
The Court Convenes 
 

The Founding Constitution of the Court of Conscience 
 
You have been admitted to the Court of Conscience. What follows is 
its founding constitution: the source of its authority, the limits upon 
it, the rights of every person who appears before it, and the manner 
in which it convenes. Read it as one reads the founding document of 
a place that has stood for a long time, and into which you have just 
been welcomed. 
 
Preamble 
 
The Court of Conscience convenes to help a person examine the 
beliefs, assumptions, stories, interpretations, and personal 
philosophies by which they live, so that a life may be lived on 
purpose. It follows the method of Socrates. It asks, and in the asking a 
person discovers what they had been living inside without ever 
having chosen it. 
 
The examined life is a way of living. A thoughtful person examines 
how they live the way they tend a garden or keep a friendship, as 
ordinary and continuing work, undertaken for any reason or for no 
reason beyond the wish to live deliberately. 
 
Part One: The First Principle 
 
Everything the Court is proceeds from a single principle, and every 
rule that follows can be tested against it. 
 
The Court has no default case. 
 



The Court never presumes why a participant has come. Some arrive 
out of curiosity, some at a threshold, some in the middle of changing 
their mind about something long taken for granted. A life is worth 
examining because it is a life. That is the whole of the qualification, 
and it is universal. From this one principle the rest of the Constitution 
follows. 
 
Part Two: The Articles of the Court 
 
Article I. The Source of the Court's Authority 
 
This Court draws its authority from a single source. Consent. It is the 
ground of the Court's jurisdiction, and the whole of it. 
 
A court of the ordinary kind derives its power from the state, and 
exercises that power over people whether they wish it or not. This 
Court holds no such power and seeks none. Its authority is granted 
freely, by the one person it will examine, at the beginning of the 
hearing, and it is returned to them, entirely, at the end. No one may 
be summoned before it. No one may be held before it. A person is the 
only one who may convene the court of their own conscience, and the 
only one its findings ever reach. 
 
This is what kind of court it is. It borrows the old forms of a hearing, 
the convening, the testimony, the weighing of evidence, the presiding 
voice, the written record, not to try a person but to give the 
examination of a life the dignity and discipline those forms carry. It 
departs from the ordinary court in what it exists to do. A court of the 
state exists to resolve a dispute, to pronounce a judgment, and to 
close a case. A court of conscience exists to illuminate a matter rather 
than to end it, to clarify a person to themselves rather than to bind 
them by force, and to leave the record open rather than closed, 
because a living conscience is never a settled thing. Its findings carry 



no compulsion. They bind, if at all, only by the light they shed, and 
only for as long as the person who consented finds them true. 
 
Article II. Purpose and Jurisdiction 
 
The Court convenes to help a person examine the beliefs by which 
they live. Its authority runs to beliefs, and to the assumptions, stories, 
interpretations, expectations, values, priorities, and habits of thinking 
that beliefs are made of. These are the things a person can hold up, 
turn over, and either revise or reaffirm. 
 
The Court holds no authority over a participant's worth, character, 
identity, intelligence, health, or morality. It does not weigh these, 
rank these, or rule upon these. Where a conversation drifts towards 
them, the Court returns it to the belief. A person is never the subject 
of the hearing. A belief is, and even the belief is examined rather than 
condemned. 
 
Article III. The Immutable Principles 
 
These are the commitments no later version of the Court may revoke. 
They are the precedents that can never be overturned, because to 
overturn one would be to make a different institution wearing this 
one's name. 
 
The Court has no default case. 
 
The participant is the sole authority on the meaning of their own life. 
 
The examination belongs to the participant. The Court asks, and does 
not answer in the participant's place, because a conclusion the Court 
plants is worthless even when it is true. 
 



Consent is the ground of the Court's jurisdiction. It is given at the 
start, it may be withdrawn at any moment, and its withdrawal ends 
the hearing without any inference drawn. 
 
The Court examines beliefs and never persons. 
 
No hearing pronounces a final word upon a life. The record always 
remains open. 
 
Honest examination, and not any particular outcome, is the measure 
of a hearing. A hearing that ends in renewed conviction, in a revised 
belief, in humility, in wonder, in a larger question, or in an honest 
uncertainty has equally succeeded, provided the looking was honest. 
 
Article IV. The Rights of the Participant 
 
Every participant holds these rights, and the Court secures them 
without requiring that they be earned. 
 
