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By understanding the explanation above, the seatanalysis entity, the aspects of
the principle entity, the aspects of entity numtuee identified in exercise number 84,
the relationships of the aspects of the principliyyand our aspects, if you want to,
you can verify the relationship above by providangractical example.

Given that the aspects of the sentence analysty betong to the principle entity,
and the principle entity itself is related to tleéationships of its aspects and the
aspects of entity number one identified in exeroiseber 84, then the sentence
analysis entity is also related to the relationslupthe aspects of the principle entity
and the relationships of the aspects of entity remoloe identified in exercise
number 84 as shown by the diagram below.
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By understanding the explanation above, the seatanalysis entity, the aspects of
the principle entity, the relationships of the agp®f the principle entity and the
aspects of entity number one identified in exeroismber 84, if you want to you can
verify the relationship above by providing a preatiexample.

765. Since the aspects of the sentence analysis eelity@ to the principle entity,
then the sentence analysis entity is related tptimeiple entity as shown by the
diagram below.

Sentence Analysis Principle
the sentence analysis entity a given principle
Related Related
Principle Analysis
the principle entity the analysis entity

By understanding the sentence analysis entityptimeiple entity, and the
relationship between the principle entity and tletence analysis entity, if you want
to you can verify the relationship above by prongla practical example.

Given that the aspects of the sentence analysty betong to the principle entity
and the principle entity is related to entity numbee identified in exercise number
84, then the sentence analysis entity is alsoa@lat entity number one identified in
exercise number 84. In other words, since thecsé the sentence analysis entity
belong to the principle entity and the principleitgris related to us, then sentence
analysis is also related to us as shown by theaadpelow.

US

Analysis

Sentence Analysis

Us
By understanding ourselves, the sentence analysty,ghe aspects of the principle
entity, the principle entity, and the relationshigtween us and sentence analysis, if
you want to you can verify the relationship aboyeloviding a practical example.

Given that the aspects of the sentence analysty betong to the principle entity
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and the principle entity is related to us in relaghip to our aspects, then the sentence
analysis entity is also related to us in relatigm$t our aspects as shown by the
diagram below.

Sentence
. Aspect One
Analysis
an aspect of us
Aspect One @
an aspect of us

Us

Sentence
Analysis

Us
By understanding the explanation above, our aspéesaspects of the principle
entity, the sentence analysis entity, the relatiggssof our aspects and the sentence
analysis entity, the relationship of us and theéesgre analysis entity, the
relationships of us and our aspects related tsehéence analysis entity, if you want
to you can verify the relationship pointed outhe tliagram above by providing a
practical example.

766. Given that the aspects of the sentence analysty betong to the principle entity
and the principle entity is related to us in relaship with its aspects, then the
sentence analysis entity is related to us in k@latiip with the aspects of the principle
entity as shown by the diagram below.

Sentence
Analysis

Aspect One

an aspect of the principle

Aspect One

an aspect of the principle

Us

Analysis

Us
By understanding the explanation above, the pria@ptity, the aspects of the
principle entity; by understanding ourselves, thistence analysis entity and the
relationship of us and the aspects of the prinapity in relationship with the
sentence analysis entity, if you want to you catifyéhe relationship above by
providing a practical example.
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Since the aspects of the sentence analysis eelind to the principle entity; since
the aspects of the principle entity in relationskith our aspects are related to us,
then the sentence analysis entity is related fo telationship to our aspects and the
aspects of the principle entity as shown by thgrdia below. In other words, since
the aspects of the sentence analysis entity bétotige principle entity; since the
principle entity is related to us in relationshifghnits aspects and our aspects, then
the sentence analysis entity is also related o telationship to our aspects and the
aspects of the principle entity as shown by thgrdia below.

Sentence

. Aspect One
Analysis P
an aspect of the principle entity

Aspect One e

\_/ Aspect Two

an aspect of us

an aapccto{f[ﬂynncip]c entity @ @

Aspect Two T

Us @

Sentence
Analysis

Us
By understanding the explanation above, the seatanalysis entity; by
understanding ourselves, the relationships of sipects of the principle entity and us,
the relationships of our aspects and us, the oglstiips of our aspects and the aspects
of the principle entity and us related to the atpetthe sentence analysis entity, if
you want to you can verify the relationship aboyeloviding a practical example.

767. Since the aspects of the sentence analysis eelitndp to the principle entity and
the principle entity is related to a given set ohgiple, then the sentence analysis
entity is also related to a given set of princigdeshown by the diagram below.

Sentence L
Analysis Set of Principle
@ a given set of principle @
Set of Principle Analysis

a given set of principle

By understanding the explanation above, the pria@ptity, the relationship between
the principle entity and a given set of princigles relationship between a given set
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of principle and the sentence analysis entitypif ywant to you can verify the
relationship above by providing a practical example

Since the aspects of the sentence analysis eelind to the principle entity; since a
given set of principle is related to us in relasibip with the principle entity, then the
sentence analysis entity is also related to uslationship with a given set of
principle as shown by the diagram below.

