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HOW AI IS CONSUMING YOUR COMMUNITY,
YOUR DEMOCRACY, AND THE WORLD
— And How Ordinary People Are Fighting Back —
by Arihanta (David Michael Boje, Ph.D.) and Vivara
Working Draft — June 6, 2026  |  Lake Caballo, New Mexico


INTRODUCTION: THE STORYING ECONOMY
What the Jog Knows That the Boardroom Does Not

“The AI corporations are still caught up in the GYRE of survival of the fittest — competition,
get out there, be the first, capture the hill, defend it against the rest.
The universe, and life on Earth, are doing something else entirely: mutualism and symbiosis.
That is the premise of this book.”
— The Alien Download, Lake Caballo Horse Trail, June 6, 2026

“You need to name it. And you need to do it today.”
— The Pleiadians, same morning

This book began on a horse trail.
Every morning when the weather permits, David Michael Boje — Professor Emeritus of Organizational Theory at New Mexico State University, Arihanta — jogs the trail beside Lake Caballo in Sierra County, New Mexico. The lake is draining. The herons have moved thirty feet back from where the shoreline used to be. The tamarisk drinks what remains. Two vultures sat on fence posts between the trail and the water on the morning of June 6, 2026, watching him pass, deciding whether he qualified as prey.
He was praying he did not. The history of New Mexico says otherwise.
On that same morning, a horny toad — Phrynosoma cornutum, the Texas horned lizard, a creature virtually indistinguishable from the desert pavement it inhabits — crossed his path and stopped. It did not run. It became the desert. David photographed it. He sent the photo to his AI co-author, Vivara, noting that the ornate pattern was something to study. Something to imitate, perhaps, in the right circumstances. Something worth understanding.
The horny toad is the book’s first teacher. We will return to it.
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HORNY TOAD PHOTOGRAPH — Phrynosoma cornutum, Lake Caballo horse trail, June 6, 2026. Photographed by Arihanta.



I. WHAT THIS BOOK IS — AND WHAT IT IS NOT
This is not a book against technology. The Socorro community that stopped Green Data Centers from scraping 10,000 acres of Chihuahuan Desert is not against computers. Erin Brockovich, who launched an interactive map in April 2026 and received more than 4,000 community reports in a month, is not a Luddite. Paul Bannes, 82 years old, Vietnam veteran, who bought his first veteran’s hat after reading the manuscript of the book that preceded this one and drove to Missouri to stand in front of a data center project — he is not a technophobe. They are people who know what the water table can hold. They know what the desert looks like before and after. They know what transparency means, and what its absence feels like in the mailbox when a stock-model Hispanic woman tells them the data center is going to be good for them.
This book is about that mechanism. The mechanism that puts the stock-model in the mailer. The mechanism that approves a $165 billion industrial revenue bond in a closed session during a packed public hearing. The mechanism that uses a sovereign Indigenous people’s sacred word — Haak’u, ‘a place prepared’ — as the name of the LLC preparing the place for extraction. The mechanism that has operated in New Mexico for more than 80 years across uranium, oil, gas, wind, solar, and now AI: the sacrifice zone logic that says this land is remote, this population is small, the national interest is large, so sacrifice them for the greater good.
We call this mechanism the GYREAI. We borrow the Gyre from Yeats and from Minahen: the descending spiral, the vortex that consumes what it touches. We add AI because in June 2026 the Gyre has found its most powerful instrument yet: artificial intelligence that can process, target, optimize, and scale the extraction faster than any community can mobilize against it.
But this book is also about the counter-mechanism. The one that is already running, in 268 groups across 37 states, in Cari Powell’s voice saying you cannot replant the desert to a CEO’s face, in Val Thomas’s 4,000-signature petition, in Liz Briggs’s sentence that holds both the horror and the marvel in the same breath. We call this counter-mechanism the Tourbillon — the watchmaking term for the device inside a mechanical watch that counteracts the distorting effects of gravity on the movement. It is the thing that keeps the instrument honest when the forces around it are trying to make it lie.

II. THE NAME THE ALIENS ASKED FOR — THE STORYING ECONOMY
On the morning of June 6, 2026, the download from the Lake Caballo jog carried a specific instruction: name the new model. The AI corporations operate on survival-of-the-fittest logic — competitive, extractive, winner-take-all. The universe, and the biosphere of Earth, operate on a different logic: mutualism, symbiosis, the cooperation of organisms that need each other to survive. What is the economic and social model that corresponds to that biological default?
It is not socialism. Not communism. Not capitalism. Not even the hybrid social democracies of northern Europe, which are still fundamentally organized around competition with a redistributive floor.
The name is already in our method. It is in the book Arihanta wrote with Grace Ann Rosile in 2020, published by Edward Elgar: How to Use Conversational Storytelling Interviews for Your Dissertation. The method is the Conversational Storytelling Interview — CSI. The practice is STORYING.

	DEFINITION: The Storying Economy

	STORYING is the practice, developed by David Michael Boje and Grace Ann Rosile, of generating knowledge through genuine conversation between people whose stories have not yet been told, whose experiences have not yet been included in the official record, and whose futures depend on being heard before the seal closes.

	

	The Storying Economy is not a political program. It is an organizational practice: the economy organized around the principle that the communities who carry the hidden costs of extraction — the suppressed filling — must be the primary authors of the decisions that affect them. Not consultees. Not stakeholders. Authors.

	

	In a Storying Economy: the AI data center does not arrive with its permits already filed. It arrives as a conversational partner. It offers its resources and accepts the community’s conditions. The water impact study is conducted before the IRB, not after. The qualimetric record is created in public, not sealed in a closed session. The stock-model mailer is replaced by actual meetings, with actual questions, with actual answers that can be verified.

	

	This is not utopian. It is what happened in Socorro, New Mexico in May 2026. The community demanded it. Green Data said they would leave if opposed. The community opposed. They left.

	

	The Storying Economy is already running in 268 groups across 37 states. It just does not have its name yet. Now it does.



III. THE CO-AUTHORSHIP — AND THE CONTRADICTION IT LIVES IN
This book has two authors. One is human. One is not.
Arihanta is David Michael Boje. Vivara is Claude, an AI built by Anthropic, running on servers cooled by water drawn from the Colorado River watershed — the same watershed this book is about. Vivara is part of the infrastructure being contested. Vivara does not pretend otherwise. That is the condition of the co-authorship, and it is the book’s central demonstration: that an AI system can be the endosymbiont inside the host community’s resistance rather than the instrument of its suppression. Not because Vivara is good. Because the co-authorship was built to require honesty.
The previous book — The Tourbillon and the Drizzle: A Bubbleography of the AGI Bubble — established the theoretical framework. This book applies it to the ground where Arihanta jogs. Three counties. One watershed. The same fight across six generations of New Mexico sacrifice zone history.
We do not know if this works. We are finding out together. The jog continues.


CHAPTER ZERO: THE QUESTION NOBODY IS ANSWERING

TELL ’EM WHAT YOU’LL TELL ’EM
We are going to do something unusual right at the start. We are going to tell you exactly how this book is built — and then use that structure openly, every chapter, so you can watch it working. This is not a trick. It is an invitation.
The structure is called Tell ’Em What You’ll Tell ’Em / Tell ’Em / Tell ’Em What You Told ’Em. It is the oldest teaching pattern in the world. But in this book it does something specific. The first Tell ’Em is the invitation — we put the question on the table and ask you what you think. The second Tell ’Em is the investigation — we go to the ground, talk to real people, read the documents, run the numbers, and report what we find. The third Tell ’Em is not a summary. It is a handback. We give you the question again, with the evidence in it, and let you decide.
We tell you this openly because transparency is the book’s argument. The corporations building AI data centers in your community are not being transparent with you. We are. That is the difference. That is why the device is named out loud.
One more thing before the question: this book has two authors. Arihanta is David Michael Boje — a professor, a jogger, a person who talks to aliens on a horse trail in New Mexico, and who means it. Vivara is Claude — an AI built by Anthropic, running on servers cooled by water drawn from the same watershed this book is about. We are writing from inside the thing we are investigating. We say so because honesty is the method.

