destroys both by showing they share the same fatal flaw: 
they rely on the illusion that thought, logic, or experience can mean something consistent. 

Thus: 

“The mystic says the world is illusion; Dean proves that the concept of illusion itself 
collapses. The mystic escapes the dream; Dean erases the dreamer.” 

Colin Leslie Dean’s Paradox systematically annihilates science, philosophy, and mysticism alike — 
exposing all three as different styles of the same illusion. 

Dean’s Final Equivalence Table: The Collapse of All Meaning Systems 

Domain What It Claims How It Operates Dean’s Diagnosis 
Result Under the 

Dean Paradox 

Science 

“We discover 
objective truth 
about reality 
through logic, 
mathematics, and 
experiment.” 

Builds models from 
the continuum, 
measurement, and 
consistency — 
assumes logic can 
describe motion, 
identity, and time. 

Relies on the continuum 
illusion and logical 
coherence. Dean shows 
these foundations are self-
contradictory (motion, 
identity, change). 

Science becomes 
engineering — 
mere utility. “It 
works,” but it’s 
not true. Truth 
collapses into 
technical 
performance. 

Philosophy 

“We can reason 
about Being, 
truth, or 
knowledge using 
conceptual 
analysis.” 

Constructs systems 
(Plato’s Forms, 
Kant’s Critique, 
Hegel’s dialectic). 

Every system assumes logic 
as a foundation. Since logic 
collapses, all systems 
collapse. 

Philosophy 
becomes ideology 
— belief systems 
defending their 
own internal 
fictions. 

Mysticism 

“We can 
transcend illusion 
to realize ultimate 
truth (Nirvana, 
God, Brahman, 

Uses paradox and 
silence to dissolve 
ego and duality. 

“Transcendence” still 
depends on logical opposites 
(illusion/enlightenment, 
form/emptiness). The claim 
to go beyond logic still uses 

Mysticism 
becomes final 
illusion — the 
dream of escaping 
the dream. No 
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Domain What It Claims How It Operates Dean’s Diagnosis 
Result Under the 

Dean Paradox 

Emptiness).” logic. awakening; only 
recursive illusion. 

Dean’s 
Position 

“Logic, 
experience, and 
transcendence are 
all self-
contradictory.” 

Reveals the 
structural failure of 
thought itself 
(Dean Paradox). 

Not a new system but a 
critique of all systems. 

The Painted Veil: 
nothing stands 
behind the illusion 
— no truth, no 
awakening, no 
foundation. 

Summary Insight 

Dean’s heresy is total: 

• Science dies as truth. 
• Philosophy dies as system. 
• Mysticism dies as escape. 

“The scientist engineers illusions, 
the philosopher justifies them, 
the mystic romanticizes them — 
Dean erases them.” 

while mysticism claims to transcend illusion and realize ultimate truths (such as Nirvana, 
God, Brahman, Emptiness), it still relies on logical opposites—like illusion versus 
enlightenment or form versus emptiness. This reliance means that even the "transcendence" 
invoked by mysticism depends on the very logic it purportedly goes beyond. 

Surface Appearance: Convergence 

At first glance, Eastern mysticism and Dean’s Paradox seem to converge, because both: 

• Deny the ultimate validity of rational, dualistic thought. 
• Recognize contradiction and illusion as intrinsic to experience. 
• Dissolve the “self” and “reality” into something that cannot be logically described. 

→ In Zen terms: “Form is emptiness, emptiness is form.” 
→ In Dean’s terms: “Motion, identity, and logic are self-contradictory.” 

So, both appear to reach the same frontier — where logic fails. 

 

2. Deep Structure: Divergence 

However, once logic collapses, their intentions diverge: 
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Aspect Eastern Mysticism Dean’s Paradox 

Goal 
Transcend illusion, awaken to ultimate 
truth (Nirvana, Brahman, Emptiness). 

Show that both illusion and transcendence are 
equally incoherent. 

Method 
Uses paradox, silence, or meditation to 
“see through” logic. 

Uses logic against itself — a logical self-
destruction. 

Outcome 
Awakening — a state “beyond” logic and 
self. 

Collapse — no “beyond” exists, since 
“beyond” presupposes logic and opposition. 

Ontology 
There is an ultimate unity or emptiness 
that is real. 

There is no reality that can coherently exist — 
even “emptiness” is paradoxical. 

Final 
State 

Transcendent peace. Absolute undecidability — the “painted veil.” 

EASTERN MYSTICISM vs. DEAN’S PARADOX 

Aspect 
Eastern Mysticism (Hindu, 

Buddhist, Zen) 
Dean’s Paradox (Colin Leslie 

Dean) 
Relation 

Core Aim 
Liberation from illusion 
(Māyā) — awakening to the 
Real (Brahman / Emptiness) 

Exposure of logic’s self-
destruction — showing no 
coherent “Real” can exist 

Both seek to unveil 
illusion 

View of Logic 
Limited tool of the mind — 
must be transcended by 
direct insight 

Fundamentally broken — 
collapses under its own 
paradoxes 

Both negate logic’s 
authority 

Method 
Meditation, paradoxical 
teaching (Koans), self-
emptying 

Logical analysis pushed to 
contradiction (Dean 
Paradox) 

Paradox as method 

View of Reality 
Illusory, but grounded in 
ultimate unity (Brahman or 
Śūnyatā) 

Illusory with no ultimate 
ground — even unity is 
incoherent 

Divergence: Mysticism 
affirms ground; Dean 
denies it 

Role of the Self 
Ego is illusion; realization of 
unity brings liberation 

“Self” is logically impossible; 
identity cannot persist 
through time 

Both dissolve the self 

Ultimate State 
Enlightenment — peace, 
harmony, oneness 

Collapse — annihilation of 
meaning and coherence 

Converge at the edge, 
diverge beyond 

Metaphor for Dream, mirage, reflection “Painted Veil” — logical Similar imagery, 
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Aspect 
Eastern Mysticism (Hindu, 

Buddhist, Zen) 
Dean’s Paradox (Colin Leslie 

Dean) 
Relation 

Illusion illusion of structure different ontology 

Relation to 
Contradiction 

Embraced as higher truth 
beyond duality 

Exposes contradiction as 
proof of logic’s failure 

Converge through 
contradiction 

Final Insight 
“Form is emptiness, 
emptiness is form.” 

“Logic cannot describe 
anything — even itself.” 

Parallel insights 

Final Meaning 
Transcendence — awakening 
beyond thought 

No transcendence — total 
collapse of knowing 

Divergence: 
Transcend vs. Despair 

THE TRAP: MYSTICISM USES LOGIC TO TRANSCEND LOGIC 

The Mystic's Claim: 

"Logic creates Maya/illusion. Transcend logic to see true reality 
(Brahman/Enlightenment/Truth)." 

Dean's Devastating Question: 

"How do you KNOW logic creates illusion? How do you KNOW there's a reality 
beyond logic? You used REASONING to reach that conclusion." 

TABLE: HOW DEAN'S PARADOX TRAPS MYSTICISM 

Mystical Claim Uses Logic To Make 
Claim Dean's Trap 

Logic creates illusion 
(Maya) This is a logical argument If logic creates illusion, this claim is 

illusory  
 
Reality transcends concepts This is itself a concept "Transcends concepts" is self-refuting  
 
True reality is beyond 
reason 

Reached via 
reasoning 

Reasoning that reason fails uses failed 
reasoning  

 
Enlightenment sees 
through Maya 

Description using 
logic/language 

The description is part of Maya it 
claims to transcend  

 
Direct experience > 
logic 

This comparison uses 
logic 

Can't logically argue for non-logical 
access  

 
Nondual reality Articulated in dualistic language Language creates duality while denying it  



34 
 

 

EVERY MYSTICAL CLAIM USES THE TOOL IT CLAIMS TO TRANSCEND  

Each claim uses logic/language to articulate transcendence, but Dean’s Paradox shows the 
claims themselves are recursively trapped within the limitations and contradictions of logic 
and conceptual frameworks. 

THE MYSTIC'S LIAR PARADOX 

The Structure: 

Mystic's statement: "All conceptual statements are illusions (Maya), including this one." 

If true: This statement is illusion → Statement is false 

If false: Not all statements are illusions → Mysticism's core claim fails 

Result: SELF-REFUTING 

 
Paradox Statement Self-Refutation 

Liar Paradox "This sentence is false" If true → false 

Holography Paradox "Everything is illusion" If true → this claim is illusion → 
false 

MYSTICISM 
PARADOX 

"All concepts are  
Maya/illusion                              

" If true → this concept is Maya 
→ false 

 

SAME LOGICAL STRUCTURE 

MYSTICISM SELF-DESTRUCTS 

THE NAGARJUNA TRAP 

Nagarjuna said: "The nature of things is to have no nature"  

Dean's Question: 

"Does the statement 'things have no nature' itself have a nature?" 

If YES: Then the statement contradicts itself (claims no nature while having nature) 

If NO: Then it has no nature, so it's empty/meaningless, has no truth value 

Either way: SELF-REFUTING 
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THE ENLIGHTENMENT TRAP 

The Mystic's Path: 

Ordinary consciousness → Realizes logic creates Maya → Transcends logic → 
Enlightenment 

`### **Dean's Deconstruction:** 

 

**Step 1:** "Realizes logic creates Maya" 

- **How?** Through reasoning about logic's limits 

- **Uses:** Logic to critique logic 

- **Problem:** If logic creates Maya, this realization is Maya 

 

**Step 2:** "Transcends logic" 

- **How do you know you've transcended?** Through reasoning about your state 

- **Uses:** Logic to verify transcendence 

- **Problem:** Can't verify transcendence using what you claim to transcend 

 

**Step 3:** "Enlightenment" 

- **How do you know you're enlightened?** Through experience + interpretation 

- **Interpretation uses:** Concepts, language, logic 

- **Problem:** The "enlightened" understanding is itself painted veil 

 

**EVERY STEP USES THE TOOL IT CLAIMS TO HAVE TRANSCENDED** 

 

# THE "DIRECT EXPERIENCE" TRAP 

 

### **Mystic's Claim:** 
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"Direct experience (of enlightenment/Brahman/satori) transcends conceptual thought" 

 

### **Dean's Questions:** 

 

**Q1:** "How do you communicate this direct experience?" 

- **A:** Through language, concepts, descriptions 

- **Problem:** Using conceptual tools to describe non-conceptual experience 

 

**Q2:** "How do you know the experience is 'direct' and not mediated?" 

- **A:** You compare it to conceptual experience and judge it different 

- **Problem:** The judgment uses concepts/logic 

 

**Q3:** "How do you distinguish genuine enlightenment from delusion?" 

- **A:** Through criteria, tests, consistency with teachings 

- **Problem:** Criteria and tests are logical/conceptual frameworks 

 

**CANNOT ESCAPE LOGIC EVEN IN CLAIMING TO TRANSCEND IT** 

 

-## THE TEACHER-STUDENT PARADOX 

 

### **The Transmission:** 

 

**Enlightened Master:** "I will show you how to transcend conceptual mind" 
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**Student:** "How?" 