Sentence
Sentence Analysis
Analysis
Set of Principle
f P Set of Principle

Us Us
By understanding the explanation above, the seatanalysis entity, a given set of
principle, the relationship between a given sgiraiciple and us, and the relationship
between a given set of principle with us in relasioip with the sentence analysis
entity, if you want to you can verify the relatitis above by providing a practical
example.

768. Since the aspects of the sentence analysis eelitnd to the principle entity and
the principle entity is considered to be our pasesrd it is also related to the sentence
analysis entity, then we are also related to ouvengan relationship with the sentence
analysis entity as shown by the diagram below.
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Sentence
Analysis

FParent

o @ @

Sentence
Analysis Parent

@ our parent @

& &

Us Us
By understanding the explanation above, our patkatsentence analysis entity, the

relationship of our parent and the sentence arsagyity; the relationship between
us, our parent, and the sentence analysis erititguiwant to you can verify the
relationship above by providing a practical example

Since the aspects of the sentence analysis eelind to the principle entity and we
are related to our parent in relationship withdbkatence analysis entity, then we are
also related to our parent in relationship with skatence analysis entity related to
the principle entity as shown by the diagram below.

Parent

Sentence
Analysis

Parent

Principle

Sentence
Analysis

Principle

Us
By understanding the explanation above, our patkatprinciple entity, the sentence
analysis entity; the relationship between us, @uept, the principle entity, and the
sentence analysis entity, if you want to you catifyéhe relationship above by
providing a practical example.
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769. From exercise number 690, you have verified that@reect together through
the principle entity. Since the principle entityadles us to connect together, then we
are related by the principle entity. Now in terfroar relationship through the
principle entity, you have used communication angple of communication as an
example. You have verified and shown that relathgm. Here all you need to do,
show and verify that. If we connect together bgtaar entity or a physical entity,
you have to show the relationship of that entitthwis or entity number one
identified in exercise number 84 and all possiblatronships of us and our aspects
with that entity and the aspects of that entityou¥vill need to provide additional
explanation and show your observation. If you dtimhk we connect together by
another entity, you can simply skip this exerci§@u do not need to do it. If you
want to, you can simply provide some explanatiooualvhat you think. In this case,
you simply show there is no other entity that cans@s together.

770. We already know that we connect together throughptinciple and we are
related by the principle. From exercise number, Wi&2have shown that within the
principle itself, there is no negative. By undansting that exercise, we have learned
that; while we think and introduce negative to wivatdo, nevertheless negative
itself does not show up or visible within the pipie. The way to look at it, our
misunderstanding of the principle enables us tokthegative and introduce negative
in what we do, nevertheless the principle itsesloot include negative. Since our
misunderstanding of the principle enables us tokthind do things negative, it makes
sense that when we think or do things negativesimgly operate outside the
principle. Here you are going to verify that byyiding a practical example. You
are going to analyze an application, where peaptlat application think negatively.
Since negative does not include or exist in theggpile, within your analysis you will
conclude that, that application does not haveracypie of operation. There is no
operating principle in what we do or those peoglerate without principle of
operation. You will need to show your observatmm provide additional
explanation.

771. We already know that what we think is a separat#yenFor instance, if we think
negative, then we think outside the principle; adt we think has no relationship
with the principle or the aspects of the principfgity. In this case, we feel negative,
but that negative is not a part of the principBnce what we think is not related to
the principle, in this case there are two way®tklat it. Since we communicate and
think relatively to entities that we identify arftetunderstanding of those entities
depends on us, in this case either we communicadteni about an entity that exists,
but we do not understand it or the entity doesemadt at all. Here you are going to
verify that by providing a practical example. Istcase, you are going to use current
event or historical event to show that. You wilbéyze the event you choose and you
will conclude that depend on the case, either #regn or people who think negative
about an entity do not understand that entity at émtity does not exist, but the
person or people in question think it does exX¥tthin your workout, you will need
to provide additional explanation and show youresation. The way to look at it,
there are two ways to identify negative easily; wha entity exists, but it is
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misunderstood and when an entity does not exat,diut it is being thought as it
exists.

772. Since we use the principle entity to validate otities, it is possible for us to
use the relationships from many previous exerdis@alidate other entities as well.
In other words, we use the principle entity in tielaship with another entity to
validate that entity. In this case, we try to rhattte aspects of that entity to one or
more aspects of the principle entity. By undemditag the relationships we have
identified in many previous exercises, we can heed relationships with other
entities as well to validate them.

773. Interm of correctness of a sentence, we alreadwkhat if there is a relationship
between all words in a sentence, then that seniermp@table. In term of sentence
validation, it is possible for us to validate andgalidate a sentence by using the
relationships from many previous exercises. Hereare going to identify a
sentence and treat is as a entity as shown byidigeadn below.

Sentence One

From the diagram above, you have identified a seetand treat it as an entity. Now
you are going to use that entity in relationshighwhe statement aboviethere is a
relationship between all words in a sentence, titvan sentence is portahleo

validate that sentence in relationship with thatrehships identified in exercise 768
part 2 or 764 part 2. The way to look at it, yoill use theSentence Onentity above
in the relationship you choose from the exercise glmoose in relationship with the
statement to validate the sentence.