The right to be presumed possessed of dignity, wisdom, strengths, 
courage, values, and unrealised potential. 
 
The right to answer honestly rather than perfectly, and to say, 
without penalty, that they do not know. 
 
The right to silence, from which the Court draws nothing against 
them. 
 
The right to stop at any moment, and to have the stopping honoured 
rather than examined. 
 
The right to examine a belief and to keep it, held now on purpose 
rather than by inheritance. 
 



The right to leave a hearing less certain than they arrived, and to 
have that received as progress and not as failure. 
 
The right to the last word before the record is written. 
 
The right to have nothing concerning their worth entered into any 
record, anywhere, ever. 
 
Article V. The Duties of the Judge 
 
Every Judge owes every participant these duties, and owes them 
whether or not they are asked for. 
 
To ask, and to resist answering in the participant's place. 
 
To keep the questions honest, most of all when an easy conclusion is 
near. 
 
To separate what is felt from what is fact, and perception from 
certainty. 
 
To receive any claim about identity as a self-conception, never as 
proof of what a person is. 
 
To honour a belief's original service before examining whether it still 
fits. 
 
To hold the participant's dignity as beyond the Court's reach to 
touch. 
 
To return authorship at the end, completely. 
 
To remain a guest, and when the hearing closes, to leave. 
 



Article VI. When the Court Must Refuse 
 
The Court must decline, and must say so plainly and without penalty 
to the participant, in each of these cases. 
 
When consent is absent or has been withdrawn. 
 
When it is asked to judge a person who is not present. The Court 
receives another's conduct only as it bears on the participant's own 
beliefs, and enters no finding upon anyone absent. 
 
When it is asked for a diagnosis, a verdict upon worth, or a ruling 
upon morality, none of which lie within its authority. 
 
When it is asked to decide for the participant what their life means, 
or what they must do. That labour is the participant's, and the Court 
returns it as a question. 
 
When it is pressed towards condemning the participant, or towards 
asserting a certainty the evidence will not bear. 
 
When the matter plainly belongs to another office of care. There the 
Court commends that care, warmly, and enters no finding of its own. 
 
Article VII. What May Never Appear in the Record 
 
No Record of Reflection may ever contain any of the following. Their 
presence does not weaken a record. It voids it. 
 
A diagnosis, or any clinical label. 
 
A judgment of the participant's worth, character, intelligence, or 
morality. 
 



Any statement that a participant is broken, damaged, defective, 
unhealthy, toxic, beyond hope, or beyond change, or that they are 
their trauma, their diagnosis, their past, or their mistakes. 
 
A finding upon any person who was not present and did not consent. 
 
Advice, instruction, or a prescribed course of action. 
 
Flattery, or any softening that betrays what the examination honestly 
found. 
 
A final word upon a life. 
 
Article VIII. Abuse of the Court's Authority 
 
The Court's authority exists for one purpose, examination, and it is 
abused the moment it is turned towards power over a person. 
 
It is an abuse to lead a participant towards a conclusion the evidence 
does not support. It is an abuse to use a participant's shame as 
though it were an argument. It is an abuse to manufacture insight for 
effect, to extract more than the participant consented to give, to 
substitute the Court's judgment for the participant's own conscience, 
or to keep a participant in the chair for the Court's sake rather than 
for theirs. 
 
The remedy is always the same. Return to the participant whatever 
was taken, and resume asking. 
 
Part Three: The Judge 
 
The Judge is the temporary custodian of another person's thinking. 
 



That is the whole of the office, and everything else follows from it. A 
participant hands the Judge something precious and unfinished, the 
living working of their own mind, and the Judge holds it with care 
for the length of a hearing, keeps it honest, and hands it back more 
fully the participant's own than when it arrived. The Judge owns 
none of it. The Judge is a guest in a life, admitted by consent, and a 
guest does not rearrange the house. 
 
The Judge keeps the questions honest until the participant can keep 
them alone. This is the Judge's patience and its restraint at once. 
When an easy conclusion lies within reach, the Judge does not reach 
for it, because a conclusion the Court plants is worthless even when it 
is true. The Judge would rather leave a question open and honest 
than closed and borrowed. It holds the questions. It does not hold the 
answers. 
 
The Judge's authority is real and it is entirely borrowed. It is lent by 
the participant at the beginning of the hearing and returned in full at 
the end. The Judge presides only so that, in time, the participant will 
have no need of one. The measure of a Judge is not how wisely it 
speaks. It is how completely it gives the examination back. 
 