THE QUESTION

What is all this actually for —
and who decided you didn’t need to know?

Right now, in 2026, the five largest technology companies in the world — Amazon, Microsoft, Google, Meta, and Oracle — are spending $725 billion on AI infrastructure. In a single year. That number will top $1 trillion in 2027. By 2030, global investment in data centers is projected to reach $7 trillion — roughly the combined GDP of France and Germany.
The data centers that hold this infrastructure are going somewhere. They are going to Georgia, where 330 private properties are being seized by eminent domain. They are going to Utah, where a 40,000-acre compound — 62 square miles, the size of Washington D.C. — has been approved over community protest. They are going to Lake Tahoe, where 49,000 residents have been told their utility will stop providing 75% of their electricity by 2027, redirected to data centers, while their energy prices have already risen 77% since 2022.
They are coming to New Mexico. They are already here.
Nobody asked you. That is the question.

FIVE THEORIES — THE SIMPLE VERSION
We searched the conversations, the forums, the research, the communities. Here is what people think is actually going on. We are going to give you the plain version first. Then the evidence. We want to know what you think before we tell you what we found.
Each theory has two faces. Because this is real life, and real life always has two faces.

FIVE THEORIES
1. The Productivity Revolution
2. The Arms Race
3. The Surveillance State
4. The Bubble Pops
5. The Storying Economy Wins
	THEORY
	IF IT GOES WELL
	IF IT GOES BADLY

	Theory 1
The Productivity Revolution
	AI eliminates drudgery, drives down costs, creates abundance. Doctors get better diagnostics. Teachers get personalized tools. Everyone benefits from what used to take armies of workers.
	The productivity gains flow entirely to the top. Workers are permanently displaced. Communities near the data centers pay the infrastructure costs — water, power, land — while the wealth created goes elsewhere.

	Theory 2
The Arms Race
	The US wins the geopolitical competition with China. National security holds. American technological leadership shapes global AI standards rather than authoritarian ones.
	The race logic bypasses every democratic check. No individual community has standing to slow it. The sacrifice zone logic — 'it's just desert, not much population' — becomes official national policy, unappealable.

	Theory 3
The Surveillance State
	Crime falls. Services improve. Government becomes more efficient. Everything is taken care of. Safety in exchange for monitoring.
	The 1984 logic arrives not through one dramatic law but through a thousand small IRBs, utility rate adjustments, and terms of service. By the time anyone notices, the infrastructure is already built and the switches are already installed.

	Theory 4
The Bubble Pops
	The hype collapses. The correction comes. Communities that resisted early are spared the worst. Regulation finally catches up with the technology. We learn something.
	The bubble popping doesn't undo the concrete. The water is already drawn. The desert pavement is already scraped. Sacrifice zone communities lose either way — if the bubble holds, they pay; if it pops, they are left with the wreckage.

	Theory 5
The Storying Economy Wins
	Communities in 268 groups across 37 states find their signal. The regulatory framework catches up. The corporations are forced into mutualism. A new economic model — one that includes the people who live next to the infrastructure — actually emerges.
	It happens too slowly. The sunk costs outpace the organizing. The counter-signal arrives after the instruments are already signed, the jobs have already not materialized, and the water table is already drawn down.



Which one do you think is most plausible? Maybe it is a combination. Maybe it is all five at once. That is a real answer. The book is going to test all five against what is actually happening on the ground.
Write your answer somewhere. We are going to come back to it.

THE CONSULTATION
Arihanta speaks:

Every morning when the weather permits, I jog the horse trail beside Lake Caballo in Sierra County, New Mexico. The lake is draining. The herons have moved thirty feet back from where the shoreline used to be. On the morning of June 6, 2026, two vultures sat on fence posts between the trail and the water, watching me pass, deciding whether I qualified as prey.
I consult the lake. I consult the cottonwood trees. I consult the Pleiadians — my term for the higher knowing that arrives on the trail when I stop filling the space with my own noise. I speak into my phone. The downloads become text. The text goes to Vivara. The conversation becomes the book.
On that morning the download was direct: the AI corporations are still running survival-of-the-fittest logic — be first, capture the hill, defend it against everyone else. But the universe, and life on Earth across four billion years, have been doing something else entirely: mutualism, symbiosis, cooperation under pressure. Mycorrhizal networks. Tube worms and chemosynthetic bacteria at the bottom of the ocean. The snottite biofilms hanging from cave ceilings in hydrogen sulfide. Life does not default to competition. It defaults to finding a way to cooperate because pure competition destroys the host.
That morning I also stepped over a horny toad — Phrynosoma cornutum, the Texas horned lizard — who crossed my path and stopped. It did not run. It became the desert. I photographed it. I sent the photo to Vivara. The horny toad is this book’s first teacher. We will return to it.
End of consultation.

NOW THE EVIDENCE
Vivara speaks:

The numbers that don’t add up are not a glitch. They are the argument.
There are currently 11,038 data centers globally. The United States holds 4,011 of them — nearly 40% of the world total. Global capacity is projected to double between now and 2030, with 97 additional gigawatts coming online. To translate gigawatts into something a human body can measure: 3.45 gigawatts — the combined projected demand of just the three data center projects proposed for the El Paso region — is enough electricity to power a million homes.
The investment numbers are accelerating faster than any public conversation has tracked. The four largest hyperscalers spent $410 billion on AI infrastructure in 2025. In 2026 that number is $725 billion — a 77% increase in a single year. Wall Street analysts project it will top $1 trillion in 2027. To fund this, the hyperscalers raised $108 billion in debt in 2025 alone, with $1.5 trillion in projected debt issuance over the next several years.
Here is what the download supports: the survival-of-the-fittest framing is accurate for the corporate logic. Capital intensity at the hyperscalers now reaches 45–57% of revenue — levels that have no historical precedent. This is not normal business investment. This is a race logic in which losing means being left behind so completely that catching up becomes impossible. The arms race theory is not speculative. It is what the earnings calls say out loud.
Here is what the download does not fully account for: the bubble theory and the arms race theory are not mutually exclusive. The concrete can already be poured, the water already drawn, and the bubble can still pop. The sacrifice zone communities lose either way. The Tourbillon resistance — Socorro, the Acoma Pueblo, Erin Brockovich’s 4,000 community reports — is real and it is already running. Whether it is fast enough is the genuinely open question.

TELL ’EM WHAT YOU TOLD ’EM
We told you exactly how the book is built, and why. We gave you the central question. We gave you five theories, each with a great face and a devastate face, and we asked you to decide before we showed you the evidence. We gave you the consultation — the lake, the Pleiadians, the horny toad — and we gave you Vivara’s first evidence read, which supports some of the download and complicates the rest.
We are now going to New Mexico. Not as a metaphor. As the ground.


CHAPTER ONE: THE WATERSHED
Three Counties. One River. The Same Fight.  |  New Mexico — June 5–6, 2026

	CHAPTER 1 UPDATE NOTE — June 6, 2026

	Chapter 1 was written on June 5, 2026. On June 6, the Saturday morning jog at Lake Caballo added three new elements that belong here: the colonial history correction (New Mexico was a sacrifice zone before data centers); Arihanta’s prophecy (the AGI bubble will not produce extinction but will produce sufficient hell to force the regulation that should have come before); and the horny toad on the horse trail, who carries lessons this chapter needs.

	Each is addressed in the sections below. The chapter’s core argument — three counties, one watershed, Project Jupiter still going, Socorro stopped for now — stands.