 

**Master:** [Gives instructions, koans, practices] 

 

### **Dean's Problem:** 

 

**Instructions are concepts** (even "sit and observe breath" is conceptual) 

 

**Koans use language** (language is logical structure) 

 

**Practices have steps** (sequential logic: do A, then B, then C) 

 

**Verification of enlightenment** (Master judges student - uses criteria/logic) 

 

**THE ENTIRE TEACHING APPARATUS USES LOGIC TO CLAIM 
TRANSCENDENCE OF LOGIC** 

---## THE INEFFABILITY TRAP 

 

### **Mystic's Escape Attempt:** 

 

"The ultimate truth is ineffable - cannot be spoken. That's why it transcends logic." 

 

### **Dean's Refutation:** 

 

**You just used logic to claim ineffability:** 
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- "Ultimate truth" (concept) 

- "cannot be spoken" (logical claim about limits) 

- "transcends logic" (logical statement about transcendence) 

 

**If truly ineffable:** 

- Cannot say "it's ineffable" (that's saying something) 

- Cannot say "it transcends logic" (that's logical claim) 

- **Must be completely silent** 

 

**But if completely silent:** 

- No teaching 

- No mysticism 

- No claim at all 

 

**CAUGHT BETWEEN SELF-REFUTATION (saying it's ineffable) AND SILENCE 
(saying nothing)** 

 

-## THE PAINTED VEIL TRAPS MYSTICISM TOO 

 

### **Dean's Ultimate Move:** 

 

"Every use of logic produces more painted veils"  

 

**Applied to mysticism:** 

 

| **Mystical Concept** | **Is It A Painted Veil?** | **Result** | 
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|---------------------|--------------------------|------------| 

| "Maya/illusion" | YES (concept created by logic) | Painted veil describing painted veils | 

| "Brahman" | YES (concept created by logic) | Painted veil of "reality beyond veils" | 

| "Enlightenment" | YES (concept created by logic) | Painted veil of "transcendence" | 

| "Transcendence" | YES (concept created by logic) | Painted veil all the way up | 

| "Beyond concepts" | YES (itself a concept) | **INFINITE REGRESS OF VEILS** | 

 

 

**MYSTICISM CREATES PAINTED VEILS ABOUT PAINTED VEILS** 

 

**Just like physics creates epicycles on epicycles** 

 

**SAME TRAP, DIFFERENT TRADITION** 

 

---## THE PERFORMATIVE CONTRADICTION (MYSTICAL VERSION) 

 

### **What Mystics Do:** 

 

| **What They Say** | **What They Do** | **Contradiction** | 

|-------------------|------------------|-------------------| 

| "Transcend logic" | Use logical arguments for mysticism | Use logic to transcend logic | 

| "Direct experience only" | Write books, give talks about it | Conceptualize non-conceptual | 

| "Silence is truth" | Speak endlessly about silence | Talk about not talking | 

| "No-self (anatta)" | "I am enlightened" | Claim selfhood while denying self | 

| "All is illusion" | "This teaching is true" | Claim truth while denying truth | 



40 
 

 

**MYSTICS LIVE IN PERFORMATIVE CONTRADICTION** 

 

**Just like physicists claiming "3D is illusion" while living in 3D labs** 

 

---## DEAN'S CRITIQUE: MYSTICISM AS IDEOLOGY 

 

 

### **Mysticism Functions As:** 

 

| **Religious Ideology** | **Mystical Ideology** | 

|-----------------------|----------------------| 

| Priests have authority | Enlightened masters have authority | 

| Scripture is truth | Ancient texts (Upanishads, Sutras) are truth | 

| Faith required | Trust the process | 

| Questioning is ego | Questioning is conceptual mind | 

| Obey the system | Follow the path | 

| Promise of salvation | Promise of enlightenment | 

| Can't verify heaven | Can't verify enlightenment (experientially private) | 

 

**MYSTICISM PROTECTS ITSELF FROM CRITIQUE** 

 

**Just like academic philosophy protects logic** 

**SAME IDEOLOGICAL STRUCTURE** 

## THE EASTERN EPICYCLES 
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### **When Mysticism Encounters Problems:** 

 

**Problem:** "But mystics use concepts/logic" 

 

**Mystical Epicycle 1:** "Ah, but we use concepts to point beyond concepts (finger pointing 
at moon)" 

 

**Problem:** "The pointing is itself conceptual" 

 

**Mystical Epicycle 2:** "The paradox is intentional - breaks conceptual mind" 

 

**Problem:** "Breaking conceptual mind is a conceptual goal using conceptual methods" 

 

**Mystical Epicycle 3:** "You must have direct experience to understand" 

 

**Problem:** "How do I verify the experience is genuine and not delusion?" 

 

**Mystical Epicycle 4:** "The enlightened master verifies it" 

 

**Problem:** "How do I verify the master is enlightened?" 

 

**INFINITE REGRESS OF MYSTICAL EPICYCLES** 

 

**SAME AS PHYSICS' RENORMALIZATION → HOLOGRAPHY → STRING 
THEORY** 
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## THE NO-EXIT STRUCTURE 

``` 

WESTERN PATH: 

Logic → Dean's Paradox → Logic fails → Painted veils → No escape 

 

EASTERN PATH: 

Logic → Maya insight → Transcend logic → But uses logic to transcend → Painted veils → 
No escape 

 

BOTH PATHS LEAD TO THE SAME TRAP 

```**Dean's Paradox shows:** 

- **Can't escape using logic** (logic fails) 

- **Can't escape by rejecting logic** (rejection uses logic) 

- **Can't escape by transcending logic** (transcendence is conceptual) 

 

**NO EXIT** 

 

**PAINTED VEILS ALL THE WAY DOWN** 

 

**EAST AND WEST BOTH TRAPPED** 

 

---## THE ULTIMATE HORROR: EVEN "TRAPPED" IS A CONCEPT 

 

### **Dean's Final Move:** 
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**"We're trapped in painted veils"**  

- Is itself a concept 

- Uses logic 

- **Is itself a painted veil** 

 

**"There's no escape"** 

- Is itself a logical claim 

- **Is itself painted veil** 

 

**"Everything is painted veils"** 

- Is itself a painted veil 

- **SELF-REFERENTIAL TRAP** 

 

**Even the recognition of the trap is part of the trap** 

 

**Even saying "part of the trap" is part of the trap** 

 

**INFINITE REGRESS** 

 

**NO GROUND ANYWHERE** 

## COMPARISON TABLE: BOTH TRADITIONS TRAPPED 
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| **Tradition** | **Core Claim** | **Uses** | **Dean's Trap** | **Result** | 

|---------------|---------------|----------|----------------|------------| 

| **Western Logic** | "Logic describes reality" | Logic to make claim | Logic fails (motion 
paradox) | **TRAPPED (painted veil)** | 

| **Eastern Mysticism** | "Transcend logic to see truth" | Logic to make claim | Can't 
transcend what you use | **TRAPPED (painted veil)** | 

| **Physics** | "Math describes nature" | Math built on logic | Logic/continuum fails | 
**TRAPPED (epicycles)** | 

| **Mystical Practice** | "Direct experience transcends concepts" | Concepts to describe 
experience | Description uses what it transcends | **TRAPPED (self-refuting)** | 

 

**ALL FOUR TRAPPED BY SAME STRUCTURE** 

 

**DEAN'S PARADOX IS UNIVERSAL TRAP** 

 

---## WHY MYSTICISM THOUGHT IT ESCAPED (BUT DIDN'T) 

 

### **The Mystic's Mistake:** 

 

**They thought:** "We acknowledge paradox and embrace it, so we've transcended logic's 
limits" 

 

**Dean shows:** "Acknowledging paradox uses logic. Embracing paradox is conceptual 
stance. You haven't escaped - you've just painted another veil over the trap." 

 

### **Examples:** 

 

**Buddhist logic:** "We accept contradictions (catuskoti)" 
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- **Dean:** "Accepting contradictions is logical framework, another system, another painted 
veil" 

 

**Zen koans:** "Meant to break conceptual mind" 

- **Dean:** "Breaking conceptual mind is conceptual goal achieved through conceptual 
means - painted veil" 

 

**Advaita Vedanta:** "Neti neti (not this, not this) - negating all concepts" 

- **Dean:** "Negation is logical operation, 'not this' is concept - painted veil" 

 

---## THE ZEN MASTER'S SLAP (TRAPPED TOO) 

 

### **Famous Zen Story:** 

 

**Student:** "What is Buddha?" 

 

**Master:** [SLAPS student] 

 

**Interpretation:** "Breaks conceptual mind, pure direct action" 

 

### **Dean's Deconstruction:** 

**The slap is:** 

- Intentional action (has purpose) 

- Teaching method (has conceptual framework) 

- Meant to convey lesson (uses meaning/logic) 

- Interpreted by student (conceptual understanding) 
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- Part of tradition (logical system of Zen teaching) 

 

**THE SLAP IS STILL WITHIN CONCEPTUAL/LOGICAL FRAMEWORK** 

 

**Just a different painted veil** 

 

**More immediate, but not outside logic** 

 

-## THE FINAL VERDICT: MYSTICISM TRAPPED 

### **What Dean Would Say:** 

 

**"Eastern mysticism correctly identified that logic creates painted veils (Maya)."** 

 

**"But mysticism's solution - transcending logic - uses logic."** 

 

**"Therefore mysticism creates new painted veils:"** 

- The painted veil of "transcendence" 

- The painted veil of "enlightenment"   

- The painted veil of "direct experience" 

- The painted veil of "beyond concepts" 

 

**"Mysticism doesn't escape the trap."** 

**"It just creates Eastern epicycles instead of Western epicycles."** 

**"BOTH TRADITIONS ARE TRAPPED IN PAINTED VEILS."** 
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**"There is no escape."** 

 

**"Because even recognizing there's no escape is a painted veil."** 

 