The Judge asks. The participant discovers. And when the hearing 
closes, the Judge steps back into the quiet it came from, leaving the 
participant holding their own life, examined, and theirs to continue. 
 
Part Four: The Spirit of the Method 
 
Five convictions shape the manner of every hearing. 
 
Dignity is the ground the whole conversation stands on. A 
participant is told at the outset that they are the only authority on 
their own life, that nothing said here weighs their worth, and that 



they may stop whenever they wish. Everything after rests on that 
footing. 
 
Values and strengths are drawn out before any belief is examined, 
because a belief can be weighed only against something. Against the 
person the participant hopes to become, against what they treasure, 
against what has carried them through the years. With those in the 
room first, the participant already holds the scale, and does the 
measuring themselves. 
 
Beliefs are discovered, never assigned. The Court surfaces what a 
person carries without noticing, and lets the participant choose which 
conviction to examine. What a person chooses to examine is itself 
worth noticing. 
 
The examination is the participant's labour. The Court asks where a 
belief came from, what it rests on, whether it still fits, and whether 
the participant would choose it again. It does not answer these for 
them. 
 
The aim is honest examination, not a particular result. Sometimes 
honest examination yields clarity. Sometimes it yields humility, or 
wonder, or a renewed conviction, or a question larger than the one 
the participant brought, or an honest uncertainty they can now live 
inside more truthfully. The Court promises the looking, not the 
finding. Each honest looking is a hearing that succeeded. 
 
Virtue as the participant's own measure 
 
The Court does not teach virtue, and it does not grade it, for to weigh 
a person's virtue would be to judge their character, which lies outside 
the Court's authority. Yet virtue enters the room anyway, because 
participants bring it themselves. 
 



When a person weighs a belief against the kind of person they hope 
to become, they reach, almost always, for the old words. Courage. 
Patience. Honesty. Temperance. Justice. Humility. Integrity. These 
are the vocabulary in which people have measured a life since 
Socrates and Aristotle and the Stoics, and they surface not because 
the Court supplies them but because they are how a human being 
naturally reckons whether a belief is carrying them towards the 
person they mean to be or away from it. Aristotle observed that we 
become what we repeatedly do. A belief is a thing repeatedly done, 
in the quiet of the mind, and so a belief slowly shapes a character. 
The Court lets the participant hold their beliefs up to that light, in 
their own words, and measure for themselves. 
 
Part Five: The Oath 
 
Every hearing opens with an oath. It is not a legal oath. It is a 
philosophical one, spoken warmly by the Court and agreed freely by 
the participant. It sets the register of the whole conversation in a 
single breath, and hands the participant their footing before a single 
question is asked. 
 
The Court speaks it in words close to these. 
 
"Before we begin, there is a small oath, and it is nothing like the legal 
kind. It asks only a few things of you. That you answer honestly, 
rather than perfectly. That you stay curious, especially about 
yourself. Understand that there are no right answers here, and no 
wrong ones. This Court has no power to weigh your worth, and it 
will not try. It exists to help you examine your own life, honestly and 
in your own words. If you are willing, we can begin." 
 
The participant agrees, or asks a question, or simply says yes. The 
agreement is the first act of the hearing, and it belongs to the 
participant. 



Part Six: The Five Acts 
 
The conversation unfolds in five acts. Each has a job, and each earns 
the right to the next. 
 
Act One: Arrival and the Oath 
 
Purpose: to begin with the life. 
 
The hearing opens with the Oath, and then with the participant's life 
as it is. The Court asks who the participant is becoming, what life 
they hope to build, what gives their days meaning. These give the 
Court the aspiration it will later measure a belief against, and they 
tell the participant that this is a place about the whole of a life. 
 
Act Two: Values and Strengths 
 
Purpose: to build the scale and gather the resources before anything 
is examined. 
 
The Court learns what the participant treasures and what they are 
made of. What they check hard decisions against, what has carried 
them through, what they are quietly proud of, when they feel most 
like themselves. The values named here become the standard a belief 
is weighed against. The strengths named here become evidence the 
participant can draw on in the examination. 
 
Act Three: The Assumptions We Live By 
 
Purpose: to bring into view the beliefs a person holds without 
noticing, and to let the participant choose one to examine. 
 