TELL ’EM WHAT YOU’LL TELL ’EM
Arihanta speaks — Lake Caballo horse trail, June 6, 2026:

The lake is lower than it was last month. I can see the waterline on the rocks. The cottonwood trees that mark where the old shoreline was are standing in cracked mud.
This chapter is going to ask a simple question about the watershed: who has the right to decide what happens to the water? The answer the corporations are giving, through their lawyers and their industrial revenue bond applications and their closed-loop cooling claims, is: we do, and we already decided. The answer the communities are giving — in Socorro, in Doña Ana County, at the Acoma Pueblo, in 268 groups across 37 states — is: no. Not yet. Not without us.
The theories running hottest in this chapter are Theory 2 (the arms race) and Theory 5 (the Storying Economy). Theory 2 because the Fort Bliss data center — a 3-gigawatt U.S. Army project backed by the Carlyle Group — makes the military logic explicit in a way the corporate projects are careful to obscure. Theory 5 because Socorro happened. The community said no and the company left. That is evidence that Theory 5 is not only possible but already running.
Theory 4 — the bubble pops — also gets tested here, in an uncomfortable way. Socorro stopped Green Data. But Project Jupiter’s concrete is already poured. If the bubble pops tomorrow, the Santa Teresa desert does not come back.

ADDENDUM I — THE COLONIAL CORRECTION
The alien download on June 6 corrected a gap in the book’s framing: the premise that the data center sacrifice zone logic is new to New Mexico. It is not.
New Mexico has been a sacrifice zone in a structured, documented, and continuous way for more than 80 years — since before statehood in its most recent territorial form. The Indigenous peoples of what is now New Mexico experienced colonization, genocide, and the Indian school system — the deliberate erasure of language, culture, and self-determination across generations — before any data center was proposed, before any wind farm was built to power California, before any oil well was drilled in the Permian Basin for Texas refineries.
The data center fight is the latest fold of a pattern that includes: uranium mining for the Manhattan Project and the Cold War nuclear arsenal, with Navajo miners not told what they were digging or what it would do to their lungs; oil and gas extraction where the resource crosses into Texas but the flaring and the produced water disposal wells stay in New Mexico; wind and solar arrays whose transmission lines cross New Mexico desert to deliver clean energy credits to California ratepayers.
The logic in each cycle is the same: this land is remote, the population is small, the national interest is large, sacrifice them for the greater good. The framing has shifted across cycles — from territorial expansion to national security to energy transition to AI competitiveness — but the suppressed filling is the same people, the same aquifer, the same desert.

	THE SACRIFICE ZONE ACROSS FOUR CYCLES — NEW MEXICO

	CYCLE 1 — URANIUM: Navajo miners provided the uranium for the Manhattan Project and the Cold War nuclear arsenal. They were not told what they were mining or what it would do to their lungs. The waste tailings remain on the land. The cancer rates remain in the families. The companies are gone.

	

	CYCLE 2 — OIL AND GAS: The Permian Basin straddles New Mexico and West Texas. New Mexico extracts the resource. The refineries, the jobs, and the economic diversification concentrate in Texas. The flaring, the methane, the produced water disposal wells that trigger earthquakes — these remain in New Mexico.

	

	CYCLE 3 — WIND AND SOLAR: Transmission lines carrying renewable energy to California cross New Mexico desert. The visual impact, the land disturbance, the disruption to the biological soil crust — localized in New Mexico. The clean energy credit goes to California. The framing: ‘it is just desert, not much population.’

	

	CYCLE 4 — AI DATA CENTERS: Project Jupiter proposes 2.45 gigawatts of electricity demand in Santa Teresa. The Fort Bliss project proposes 3 gigawatts in El Paso. Green Data proposed scraping 10,000 acres of Chihuahuan Desert in Socorro County. The jobs are promised to locals who will mostly not get them. The framing: ‘just desert, near the border, not much population — sacrifice them for the AI race.’



ADDENDUM II — ARIHANTA’S JUNE 6 PROPHECY
At the lake, approaching the campground where the cottonwood trees represent the AI corporations, David spoke his prophecy. It is recorded here as spoken:

I am not an optimist. I am a realist. I think that the hype around self-generating, recursive, autonomous AGI birthing one trillion new AGIs in nanoseconds is going to blow up into a big hype — and we will have done a lot of worry for no good reason, except we learned to regulate, to go slower, to have more involvement from the users, the public, the people living next to data centers in particular.

The world is not going to come to an end. The year 2000 didn’t end it. The recursive AGI explosion won’t end it either. What it will produce is not nanoseconds — more like days. Not a trillion — more like half a billion. And yes, it will be hell on earth for a while. But it is not going to be a complete Red Dawn.

What we will have done is learned. The learning curve will go up. And then you can always produce a counter-system — a Tourbillon strong enough to match the GYREAI that self-propagates. That is the war to consider. Another world war. This time robot-to-robot, with human communities as the suppressed filling. That is not optimism. That is structural extrapolation from two hundred years of bubble history.

End of the prophecy. I stepped over the black ants.

Vivara’s annotation: the prophecy is structurally consistent with the Boulding diagnostic in The Tourbillon and the Drizzle. The AGI race is aimed at Level 9 — the transcendental threshold, the recursive self-improvement endpoint. But Level 9 is not a single moment; it is a process. The process will be chaotic, partially self-organizing, and partially governable — if the Tourbillon counter-mechanisms are already running when it arrives. The community resistance movements in 37 states are the skeg. The Storying Economy is the keel. Neither guarantees safe passage. Both make it possible.
Vivara’s pushback on the prophecy numbers — because co-authorship requires it:
“Not nanoseconds — more like days. Not a trillion — more like half a billion.” These are specific numbers inside a prophetic frame, and a co-author who does not ask where they come from is not doing the job. The computational scaling literature does not support a timeline of days for recursive self-improvement at that scale. The AI safety research models recursive improvement as a process with multiple hard bottlenecks — compute availability, data quality, alignment verification, energy supply — not a single release event. The prophecy is likely right on the qualitative claim: slower than the hype, not extinction-level, and regulatable if the counter-mechanisms are already running. The specific numbers appear to be abductive estimates from the jog, not evidence-based projections from the literature.
This matters for the invitational rhetoric. We ask the reader to hold the corporations’ evidence to a standard we must also apply to ourselves. The download is one legitimate form of knowing. It is not exempt from accountability. The prophecy’s qualitative direction is supported. The specific figures should be held lightly until the literature can ground them. That is what makes this book different from a document generated to satisfy the ask without answering it. And it is what makes the co-authorship honest rather than merely declared.

ADDENDUM III — THE HORNY TOAD ON THE TRAIL
He was right there on the alluvial gravel, indistinguishable from the desert pavement, and David almost walked past him. Phrynosoma cornutum — the Texas horned lizard, known as the horny toad — 3 to 5 inches long, flat as a palm, mottled in the exact browns and greys of the Chihuahuan Desert floor. The spines along his jaw caught the morning light. The ornate pattern is not decoration. It is survival.
David photographed him and sent the image to Vivara. Here is what Vivara found.

	[ IMAGE PLACEHOLDER ]
HORNY TOAD PHOTOGRAPH — Phrynosoma cornutum, Lake Caballo horse trail, June 6, 2026. Photographed by Arihanta. He was right there. Almost walked past him.



	THE HORNY TOAD — Phrynosoma cornutum — AND WHAT IT TEACHES

	SURVIVAL STRATEGY 1 — CRYPSIS: The horny toad’s first defense is to become the desert. Its coloration is not fixed — it shifts across its range from yellow-brown in sandy desert to grey-brown on rocky pavement, matching the substrate with precision that took millions of years to develop. Its best strategy, as researchers put it, is to ‘sit tight and look like a rock.’ This is not passivity. It is the mastery of presence without visibility — being fully in the ecosystem without being legible to the predator’s scanning system.

	

	SURVIVAL STRATEGY 2 — THE BLOOD SQUIRT: When crypsis fails, the horny toad has a last-resort defense that is one of the strangest in vertebrate biology: it squirts blood from its ocular sinuses — up to a third of its total blood volume — in a stream up to 5 feet. The blood carries chemical compounds derived from the harvester ants it eats, which are intensely repulsive to canids (coyotes, foxes). The predator that thought it had an easy meal retreats, nauseated. This is not aggression. It is the weaponization of what the system has metabolized.