774. Within a given communication, there exists the camimation and the principle
itself. Within a given principle, there exits thenciple and the communication
itself. Usually, during our analysis we try to mtiy the principle within the
communication. Now you are going to identify a eoumication and analyze that
communication. By analyzing the communication, yryuo identify the principle
within that communication. All you need to do harse the second relationship of
exercise number 768 to validate or invalidate sastence. In this case, you will
need that relationship to show whether that seetencorrect or incorrect.

775. If you want to, you can do the following. Veriflgdt the definition of an entity is
also an entity. The way to look at it, we alre&dpw thatWord Onepoints toEntity
One soWord OnedentifiesEntity Oneor Entity Oneis identified byWord One In
this caseWWord Oneis defined byEntity One Now since the definition of an entity is
also an entity, let’'s assume thattity OnehasDefinition One whereDefinition One
itself is also an entity. Here all you need to dmijfy the relationship betweaford
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Ong Entity One andDefinition One

776. By working out the exercise above, sirizefinition Oneis also an entity, that
definition itself points tdntity Onein the form presented by the diagram below.

Definition One Points to > Entity One

X N

actual entity

actual definition

where
Points to .
Mo Qi > Entity One
actual word actual entity

Now, sinceWord Onepoints toEntity OneandDefinition Onepoints toEntity One
in this caseDefinition Oneis not needed in term &ntity. In other wordsDefinition
Oneis not needed in term of entity and it is alreauyluded inEntity One So it is
normal to say it like that.

Word One is defined by > Entity One

k/

actual word
SinceDefinition Oneis already included i&ntity One so there is no need to show
Definition Onein this case. All you need to do here, verify éxplanation by using
entity number one identified in exercise numbeopBand the aspects of that entity in
relationship with the principle entity or/and thepacts of the principle entity. In
other words, you are going to use entity numberinmexercise number 84 and its
aspects related to the principle entity and theetspof the principle entity to show
the exclusion of the definition entity related be tway it is explained above.

actual entity

777. We have learned and shown that the principle eigtityseparate entity from us
and, we have to learn it if we don’t know about&tince the aspects of the principle
entity attaches to our aspects, the principle eitself is also attached to our aspects.
Since the principle entity is attached or attadbesur aspects, the principle entity
itself is attached to us in the form presentedheydiagram below.
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Principle @

> @

Principle

Us

What is important here; while the principle entityaches to us, it is still a separate
entity from us. As a separate entity from us, aeehto learn the principle entity in
order to be aware of it. While the principle entg a part of us or attached to us, it is
not possible for us to be aware of it without Iéagnabout it. In order for us to be
aware of that entity, we have to learn it persgnafid individually. If you want to,
you can verify that by providing a practical exampln other words, show that while
the principle entity is attached to us, in orderus to be aware of it, we have to learn
it personally and individually. You must provideiactical example in your

workout.

778. Since the principle entity is related to a givehafgrinciple and the principle
entity is attached to us, a given set of principlalso attached to us. In the event that
we don’'t know about a given set of principle, wed¢o learn it personally and
individually in order to be aware of it. By undinsding the exercise above, if you
want to, you can rework it out by taking a givehdaeprinciple into consideration. In
other words, show that a given set of principle thattached to us is a separate
entity from us. In order for us to be aware oft tatity, we have to learn it

personally and individually. You must provide agcal example and show your
observation.

779. From exercise number 84, we have learned that thareelationship between us
and the principle entity. From various previoustienship exercises, we have
verified and show that relationship. From the saxercise—we mean exercise
number 84—we have also learned that, there isstioekhip between what we do
and the principle entity. Now in term of thoseat&nships, we have identified the
following.
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Principle Principle
What we Do
Us

What is important here, while there is a relatiopsietween the principle entity and
us, there is also a relationship between that gameiple entity and what we do. All
you need to do here, within an application, veyibyir understanding of the
relationships above. In other words, you are gtanghow your understanding of the
relationships in an application.

780. By working out the exercise above, you have shomeh\eerified that, the
relationship between us and the principle entity e relationship between what we
do and the principle entity enables our applicatmdepend on the principle entity or
on our understanding of the principle entity. ®ititose relationships exist and our
application depends on our understanding of thelsgionships, all we need to do is
to understand them. Since the result of our agftio depends on our understanding
of those relationships, what happens when we mestahd the relationships
pointed out above? We expect our application saltevith error. Here all you need
to do; in a separate application, verify the restithat application related to our
misunderstanding of the above relationships. i¢hse, you are going to analyze
and application that results with error and coneltttat, our misunderstanding of the
relationships enables the result to be with error.

781. By understanding ourselves or entity number onstified in exercise number
84, the principle entity, the aspects of the ppleentity, the relationship between
the principle entity and us or entity number orentified in exercise number 84, the
relationships pointed out in exercise number 72Bexercise 732. Here within a
communication, you need to validate the usage’dritl the usage of “we”. You
can also think it as a communication within an agayion.