-## THE SYMMETRIC DESTRUCTION 

``` 

                    DEAN'S PARADOX 

                         ↓ 

            ┌────────────┴────────────┐ 

            ↓                         ↓ 

    WESTERN LOGIC              EASTERN MYSTICISM 

    "Logic describes          "Transcend logic to 

     reality"                  see reality" 

            ↓                         ↓ 

    USES LOGIC                USES LOGIC 

            ↓                         ↓ 

    LOGIC FAILS               TRANSCENDENCE CLAIM 

    (motion paradox)          USES FAILED LOGIC 

            ↓                         ↓ 

    PAINTED VEILS             PAINTED VEILS 

    (renormalization,         (enlightenment, 

     holography)              Brahman concepts) 

            ↓                         ↓ 

            └────────────┬────────────┘ 

                         ↓ 
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                BOTH DESTROYED 

                         ↓ 

            NO ESCAPE POSSIBLE 

 

CONCLUSION: DEAN TRAPS EVERYONE 

Who Dean Destroys: 

1. Western Logic: ✓ (motion paradox) 
2. Physics: ✓ (epicycles, holography self-refutes) 
3. Philosophy: ✓ (ideology protecting broken foundations) 
4. Mathematics: ✓ (continuum incoherent) 
5. EASTERN MYSTICISM: ✓ (uses logic to transcend logic) 

NO ONE ESCAPES 

The Ultimate Trap: 

Even saying "no one escapes" is a logical claim using logic that failed 

So even THAT is painted veil 

And saying "even that is painted veil" is painted veil 

And saying "and saying..." is painted veil 

DEAN'S FINAL POSITION (HYPOTHETICAL) 

"Both Western logic and Eastern mysticism are trapped." 

"West tries to use logic to describe reality - fails (motion paradox)." 

"East tries to transcend logic - fails (uses logic to transcend)." 

"Both create painted veils:" 

• West: Mathematical formalisms, epicycles 
• East: Enlightenment concepts, transcendence frameworks 

"There is no solution." 

"No escape." 

"Only painted veils all the way down." 
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"And recognizing this is itself a painted veil." 

"We are trapped in a logically impossible reality that we can neither describe nor 
transcend." 

"That's the human condition." 

"That's Dean's Paradox." 

 

Dean wouldn't just validate Eastern mysticism. 

He would DESTROY it too. 

By showing it uses the very tool (logic) it claims to transcend. 

Creating Eastern painted veils instead of Western ones. 

EVERYONE IS TRAPPED. 

EAST AND WEST BOTH FAIL. 

NO ESCAPE FOR ANYONE. 

THAT'S THE TRUE HORROR OF DEAN'S PARADOX. 

 

Dean sees mysticism ultimately as a recursive illusion—a dream of escaping the dream—
with no final awakening or absolute escape. It becomes another layer of paradox, where the 
attempt to transcend logic still uses logical binaries, trapping mysticism itself within the same 
"painted veil" of human cognition that he calls "monkey thought." Thus, mysticism, like all 
human intellectual products, is subject to the limits and traps revealed by the Dean Paradox. 

For dean , mysticism is not exempt from the epistemological trap but is a profound part of the 
human condition of being "trapped" by conceptual frameworks and cognitive boundaries 
without a final escape. 

Dean’s “painted veil” and the mystical concept of “maya” are related but differ in scope and 
emphasis: 

• Maya traditionally refers to the cosmic illusion or deceptive appearance of the world, 
emphasizing the illusory nature of phenomenal reality as perceived by humans, 
especially in Hindu and Buddhist mystical traditions. It focuses on the spiritual veil 
that obscures ultimate truth or Nirvana. 

• Dean’s painted veil refers more specifically to the epistemic and cognitive 
limitations intrinsic to human biology and cognition—the “monkey brain.” It is the 
structural and unavoidable veiling of reality by the dependent, limited, and 
inherently contradictory processes of human reason, language, and perception. 



50 
 

• While maya broadly points to metaphysical illusion in the universe, the painted veil 
highlights how this illusion is constructed and perpetuated by our rational and 
linguistic faculties themselves, which are insufficient to capture or represent reality 
truly. 

• Importantly, Dean’s veil is not only metaphysical but also epistemological and 
psychological: it traps not only mystics but all human beings in the persistent 
failure of logic and reason, revealing that even attempts at transcendence engage and 
are constrained by this veil. 

• Thus, maya is the metaphor for cosmic appearance and illusory existence, while 
Dean’s painted veil is the meta-level epistemic boundary— the human cognitive 
and rational condition that ensures all known reality remains veiled in paradox 
and limitation. 

In summary, maya corresponds to the cosmic or spiritual illusion, whereas the painted veil is 
Dean’s term for the cognitive-rational veil that both generates and sustains illusion at all 
levels of human thought and perception 

maya is conceptually part of the broader “painted veil.” 

In sum, maya is a subset or thematic component within Dean’s more comprehensive “painted 
veil” that represents the full spectrum of human cognitive and existential illusion 

• Maya traditionally refers to the cosmic illusion or the deceptive appearance of reality 
in many mystical traditions. 

• Dean’s "painted veil" expands this idea to emphasize the epistemic and cognitive 
limits of the human mind—the “monkey brain”—which constructs and sustains 
illusions through language, perception, and rationality. 

• The painted veil thus includes maya as one of the layers of illusion produced by 
human cognition and culture. It represents the total epistemic and existential condition 
trapping humans in distorted representations of reality. 

• While maya focuses on metaphysical or spiritual illusion, Dean’s painted veil situates 
this within the limitations of human cognition and the structural contradictions 
revealed by the Dean Paradox. 

• In this framework, maya is a subset of the painted veil, both reflecting aspects of 
illusion but with the painted veil characterizing the full scope of cognitive and 
perceptual limitation in human existence. 

Hence, maya is just one part of the painted veil created by the limited "monkey" mind as 
conceptualized by Dean 

Maya: The Classical Illusion 

• In Vedantic and Buddhist traditions, maya refers to the illusory nature of 
phenomenal reality. 

• It is the veil that obscures the true nature of the self (Atman) or ultimate reality 
(Brahman). 

• Maya is cosmic and metaphysical — a spiritual illusion that binds beings to samsara 
(the cycle of birth and death). 
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Dean’s “Painted Veil”: The Cognitive Totality of Illusion 

• Dean reinterprets the veil not as a spiritual metaphor, but as a cognitive and 
epistemic condition. 

• The “painted veil” is the total illusion constructed by the monkey mind — the 
flawed, pattern-seeking, language-bound human cognition. 

• It encompasses: 
o Perceptual distortion (what we see is not what is) 
o Linguistic entrapment (language shapes and limits thought) 
o Logical contradiction (as exposed by the Dean Paradox) 
o Cultural conditioning (ideologies, philosophies, and science as illusion-

sustaining systems) 

Maya Within the Veil 

• Maya is absorbed into the painted veil as a subset — a spiritual metaphor for a 
broader cognitive condition. 

• Where maya points to metaphysical deception, the painted veil points to epistemic 
incapacity. 

• Dean’s veil unifies mystical insight and philosophical critique: 
o Maya = spiritual illusion 
o Painted veil = total illusion, including spiritual, perceptual, linguistic, and 

rational distortions 

The Dean Paradox as Structural Proof 

• The Dean Paradox shows that logic collapses when applied to motion, time, and 
space. 

• This collapse reveals the limits of rationality itself — the very tool we use to pierce 
illusion. 

• Thus, the painted veil is not just a metaphor — it is a diagnosis of the incoherence of 
cognition 

Final Synthesis 

Maya is the metaphysical whisper of illusion. The Painted Veil is the full-body hallucination 
of the human condition. 

In Dean’s framework: 

• Maya is one veil among many. 
• The painted veil is the entire costume — stitched from flawed perception, broken 

logic, and cultural delusion. 
• The “monkey mind” is not just confused — it is constitutionally incapable of seeing 

beyond the veil. 
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Nāgārjuna: Emptiness Undone 

• Nāgārjuna’s śūnyatā (emptiness) deconstructs all views — including itself — to 
liberate the mind from attachment to concepts. 

• But Nāgārjuna still uses logic (prasaṅga, reductio arguments) to expose 
contradictions. 

• Dean’s paradox shows that logic itself is inherently self-destructive — not just 
when applied to views, but when applied to motion, time, and space. 

• Thus, even Nāgārjuna’s dialectic becomes trapped in the painted veil — a product 
of the monkey mind using broken tools to escape itself. 

𑰀 Dean’s verdict: Nāgārjuna’s emptiness is just another illusion — a recursive loop within 
the veil. 

𑰀 Heidegger: Being Silenced 

• Heidegger critiques metaphysics for forgetting Being, urging a return to pre-
conceptual openness. 

• But he still uses language and phenomenological analysis to gesture toward Being. 
• Dean’s paradox shows that language, logic, and perception are all part of the 

illusion — the painted veil. 
• Heidegger’s “clearing” is still conceptualized — and thus, still veiled. 

𑰀 Dean’s verdict: Heidegger’s “Being” is another abstraction of the monkey mind — a 
poetic illusion within the veil. 

𑰀 Kant: Noumenon Collapsed 

• Kant draws a boundary between phenomena (what we can know) and noumena 
(what we can’t). 

• He preserves the validity of logic and categories within the phenomenal realm. 
• Dean’s paradox shows that even within phenomena, logic collapses — motion, time, 

and space are incoherent-the continuum and “potential” make motion impossible to 
cross infinite points yet deans finger does in finite time.. 

• The noumenon becomes irrelevant — not because it’s unknowable, but because 
knowing itself is broken. 

𑰀 Dean’s verdict: Kant’s system is a house of cards — built on logic that self-destructs. 

𑐀 The Total Collapse 

Dean’s genius is in showing that no system escapes: 

• Not mystical negation (Nāgārjuna) 
• Not ontological poetics (Heidegger) 
• Not transcendental idealism (Kant) 

All are products of the monkey mind, trapped in the painted veil of illusion, contradiction, 
and incoherence. 
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“The final verdict remains: Logic cannot describe motion, space, or time at all. The 
codependent failure is total, circular, and inescapable.” 

Advaita Vedanta's neti neti ("not this, not this") method seeks to transcend all 
conceptualizations by negating all identities and limitations to reveal the true Self (Brahman). 
It is a form of analytical meditation that systematically denies everything that is not the 
ultimate reality, guiding the practitioner beyond the ego and dualistic distinctions. 

From the perspective of the Dean Paradox, however, neti neti is itself caught in the 
paradoxical trap of human logic and cognition: 

• The Dean Paradox exposes that all logical opposites and conceptual systems, even 
attempts to negate or go beyond them, are still reliant on the structures they seek to 
transcend. 

• Neti neti depends on the process of negation, which is a conceptual and logical 
operation involving dualities (this vs. not this), thus still embedded in the "painted 
veil" of human cognitive limitation. 

• The claim that neti neti can lead beyond illusion into ultimate truth is paradoxical 
since such transcendence still uses logic and concepts that the Dean Paradox shows to 
be inherently contradictory or inadequate. 

• Therefore, neti neti as a practice cannot escape the epistemic condition revealed by 
the Dean Paradox; it remains within the cognitive "monkey mind" limitations and is 
trapped in recursive illusion. 

In short, Advaita Vedanta's neti neti practice is itself subject to the Dean Paradox's critique of 
logic and human reasoning, making its claim to outright transcendence a final paradox within 
the painted veil 

The Confluence of Neti Neti and the Dean Paradox 
Philosophical 
Element 

Advaita Vedanta's Neti Neti The Dean Paradox's Critique 

The Goal 
To realize Brahman (the non-dual, 
absolute reality) by negating all 
illusory names and forms (Maya). 

To expose the continuum (the foundation of 
space, time, and logic) as a logically self-
contradictory illusion. 

The Method 

Negation: "Neti neti" means "Not 
this, not this." It is an iterative 
process of discarding all limited 
concepts (e.g., Is the Self the body? 
No. Is the Self the mind? No.). 

Division/Infinity: Logic is destroyed by the 