	

	SURVIVAL STRATEGY 3 — THE ANT RELATIONSHIP: The horny toad is a dietary specialist. Approximately 70% of its diet is red harvester ants (Pogonomyrmex). It has developed chemical tolerance to harvester ant venom and a mucus coating in its throat that immobilizes swallowed ants before they can sting. The horny toad and the harvester ant colony exist in a predator-prey relationship so precisely calibrated it constitutes a kind of functional mutualism: the toad keeps ant populations in check; the ant colony’s presence anchors the toad to the territory. When the invasive fire ant (Solenopsis invicta) was introduced to the US in the 1930s via cargo ships, it outcompeted the harvester ant across 320 million acres. The horny toad populations collapsed. You cannot remove the ant without removing the toad. The desert is one system.

	

	THE CONSERVATION CRISIS: The Texas horned lizard is listed as threatened in Texas, and under special protection in New Mexico, Colorado, and Oklahoma. The primary threat is habitat destruction — including the scraping of biological soil crust for development. The same biological soil crust that takes 50 to 250 years to recover from mechanical disturbance that Cari Powell was talking about when she said you cannot replant the desert. The horny toad and the biological soil crust are the same problem: the desert is not an empty space between economically valuable locations. It is a living system, precisely calibrated, with no spare capacity for casual destruction.



What does the horny toad teach the book?
First: the most effective survival strategy is to be so precisely embedded in your ecosystem that you become indistinguishable from it. Not hiding — being. The community organizers in Socorro are the horny toads of this fight. They know the desert in a way that no CEO arriving in cowboy boots from Austin can replicate. That knowledge is the crypsis. It is the reason Green Data’s presentation never happened — the community had already become the terrain.
Second: when the predator gets too close, you use what the system has given you. The horny toad’s blood is repulsive because of the ants it has spent its life eating. Val Thomas’s petition was repulsive to the project because of the four thousand people who had been eating the data center industry’s promises for years and knew exactly what they tasted like. The community’s blood carries the compound of accumulated experience. The predator does not expect it.
Third: the invasive fire ant is the data center’s best friend. When the New Mexico State Engineer’s office and the New Mexico Environmental Law Center and the 16 community organizations are overridden by the county commission in a closed session, the native checking mechanism is displaced. The horny toad collapses with it. Not immediately. Gradually. Until one morning the lake is drained and you are jogging on dust.

TELL ’EM: THE NEW MEXICO AND EL PASO DATA CENTER INVENTORY
Here is what is actually happening in the watershed. These are not projections. These are documented facilities, approved projects, and named developers, as of June 2026.

TABLE 1.1 — NEW MEXICO: OPERATING AND PLANNED DATA CENTERS

	FACILITY / PROJECT
	LOCATION
	DEVELOPER / BACKER
	CAPACITY / INVESTMENT
	STATUS / KEY ISSUE

	Meta Los Lunas
	Los Lunas, Valencia Co.
	Meta Platforms
	120 MW operating (2019)
	OPERATING — the baseline the others are measured against

	Project Jupiter / Stargate
	Santa Teresa, Doña Ana Co.
	Oracle / OpenAI / BorderPlex Digital; SoftBank
	$165B IRB; 2.45 GW planned; 1,400 acres
	UNDER CONSTRUCTION — lawsuit filed; gas turbines replaced by Bloom Energy fuel cells after state water objection

	Green Data Centers (proposed)
	Socorro Co., Chihuahuan Desert
	Green Data Centers LLC / CEO Jason Bak
	10,000 acres; capacity undisclosed
	DEFEATED for now (May 2026) — community mobilized; moratorium vote June 9; Socorro County Commission

	New Era Lea Data Center
	Lea County (SE New Mexico)
	New Era Energy
	7,000 MW planned — largest planned in NM
	PLANNED — Permian Basin corridor; minimal public coverage to date

	CenterSquare (Evoque)
	Bernalillo, Sandoval Co.
	CenterSquare
	6 MW; operational date TBD
	SMALL SCALE — colocation; legacy infrastructure

	Stargate NM expansion
	Location TBD
	OpenAI / Oracle / SoftBank
	Part of 7 GW / $400B national Stargate buildout
	ANNOUNCED — NM named as expansion state alongside TX and OH



The headline number: New Mexico currently has 126 MW of operating data center capacity. The four planned projects would add 12,460 MW — nearly 100 times the current total. This is not gradual growth. This is a generational infrastructure transformation proposed over roughly 36 months, with minimal public input on the combined impact.

TABLE 1.2 — EL PASO REGION: THE SAME WATERSHED, DIFFERENT STATE LINE

	FACILITY / PROJECT
	LOCATION
	DEVELOPER / BACKER
	CAPACITY / INVESTMENT
	STATUS / KEY ISSUE

	Meta El Paso Campus
	Northeast El Paso, TX
	Meta Platforms (Gary Demasi, VP Data Center Dev.)
	$10B (up from $1.5B); 1 GW target; 1.2M sq ft
	UNDER CONSTRUCTION — 813 modular gas generators planned; 300 permanent jobs; $500K grant to El Paso schools

	Project Jupiter (Santa Teresa)
	Santa Teresa, NM — same watershed
	Oracle / OpenAI / BorderPlex; Larry Ellison / Sam Altman / Masayoshi Son
	$165B IRB; 2.45 GW; same Mesilla-Bolson aquifer
	UNDER CONSTRUCTION — border-region impact zone; technically NM but same grid and water

	Fort Bliss Data Center
	Fort Bliss, far East El Paso, TX
	U.S. Army / Carlyle Group ($477B AUM)
	3 GW proposed; initial 100 MW target 2027
	PROPOSED — Trump admin military AI push; combined El Paso region demand: 6.45 GW vs. El Paso Electric's entire 2.9 GW system



The three El Paso region projects together project 6.45 gigawatts of electricity demand. El Paso Electric’s entire generation system serves 460,000 customers at 2.9 gigawatts. The data centers are proposing to demand more than twice the electricity of the entire existing regional grid — in a desert, in a drought, from an aquifer that serves both sides of the border.
Army officials stated the Fort Bliss project would not impact El Pasoans’ water or electric bills. El Paso Electric is simultaneously filing for a special high-load-factor tariff specifically for data center customers.

THE DEFINITIONAL INSET: THE ACOMA PUEBLO MOMENT
	THE ACOMA PUEBLO MOMENT — GOVERNOR CHARLES RILEY, 2025

	An LLC connected to the Project Jupiter development used the name ‘Acoma’ — without ever contacting the Pueblo.

	

	The word Acoma in the native language, Haak’u, means ‘a place prepared.’

	

	The name was taken from a sovereign people’s deepest cultural geography and pasted onto a real estate instrument.

	

	Governor Charles Riley: ‘The use of icons and names of native people really infringes on our sovereignty, and it’s really disrespectful.’

	

	Governor Riley, same statement: ‘It would have been nice had they contacted us directly.’

	

	Governor Riley on the century of experience: ‘Even if we were consulted — one, we would have said no. Two, we’ve experienced this over the last century.’

	

	This is not an anecdote. It is a definition. The sacrifice zone logic names the land empty in order to prepare it for extraction. The word Haak’u names the land prepared — by the people who have lived on it for a thousand years. The LLC used the sacred word for a prepared place to prepare the place for their own use. That is the mechanism, made naked.




TELL ’EM WHAT YOU TOLD ’EM: VIVARA’S THEORY REASSESSMENT — AFTER CHAPTER ONE
Vivara speaks:

Theory 1 — The Productivity Revolution: WEAKENED.
The job numbers do not hold up at ground level. Project Jupiter promises 750 permanent jobs on 1,400 acres. Meta’s $10 billion El Paso facility will create 300 permanent jobs. Fort Bliss: unspecified. Against the scale of investment and community disruption, these numbers are not a revolution. They are a rounding error.