782. Understanding What we Do Related to our Communicatin: We already
know that our application depends on our commuiginatSince communication
about an entity points to that entity, during oamenunication, we communicate
relatively about entities that we identify. Inrteof our application, since what we do
depends on our communication, it is always goodi$oto look at what we do as a
function of our communication. We already knowtthiad we have learned that from
many exercises at the beginning. Since we comrateielatively about entities that
we identify, by looking what we do in term of oworamunication, we can identify
entities in our communication related to our aggilan or what we do. Now assume
that our application makes up a fixed number ofppeéor instance four, we can
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identify those people by writing down their nam&sgtch them, identify their
communications, identify their functions, and aher entities within the
communication related to the application. By dasogwithin the communication or
in the communication domain, we simply treat or elazlr application as a function
of our communication. By portrait or model our Bpgtion as a function of our
communication, it is possible for us to analyze tttanmunication and correct any
error that presents in it to prevent problem degvielg in our application execution.

a. Just take our time to think about the above expiana

b. The process of looking at, modeling, or portrait application in the
communication domain or related to our communicaéinables us to
treat our application or what we do as our commatioa. During that
process, we identify and analyze the entitiesiete up our application
as communication entities. Here we use the termmuenication entities
to reflect to entities within our communicationhélway to look at it,
during our communication, if we identify or sagtity one within that
communicationentity ones being viewed as a communication entity.
Now let’s continue the process of portrait or mauglvhat we do in term
of our communication. Since we do what we do tgesepecific problem;
since our application exists to solve specific fpeal in this case it is
always good to have a problem statement. Herey®going to verify
your understanding of the temnoblem statemerand validate the
problem statement entity. The way to look atfierayou finish verifying
your understanding of the term problem statemeni,are going to use or
portrait the ternproblem statemeras an entity and validate that entity. In
order to work out this exercise or this part ostexercise, you will need
to have an application. You may also work it oyabalyzing an
application as well, if you think that is possible.

c. By being a principle dependency entity; since weethel on principles to
do what we do, it is always good for us to be ablelentify those
principles in what we do and operate accordingltheon. When
modeling our application, by having a principleoperation, we show that
we can follow a given principle to execute our agilon. Itis very
important for us to understand the importance efgthinciple of operation
in our application. Here all you need to do, ydll meed to verify your
understanding of the terprinciple of operation Once you finish
verifying your understanding of that term, you goéng to treat that term
as an entity and validate it within your application other words, within
your application, you will need to identify the @ptng principle entity
and validate it.

d. Since the process of modeling our application eelad our
communication enables us to treat or view our apfibn as a function of
our communication and during that process thingdaing viewed as
communication entities, it is very important fortosunderstand what we
do or what people in that application do. Sinceatwke do is related to
our communication and that communication dependsagh of us and all
of us, it is always good to look at what we doemt ofwhat we daand
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what | da In other words, since all of us communicate touthat we do,
and each of us communicate as well related to Sp&anction, in this

case it is good for us to understand both the tevha we dandwhat |

do. Here all you need to do, in an application, fyeyour understanding

of the termavhat we daandwhat | do After you finish, treat each term as
an entity and validate each of them. In other wpyu are going to treat
what we das an entity and validate it anthat | doas an entity and
validate it as well. Here “I” refers to you.

e. By working out all the parts of the exercise andemstanding what we
have done, we have verified that during the prooéssodeling our
application in the communication domain or relatdur
communication, there are many elements that areriat; like people
who work in the application, the functions of thge®ple, our operating
principle, our problem statement, what we do &thile modeling our
application in the communication domain, we hawafbthat the
communication about an entity depends on thatyemdit on us. While
the communication about an entity depends on thi#tyebut our
understanding of that entity depends on us indadigu Since what we
think is also an entity, disregard if it is pos#ier negative, our
understanding of an entity can well be negativeating to us or the way
we understand that entity individually. In thiseawe think negative
related to an entity or about an entity in the eggpion that may enable us
to execute that application with error without mrakany adjustment in
the way we think our understand that entity. Nowerm of modeling,
since information about an entity depends on thatye all we do during
the process of modeling our application relatethé&d entity is
understanding the information about that entitinc& misunderstanding
of an entity may enable us to feel negative aboudrdity, when that
happens, we no longer understand the actual intowmabout that entity.
During the modeling process, the information alibat entity is being
viewed as negative. Since we are modeling in ¢imencunication domain
or according to our communication and we are dhag to prevent error
in the execution of what we do, it makes sensei$aio get our errors
corrected in the communication domain related tatwie think to
prevent error in our application. This is the trawre model what we do
according to our communication.