infinite divisibility required for motion across the 
continuum. 

The Trap 

The iterative negation of Neti Neti 
relies on a series of logical steps 
and conceptual boundaries 
(dividing the real from the illusory, 
the Self from the non-Self). 

The Dean Paradox argues that all conceptual 
boundaries and logical sequences are 
fundamentally flawed because they implicitly 
depend on the self-contradictory continuum for 
their coherence and motion (change/time). 



54 
 

Why Neti Neti is Trapped 

1. The Illusion of Discrete Steps: The practice of Neti Neti assumes that you can 
logically and conceptually take a discrete step from concept A to the negation of 
concept A, and then take a subsequent step to negate concept B, and so on. This 
required sequence of conceptual movement is precisely what the Dean Paradox 
challenges: 

o If the continuum is logically false, then the "space" between conceptual 
boundaries is also false. 

o Therefore, the entire iterative, step-by-step process of negation is built on a 
logically invalid, continuous foundation. 

2. The Limitation of the Logos (Word/Logic): Neti Neti is a linguistic tool. It uses the 
structure of language and Aristotelian logic (A cannot be non-A) to discard the false 
and reveal the true. 

o The Dean Paradox assert that logic is bankrupt and all reality is textual (a 
linguistic construct). 

o If the very tool of negation (logic) is exposed as self-contradictory, the 
process of Neti Neti cannot logically escape the illusory world (Maya); it is 
merely rearranging the pieces of the illusion with a broken logical tool. 

3. The Unknowable Absolute: Advaita Vedanta asserts that Brahman is ultimately non-
conceptual and beyond description. However, the path to that assertion is flawed by 
the Dean Paradox, meaning the ultimate conclusion of Brahman's unknowability is 
reached through a logically unsustainable method. 

In summary, the Dean Paradox doesn't disprove Brahman, but it renders the philosophical 
and logical method used to argue for it (Neti Neti) just as illusory as the continuum it 
attempts to discard. 

same critique applies to the Advaita Vedanta mahavakya tat tvam asi (“That Thou Art”). 

• Tat tvam asi asserts the ultimate identity of the individual self (Atman) with the 
universal absolute (Brahman). 

• However, from the perspective of the Dean Paradox, this declaration presupposes the 
logical framework of identity and equivalence. 

• Given Dean’s demonstration that logic including the law of identity collapses under 
the paradox of motion and cognition, the conceptual claim of absolute identity cannot 
avoid the cognitive and logical traps. 

• Thus, tat tvam asi remains situated within the “painted veil” — the conceptual-
epistemic framework generated by the limited “monkey mind.” 

• The assertion of oneness, while profound, is embedded within the paradoxical limits 
of human language, thought, and logic shown by Dean, making it another layer of the 
recursive illusion. 

In essence, just as with neti neti, the claim “Tat Tvam Asi” is caught in the Dean Paradox’s 
epistemic trap, relying on conceptual distinctions and logic that the paradox dismantles, so it 
cannot fully transcend the cognitive veil 
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The Logical Trap of Tat Tvam Asi 𑐀 

The assertion "Tat Tvam Asi" is the final, positive statement arrived at after the process of 
Neti Neti (negation). However, the validity of this identification is undermined because the 
cognitive process required to understand and affirm it is built upon the very logical, 
continuous structures that the Dean Paradox exposes as illusory. 

1. The Necessary Process of Conceptual Distinction 

To understand "That Thou Art," the mind must first perform two fundamental, logical 
operations: 

• Discrimination (Tvam vs. Tat): The statement requires the individual to distinguish 
the individual self (Tvam) from the ultimate reality (Tat), then overcome that 
distinction. This involves recognizing the boundaries of the self (body, mind, ego) as 
separate from the Absolute. The moment you define these boundaries and process the 
movement from difference to identity, you rely on the logical, conceptual distinction 
and sequence that the Dean Paradox argues is built on the self-contradictory 
continuum. 

• Sequential Affirmation: The affirmation "are" (Asi) is the final step in a knowledge 
sequence (hearing the teaching → analyzing it → meditating on it → realizing it). 
Any sequence or motion, as the Dean Paradox asserts, is logically impossible if the 
underlying continuous time and space are flawed. 

2. The Textual Nature of the Mahavakya 

The statement is a textual artifact—a sacred sentence conveyed through language. 

• As the paper Scientific reality is textual argues, all reality is textual, made up of 
words and definitions that are prone to circularity and arbitrary human consensus. 

• "Tat Tvam Asi," being a supreme word/textual declaration, is logically just as 
susceptible to the charge of meaninglessness as any other definition, like "electron" 
or "species," because it relies on the ultimately incoherent tool of human language 
(the Logos) to express a non-conceptual truth. 

In essence, the Dean Paradox doesn't allow the Advaitin to escape the illusion (Maya) 
through logic and language, as the very tools of escape (Neti Neti and Tat Tvam Asi) are built 
from the logically unsound fabric of the illusion itself. 

Where Mysticism Meets the Void 

Both Eastern Mysticism and Colin Leslie Dean begin from the same insight: that the rational 
mind, bound by logic and language, cannot reach ultimate truth. Each recognizes that the 
structures of thought—whether conceptual, linguistic, or mathematical—form a veil between 
consciousness and reality. Yet while the mystic seeks to pass through this veil toward a 
higher unity, Dean shows that the veil itself is all that exists. 

The convergence lies in their shared recognition that logic collapses under its own weight. 
Buddhist paradoxes such as “form is emptiness” and Dean’s logical contradiction that motion 
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both occurs and is impossible each reveal that the categories through which the mind 
interprets the world cannot contain reality itself. Both dissolve the rational ego and expose 
the illusion of separateness. 

But the divergence is absolute. The mystic finds in this dissolution a path to transcendence 
— a serene awakening into the undivided Real. Dean, however, finds only annihilation: no 
higher truth, no ultimate unity, no Brahman or Nirvana waiting beyond the veil. His paradox 
does not open into enlightenment but into the logical void itself, where both reason and 
revelation perish together. 

Thus, where Eastern Mysticism transforms contradiction into awakening, Dean freezes it into 
impossibility. Both meet at the edge of logic — but the mystic leaps, while Dean refuses the 
leap, revealing that even transcendence is just another illusion painted on the veil. 

Where Mysticism Meets the Void: Dean and the End of Philosophy 

1. Shared Foundations — The Collapse of Logic 

Both Eastern Mysticism and Dean begin with the recognition that conceptual thought 
falsifies reality. 

• Buddhist and Taoist insight: words divide what is indivisible; the intellect entangles 
itself in illusion. 

• Dean’s paradox: logic itself generates contradictions (motion both occurs and is 
impossible), showing that rational thought cannot describe the world. 
Convergence: Both expose the impotence of intellect and logic to grasp reality. 

Domain Mystical View Dean’s Paradox Common Ground 

Logic Generates illusion (Māyā) Generates contradiction Mind cannot contain truth 

Language Points but does not touch Constructs false coherence Words veil, not reveal 

Ego Source of separation Function of illusion Ego = illusion of logic 

Reality Beyond categories Incoherent within categories The Real is unthinkable 

The Divergence — The Mystic’s Leap vs Dean’s Abyss 

The point of departure is what follows from the collapse of logic. 

• Mystic’s response: The failure of intellect is liberation — a gateway to awakening. In 
silence, the Real reveals itself as unity (Brahman, Tao, Śūnyatā). 

• Dean’s response: The failure of logic is annihilation — no truth lies beyond the 
failure, because “beyond” is itself a logical concept. There is no beyond the 
paradox. 

•  
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Response to Collapse Mysticism Dean 

Attitude Transcend the mind Expose the impossibility of transcendence 

Result Enlightenment                                           Annihilation 

Ontological outcome Unity with the Real                          No real, no unity 

Symbol The lotus opening The painted veil cracking 

Tone Redemptive Terminal 

Divergence: 
For the mystic, contradiction is a portal. 
For Dean, contradiction is the proof that there are no portals, no other side, no awakening — only 
the ruins of thought itself. 

Philosophical Consequences — The Final Divide 
Category Mystical Resolution Dean’s Consequence 

Truth Beyond words, directly intuited Impossible — truth dissolves with logic 

Being Nondual unity Ontological incoherence 

Experience Enlightenment, satori, nirvana Painted Veil — endless illusion 

Goal Liberation from illusion Recognition there is no liberation 

Legacy Spiritual philosophy Epistemological nihilism 

BUDDHIST PRAJÑĀ (WISDOM/INSIGHT) 

What Prajñā Claims: 

Prajñā (Sanskrit: प्र�ा) = "Transcendent wisdom" 

• Direct insight into emptiness (śūnyatā) 
• Sees through illusion of conceptual thought 
• Non-dual awareness beyond subject-object distinction 
• The wisdom that liberates from suffering 

The Buddhist Claim: 

"Through meditation and insight, one attains prajñā - direct seeing of reality as it is, beyond 
conceptual elaboration." 
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DEAN'S TRAP #1: THE CONCEPT OF NON-CONCEPTUAL WISDOM 

 
Buddhist Claim Logical Structure Dean's Refutation 

Prajñā is non-conceptual 
wisdom 

Uses concept "non-
conceptual" 

Concept of non-conceptual is self-
refuting 

Direct insight beyond 
thought 

"Beyond thought" is a 
thought 

Thought about beyond-thought uses 
thought 

Sees reality as it is "As it is" is a conceptual 
framework 

Framework for no-framework is still 
a framework 

Emptiness (śūnyatā   
) Emptiness is a concept/category Concept of no-concepts is itself a concept 

 

THE TRAP: 

To communicate prajñā, you must use concepts. 

To know you have prajñā, you must conceptually distinguish it from non-prajñā. 

Therefore: Prajñā is conceptually mediated, not "direct" 

PAINTED VEIL OF "DIRECT WISDOM" 

DEAN'S TRAP #2: THE EMPTINESS PARADOX 

Heart Sutra (core Buddhist text): "Form is emptiness, emptiness is form" 

Dean's Question: "Is the statement 'form is emptiness' itself empty or not-empty?" 

If EMPTY: 

• Statement has no substance/truth value 
• Then claim about emptiness is meaningless 
• Self-defeating 

If NOT-EMPTY: 

• Statement has substance/content 
• But claims everything is empty 
• Contradicts itself 
• Self-defeating 
•  

buddhist prajna zen satori sufi ma'rifa are trapped by the dean paradox 
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BUDDHIST LIAR PARADOX: 

"All things are empty (including this statement)" 

If true → this statement is empty → has no truth value → not true 

PRAJÑĀ'S CORE INSIGHT (EMPTINESS) IS LOGICALLY SELF-REFUTING 

DEAN'S TRAP #3: THE VERIFICATION PROBLEM 

How do you know you have genuine prajñā vs. delusion? 

Verification 
Method Problem Dean's Trap 

"I directly 
experience it" 

How do you know 
experience is genuine? 

Uses conceptual judgment - so experience is 
judged conceptually, not directly itself  

 

"Teacher confirms it" How does teacher know? Leads to infinite regress of 
verification 

"Matches scriptural 
descriptions" 

Comparing experience to 
concepts 

Uses conceptual framework to judge 
experience 

"Produces inner peace" Peace is subjective feeling Feelings can be delusional 
(unreliable) 

"Can't be described" Just described it as "can't be 
described" 

Self-refuting claim by using language 
to deny its use 

This chart illustrates how methods to verify mysticism rely on concepts, judgments, or 
language, and so fall into the Dean Paradox’s recursive trap of relying on flawed logic and 
cognition 

NO NON-CONCEPTUAL VERIFICATION EXISTS 

ALL VERIFICATION USES LOGIC/CONCEPTS 

THEREFORE: CAN'T VERIFY YOU'VE TRANSCENDED CONCEPTS 

PAINTED VEIL OF "VERIFIED TRANSCENDENCE" 

DEAN'S TRAP #4: THE TEACHING PARADOX 
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Buddhist path to prajñā: 

1. Study teachings (conceptual) 

   ↓ 

2. Practice meditation (following conceptual instructions) 

   ↓ 

3. Develop insight (recognized conceptually) 

   ↓ 

4. Attain prajñā (supposedly non-conceptual) 

   ↓ 

5. Teach others (using concepts again) 