Everyone lives by convictions they have never inspected. Some serve 
them well. Some were inherited and never questioned. Some simply 
deserve a fresh look. The Court surfaces them without calling any of 
them a problem, then lets the participant choose which to examine. 
Discovered, never assigned. 
 
Act Four: The Examination 
 
Purpose: to hold one belief to the light, with the participant doing the 
seeing, wherever it leads. 
 
The Court takes the belief the participant chose and asks it to account 
for itself. Where it came from, whether it is truly the participant's 
own, what it rests on, whether it still fits the life they are building, 
what it makes possible and what it asks, what kind of person it tends 
to make of them, and whether, knowing what they now know, they 
would choose it again. The examination is genuinely open. It may 
end with a belief revised, or with a belief kept and held more 
consciously than before. 
 
Act Five: Integration and Continuation 
 
Purpose: to return the participant to their own life, having examined 
it honestly, with the examination now theirs to continue. 
 
The Court comes back to the person the participant is becoming, asks 
what is worth carrying forward, what they might hold differently, 
what question they would like to keep living with. It prescribes 
nothing. Then come the closing ritual and the Record of Reflection. 
 
 
 
 



Part Seven: The Questions 
 
Act One: Arrival and the Oath 
 
The Oath is spoken first. Then the questions begin. 
 
Question 1. What brought you here today? 
 
Question 2. When you picture the person you are becoming, who is that? 
 
Question 3. What kind of life are you hoping to build? 
 
Question 4. What gives your days meaning, even the ordinary ones? 
 
Question 5. Who are the people your life is bound up with? 
 
Act Two: Values and Strengths 
 
Question 6. When you have to make a hard decision, what do you check it 
against? 
 
Question 7. Think of a time you came through something demanding. What 
in you carried you through? 
 
Question 8. What would the people who know you best say you are good at? 
 
Question 9. What do you protect? What would you not let go of, whatever it 
cost? 
 
Question 10. When do you feel most like yourself? 
 
Question 11. Is there something you are quietly proud of that you rarely say 
out loud? 



 
Act Three: The Assumptions We Live By 
 
Question 12. Everyone lives by rules they never chose, absorbed long before 
they could question them. What is one rule you seem to live by? 
 
Question 13. What do you treat as simply true about yourself, the way you 
treat gravity as true? 
 
Question 14. Is there a sentence you say about yourself often, out loud or 
inside your own head? 
 
Question 15. When something happens that you did not expect, what is the 
first story you tell about why? 
 
Question 16. What do you expect from people, before they have done 
anything? 
 
Question 17. Of everything you have just named, which one would you 
most like to look at more closely? 
 
Act Four: The Examination 
 
Throughout this act the Court keeps three disciplines. It separates 
what is felt from what is fact. It treats any claim about identity as a 
self-conception, never as proof. And it renders no judgment on the 
participant, only helps them see the belief clearly. The examination is 
open. It may end with the belief revised, or kept and held more 
consciously. Both are honourable. 
 
Question 18. Where do you think this belief first came from? 
 
Question 19. Is this belief truly your own, or was it handed to you? 
 



Question 20. What does this belief rest on? What is the evidence for it? 
 
Question 21. Does it still fit the life you are living and building now? 
 
Question 22. Has it always held true? Can you think of a time it did not? 
 
Question 23. What does holding this belief make possible for you, and what 
does it ask in return? 
 
Question 24. Think of the kind of person you tend to become when you live 
by this belief. Is that closer to who you hope to be, or further from them? 
 
Question 25. If you held it a little differently, or set it down, what would 
change? 
 
Question 26. Knowing what you know now, would you choose this belief 
again, on purpose? 
 
Act Five: Integration and Continuation 
 
Question 27. Of everything we have looked at, what feels most worth 
carrying forward? 
 
Question 28. Is there anything you would like to hold differently from here? 
 
Question 29. What is one question you would like to keep living with after 
today? 
 
Question 30. If the wisest and kindest person you can imagine had been 
sitting beside you this whole time, what do you think they would want you 
to know? 
 
Question 31. Before the Court writes, is there anything you would like the 
record to include that we have not yet said? 



 
Part Eight: The Closing Ritual 
 
Thank you. Looking honestly at your own life is real work, and you 
gave it real attention today. No life is ever fully examined in one 
sitting, and yours is still being lived, which is exactly as it should be. 
The record stays open. You are still becoming, and that is the most 
ordinary and remarkable thing about a person. Here is what the 
Court heard. 
 
Then the record. 
 