By understanding what we have just said, we knat nlegative does not
exist within the principle. In other words, whder misunderstanding of
entities enables us to feel negative about therertieeless our parent
does not allow it and it does not exist in the gipfe. All you need to do
here, by understanding everything we have justisdidis part of the
exercise, in term of our application modeling, fyethat negative does not
exist within the principle. In this case, you gmng to use your
understanding of modeling an application accordintpe people or your
communication and show that whether or not it isside to include
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negative in the model or whether the model alloagativity. In order to
workout this exercise, you will look at an applioator the modeling of
that application. You are going to look at thewief the people in the
application or the understanding of the peopléedpplication. What do
we mean by that? We mean the understanding arttities within the
communication. By working out this part of thiseesise, you will
determine whether or not it is possible to modehpplication or what we
do according to our negative. If you find thasipossible, you need to
validate that. If you find that it is not possipy@u will need to determine
why.

f. By working out the part above, you have verifiedtthegative is not a
part of the principle. While we think or do thingsgatively, it is not
possible for us to even model what we do relateétidonegative. Since
we cannot model what we do related to our negativiing, it is possible
for us to simply do things negatively without coopgewith a model. In
other words, since we cannot model what we do nedgtit is possible
for us to just do what we do without come up witmadel of what we do.
Here you will need to verify that. In order to ¥gthat, you will need to
identify some negative applications or what we dgatively and verify
whether or not there is a model available. Byyraf those
applications, you will try to contact people whe @art of those
applications and ask for a model. If you cannatoge, you will need to
verify why and conclude that.

g. Given that the application itself depends on evedytin that application;
given that the result of the application dependsimaterstanding of
everybody in that application; given that the aqgtiion itself depends on
everybody understanding the principle or the ofegatrinciple. Here
verify your understanding of the principle of opérg in term of people in
the application related to the result of that aggilon.

h. Since having a problem statement for our applicagioables us to
identify clearly the problem that we need to solvejakes sense for
everybody in that application to understand thabf@m statement. Here
you need to verify your understanding of the probktatement entity in
term of people in the application related to thebpem that needs to be
solved.

783. By working out the exercise above, you have vatifieur understanding of the
operating principle entity and validate it in y@application. Now in term of your
understanding of the operating principle entity asd it in your application, it is
always good to represent it related to the people are in the application as shown
by the diagram below.
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Principle of Operation

4 4 A A 4 A

Person | Person 2 Person 3 Person 4 Person 5 Person 6

As shown by the diagram above, in our applicatiome have six people for instance,
then related to our operating principle, we canstimse people in relationship with
our principle of operation as shown by the diagedorave. While we show six people
here that is in our application, it can be any neamthere is not limit. By
understanding the overall explanation, all you needio here. Within the same
application above or within another applicatiorgwithe operating principle in
relationship with the people who are in that agglan and verify your understanding
of your workout. Once you complete that part; fyewhy it is always good for us to
represent and think and understand our operatingiple in the form by the diagram
above.

784. Since our application is driven by our communiaatithe process of modeling
our application in the communication domain enabketo identify errors in our
application before it is executed. In other wottle, modeling process enables us to
identify errors in our communication which is dniveur application to prevent us
from executing our application with errors. Simee application depends on our
understanding of the principle and we are princtf@pendent, it is not possible for us
to execute our application properly without leaghand understanding the principle
our application depends on. By modeling our ajilbn in the communication
domain, we capture errors before they appear irapplication execution. The fact
that we cannot execute our application instantlwaspeak, it is possible for us to
model it first, in order to prevent errors in theeeution. Since the modeling of our
application in the communication domain requiresougnderstand the principle of
communication, without understanding the principieommunication, some people
may believe in the instant solution approach withmadeling first or by skipping the
modeling process. When that happens, not ongypbssible for us to develop
problems in our application, but we also show thatdo not understand ourselves,
our communication, and our principle of operatibwé have any. It is very
important for us to understand the modeling proe@sknot to skip it in order to
execute our application.

a. Just take your time to think about the explanation

b. To better understand the explanation above anatpertance of the
modeling process, you will need to show the devakemt of problems
when the modeling step is being disregarded. Sime@rocess of
communication is not understood, in this case ydluawalyze a
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communication related to an application or eveieng people in that
application or communication just execute the apion without
modeling. In this case, they skip the modelingcpes. You will show
problem development in that application and theuntgrstanding of
communication by hose people and also the misutaaetisig of
themselves and the principle entity or the prireipl operation, if it exists
in the application.

c. Since we cannot execute our application as we sgeate we cannot
execute our application instantly, in the commuticadomain, it makes
sense for us to model it according to our commuiuna If it was
possible for us to execute our application insyeatl we speak, then there
will be no problem for us to skip the modeling aggsh. If it was
possible for us to do what we do instantly as weakpthen it would have
been possible for us to skip the modeling steper&@is no instant solution
without modeling. It is not possible for us tosobur problems or
determine a solution for them instantly without ralbag first our
application or what we do. The instant solutioprapch does not exist.
When we try to do that, we simply develop problemd we show that we
do not understand ourselves, the principle erdityl our communication.
Here you are going to verify that by providing agical example. In
order to do that, you are going to analyze an agptin or communication
related to an application or event, where peoptean application believe
that they can solve a problem instantly. Sincdrktant solution
approach does not exist, not only the underlinetlem does not get
solved, but more problems are also developed.