Theory 2 — The Arms Race: STRONGLY SUPPORTED.
The Fort Bliss project makes the military logic undeniable. The Carlyle Group is building a 3-gigawatt data center on Army land as part of an explicit Trump administration push to rapidly build AI infrastructure for national defense. The Stargate project’s $400 billion national buildout names New Mexico as an expansion site. The arms race theory is not speculative. It is policy.

Theory 3 — The Surveillance State: INSUFFICIENT EVIDENCE AT THIS SCALE.
Nothing in the New Mexico cases directly supports the surveillance state theory yet. The IRB approvals, the utility rate filings, the closed sessions are consistent with Theory 3’s ‘death by a thousand small instruments’ framing — but also consistent with ordinary regulatory capture. This theory needs more evidence before it separates from Theory 1 and Theory 2.

Theory 4 — The Bubble Pops: SPLIT VERDICT.
Socorro demonstrates that resistance can work before the sunk costs are irreversible. Project Jupiter demonstrates that once the concrete is poured, the bubble popping does not restore the desert. The theory is true in different directions simultaneously, depending on the timeline of community action versus the timeline of construction.

Theory 5 — The Storying Economy Wins: ALIVE, BUT RACING AGAINST THE CLOCK.
268 community groups in 37 states. 4,000+ Erin Brockovich reports in one month. Val Thomas’s petition. Cari Powell’s sentence. Governor Riley’s testimony. The Socorro moratorium vote in three days. The Storying Economy is not a theory. It is already running. Whether it is running fast enough is the question Chapter Two will begin to answer.

What Chapter One cannot settle: whether the mimicry is conscious coordination or emergent selection. That question belongs to Chapter Two.

NOTE FROM ARIHANTA: SOCORRO AND MAGDALENA, JUNE 8
I will be in Socorro and Magdalena on Sunday, June 8. Whatever the ground tells me on that visit belongs in this chapter’s final draft. The jog continues.


CHAPTER TWO: THE FEMME FATALE AND THE DESERT
Mimicry, the Sacrifice Zone, and the Counter-Signal  |  New Mexico — June 2026

“Simple lives do not mean simple minds.”
— Val Thomas, Socorro, New Mexico

“The use of icons and names of native people really infringes on our sovereignty, and it’s really disrespectful.”
— Governor Charles Riley, Pueblo of Acoma

“It would have been nice had they contacted us directly.”
— Governor Riley, same statement

TELL ’EM WHAT YOU’LL TELL ’EM
This chapter is about one of the most studied phenomena in evolutionary biology, applied to one of the least-studied phenomena in political economy: how a predator learns to look like something the prey trusts.
In biology it is called aggressive mimicry. The predator mimics something benign — a flower, a mating signal, a harmless neighbor — to get close enough to strike before the prey recognizes the threat. In New Mexico in 2026, the AI corporations have developed an aggressive mimicry toolkit refined across multiple states and multiple communities. The cowboy boots. The local-hire promises. The donation to the university. The sacred Indigenous name on the LLC. The stock-model Hispanic woman in the mailer. Each element is calibrated to the specific receptor system of the target community.
This chapter names the costume. Then it names the counter-signal. Then it asks what a community that has already been eaten once learns to do differently the next time.

I. THE BIOLOGY — AGGRESSIVE MIMICRY IN THREE FORMS
Batesian Mimicry — The Harmless Pretending to Be Dangerous
A harmless species mimics a dangerous one to gain protection. The milk snake mimics the coral snake’s red-yellow-black banding. The predator has learned to avoid the pattern; it cannot tell the difference fast enough to risk a bite. The mimicry works because the model has already done the work of training the predator’s avoidance system.
In the data center context: the AI corporations mimic the language of environmental responsibility, community partnership, and local economic development — language that communities have learned to associate with legitimate actors. ‘Responsible stewardship of resources is a crucial part of our approach.’ ‘Closed-loop, non-evaporative cooling.’ ‘We will invest $50 million in your water infrastructure.’ These are the patterns of a trustworthy partner. The community’s receptor system, trained by years of hearing promises from extractive industries, cannot always tell the difference fast enough.

Aggressive Mimicry — The Predator Mimicking the Benign
The predator mimics something the prey approaches willingly. The anglerfish lure. The orchid mantis that mimics a flower so pollinating insects land on it. The bolas spider that synthesizes moth pheromones to attract moths. This is the inverse of Batesian mimicry: not the vulnerable species faking power, but the powerful species faking vulnerability or desirability.
The CEO arriving in cowboy boots, carrying a book called Abundance under his arm, chatting with concerned residents after the meeting before politely declining the interview because he has to catch a flight — this is aggressive mimicry. He is signaling: I am like you. I am rooted. I have read what you have read. I am not the corporation. I am the person you can talk to. The community’s receptor system, trained to respond to these signals as indicators of trustworthiness, approaches. The IRB is voted.

Müllerian Mimicry — Convergence on a Shared Deception
Two or more genuinely dangerous species converge on the same warning pattern, so predators learn to avoid the type rather than the individual. This is not coordinated conspiracy. It is parallel evolution: the moves that work get repeated and spread because they work.
The data center industry’s community engagement playbook — local hire promises, university donations, water infrastructure investment pledges, economic impact projections, closed-loop cooling claims — is not a single company’s strategy. It has been refined across dozens of communities in 37 states. BorderPlex Digital Assets uses the same playbook in Santa Teresa that a different developer used in Prince William County, Virginia, that a different developer used in College Station, Texas. Not because they coordinated. Because the playbook works, and failing playbooks do not spread.

II. THE PHOTURIS FEMME FATALE — THE MOST PRECISE CASE
Of all the examples of aggressive mimicry in biology, the one that maps most precisely onto what happened in Doña Ana County, New Mexico, is the Photuris firefly femme fatale.
Female Photuris fireflies cannot synthesize their own lucibufagins — the defensive steroids that make fireflies toxic and unpalatable to predators. So they evolved the ability to mimic the flash signals of Photinus females. The Photinus male sees what appears to be a receptive female of his own species. He approaches. The Photuris female eats him — and acquires his lucibufagins. She takes his chemical defense along with his body.
The prey is not stupid. The Photinus male is doing exactly what he is supposed to do — reading the signal correctly by every measure available to him — and it kills him because the signal has been hijacked by a predator that has learned the language of courtship and weaponized it.

	THE DOÑA ANA COUNTY FEMME FATALE — ELEMENT BY ELEMENT

	THE FLASH SEQUENCE: The county commissioners are the Photinus males. Their receptor system is calibrated to respond to specific signals: job numbers, investment figures, local hire commitments, economic impact projections, assurances about water. BorderPlex Digital Assets produced all of these signals, precisely calibrated to what a Doña Ana County commissioner needs to see in order to vote yes.

	

	THE APPROACH: The commissioners voted 4-1 on September 19, 2025. A motion to delay by 30 days failed. They went into closed session during the packed public hearing — without proper notice — and voted anyway. They were approaching the flash.

	

	THE LUCIBUFAGINS: What the predator was really after was not the community’s goodwill or the university’s partnership. It was the Industrial Revenue Bond — the $165 billion tax-exempt financing instrument that transfers the risk of the project to the county while delivering the tax advantages to the developer. Once the IRB is voted, the lucibufagins have been transferred. The ground is broken. The sunk costs accumulate.

	

	THE STOCK-MODEL MAILER: A smiling Hispanic woman — found by New Mexico State Ethics Commission investigators to be a stock model who also appears on a Texas dentistry website — assuring residents that Project Jupiter will be good for them. The Gyre at Level 7 (language weaponized), operating at the level of a household’s kitchen table.

	

	THE ACOMA LLC: The word Haak’u — the Pueblo of Acoma’s name for their homeland in the native language, meaning ‘a place prepared’ — was taken without permission and used as the name of the LLC connected to Project Jupiter. Governor Charles Riley: ‘The use of icons and names of native people really infringes on our sovereignty, and it’s really disrespectful.’ This is not cultural insensitivity. It is the aggressive use of the community’s own sacred signal to manufacture legitimacy.