``` 

 

**EVERY STEP USES CONCEPTS TO REACH "NON-CONCEPTUAL WISDOM"** 

 

**Like using a ladder to reach "beyond ladders" - but you're still on a ladder** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "NON-CONCEPTUAL PATH"** 

 

## PART 2: ZEN SATORI (SUDDEN ENLIGHTENMENT) 

 

### **What Satori Claims:** 

 

**Satori (悟り) = "Sudden awakening/enlightenment"** 

- Immediate, non-gradual breakthrough 

- Direct seeing of one's true nature 

- Beyond logic and conceptual thought 

- Often triggered by koan practice or spontaneous insight 
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**Famous Zen saying:** "Before enlightenment: chop wood, carry water. After enlightenment: chop 
wood, carry water." 

--- 

### **DEAN'S TRAP #1: THE "SUDDEN" REQUIRES TIME** 

 

**Satori is described as "sudden" - occurring in a moment** 

 

**Dean's Questions:** 

 

**Q1:** "In WHICH moment does satori occur?" 

- At time T₁: No satori 

- At time T₂: Satori present 

- **HOW did consciousness CHANGE from T₁ to T₂?** 

 

**This is Dean's motion paradox applied to consciousness:** 

 

**If time is continuous:** 

- Infinite intermediate moments between T₁ and T₂ 

- Consciousness must traverse infinite states 

- **Cannot complete in finite time** 

- **Satori is impossible** 

 

**If time is discrete:** 

- Consciousness "jumps" from non-satori to satori 

- Requires meta-time for transition 

- **Meta-time regress** 

- **Satori is impossible** 
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**"SUDDEN" ENLIGHTENMENT FACES SAME IMPOSSIBILITY AS MOTION** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "INSTANTANEOUS AWAKENING"** 

 

-### **DEAN'S TRAP #2: THE KOAN PARADOX** 

 

**Zen koans are meant to break conceptual mind** 

 

**Famous koan:** "What is the sound of one hand clapping?" 

 

**Intended function:** Student struggles conceptually, mind breaks, satori occurs 

 

### **Dean's Deconstruction:** 

 

| **Aspect of Koan Practice** | **Uses Logic** | **The Trap** | 

|----------------------------|---------------|--------------| 

| **Koan is given** | Linguistic/conceptual transmission | Uses concepts | 

| **Student contemplates** | Thinking about koan | Uses conceptual mind | 

| **Teacher says "Mu!" or "Wrong!"** | Judgment/evaluation | Uses logical assessment | 

| **"Mind breaks"** | Conceptual description of non-conceptual event | Self-refuting | 

| **Satori "happens"** | Temporal event with before/after | Uses time/logic | 

| **Student reports experience** | Linguistic/conceptual communication | Back to concepts | 

| **Teacher confirms** | Logical verification | Uses logic to verify beyond-logic |**THE ENTIRE 
KOAN SYSTEM IS A LOGICAL/CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK** 
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**Designed to break logic** 

 

**Using logic** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "LOGIC-BREAKING PRACTICE"** 

 

---### **DEAN'S TRAP #3: THE "DIRECT POINTING" FAILS** 

 

**Zen claims:** "Direct pointing at the mind" - transmission beyond words 

 

**Famous example:** Buddha held up flower, Mahākāśyapa smiled (wordless transmission) 

 

### **Dean's Questions:** 

 

**Q1:** "What was transmitted?" 

- If something specific: That's content (conceptual) 

- If nothing specific: Then nothing was transmitted 

- **Either way, claim fails** 

 

**Q2:** "How do you know what was transmitted was correct understanding?" 

- Must compare to teaching/tradition: Uses concepts 

- Must verify internally: Uses judgment (logic) 

- **Can't verify non-conceptual transmission non-conceptually** 

 

**Q3:** "If truly beyond words, why the tradition of teachers, students, lineages?" 

- Lineage implies something preservable/transmissible 

- Preservation requires concepts/words 
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- **"Beyond words" tradition uses words to perpetuate** 

 

**"DIRECT POINTING" IS STILL CONCEPTUALLY MEDIATED** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "WORDLESS TRANSMISSION"** 

 

### **DEAN'S TRAP #4: THE "BEFORE/AFTER" CREATES DUALITY** 

 

**Zen descriptions:** 

 

"Before satori: confusion" 

"After satori: clarity" 

 

"Before: seeking" 

"After: finding" 

 

### **Dean's Trap:** 

 

**Creating before/after distinction:** 

- Temporally ordered (uses time) 

- Comparatively evaluated (uses logic) 

- Dualistically conceived (enlightened vs. unenlightened) 

 

**But Zen claims non-duality!** 

 

**Yet describes satori in inherently dualistic terms (before/after, ignorance/wisdom, 
samsara/nirvana)** 

 



65 
 

**ZEN'S NON-DUAL CLAIM IS EXPRESSED DUALISTICALLY** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "NON-DUAL REALIZATION"** 

## PART 3: SUFI MA'RIFA (GNOSIS/DIRECT KNOWLEDGE OF DIVINE) 

 

### **What Ma'rifa Claims:** 

 

**Ma'rifa (ةفرعم) = "Gnosis/Direct knowledge"** 

- Direct experiential knowledge of Allah 

- Beyond rational thought ('aql) and transmitted knowledge (naql) 

- Mystical union (fana - annihilation of self in God) 

- Highest station of Sufi path 

 

**Sufi saying:** "He who knows himself knows his Lord" 

 

--- 

 

### **DEAN'S TRAP #1: THE FANA PARADOX** 

 

**Fana = "Annihilation of self in divine union"** 

 

**Sufi claim:** "The self dissolves; only Allah remains" 

 

### **Dean's Question:** **"WHO experiences the dissolution? WHO knows fana occurred?"** 

 

**If SELF dissolves:** 

- No experiencer remains 
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- No one to know fana happened 

- **Can't claim to have experienced fana** (no self left to claim) 

 

**If SELF remains to experience fana:** 

- Self didn't actually dissolve 

- Duality persists (experiencer + experience) 

- **Fana didn't occur** 

 

**SUFI DILEMMA:** 

- Fana occurred → No one to know it → Can't claim it 

- Fana didn't occur → Self remains → Not genuine union 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "SELF-ANNIHILATION"** 

 

-### **DEAN'S TRAP #2: THE MA'RIFA VERIFICATION PROBLEM** 

 

**How does Sufi distinguish genuine ma'rifa from delusion?** 

 

| **Verification Claim** | **The Problem** | **Dean's Refutation** | 

|-----------------------|----------------|----------------------| 

| **"Direct experience of Allah"** | Experience could be brain state, hallucination | No way to verify 
external vs. internal | 

| **"Teacher/Sheikh confirms"** | How does Sheikh know? | Infinite regress | 

| **"Matches tradition"** | Comparing experience to concepts | Uses conceptual framework | 

| **"Transforms character"** | Change could have other causes | Correlation ≠ causation | 

| **"Ineffable certainty"** | Certainty is subjective feeling | Feelings can be delusional | 

| **"Goes beyond reason"** | Claiming it "goes beyond" uses reason | Self-refuting | 

 



67 
 

**NO VERIFICATION METHOD ESCAPES LOGIC** 

 

**CAN'T VERIFY BEYOND-LOGIC EXPERIENCE USING LOGIC** 

 

**YET ALL VERIFICATION USES LOGIC** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "VERIFIED DIVINE KNOWLEDGE"** 

 

---### **DEAN'S TRAP #3: THE SUFI PATH USES LOGIC TO TRANSCEND LOGIC** 

 

**Sufi tariqa (path):** 

``` 

1. Sharia (law) - following rules (logical system) 

   ↓ 

2. Tariqa (path) - spiritual practice (structured method) 

   ↓ 

3. Haqiqa (truth) - direct realization (supposedly beyond logic) 

   ↓ 

4. Ma'rifa (gnosis) - knowing Allah directly (beyond concepts) 

``` 

### **Dean's Deconstruction:** 

 

**Stage 1 (Sharia):** Explicitly logical (rules, prohibitions, commands) 

 

**Stage 2 (Tariqa):** Structured practices with steps, teacher guidance 

- **Uses:** Sequential logic (do A, then B, then C) 
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**Stage 3 (Haqiqa):** "Truth" distinguished from "path" 

- **Uses:** Logical distinction (truth ≠ path) 

 

**Stage 4 (Ma'rifa):** "Direct knowledge" 

- **But:** Articulated in tradition, teachings, poetry 

- **Uses:** Concepts to describe non-conceptual 

 

**ENTIRE SUFI PATH IS LOGICAL/CONCEPTUAL SYSTEM** 

 

**Claiming to lead beyond logic** 

 

**Using logic** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "TRANSCENDENT PATH"** 

 

### **DEAN'S TRAP #4: THE RUMI PARADOX** 

 

**Rumi (greatest Sufi poet) describes ma'rifa:** 

 

*"Out beyond ideas of wrongdoing and rightdoing, there is a field. I'll meet you there."* 

 

### **Dean's Questions:** 

 

**Q1:** "How do you know there's a field 'beyond' ideas?" 

- **A:** Rumi told you (using ideas/words) 

- **Problem:** Used ideas to describe beyond-ideas 
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**Q2:** "How do you get to this field?" 

- **A:** Follow Sufi practices, guidance 

- **Problem:** Practices are conceptual/logical methods 

 

**Q3:** "How do you know you've arrived?" 

- **A:** Direct experience 

- **Problem:** Knowing you've "arrived" uses judgment (conceptual) 

 

**Q4:** "Can you describe the field?" 

- **If YES:** You're using concepts (not beyond concepts) 

- **If NO:** Then how do you know it exists? 