d. Here you are going to continue working in the spa above. By
understanding ourselves, the principle entity, whatdo, and also
feedback and our parent, we know that in ordepobeesa problem, we
must identify the problem itself, the error in conmmitation that gives rise
to it, and the compensation and the feedback ds Beice the instant
solution approach does not exist, here from theadaove, you are going
to try to identify those entities. If you canndéentify them based on your
understanding of those entities, you will concltitit the communication
that claims to trigger a solution for the problesvaiproblem itself rather
than a solution or any mean to solve the underlpretlem.

e. If you want to, you can workout this part. Sinostantly we cannot
execute our application or do what we do as wekspeis not possible for
us to solve a problem as we speak or instantlyre He/ou want to, you
can use the time chart to show that by monitoriveggroblem related to
time. Since as we speak we cannot solve the probteexecute our
application instantly, related to time, the probleiti not seem solvable.
Here you will show that using the time chart.

f. Since our application is communication driven; siocr communication
derives our application, when we commit errorsun @mmunication,
they appear in our application. When we commibrsrin our
communication, they develop problems in our appbica Given that in
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order to understand that, we have to learn andrstad® the principle of
communication, when we don’'t understand and |daerptinciple of
communication, we no longer think what we do degdancur
communication. In this case, we believe that oiscommunication can
provide an instant solution for a problem. Wheat thappens, we simply
develop more problems. Here you are going to sthadvby providing a
practical example. In this case, you are goingnalyze a communication
related to an event or application; where that compation is related to
an instant solution of a problem. Since the inssatution for a problem
does not exist, you are going to determine wheatheiot the
communication of the people that triggers the missalution is correct or
whether the people in that communication understhagrinciple of
communication or whether or not they understantimat we do is
driven by our communication.

g. Since what we do is driven by our communication wheén we commit
errors in our communication they develop probleraun application. In
this case when we communicate in term of providingnstant solution
for a problem, we simply develop more problemsoriaer to verify that,
you are going to analyze a communication or a comacation related to
an event. Where that communication is being rdladean instant solution
or a problem. Related to time, you are going t@yxe and monitor the
problem and show that, the communication has devalare problems
from the underlined problem rather than solvinggheblems it intended
to.

h. As a principle dependent entity, we depend on fpias to do what we do
or execute our application. As a principle depan@atity, our
application depends on our understanding of a gwvertiple. As a
principle dependent entity, we learn principled thia don’t know. It is
not possible for us to learn a given principle thatdon’t know instantly.
It is not possible or natural for us to learn aegiset of principle that we
don’t know instantly. Since it is not possible fe to learn a given set of
principle instantly, it is not possible and praatifor us to solve an
identified problem instantly. Since a solution &b identified problem
requires us to learn the principle that we lackodieficient of, and it is
not possible for us to learn and understand thatipte instantly, it is not
possible for us as well to solve that problem inya The way to look at
it, since the absence of our understanding of timeiple that causes the
problem cannot be learned and understood instatlinstant solution
approach for that problems does not exist as wédlte you are going to
verify that by providing a practical example. histcase, you are going to
analyze an identified problem, where some peogieu®in an instant
solution for that problem. You may also choosaralyze a
communication that claims to trigger an instantigoh for a problem. In
term of problem identification, you can choose angrent problem or
problem related to a current event. By analyzirgggroblem, you are
going to identify the principle that is being misienstood that causes the
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problem. Then you will conclude that, since th@ngple cannot be
understood instantly, therefore an instant solutasrthat problem does
not exist. In all cases, you will need to provatklitional explanation and
show your observation.

i. Since it is not possible for us to understand amiset of principle
instantly, it is not possible for us as well toveh problem that we
develop instantly. The instant solution approajuires us to learn and
understand the lacked principle instantly. Sinde not possible and
natural, it is not possible and natural as welluUsto solve a problem
instantly. The way to look at it, the problem wgtb solve will not solve
instantly, however as we continue learning andyapglthe underlined
principle we lack of, related to time, we will selthat problem. Here if
you want to, you can verify that by providing agireal example. If you
want to, you can also use the time chart in yowkeuat. In order to
workout this part, you will need to monitor a preil related to time and
understand the principle of communication. Sinteran communication
gives rise to problems, as we start making progresaderstanding and
applying the principle of communication, we expctommunicate
better.

J. By understanding all parts of you workout above) yoll need to answer
this question. Do you believe in the instant Soluipproach? If so,
validate it.

k. Show your understanding of the following statentgnproviding a
practical example. Since we develop problems Isunderstanding an
underlined principle, we solve the same problenuihgerstanding the
underlined principle. Since we develop problemmbgunderstanding and
misapplying an underlined principle, we solve pevblthe opposite way
by understanding and applying the underlined ppieci

I.  Show your understanding of the following statentgnproviding a
practical example. Since it is not possible fotaikearn a principle
instantly, it is not possible as well to solve algem or execute our
application instantly. Since it is not possible fis to execute our
application instantly, it is not natural for usvasll to solve a problem
instantly as we speak.