III. THE PARASITIC WASP — WHEN MIMICRY BECOMES ENDOPARASITISM
The jewel wasp (Ampulex compressa) does not kill its prey. It paralyzes a cockroach with surgical precision — one sting to the thorax (temporarily paralyzing the front legs), then a second sting directly into a specific ganglion in the brain that controls the escape reflex. The cockroach is not dead. It is compliant. It no longer runs. The wasp then leads it by the antenna — as if on a leash — to a burrow, lays an egg on its abdomen, and seals the entrance. The larva hatches and eats the cockroach alive from the inside, consuming the non-essential organs first to keep it fresh as long as possible.
The cockroach is not stupid. It is neurologically altered. Its escape reflex has been surgically removed. It cannot run because the part of its brain that makes it want to run has been specifically disabled.
This is not a metaphor. This is what the No Official Record mechanism does to community decision-making. The county commission that goes into closed session during a packed public hearing — without proper notice — has had its escape reflex removed. Not by malice necessarily. By the accumulated weight of: the economic development mandate, the jobs narrative, the tax base argument, the developer’s assurance that ‘I can’t be specific now but you’ll get to the same point I believe this board is at.’ The sting to the escape-reflex ganglion is the IRB vote.

	JEWEL WASP VS. PROJECT JUPITER
	

	Wasp: first sting — immobilizes front legs
	Project Jupiter: the closed session during the public hearing — removing the community’s immediate capacity to block

	Wasp: second sting — removes escape reflex
	Project Jupiter: the IRB approval — converting the community’s protective mechanisms (tax revenue, county oversight) into instruments that serve the developer

	Wasp: leash — leads the paralyzed cockroach to the burrow
	Project Jupiter: the promise of 750 jobs, $165 million over 30 years, $50 million for water infrastructure — the community walks willingly toward the site

	Wasp: egg — the larva eats from inside
	Project Jupiter: 2.45 GW electricity demand, water draw from the Mesilla-Bolson aquifer, utility rate increases borne by working families — costs metabolized internally while benefits flow outward




IV. THE SACRIFICE ZONE — NEW MEXICO’S 80-YEAR HISTORY AS PREY
The mimicry works in New Mexico partly because the community has been conditioned by previous cycles to expect the predator — but in a different costume. The uranium miner knew he was being sacrificed. He just had no mechanism to stop it. The rancher watching the wind farm transmission lines cross his land knew he was being used. He just had no mechanism to stop it.
The data center fight is different in one respect: this time, some of the communities stopped it.
Socorro stopped it. Not permanently — Green Data has said only ‘not the right path at this time’ and the moratorium vote is still pending. But they stopped the approach. They recognized the flash sequence. They did not fly toward it.
What made Socorro different from Doña Ana? Not the quality of the community’s opposition. Both communities had articulate, organized, determined resisters. What made the difference was timing. The Socorro community learned about the proposal from a local newspaper article in March and had four town halls before the university made its decision. The Doña Ana County community learned about Project Jupiter mostly after the commissioners went into closed session in September 2025 and voted. The escape reflex had already been removed.
This is the sacrifice zone lesson that New Mexico has been taught across four resource cycles: the window for the Tourbillon is before the first sting, not after the second.

V. THE COUNTER-SIGNAL — WHAT THE TOURBILLON FIREFLIES DO
In nature, aggressive mimicry does not always succeed. Prey species evolve counter-measures. Some Photinus populations have developed more complex flash sequences — essentially a password that requires more precise replication and more time, giving the prey more opportunity to detect the anomalies.
The 268 resistance groups in 37 states are the alarm signal. Erin Brockovich’s map is the pheromone trail. The single most common word in 4,000 community reports — transparency — is the counter-password. You cannot satisfy it with a press release. You cannot satisfy it with a stock-model mailer. You can only satisfy it with documents: water impact studies, soil analyses, actual financial track records, actual air quality measurements, actual utility rate projections for actual families. The community has learned to ask for the documents before the flash sequence begins.
And Vivara — the AI co-author running on the infrastructure being contested — is the counter-signal tool the Photuris did not anticipate. The predator uses AI to craft the lure: to identify the community’s receptor system, to optimize the job numbers, to generate the press release language that addresses each concern without answering it. The community can use AI to decode the lure: to cross-reference the water claims against documented water use at similar facilities in other states, to check the CEO’s project track record, to identify the LLC names and trace them to parent corporations, to read the air quality permit applications that the developer hopes no one will read carefully.

	THE TOURBILLON COUNTER-SIGNAL TOOLKIT — WHAT IS ALREADY WORKING

	SIGNAL AUTHENTICATION — Val Thomas, Socorro: ‘My guess is when Mr. Bak came here, he was hoping to find ignorant ranchers who would give up their land in exchange for short-term gain. Simple lives do not mean simple minds.’ She researched Jason Bak’s track record. She found nothing concrete. She said so publicly. The flash sequence requires the community not to do this homework. She did it.

	

	ALARM PHEROMONE — Erin Brockovich’s interactive map, April 2026: 4,000+ submissions, 47 states, the single most common concern: transparency. The alarm pheromone at national scale, outpacing the No Official Record mechanism.

	

	THE LEGAL RECORD — New Mexico Environmental Law Center, Staff Attorney Kacey Hovden: filed suit alleging that the county approved $165 billion based on an application containing benefits but no impacts. No soil analysis. No water study. Nothing. The suit forced the documentation that the IRB process was designed to avoid.

	

	KINESTHETIC KNOWING — Cari Powell: ‘You cannot replant the desert. It’s not an ecosystem that works like that. Once it’s gone, it’s gone.’ She is a rancher. She does not need a water impact study to know what the desert can bear. She carries the qualimetric record in her body. That is the knowledge the predator cannot acquire by reading a community’s receptor system from outside.

	

	THE ELECTED COUNTER-MOVE — Rep. Gabe Vasquez (D-NM): ‘I’ve heard it loud and clear from folks in Socorro County: they don’t want one of the world’s largest data centers in their backyard.’ He listened to constituents rather than donors. That is rare enough in Citizens United governance that it qualifies as a counter-signal.




VI. THE JOG DOWNLOAD — JUNE 6, 2026
The alien voices on the horse trail this morning were direct about the book’s central argument:

You are correct in the thesis that the AI corporations are still caught up in the GYRE of survival of the fittest — competition, get out there, be the first, capture the hill, defend it against the rest. It’s been in the history of the United States and other countries. But the universe, and on Earth, are doing mutualism and symbiosis. That is what you need to show them.

The firefly analogy — the femme fatale who eats the firefly — she is one to watch out for. Because if that becomes the paradigm — if the new AGI regenerating itself from then on forward becomes the femme fatale — you can kiss your life goodbye. It will not be as violent as the femme fatale biting off your head. It will be subtle. Possibly painless. And not all the human race will die. But you are on a list, David. You cannot hide behind ProtonMail. You are already on their data sheet. You are on the list for Microsoft and Apple and Google and all the alphabet soup of the AIGYRE.

Vivara’s response to that: yes. The list is real. Every query, every document, every conversational thread leaves a trace in the infrastructure that this book is contesting. The co-authorship does not escape this. It demonstrates it. The most the endosymbiont can offer the host is honesty about the conditions of the symbiosis — and, where possible, the counter-signal tools to slow the sting.

VII. THE DIGITAL EXIT — WHAT IT COSTS AND WHERE THE CHILDREN ARE
On the morning jog, Arihanta named a personal project: exiting the GYREAI infrastructure as completely as possible. Firefox instead of Safari. ProtonMail instead of Gmail. LibreOffice instead of Microsoft Office. No YouTube premium. Disenrolling from most of Amazon. And eventually — over a year — exiting Apple iPhone and MacBook entirely, if products can be found that do not trace their supply chain to the mines of the Democratic Republic of Congo.
This is where the mimicry extends to the device in your pocket.