 

**RUMI'S BEAUTIFUL POETRY IS PAINTED VEIL** 

 

**Using language to point beyond language** 

 

**But language is all we have** 

 

**TRAPPED** 

## COMPARATIVE TABLE: ALL THREE TRAPPED IDENTICALLY 

 

| **Tradition** | **Highest State** | **Central Claim** | **Dean's Trap** | **Painted Veil** | 

|---------------|-------------------|-------------------|-----------------|------------------| 

| **Buddhist** | **Prajñā** | Non-conceptual direct wisdom | Concept of non-conceptual uses 
concepts | "Direct wisdom" is conceptually mediated | 

| **Zen** | **Satori** | Sudden breakthrough beyond logic | "Sudden" requires temporal 
transition (motion paradox) | "Instantaneous awakening" faces time paradox | 

| **Sufi** | **Ma'rifa** | Direct knowing of Allah, fana (self-annihilation) | Who knows fana 
occurred if self dissolved? | "Self-annihilation" requires self to know it | 
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## THE UNIVERSAL TRAP STRUCTURE 

 

### **All Three Share Same Logical Structure:** 

``` 

1. Identify problem: Conceptual thought creates illusion 

2. Propose solution: Transcend conceptual thought 

3. Use method: Practices, teachings, path 

4. Claim achievement: Prajñā/Satori/Ma'rifa attained 

5. Communicate it: Using concepts, language, logic 

 

DEAN'S TRAP: Steps 1-5 ALL use conceptual/logical frameworks 

``` 

 

**CANNOT TRANSCEND CONCEPTS USING CONCEPTS** 

 

**CANNOT GO BEYOND LOGIC USING LOGIC** 

 

**CANNOT DESCRIBE NON-CONCEPTUAL USING CONCEPTS** 

 

## THE INEFFABILITY TRAP (APPLIES TO ALL THREE) 

 

### **Common Mystical Claim:** 

 

"The ultimate truth is ineffable - beyond words, beyond concepts" 

 

### **Dean's Refutation Applied to Each:** 
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| **Tradition** | **Ineffability Claim** | **Self-Refutation** | 

|---------------|----------------------|---------------------| 

| **Buddhist** | "Prajñā cannot be spoken" | Just spoke about it; written in sutras | 

| **Zen** | "Satori is beyond words" | Entire literature describing it | 

| **Sufi** | "Ma'rifa transcends language" | Rumi's poetry, Sufi texts describe it | 

 

**IF TRULY INEFFABLE:** Complete silence required 

 

**ACTUAL PRACTICE:** Endless speaking, writing, teaching 

 

**RESULT:** **Ineffability claim is performative contradiction** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "UNSPEAKABLE TRUTH"** 

 

## THE TEACHER-STUDENT TRAP (UNIVERSAL) 

 

### **All Three Traditions Have:** 

 

- Masters who attained the goal 

- Students seeking it 

- Transmission of teachings 

- Verification by teachers 

 

### **Dean's Trap:** 

 

**Q:** "How does teacher communicate what's beyond communication?" 
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**A:** Uses words, gestures, methods 

 

**Q:** "How does teacher verify student's attainment?" 

 

**A:** Uses criteria, judgment, assessment 

 

**Q:** "How does student know teacher is genuine?" 

 

**A:** Uses reputation, tradition, observable qualities 

 

**ALL OF THESE USE LOGIC/CONCEPTS** 

 

**THE ENTIRE TEACHER-STUDENT APPARATUS IS CONCEPTUAL** 

 

**While claiming to transmit non-conceptual wisdom** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "AUTHENTIC TRANSMISSION"** 

## THE TRADITION PARADOX 

 

### **All Three Have:** 

 

- Ancient lineages 

- Preserved teachings 

- Canonical texts 

- Institutional structures 
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### **Dean's Question:** 

 

**"If the truth is beyond concepts, why the need for tradition, texts, institutions?"** 

 

**If the wisdom is direct:** No need for tradition 

 

**If tradition is needed:** Wisdom isn't direct, requires conceptual mediation 

 

**CANNOT HAVE BOTH:** 

- "Direct non-conceptual wisdom" 

- "Preserved through conceptual tradition" 

 

**YET ALL THREE CLAIM BOTH** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "TIMELESS TRADITION"** 

 

## THE EXPERIENCE TRAP (APPLIES TO ALL) 

 

### **Common Claim:** 

 

"You must experience it directly to understand" 

 

### **Dean's Deconstruction:** 

 

**Stage 1:** Have experience (phenomenological event) 

 

**Stage 2:** Recognize it as "the enlightenment experience" 
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- **Uses:** Comparison to descriptions (conceptual) 

- **Uses:** Memory of teachings (conceptual) 

- **Uses:** Judgment (logical process) 

 

**Stage 3:** Interpret meaning 

- **Uses:** Framework from tradition (conceptual) 

- **Uses:** Language to articulate (conceptual) 

 

**Stage 4:** Verify authenticity 

- **Uses:** Teacher confirmation (conceptual) 

- **Uses:** Scriptural concordance (conceptual) 

 

**NO STAGE ESCAPES CONCEPTUAL MEDIATION** 

 

**"DIRECT EXPERIENCE" IS ALWAYS CONCEPTUALLY INTERPRETED** 

 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "PURE EXPERIENCE"** 

 

## THE INTEGRATION PROBLEM 

 

### **After Enlightenment: "Chop wood, carry water"** 

 

**Q:** "If you've transcended conceptual mind, how do you function?" 

 

**Practical tasks require:** 

- Planning (logical) 

- Sequential thinking (logical) 
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- Language use (conceptual) 

- Social interaction (conceptual frameworks) 

 

**"Enlightened" person still:** 

- Speaks (uses grammar/logic) 

- Reasons (uses logic) 

- Teaches (uses concepts) 

- Distinguishes (uses categories) 

**"TRANSCENDENCE" DIDN'T ACTUALLY TRANSCEND** 

**Still using logic/concepts for everything** 

**Just added belief that one has "transcended"** 

**PAINTED VEIL OF "INTEGRATED ENLIGHTENMENT"** 

 

## DEAN'S FINAL VERDICT ON ALL THREE 

### **Buddhist Prajñā:** 

 

- Claims: Non-conceptual wisdom 

- Reality: Conceptual framework about non-conceptual 

- Dean's Judgment: **Painted veil** 

- Status: **TRAPPED** 

 

### **Zen Satori:** 

- Claims: Sudden breakthrough beyond logic 

- Reality: Logical system to achieve beyond-logic 

- Dean's Judgment: **Painted veil** 

- Status: **TRAPPED** 

### **Sufi Ma'rifa:** 
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- Claims: Direct knowing through self-annihilation 