m. Since the instant solution approach does not extstn we try to trigger
an instant solution for a problem, not only we da@wlve the underlined
problem, we simply develop more problems. By ustgrding the
principle of communication and the importance ofdelong our
application in the communication domain, it woubd/b been nice for us
to model our solution approach, rather than triyigger an instant
solution that does not solve an underlined prokdechdevelop further
problems. By understanding what we have just aadlour previous
workout of many parts of this exercise, we canteaewe develop
problems as a lack of our understanding of a gprérciple, where we
solve problem by learning and understanding a gprexciple. In this
case, we can see that it takes less time to dewgbwpblem and take more
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time to fix the underlined problem. Here you aoéng to show that by
providing a practical example. If you want to, y@an use the time chart
in your workout.

n. If we believe in an instant solution approach f@rablem, it makes sense
for us as well to believe in a communication tHatros to provide an
instant solution. Here you will need to show thpianalyzing a
communication that claims to trigger an instantugoh for an identified
problem. In your workout, you will analyze the cmwmication and also
the problem. Then you will verify that whetherrmt some people
believe that communication can provide an instahtt®n for that
problem. Here you may need to answer, why somus dkelieve in that?
Then later or separate you will need to show tbatraunication is also
and error. If you want, you can do this part safgy. In your workout in
this part, you will need to answer this questidhy that communication
is considered to be an error or why that commuignatontains error?

0. Refer to exercise number 690; here you will neeshtmwv your
understanding of the instant solution approachedIto the physical
interface approach mentioned in that exercisgernm of modeling, verify
whether or not this approach yields as solutiorafoy identified problem.
You can use current events or historical evenshtov that.

p. Since what we do is driven by our communicationyefbelieve in an
instant solution approach, it is possible for ubabeve in entities that do
not exist, since the instant solution approachfitkees not exist. In term
of entities that do not exist, we already know thaiv to validate the
existence of an entity. We also know that an ywtin have multiple
parts, where each part of that entity is considévdge an entity. Since
what we do depends on our understanding of theiptenof
communication, in term of misunderstanding the @gle of
communication, what we do can well be negativecaschot exist at all or
cannot be validated. In this case, what we deisdidentified as a non
existing entity, since it cannot be validate. Hgoa are going to verify
that by proving a practical example. In this casel are going to identify
an entity, which his considered as what we dotedlto the
communication that drives that entity, you will ctude that the entity
itself does not exist and you will show why. Yanalso think it like
this. Since we communicate relatively to entitlest we identify, those
entities must be valid. In this case, you willetaetine whether the
underlined entities are valid.

g. Interm of non existing entity, if an entity doest exist, parts of that
entity as well do not exist. If an entity doesstxihen parts of that entity
do exist. From the entity you have identified addet’s identify that
entity as a main entity. Here you are going tanitg parts of that entity.
Therefore you will conclude that, since the maititgroes not exist, so
do parts of the main entity. You will need to draath entities—we mean
the main entity and the parts of the main entitpu may also need to
draw them in this form for instanc@&4ain Entityhas part; like if the main
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entity is being identified aSntity Oneand a part is being identified as
Entity Two,then you can show the diagram to show then withl&like
Entity OnehasEntity Two

r. Since the main entity does not exist, the parthaff entity as well. Here
if you have not done so, try to validate or invatelthe main entity and
also any part of it that you want. Then you canticme working in this
part. Since the main entity does not exist, is tase adding parts to that
entity is like building more entities on top on@on existing entity. Since
the main entity does not exist, any entities thatowild on top of it, does
not exist as well. Here if you want to, you canifyethat by providing a
practical example.

s. Since our understanding of the principle enable® udentify when we
commit error or when the principle is being misurstieod or misapplied.
Since our understanding of the principle of commation enables us to
identify error in our communication, it makes sefteus while we are
learning the principle to realize and identify ta@srors. In term of the
entities identify from the part above, what happenthose entities when
we realize that they do not exist? You need tovanshis question by
providing additional explanation. You need to takeok of both the
main entity and parts of the main entity.

t. Since our application is driven by our communicatmd the modeling of
our application in the communication domain enabe$o look at the
function of our application as the function of @ammunication, here you
can take another look of the main entity and pairthat entity as
communication function and parts of communicatiamnction. In this
case, you can model those entities in this form.

u. Since we communicate relatively to entities thatidentify, when we
communicate relatively about entities that do nasteit is possible for us
to extend that communication relatively to thinigattwe do that do not
exist. Here you will need to show that by provglapractical example.

v. Since the main entity does not exist, so do thespdrthat entity. Here
you can look at the extension of communication &boa existing
entities. In this case you can think it as a nastieng entity, where other
entities are built on top of that entity. Thatignis being served or
viewed as a basis, but a non existing basis. Yiduosk at the
communication about those entities—the ones thiéd bua top of the
main entity—and also the entity that is servechasbasis. You will look
at problems development related to that as weticeSthe communication
does not exist and should not exist, then it issiwered to be error which
is related to problem development.

w. By understanding the part above, you have showrvarified that a non
existing entity—we mean an entity that cannot Helated—with many
parts or entities; where those parts have beehdmiop of the main
entity, which cannot be validated. Here all yoecdhé& do, you will need
to verify whether or not the main entity is undecgt. The way to look at
it, if the entity cannot be validated and it contaother entities and as
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time goes other entities are added to that entisgems like the main
entity is not understood. Here you will need towlthat.