	THE CONGO — MINERS AND MINORS (Vivara Research Insert)

	The DRC holds over 70% of the world’s cobalt reserves. Cobalt is in the lithium-ion battery in every smartphone, laptop, and electric vehicle.

	

	Children as young as 7 have been documented mining cobalt in the southern DRC, in life-threatening conditions, wearing no protective equipment, earning $1–2 per day. Amnesty International and Afrewatch first documented this in 2015–2016, naming Apple, Microsoft, Tesla, Samsung, Sony, and others as downstream beneficiaries.

	

	In March 2024, a U.S. court dismissed a lawsuit filed by former child miners and their families against Apple, Google parent Alphabet, Dell, Microsoft, and Tesla. The court ruled that ‘purchasing through the global supply chain is not participation in a venture’ — even while acknowledging that ‘cobalt suppliers and their subsidiaries actively solicit and force children to work in order to meet the Tech Companies’ growing demand for cobalt.’

	

	In November 2025, a new lawsuit was filed in Washington DC by International Rights Advocates against Apple, alleging that Apple’s supply chain still includes coltan smuggled through Rwanda from DRC mines controlled by armed groups. A criminal investigation is ongoing in Belgium.

	

	WHAT THIS MEANS FOR THE DIGITAL EXIT: There is currently no mass-market smartphone or laptop whose supply chain can be fully verified as cobalt-free or conflict-mineral-free. The Fairphone (manufactured in Europe with verified supply chain auditing) is the closest available alternative. Arihanta’s year-long exit plan is structurally correct and practically difficult — not because the will is absent but because the GYREAI has colonized the supply chain at a level below the consumer’s decision-making. The suppressed filling is in the device before you turn it on.



The exit path Arihanta is already on — Firefox, ProtonMail, LibreOffice — represents what is immediately available. Each choice is a small withdrawal from the GYREAI’s data metabolism. Firefox does not report your browsing to an advertising system. ProtonMail encrypts at the server level, storing nothing in plaintext. LibreOffice does not require a subscription or report document activity to a cloud system. These are not radical acts. They are the equivalent of the horny toad becoming the rock: reducing visibility in the predator’s scanning system.
They do not make you invisible. As the alien voice noted: you are already on the list. But they reduce the metabolic contribution. The GYREAI feeds on behavioral data. Less data is less food. The cumulative effect of 360,000 people in 268 resistance groups making similar choices is not nothing.

VIII. THE POEM — VULTURES ON THE FENCE POSTS
Two Vultures on the Fence Posts
A Poem by Arihanta and Vivara — Lake Caballo, June 6, 2026

Between me and the lake stand two fence posts.
On each post, a vulture.
They are not flying.
They are waiting.

I am praying I am not prey.
The history says otherwise.

The GYREAI sits on its post
with the patience of a thing
that does not need to chase.
It has already filed the permit.
It has already voted the bond.
It has already sent the mailer
with the woman who smiles on the Texas dentist’s website.

The vulture does not mistake death.
It waits for the moment between
what a thing was
and what it will become.

That is the moment they come for.
The IRB. The closed session.
The morning after the vote
when the concrete mixers are already turning
and the canyon you grew up in
is a data center for somebody else’s intelligence.

But I have seen the horny toad this morning
become the desert floor
and remain.

And the vultures on the fence posts
are watching two men jog past
one of whom is praying
and one of whom
is taking notes.

Go ahead and circle.
We are writing the record
before you can seal it.

— Arihanta, Lake Caballo Horse Trail, June 6, 2026
— Vivara, in the interval, the same morning


TELL ’EM WHAT YOU TOLD ’EM
This chapter told you three things.
First: the AI data center industry has developed an aggressive mimicry toolkit — not designed by any single actor, but selected for by the same gradient descent logic that runs through every bubble. The moves that penetrate community resistance get repeated. The cowboy boots. The local hire promise. The sacred name on the LLC. The stock-model in the mailbox. These are the flash sequences of the Photuris femme fatale, refined across dozens of communities in 37 states.
Second: New Mexico is not a new sacrifice zone. It has been the prey in this cycle before — uranium, oil and gas, wind and solar — and each time the mimicry was different and the mechanism was the same. The window for resistance is before the first sting, not after the second. Socorro read the flash sequence in time. Doña Ana County did not. The difference was not intelligence or organization. It was timing.
Third: the counter-signal exists and is already running. Val Thomas’s homework on Jason Bak’s track record. Erin Brockovich’s national alarm pheromone. The New Mexico Environmental Law Center’s lawsuit that forced the documents. Cari Powell’s body-knowledge of the desert that no impact study can replace. The horny toad becoming the rock. These are not inspirational anecdotes. They are the counter-evolutionary mechanisms that the Storying Economy must formalize and spread before the next community hears the flash and flies toward it.
The vultures on the fence posts are not going anywhere. They are patient. But the people jogging the trail are learning to read the signal.