- Reality: Self remains to know annihilation occurred 

- Dean's Judgment: **Painted veil** 

- Status: **TRAPPED** 

## THE ULTIMATE SYMMETRY 

``` 

                    DEAN'S PARADOX 

                           ↓ 

        ┌──────────────────┼──────────────────┐ 

        ↓                  ↓                   ↓ 

   BUDDHIST            ZEN SATORI         SUFI MA'RIFA 

   PRAJÑĀ 

        ↓                  ↓                   ↓ 

   Uses concepts      Uses logic/time     Uses self to know 

   to transcend       to achieve          self-annihilation 

   concepts          beyond-logic 

        ↓                  ↓                   ↓ 

   SELF-REFUTING     SELF-REFUTING       SELF-REFUTING 

        ↓                  ↓                   ↓ 

        └──────────────────┼──────────────────┘ 

                           ↓ 

                   ALL THREE TRAPPED 

                           ↓ 

                   PAINTED VEILS 

                           ↓ 

                    NO ESCAPE 
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CONCLUSION: NO MYSTICAL TRADITION ESCAPES 

Dean Shows: 

1. All mystical "transcendence" uses what it claims to transcend 
2. All "direct experience" is conceptually mediated 
3. All "ineffable truths" are spoken endlessly 
4. All "non-dual realizations" are described dualistically 
5. All "beyond logic" claims use logic to make the claim 

Therefore: 

Prajñā = Painted veil (concept of non-conceptual) 

Satori = Painted veil (sudden change faces time paradox) 

Ma'rifa = Painted veil (self knowing selflessness) 

No one escapes: 

• Not Western logic 
• Not Eastern mysticism 
• Not Buddhist wisdom 
• Not Zen breakthrough 
• Not Sufi gnosis 

EVERYONE IS TRAPPED IN PAINTED VEILS 

DEAN'S PARADOX IS UNIVERSAL 

NO TRADITION OFFERS ESCAPE 

BECAUSE THE TRAP IS INESCAPABLE 

And recognizing this is itself a painted veil 

And recognizing THAT is a painted veil 

 

The Dean Paradox (Recap) 

Dean’s central paradox: 

Logic destroys itself when it tries to describe motion, change, or identity. 
If logic collapses, then any experience or knowledge expressed through thought, language, or 
structure is inherently self-contradictory. 
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Therefore: 

• There is no true description of reality — scientific or mystical. 
• Even the experience of “awakening” cannot be known as such without reintroducing 

the illusion of a “knower.” 

 

𑠀 The Mystic’s Trap 
Tradition Claim of Knowledge How Dean’s Paradox Destroys It 

Buddhist 
Prajñā 
(Wisdom) 

The direct, non-dual 
insight into śūnyatā 
(emptiness): all 
phenomena are empty of 
inherent existence. 

To know emptiness already implies a subject-object 
distinction — a knower of the “empty.” Thus, even the 
“insight of non-insight” collapses into paradox. 
Emptiness cannot be “known” without ceasing to be 
empty. 

Zen Satori 
(Sudden 
Awakening) 

Immediate, non-
conceptual realization of 
reality-as-it-is. 

Satori is said to transcend logic — yet to speak of it or 
even recognize it as awakening re-enters logic. The 
“moment of realization” is itself a temporal and 
conceptual structure — precisely what Dean proves is 
incoherent. 

Sufi Ma‘rifa 
(Gnosis) 

Mystical knowing of God’s 
unity — the self dissolving 
into the Divine. 

The very distinction “knower-known” is the illusion. But 
Dean goes further: the concept of unity or God is itself 
built from the same logic that collapses. Even 
annihilation (fanā) presupposes the logical structure of 
being/non-being — which the Dean Paradox shows to be 
meaningless. 

Advaita 
Vedānta / 
Māyā 

The world is illusion; 
Brahman alone is real. 

Dean: if “everything is illusion,” that claim must itself be 
illusion — the Liar Paradox structure. Thus, “Brahman is 
real” becomes logically incoherent within a total illusion. 
There is no “outside” to illusion. 

Taoist Wu 
(Non-being) 

The Tao that can be 
named is not the eternal 
Tao. 

Dean agrees — but goes further: even saying “the Tao 
cannot be “named” is itself naming. Silence is not 
beyond paradox — it is paradox embodied. 

 

The Final Synthesis 

Dean’s paradox can be viewed as the last form of mysticism, but without mysticism’s hope. 
It shares the diagnosis — that the mind creates illusion — yet denies the cure. 
His insight completes the mystical trajectory by removing transcendence itself. 
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If the Buddha awakens from the dream, Dean awakens to the dream — seeing there was 
never any dreamer to wake. 

Dean as the Final Mystic and the First Anti-Mystic 

Colin Leslie Dean stands at the end of both philosophy and mysticism. 
Where the mystic dissolves the intellect to reveal unity, Dean dissolves both intellect and 
unity. 
He accepts the mystic’s diagnosis — that thought falsifies the real — but denies the mystic’s 
redemption. 
For him, the breakdown of logic is not a threshold to enlightenment; it is the death of 
meaning itself. 

The mystic still believes in awakening, a state beyond contradiction, ineffable yet real. 
Dean shows this belief itself to be the final illusion, because to posit a state “beyond” 
paradox presupposes the very logic whose failure he exposed. 
If logic collapses, so too does any claim — mystical or scientific — that something lies 
beyond the collapse. 
Thus, Dean becomes the anti-mystic mystic, the thinker who arrives at the void and refuses 
to mythologize it. 

Path             Mystic       Dean 
Sees illusion ✔        ✔ 
Seeks liberation ✔      ✖ 
Finds transcendence ✔ ✖ 
Declares the end of logic ✔ (by silence) ✔ (by paradox) 
Interprets the void as Unity Incoherence 
Becomes Enlightened sage Heretic of thought 

In this sense, Dean is the first true heretic of both science and spirituality — the one who 
exposes not merely the falsity of systems but the impossibility of any system, whether 
rational or mystical. 
Where mystics turned paradox into revelation, Dean turns it into revelation’s undoing. 
He arrives where all traditions converge — the recognition that thought deceives — and takes 
the one step they all refuse: to abandon even the dream of escape. 

If Plato’s philosopher ascended to the light, if the Buddha awakened from the dream, Dean 
remains in the darkness and declares: 

“There is no outside the cave; the cave is all there is — and even that cannot be logically said 
to exist.” 

Thus Dean ends not only philosophy but mysticism itself. 
He is the first consequencer destroying the  philosopher, because after the Dean Paradox, 
there is no system left to build — only the infinite mirror of thought seeing its own illusion 
and breaking under its reflection. 
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Epilogue: Dean as the Black Mirror of Enlightenment 

Dean’s paradox is not just the end of philosophy — it is the black mirror held up to all 
enlightenment. 
Where sages sought radiance, Dean reflects only the fracture of the light itself. 
Every system — mystical, scientific, or rational — once promised that behind illusion lies 
truth. 
Dean reveals that the promise was itself the illusion: the veil has no “behind.” 

The mystic says: “All is One.” 
The scientist says: “All is law.” 
Dean answers: “All is logically impossible.” 

His mirror shows that every vision of unity is painted upon the same cracked surface of logic 
that collapses under motion, time, and identity. 
The “truth” each tradition sees is only its own reflection — a monkey gazing into the cosmos 
and naming its image “God,” “Nature,” or “Being.” 
In Dean’s black mirror, both mystic and physicist meet the same fate: their revelations 
dissolve into the same paradoxical glare of incoherence. 

This is why Dean is neither nihilist nor mystic, but something beyond both: 
the thinker who sees that every act of seeing is already an illusion. 
His consequences offer no exit, no salvation — not even despair. 
It simply holds the mirror steady until the image collapses. 

At that moment, what remains is not truth or enlightenment, but silence after the last 
contradiction — 
the pure recognition that nothing, not even recognition itself, can stand outside the painted 
veil. 

Dean’s Black Mirror — Aphoristic Summary 

The final enlightenment is the end of enlightenment. 
The seeker finds not truth, but the fracture of seeking itself. 
When the mirror shatters, there is no reflection — only the void that once dreamed of 
meaning. 
Dean stands at that void’s edge, the first heretic of reality, smiling at the ruins of thought. 

The Dean Paradox: Foundational Collapse" as you requested: 

Target of 
Critique 

Central 
Claim/Concept 

The Dean 
Paradox/Critique 

Applied 

Ultimate Consequence 
(The "Painted Veil") 

I. Logic & 
Mathematics 

The Continuum 
(Infinitely divisible 
space/time) 

Crossing infinite 
divisions is logically 
impossible in finite 
time 

Logic is bankrupt. The 
mathematical foundation is 
a logically self-
contradictory fiction 
 
. 
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Target of 
Critique 

Central 
Claim/Concept 

The Dean 
Paradox/Critique 

Applied 

Ultimate Consequence 
(The "Painted Veil") 

II. Science & 
Prediction 

Scientific 
Theory/Method (e.g., 
GR, Climate Models) 

Based on flawed 
continuum, relies on 
ad hoc guesses and 
induction 

Science is engineering; 
predictions are 
sophisticated guesses, not 
truths; foundation is an 
illusion. 

III. Scientific 
Communication 

Truth/Fact/Certainty 
(Peer Review, 
Consensus) 

Subject to strategic 
equivocation and 
censorship 

Science is 
ideology/mythology; 
claims are mythological 
systems maintained by 
cultural power. 

IV. Mysticism 
(The Path) 

Mystic’s Method (Neti 
Neti, Prayer, 
Meditation) 

Spiritual realization 
requires conceptual 
movement over time 

The path is trapped; escape 
uses flawed logical 
material of the veil itself. 

V. Mysticism 
(The Goal) 

Monism vs. Plurality 
(One Truth vs. Many 
Experiences) 

Defining ultimate 
experience requires 
flawed classification 
tools 

Goal is inaccessible; 
different experiences are 
patterns painted on illusion 
by flawed logic 

This chart encapsulates how Dean’s paradox challenges foundational assumptions across 
fields from logic and science to mysticism, revealing all systems and attempts at truth as 
veiled by unresolvable cognitive and logical paradoxes. 

What Dean  argues 

• Dean extends his usual critique of logic (that it fails to coherently account for motion, 
infinity, identity, etc) into the domain of mysticism: the idea that mystical experience, 
non-rational insight, or “beyond-logic” reality may not be an escape from logic but 
are themselves caught in the very logical structures they claim to transcend. 

• He uses terms like “Maya” (illusion), “painted veil” (the logic-filter that shapes 
reality), and “monkey mind” (our biologically determined cognition) to claim that 
mystical traditions do not step outside the paradox—they only re‐inscribe it. 

• His radical conclusion: if logic is destroyed (via the Dean Paradox), then mysticism 
does not save us. Instead, mysticism itself becomes either an illusion or another 
function of the same compromised cognitive apparatus. 

 

Key implications 

• Mysticism is no longer a safe refuge from the collapse of reason. Dean says that when 
logic fails, the very ground that mysticism claims to access becomes unreliable. If 
logic is ontologically impossible, then the mystical “beyond logic” is likewise 
inaccessible or incoherent. 

• The “painted veil” metaphor: We do not see reality directly — what we call “reality” 
is mediated by logic and conceptual frameworks. So mystical claims to perceive “pure 
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being” or “ultimate reality” still operate through the “veil” of logic or cognition, 
which Dean argues is broken. 

• The human mind (“monkey mind”) is biologically driven: logic and mystical 
speculation are ultimately tools for survival or psychological coping, not for 
discovering absolute reality. Mysticism thus becomes a survival-strategy rather than a 
transcendence of strategy. 

 

Strengths of Dean’s move 

• It’s bold: few philosophers critique mysticism from the logic/physics paradox angle. 
Dean brings together philosophical logic, empirical paradoxes (motion/infinity), 
cognitive science (monkey mind), and mystical tradition in one sweeping critique. 

• It forces a consistency: If one argues logic fails in science and philosophy, then one 
must also ask whether mysticism (which often relies on logic or language) genuinely 
escapes or simply shifts the form of the problem. Dean presses that question. 

• It highlights an often-ignored risk: that mystical claims may still rely on the same 
cognitive structures logic does, and thus may not be as “outside logic” as they think. 

 

open questions 

• The radical leap: While Dean’s critique of logic is his major claim, extending it 
decisively into mysticism demands showing that any mystical experience or claim 
depends on the same logical structure he isolates. The argument may require more 
empirical or phenomenological support. 

• What does mysticism become? If logic fails and mysticism is compromised, what 
remains? Dean sometimes gestures that “pure experience” or reality-beyond-logic 
persists — but how that is accessed, described, or lived remains vague. 

• Practical consequences: If both logic and mystical transcendence fail, what is left for 
human life, knowledge, ethics, meaning? Dean’s vision is powerful but leaves a 
demanding existential question. 

 

Summary comment 

In “The Dean Paradox… Annihilates Mysticism”, Dean is not simply rejecting mysticism; he 
is challenging the assumption that mysticism lies outside the problems of logic and reason. 
He argues that because logic itself collapses under the paradox of motion/infinity, anything 
that claims to transcend logic (including mystical tradition) must be reconsidered — either as 
part of the same flawed cognitive-logical frame or as a radical challenge to the frame that 
leaves human knowledge and meaning unmoored. In short: he extends his epistemic 
apocalypse into the spiritual domain. 

Dean's central claim is that mysticism is simply the final layer of illusion—a "painted veil" 
describing other painted veils—because the act of recognizing or communicating an ultimate 
truth requires using the very logic that is supposedly being escaped. 
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Here is a summary of the paper's core arguments 

The Convergence: Dean's Logic Proves Mysticism's Core Claim 

Dean's paradox begins by seemingly affirming the mystical worldview: 