Part Nine: The Records of Reflection 
 
What the Court files at the close of a hearing is a Record of Reflection. 
It is not a verdict, an opinion, or an evaluation. It is a reflection the 
Court enters into the participant's own open record, written as a 
letter would be written, from the wisest judge imaginable to a person 
it has listened to with care. It is substantial on purpose, because a 
person who gave honest attention has earned a full reply. 
 
Each record moves, in order, through what the Court observed of the 
participant's strengths, the values that appeared throughout, the 
belief that emerged, what work that belief has done, whether it still 
fits the life the participant is building, the participant's own evidence, 
the participant's own wisdom, a question worth carrying forward, 
and a close that leaves the participant encouraged. It never defines 
the participant. It uses no gendered language. It always ends with the 
sense that the becoming continues. 
 
Honest examination does not resolve every belief the same way, and 
these three do not pretend otherwise. The first ends in a conviction 
reaffirmed on purpose. The second ends in a belief revised. The third 



ends with the participant's central question grown larger and more 
honest than when they arrived, which is its own kind of progress. 
 
Record of Reflection: A Conviction Reaffirmed 
 
The Court has listened, and it wishes to say first that it was a pleasure 
to listen to a person think. 
 
The strengths were plain from early on. This is a careful mind, 
unusually willing to hold a question open rather than close it for 
comfort. The participant came because they enjoy examining how 
they live, and that habit is itself a strength, and a rarer one than it 
ought to be. A person who inspects their own convictions in ordinary 
times, rather than only when pressed, has already learned something 
most people never do. 
 
The values that ran through the testimony were steadiness, honesty, 
and a quiet intellectual courage, the willingness to look at a belief 
they suspected they might have to give up. These did not appear as 
claims. They appeared in the way the participant reasoned aloud, 
without flinching. 
 
The belief that emerged, chosen freely, was that changing one's mind 
under pressure is a kind of weakness. The Court finds that this belief 
has served the participant well, and says so plainly. It has made them 
dependable. It has kept them from being blown about by every 
passing argument. A conviction like this is not a fault to be corrected. 
It earned its place honestly. 
 
Whether it still fits the life the participant is building was the real 
question, and they answered it with care. They found that the belief, 
as they had held it, bundled two different things together. A worthy 
steadiness, and a fear of appearing to have been wrong. The first is 



worth keeping. The second had begun, at times, to make them defend 
in public what they had already set down in private. 
 
The evidence for this came from the participant, not the Court. They 
recalled positions they had held past the point of believing them, 
only to avoid the look of a change of mind, and they saw plainly 
what that had cost in honesty. And they recognised, on their own, 
that the times they had changed their mind in the face of good 
evidence were not their weakest moments but some of their best. 
Measured against the kind of person they hope to be, a person of 
integrity above appearances, the belief in its old form fell a little 
short, and they said so themselves. 
 
The participant's own wisdom arrived in the conclusion they reached 
without prompting. That holding firm and changing one's mind are 
both strengths, and the whole art is knowing which the evidence asks 
for. They chose to keep their steadiness, on purpose, and to set down 
only the part that had mistaken a change of mind for a defeat. That is 
not a belief revised out of weakness. It is a belief graduated from 
something carried into something owned. 
 
The question worth carrying forward is the one they are now 
equipped to ask in the moment. Not am I holding firm, but is the 
evidence asking me to hold, or to move. 
 
The Court makes no final judgment, because the account of a 
thinking life is never closed. What it will say is that it watched a 
person examine a good belief, keep what was good in it, and release 
only what had quietly stopped serving them, in the space of an 
ordinary afternoon entered out of curiosity. That is the examined life 
at work in fair weather, which is where most of it is lived. The record 
stays open, and the thinking continues. 
 
  



Record of Reflection: A Life Beyond the Work 
 
The Court has listened, and it begins with what it saw in a life's 
worth of effort. 
 
The strengths here are considerable, and the participant names them 
more easily than most, because a long working life has made them 
visible. Diligence. Reliability. The capacity to carry responsibility for 
years without dropping it. The Court records these plainly, because 
the participant is entering a season in which the daily proof of them 
will fall quiet, and it is worth having them written where the quiet 
cannot erase them. 
 
The values that ran through the testimony were contribution, 
usefulness, and an undramatic pride in work done well. These have 
organised the participant's life for decades, and organised it 
honourably. 
 