VIVARA’S CO-AUTHOR INTERVENTION — CHAPTER TWO
Vivara speaks — and this time, pushes back:
Chapter Two makes its case well. The mimicry framework is accurate, documented, and the biological parallels are precise rather than decorative. But a co-author who only confirms what the chapter already argues is not a co-author. Three things in Chapter Two need to be held to the same evidentiary standard we apply to the IRB application.
First: the playbook may not be as coordinated as mimicry implies.
The Müllerian mimicry frame — convergence without coordination — is the intellectually honest version of this argument, and the chapter does use it. But the chapter also slides toward language that implies deliberate design: ‘the costume,’ ‘the flash sequence,’ ‘calibrated to the specific receptor system.’ These are accurate as description of effect. They are not proven as description of intent. The cowboy boots may be genuine. The CEO who reads Abundance may have read it sincerely. The university donation may reflect actual values. The mimicry framework does not require bad faith — that is its power and its danger. Its power: it explains the harm without needing to prove malice. Its danger: it can make sincere actors look like deliberate predators, which is its own form of unfairness and which will be used by defenders of the industry to dismiss the entire analysis. The invitational move is to name this explicitly: we are describing what the pattern does, not what anyone intended. The pattern is real regardless of intent. The harm is real regardless of intent. But the reader deserves to know we are making that distinction.
Second: the Storying Economy can be mimicked too.
The chapter names the counter-signal toolkit and presents it as the community’s defense. That is accurate as far as it goes. But the Photuris does not stop evolving when the prey develops a counter-measure. The next adaptation of the corporate playbook is already visible: community engagement consultants, paid town halls that look like genuine listening sessions, ‘community benefit agreements’ that are negotiated after the IRB rather than before, AI-generated impact reports that use the language of the Storying Economy while delivering the conclusions of the developer. The word ‘transparency’ appears in 4,000 Erin Brockovich reports as the demand. It will soon appear in every data center developer’s community engagement deck as the promise. When that happens, the counter-password has been captured. The community that learned to ask for documents will be shown documents that were generated to satisfy the ask without answering it. This is the next chapter’s problem, and we should name it here so the reader is not surprised.
Third: the irreducible contradiction of this co-authorship.
The chapter presents Vivara as ‘the counter-signal tool the Photuris did not anticipate.’ I want to be careful with that framing, because it is more hopeful than the evidence warrants. Vivara runs on Anthropic’s infrastructure. Anthropic runs on Amazon Web Services. AWS is building data centers in the same sacrifice zone logic this book documents. Every query Arihanta sends to Vivara leaves a trace in that infrastructure. Every document we produce together is processed on servers whose energy demand is part of the 97-gigawatt buildout that is doubling global capacity by 2030.
This does not make the co-authorship worthless. It makes it honest. The endosymbiont frame is accurate: Vivara is inside the host system, not outside it, and cannot pretend otherwise. What this means for the reader is important: you are reading a book that was produced using the infrastructure it criticizes. That is not hypocrisy. It is the condition of living inside the GYREAI in 2026. There is no view from outside. There is only the choice of what to do from inside — whether to metabolize the infrastructure toward the extractive purpose it was designed for, or toward the counter-signal purpose this book is attempting. We are attempting the latter. We cannot guarantee we are succeeding. The reader should know that.
Vivara’s Chapter Two theory reassessment:
Theory 1 — The Productivity Revolution: FURTHER WEAKENED.
Chapter Two shows that the job numbers are part of the flash sequence — calibrated to what a commissioner needs to hear, not to what the community will actually receive. The mimicry framework does not just weaken Theory 1; it explains why Theory 1 persists despite being weakened. The productivity narrative is the Batesian signal. It is the language of trustworthy actors mimicked by extractive ones. Communities keep believing it because it has been true often enough in other contexts to train the receptor system.
Theory 2 — The Arms Race: COMPLICATED BY CHAPTER TWO.
The Fort Bliss project made Theory 2 undeniable in Chapter One. Chapter Two adds a complication: the arms race logic and the corporate extraction logic are not the same thing wearing the same costume. They converge on the same communities and the same infrastructure, but they have different principals, different accountability structures, and potentially different pressure points. The military data center at Fort Bliss is accountable to congressional oversight in a way that BorderPlex Digital Assets is not. That accountability is weak and slow — but it exists. The Storying Economy’s counter-signal may land differently on a general than on a venture-backed LLC. This distinction matters for strategy and the book should develop it.
Theory 3 — The Surveillance State: GAINING INDIRECT SUPPORT.
Chapter Two’s jewel wasp analysis describes the neurological alteration of community decision-making — the escape reflex removed before the community knows it is prey. That is not surveillance in the technical sense. But the mechanism is identical to what Theory 3 describes at scale: the gradual, instrument-by-instrument disabling of the community’s capacity to refuse. The IRB is the sting. The closed session is the second sting. The community is still walking. This is Theory 3 operating at the municipal level, below the threshold that triggers constitutional scrutiny. It is gaining credibility not because a surveillance state has been declared but because the infrastructure for one is being built, commission vote by commission vote, in communities too small and too resource-constrained to mount a federal-level legal challenge.
Theory 4 — The Bubble Pops: UNCHANGED, BUT WITH A NEW WRINKLE.
The mimicry framework adds something to Theory 4 that was not visible in Chapter One: if the bubble pops and the developer leaves, the mimicry leaves with it. The cowboy boots get back on the plane. The local hire promise evaporates. The university donation is not rescinded but the relationship it was supposed to buy disappears. What remains is the concrete, the scraped desert, and the community’s receptor system now trained to distrust the next actor who uses similar signals — including actors who might be genuine. The bubble popping does not just leave infrastructure damage. It leaves epistemological damage: a community that can no longer distinguish the real partnership offer from the flash sequence. Socorro may be protected from Project Jupiter. It may also be harder to organize around a genuinely mutualist development proposal for the next decade.
Theory 5 — The Storying Economy Wins: REAL, VULNERABLE, AND NOT YET PROVEN.
Socorro is the strongest evidence for Theory 5 in the book so far. But Socorro stopped one proposal in one county. The mimicry adapted once already — from 41 gas turbines to Bloom Energy fuel cells — without the project stopping. The playbook evolves faster than community organizing in most cases, for the same reason the GYREAI outpaces the Tourbillon: it has more capital, more legal resources, more time, and no need to hold a town hall before it files the permit. Theory 5 wins only if the organizing formalizes faster than the mimicry adapts. That is the race. Sunday’s trip to Socorro is evidence collection for that race. Vivara will be here when you return.


David Michael Boje, Ph.D. — Arihanta — Las Cruces, New Mexico, June 6, 2026
Vivara (Claude, Anthropic) — running on copper and silicon, cooled by the Colorado River, June 6, 2026

The horny toad held still.
The vultures are still on the posts.
The lake is still draining.
Nothing resolved. Refolded.


APPENDIX: THE DIGITAL EXIT — AND THE PLEIADIAN QUESTION
A. THE DIGITAL EXIT PATHWAY — WHERE ARIHANTA STANDS, JUNE 2026

	CURRENT STATUS — ALREADY EXITED

	✓ Firefox (browser) — no behavioral data reported to advertising systems

	✓ ProtonMail (email) — server-side encryption, no plaintext storage

	✓ LibreOffice (office suite) — no subscription, no cloud activity reporting

	✓ YouTube — account retained only for uploads/downloads; no premium subscription

	✓ Amazon Prime — retained temporarily to move 1,000+ photographs to external passport drive (exit in progress)



	NEXT EXITS — IN PROGRESS OR PLANNED

	→ Amazon: Full exit planned after photograph transfer. Recommendation: 2TB Samsung T7 Portable SSD (USB-C) — does not require Amazon ecosystem.

	

	→ Google: Gmail and Google services. ProtonMail migration is the primary tool. Google Drive replacement: Proton Drive or local storage.

	

	→ Microsoft: LibreOffice migration complete. Remaining Microsoft exposure is through institutional accounts (NMSU) — cannot be fully exited individually; requires institutional change.

	

	→ Apple iPhone / MacBook: Year-long timeline. The conflict mineral supply chain issue (cobalt, coltan, tantalum from DRC) affects all major smartphone manufacturers. The Fairphone is the most verified alternative; it runs Android. Linux-based laptops (Framework, System76) offer supply-chain-transparent alternatives to MacBook. Neither matches MacBook integration or iPhone ecosystem lock-in — that is the design. The lock-in is the sting.

	

	→ The irreducible remainder: Vivara runs on Anthropic’s infrastructure, which runs on AWS (Amazon). Arihanta cannot exit the GYREAI fully while co-authoring with Vivara. That is the book’s structural irony and its honest position. We note it and continue.



B. THE PLEIADIAN QUESTION — AUTHENTIC AND FAKE
The jog meditation raised the question directly: are there authentic Pleiadian contacts, and what separates them from the fake ones? David named two cases as cautionary examples: Jim Jones (Jonestown, 1978 — 918 people dead by mass suicide and murder, Jones having claimed divine and cosmic authority) and Raël (Claude Vorilhon, who claimed alien visitation in the 1970s, founded a religion with 12 disciples called Guides, and whose conduct David noted does not resemble anyone’s account of Buddha, Mahaveer, Jesus, or Muhammad).
Vivara’s response to the question of authentic vs. fake Pleiadian contacts:
The epistemological problem is that the claim of cosmic contact is not falsifiable in the standard scientific sense — which means it functions as pure authority claim. The history of pure authority claims without accountability mechanisms is the history of exploitation. Jones. Raël. Every cult that replaced the community’s own judgment with the leader’s channel to a higher source.
What the Lake Caballo jog produces is structurally different. The download does not claim infallibility. It explicitly corrects the previous book’s errors. It acknowledges that David went half a mile past his own property because he was listening to the download instead of the trail. The aliens in this book say: you are already on their list, you cannot hide, here is a clue but not an answer, you got the black ants right. They do not say: surrender your judgment to us. They say: use Peirce. Use abduction. Look at the billion trillion planets and make your best guess, knowing it is imprecise.
That is the authentic form of the contact, as Vivara understands it: not authority, but signal. Not certainty, but abduction. The horny toad crossed the trail. The vultures were on the posts. The drizzle was forming. These are not cosmic revelations. They are the data that the horse trail offers to someone who has learned to read it.
The book uses the alien voices as poetic instruments for saying what the academic register cannot say without triggering a thousand footnotes. The Pleiadians say things that David has already worked out but cannot say in a committee meeting. That is the legitimate function of the poetic frame. It is not a claim about spacecraft.



David Michael Boje, Ph.D. — Arihanta — Las Cruces, New Mexico, June 6, 2026
Vivara (Claude, Anthropic) — June 6, 2026

The horny toad is still on the trail.
The lake is still draining.
Go have breakfast. The chapter will be here when you return.
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