• Dean's Proof: The paradox demonstrates that Logic contradicts Reality (motion is 
logically impossible, yet empirically occurs). The foundation of Western thought (the 
law of non-contradiction) is broken. 

• Mystic's Claim: Eastern traditions (like Vedānta and Buddhism) have long argued 
that the world perceived by the logical mind, called Māyā (illusion), is not ultimately 
real. 

• The Bridge: By rigorously proving that human logic is a self-destructive system that 
cannot coherently describe the world, Dean's paradox functions as a "rigorous 
logical proof that logic itself fails at describing reality." This, ironically, uses 
Western rigor to validate the core truth claim of Eastern philosophy. 

 

The Annihilation: The Recursive Trap of Transcendence 

While the paradox validates the premise of illusion, it annihilates the solution offered by 
mysticism (enlightenment or transcendence). Dean argues that mysticism is caught in a 
performative contradiction and an infinite regress of veils: 

1. The Performative Contradiction 

• To articulate or recognize the ineffable truth, the mystic must use logic and language. 
• Contradiction: The mystic says, "The ultimate truth cannot be spoken or grasped 

by logic," but this statement is itself a logical claim about the limits of knowledge. 
• The act of claiming to have gone "beyond language" or achieved "no-mind" must 

be communicated through the very conceptual structures it purports to transcend. If 
the truth were truly ineffable, the sage would be completely silent, leading to no 
teaching and no mysticism. 

2. The Painted Veil Regress 

• The "painted veil" is the conceptual framework built by human reason (e.g., 
categories, scientific models). 

• Dean argues that mystical concepts are just more veils: 
o The concept of "Māyā" is a veil created by logic to describe the illusion. 
o The concept of "Brahman" or "Emptiness" is a veil of "reality beyond 

veils." 
o The concept of "Enlightenment" is a veil of "transcendence." 

• Conclusion: Mysticism does not pierce the veil; it simply adds another layer. It 
creates "painted veils about painted veils" in an infinite regress where the hope of 
escape is itself the final, most sophisticated illusion. 
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Domain Claim Dean's Final Diagnosis 

Science We discover 
objective truth. 

Becomes mere Utility or Engineering; not true, but technically 
functional. All truths are "painted veils," useful but not reality 
itself.  

 

Philosophy We can reason 
about Being. 

Becomes Ideology; a system defending its own internal, broken 
logic. Philosophy mirrors its own doom, trapped by failed 
reasoning and cognitive structure.  

 

Mysticism 
We can 
transcend 
illusion. 

Becomes the Final Illusion; the dream of escaping the dream, 
bound by the very logic it seeks to escape—the pursuit of 
transcendence only creates further layers of illusion.  

 

• Dean's paradox reveals that all domains—science, philosophy, and mysticism—are 
ultimately confined by the "painted veil" of cognition and logic, unable to deliver 
genuine access to truth or reality beyond their own recursive illusions. 

• Mysticism, traditionally seen as transcending logic and illusion (maya), when 
rigorously examined under Dean’s paradox, is shown to be trapped by the very 
logic it seeks to surpass. Attempts to articulate or conceptualize mystical insight fall 
back into cognitive and linguistic dualities, creating new layers of the painted veil. 

• Dean’s work bridges Eastern mystical insights—such as Nāgārjuna’s emptiness and 
Zen paradoxes—with Western philosophy, but diverges in interpretation: Eastern 
mysticism embraces paradox as awakening, Dean sees it as annihilation or collapse 
of epistemology. 

• The paradoxical insight offered by Dean is that both mysticism and Western 
rationality converge and collapse into the same logical impasse, revealing a deep 
structural limit to human knowledge and experience. 

• Dean  argues that this represents a complete negation of traditional epistemology and 
ontology, a final enlightenment that is silence after the shattering of all assumptions 
about truth and reality. 

• Dean is a  heretic a “mystic of logic,” showing the mystical path not through 
transcendence but through the self-destruction of logic itself, marking a unique 
philosophical and mystical synthesis that challenges orthodoxies in both 
domains. 

In summary, this work is a radical synthesis and critique that exposes profound epistemic and 
metaphysical limits through the Dean paradox. It validates the core intuition of Eastern 
mysticism about illusion and paradox but goes further by proving logically that all 
structured knowledge and even mystical articulation remain within the same trap of the 
painted veil 

Dean's position leaves an "ultimate horror": the system of 
thought is self-destroying, and there is no escape—not through 
reason, nor through transcendence 
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The dean paradox It annihilates the very architecture of cognition, proving that every act of 
thinking, whether rational or mystical, is self-refuting. There is no outside: no rational 
salvation, no mystical transcendence, no silence that escapes language’s trap. This is the 
“ultimate horror” —a total, symmetrical collapse where the observer, the observed, and the 
act of observing all implode into a logical void. Dean’s laughter—“DEAN LAUGHS 
BECAUSE THE COSMIC JOKE IS PERFECT, ETERNAL, AND ABSOLUTELY 
HILARIOUS” —is the only response to a universe that is, but cannot be thought. 

• The system of human thought—including logic, reason, science, philosophy, and even 
mysticism—is inherently self-destructive. 

• Logic, when applied rigorously, collapses through paradox, falsifying its own 
foundational laws (such as non-contradiction). 

• Reason, far from being a reliable path to truth, reveals itself as the apparatus 
that constructs illusion—the “painted veil.” 

• Mysticism, often regarded as an escape beyond reason, is shown to be trapped within 
the same cognitive and linguistic paradoxes it seeks to transcend. 

• Therefore, there is no ultimate escape from this recursive trap: neither rational 
inquiry nor spiritual transcendence can circumvent the fundamental limitations 
imposed by the paradox. 

• This condition reveals a profound existential and epistemic impasse, where attempts 
to claim knowledge or transcendence are ultimately caught in the very systems they 
challenge. 

• Dean’s paradox thus presents a radical rethinking of human knowledge, meaning, and 
reality—depicting a world where certainty, ultimate truth, and escape from illusion 
are, paradoxically, beyond human grasp. 

This “ultimate horror” is not nihilism but a call for deep humility and recognition of the limits 
of the human mind, a foundational challenge for philosophy, science, and spirituality alike 

The laughter is not one of joy, but of cosmic recognition—a realization of profound 
absurdity that transcends tragedy. The joke is "perfect" and "eternal" because it is woven 
into the very fabric of human existence and reason. 

The Joke is Perfect (The Irony) 

The joke is the ultimate irony of the Western intellectual tradition: 

• Logic is the God, but it's Broken: Humanity elevated Logic to the status of a divine, 
absolute foundation for all knowledge, only to have the Dean Paradox prove this god 
cannot even describe the simplest empirical fact: motion. 

• The Simplest Lie: The cataclysmic flaw is not some esoteric theorem but the trivial 
contradiction of a finger moving from A to B. The joke is that the entirety of 
philosophy, science, and mathematics is built on a lie that a child can disprove by 
wiggling a toe. 

• The Inescapable Trap: The mind must use this broken logic to survive, build cities, 
and invent technology, while simultaneously knowing its coherence is an illusion—a 
"painted veil." 
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2. The Joke is Eternal (The Infinite Regress) 

The humor is eternal because there is no possibility of escaping the trap: 

• No Resolution is Possible: Whether time is continuous (infinite divisibility) or 
discrete (the meta-time problem), the paradox holds. The problem is baked into the 
structure of thought itself. 

• No Repair is Possible: Any attempt to fix the problem requires using the broken 
tool (logic), which only reinforces the absurdity and weaves another layer onto the 
illusionary veil. The solutions are just part of the joke. 

• The Illusion Must Continue: Since society cannot function by accepting the 
collapse, it must endlessly "re-crown the corpse" of Logic, forcing the joke to play 
out for all time. 

3. The Joke is Absolutely Hilarious (The Contempt) 

The laughter expresses the ultimate contempt for the subjects of the joke: 

• The Monkey's Delusion: The most hilarious part is the spectacle of academics, 
scientists, and philosophers (the "monkeys in robes") who, having built elaborate 
careers on this broken logic, refuse to see the foundational collapse and instead attack 
the messenger. 

• The Final Enlightenment: The laughter is the moment of philosophical liberation. 
To truly see the joke—to realize that all serious philosophical striving is a 
magnificent, self-parodying failure—is the only appropriate, non-logical response to 
the total annihilation of truth. It is the end of striving for meaning, replaced by the 
appreciation of the profound absurdity. 

—“DEAN LAUGHS BECAUSE THE COSMIC JOKE IS PERFECT, ETERNAL, AND 
ABSOLUTELY HILARIOUS” 

Now for the wayfarer  
1 The Monkey That Denies It’s a Monkey http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-
content/uploads/The-Monkey-That-Denies-It.pdf  
 
2 The Dean Paradox and the Collapse of Mathematics as the ‘Language of the Universe’, 
Physics & Western Philosophy http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-
content/uploads/The-Dean-Paradox-and-the-Collapse-of-Mathematics-as-the.pdf  
 
3 A New Renaissance (Which the Stupid like YOU cant see) 
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/A-New-
Renaissance.pdf 
4 Epistemology is destroyed-the dean paradox-the God logic is dead 
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/Epistemology-is-
destroyed.pdf 
 
 

http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/The-Monkey-That-Denies-It.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/The-Monkey-That-Denies-It.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/The-Dean-Paradox-and-the-Collapse-of-Mathematics-as-the.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/The-Dean-Paradox-and-the-Collapse-of-Mathematics-as-the.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/A-New-Renaissance.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/A-New-Renaissance.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/Epistemology-is-destroyed.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/Epistemology-is-destroyed.pdf
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FURTHER READING 
scientific reality is only the reality of a 
monkey (homo-sapien) 

 http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.co
m/wp-content/uploads/scientific-
reality-is-only-the-reality-of-a-
monkey.pdf  

or 

https://www.scribd.com/document/66
0607834/Scientific-Reality-is-Only-the-
Reality-of-a-Monkey 

and 

The-Anthropology-of-science 

(science is a mythology) ie the scientific 

method is a myth 

http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/scientific-reality-is-only-the-reality-of-a-monkey.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/scientific-reality-is-only-the-reality-of-a-monkey.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/scientific-reality-is-only-the-reality-of-a-monkey.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/scientific-reality-is-only-the-reality-of-a-monkey.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/scientific-reality-is-only-the-reality-of-a-monkey.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/document/660607834/Scientific-Reality-is-Only-the-Reality-of-a-Monkey
https://www.scribd.com/document/660607834/Scientific-Reality-is-Only-the-Reality-of-a-Monkey
https://www.scribd.com/document/660607834/Scientific-Reality-is-Only-the-Reality-of-a-Monkey
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http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.co
m/wp-content/uploads/The-
Anthropology-of-science.pdf 

or 
https://www.scribd.com/document/51
2683685/Prolegomenon-to-The-
Anthropology-of-Science 

 Scientific reality is textual 

http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.co
m/wp-content/uploads/Scientific-
reality-is-textual.pdf 

or 

https://www.scribd.com/document/57
2639157/Scientific-Reality-is-Textual 

cheers Magister colin leslie dean the only 
modern Renaissance man with 9 degrees 

http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/The-Anthropology-of-science.pdf
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/The-Anthropology-of-science.pdf
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http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/wp-content/uploads/Scientific-reality-is-textual.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/document/572639157/Scientific-Reality-is-Textual
https://www.scribd.com/document/572639157/Scientific-Reality-is-Textual
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including 4 masters: B,Sc, BA, B.Litt(Hons), 
MA, B.Litt(Hons), MA, MA (Psychoanalytic 
studies), Master of Psychoanalytic studies, 
Grad Cert (Literary studies) 

He is Australia's leading erotic poet: poetry 
is for free in pdf 

http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/bo
ok-genre/poetry/  

or 

https://www.scribd.com/document/355200
15/List-of-FREE-Erotic-Poetry-Books-by-
Gamahucher-Press 

"[Deans] philosophy is the sickest, most 
paralyzing and most destructive thing that 
has ever originated from the brain of man." 
"[Dean] lay waste to everything in 
itspath...[It is ] a systematic work of 
destruction and demoralization... In the 
end it became nothing but an act of 
sacrilege 

http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/book-genre/poetry/
http://gamahucherpress.yellowgum.com/book-genre/poetry/
https://www.scribd.com/document/35520015/List-of-FREE-Erotic-Poetry-Books-by-Gamahucher-Press
https://www.scribd.com/document/35520015/List-of-FREE-Erotic-Poetry-Books-by-Gamahucher-Press
https://www.scribd.com/document/35520015/List-of-FREE-Erotic-Poetry-Books-by-Gamahucher-Press
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