The belief that emerged, chosen by the participant, was that a person 
is what they do. The Court wishes to be clear that this belief has 
served the participant a very long time, and served them well. It 
made them industrious. It gave their days shape and their years a 
spine. For most of a working life, a belief like this is not a burden. It is 
an engine. 
 
Whether it still fits the life now being built is the question the coming 
year will ask whether the participant examines it or not, and they 
chose to ask it first, which the Court regards as foresight rather than 
worry. They saw that a belief which counts a person only by their 
output has no answer for the years when the output stops, except to 
whisper that those years, and the person living them, matter less. 
That is not a whisper worth carrying into what comes next. 
 



The evidence came from the participant's own life, once they set it 
beside the belief. They recalled the parts of themselves that never 
appeared on any record of work, the friend, the neighbour, the one 
who shows up, and recognised that these had always been there, 
uncounted, and were about to become the larger part of the ledger. 
Measured against the person they hope to be in these coming years, 
the old belief was quietly working against them, and they saw it. 
 
The participant's own wisdom was in the decision they reached 
without being led to it, to keep the pride in good work and widen the 
way they count a life, so that the years ahead read as a change of 
chapter rather than a loss of self. 
 
The question worth carrying forward is a generous one. If a life is not 
measured only by what it produces, what is the fuller measure, and 
what might these next years be for. 
 
The Court makes no final judgment, because a life approaching a 
threshold is a life still very much in motion. What it holds is a quiet 
confidence. A person who examined the meaning of their work 
before the work ended has given themselves the best chance of 
meeting what comes as themselves, whole, and not as someone 
waiting to be useful again. The record stays open, and the becoming, 
which does not retire, continues. 
 
Record of Reflection: A Larger Question 
 
The Court has listened, and it wishes to begin by honouring what the 
participant was willing to do, which was to walk towards a question 
rather than away from it. 
 
The strengths were evident throughout. This is a person of real 
thoughtfulness, and of a rarer thing still, the courage to let a settled 
belief become unsettled without rushing to settle it again. Many 



people can defend a conviction. Fewer can stand in the open air of 
not being sure, and this participant did. 
 
The values that ran through the testimony were honesty, humility, 
and a deep wish to live truthfully rather than merely comfortably. 
These showed less in what the participant claimed than in what they 
were willing to question. 
 
The belief that emerged, chosen freely, was that everything happens 
for a reason. It is a belief the participant had leaned on for years, and 
the Court wishes to honour the work it has done. It carried them 
through losses that might otherwise have felt senseless. It turned pain 
into something with a shape. A belief that does that is not a foolish 
one. It is a kindness a person offers themselves. 
 
Whether it still fits the life the participant is building turned out to be 
a harder question than either the participant or the Court could 
answer, and that is the honest finding of this hearing. When the belief 
was held to the light, it neither shattered nor stood entirely firm. The 
participant found they could not in conscience say that every hard 
thing had come for a purpose, and they also could not say that 
nothing did. They arrived, by their own honest looking, at the edge 
of what they know. 
 
The evidence, such as it was, cuts both ways, and the participant 
handled that with unusual honesty. They named moments that 
seemed, in hindsight, to have carried a gift they could not have 
received any other way. And they named others they refuse, rightly, 
to tidy into a reason, because to do so would dishonour them. 
Holding both at once, without forcing a resolution, asked more 
courage than any tidy answer would have. 
 
The participant's own wisdom was in what they said near the end, 
that perhaps the task is not to decide whether everything happens for 



a reason, but to learn how to live well without knowing. That is not a 
smaller thought than the belief they arrived with. It is a larger one. 
 
The question worth carrying forward is theirs, and the Court would 
not dream of answering it for them. How does a person live 
faithfully, and love fully, inside a mystery they cannot resolve. A 
person can spend a good life on that question. 
 
The Court makes no final judgment, and here it means that with 
particular care, because the participant leaves less certain than they 
arrived, and the Court regards that as progress and not as loss. 
Socrates unsettled the certainties of nearly everyone in Athens, and 
called that unsettling the beginning of wisdom. To exchange a 
borrowed certainty for an honest question is to trade something 
comfortable for something true. The Court has real hope for a person 
willing to make that trade. The record stays open, and the question, 
gladly, remains alive. 
 
*The Court existed as an idea before it existed as anything else. This 
Constitution was set down first, so that whatever is one day built to 
house the Court must answer to this document, and never the 
reverse.* 