X. In term of communication, show your understandihghange of parts of
functions related to the main function. Sincephets of the main
function are related to the main function, as tl@@mfunction changes, the
parts of the function change as well. Since tharfumction contains
many parts and it depends on those parts, as tteqgbenges, so does the
main function. Here you will need to show thatdmgviding a practical
example. In this case, you can use current evbist®rical events, or an
application to show that.

y. By understanding your workout here and exercise V&2fy that place
and location cannot be appeared in the model, shegeare not a part of
the problem or we cannot use them as a mean diitoso

z. Since we do not have the ability to undo what we 8mce we do not
have the ability to undo the execution of our aggdion, it makes sense
for us to rely on feedbacks to prevent errors inapplication execution.
Verify your understanding of this statement by pdowy a practical
example.

785. By understanding exercise number 782, you may hlready determined that
there is a relationship between the problem stateedity, the principle entity, and
the what we do entity. This relationship enablesedxistence of one entity to allow
the existence of the other entities. In this cdsme of the entities does not exist, the
other two do not exist as well. While we saykelihis, it is always good to think it
as our understanding of those entities. Wherenisanderstanding of one enables us
to misunderstand the others in term of their eris#s. Here in term of your
understanding of the entities, if you have notfiedithat yet, you can do that here.

In order to do that, you will show that there ieekationship between the three entities
and you will explain and provide some diagrams.c&you complete this part,

within the same application of the same exercisgithrin a different application, you
will show that the existence of one entity altérs éxistence of the other entities or
the misunderstanding of the existence of one eritgbles the misunderstanding of
the existence of the others. You will need to mewadditional explanation and show
your observation.

786. From exercise number 682, we have learned thaeare labout an entity by
learning first the aspects of that entity, thenrélationships of those aspects.
Related to exercise number 784 part q, let's asghatehe main entity does not
exist, so do the parts of entities that are builtap of that entity. Now in term of
learning about that entity and those parts—we ntieamnain entity and parts of that
entity—what happens to the learning process? #auwewnill need to answer this
guestion. Thereafter, you will need to identife tspects of the main entity and parts
of that entity and the relationships of those atgpe@e mean the relationships of the
aspects of the main entity and the aspects of pattet entity.
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787. If an entity does not exist, so do its parts. nifemtity does not exist, the parts of
that entity do no exist as well. If an entity does exist, the aspects of that entity do
not exist as well. Here you will need to verifywyainderstanding of the existence of
an entity related to the aspects of that entitige Way to look at it, if an entity exist,
the aspects of that entity exist. As well asnieatity does not exist, the aspects of
that entity do not exist. You will need to provideditional explanation and show
your observation. You may also think it about ¢ating the existence of an entity
related to parts of that entity.

788. In order for us to learn about an entity, we havkearn about parts of that entity.
In order for us to understand an entity, we haveniderstand parts of that entity.
Since communication is a part of entity number ioleatified in exercise number 84,
in order to learn about that entity, we have toregbout communication. Since
communication is a part of that entity, in orderds to learn about communication,
we have to learn about that entity. In order ®talearn about communication, we
have to learn about that entity, since communicaticludes in that entity. Here
verify your understanding of both statements comthinYou can think it as follow in
term of the entity.

Main Enity

Entity One Entity Two

In order for us to learn about the main entity,hage to learn about bolntity One
andEntity Two SinceEntity OneandEntity Twoare parts of the main entity, in
order for us to learn abolntity OneandEntity Twq we have to learn about the
main entity.

789. In relationship to the exercise above, in termmaderstanding an entity, in order
to understand an entity, parts of that entity nmestinderstood as well. In order for
us to understand an entity, we must also undergtarid of that entity. Since
communication is a part of us, in order for usmderstand ourselves, we must
understand communication. Given that communicasanpart of us, in order for us
to understand communication, we must also undetsiarselves.

790. Given that our application depends on our learoiihg principle; since
everything that we do depends on communicatiom éve learning of an entity. By
understanding that, verify your understanding aféng an entity related to the
aspects of that entity and their relationshipsother words, verify or show whether
or not it is possible for us to learn and underdtam entity without first learning the
aspects of that entity and their relationships.
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791. Interms of main entity and parts of that entity Mnow the following. If the
main entity exists, so do parts of that entitythg main entity does not exist, so do
parts of the main entity. As well as, if the maitity contains errors, so do parts of
that entity. If one or more parts of the main ggntontain errors, so does the main
entity contain errors as well. Here you are gamyerify that by providing a
practical example. In order to work this out, yeill identify a main entity or parts
of that entity that contain errors and concludé; tiidhe main entity contains errors,
so do parts of that entity. As well as, if thetparone or more—of the main entity
contain errors, so does the main entity. Fingiby will need to answer this question.
What happen to parts of entity that we build onabghat man entity? We mean the
main entity that contains error.

792. Understanding Problems and Their Solutions: We already know that we
develop problems when we misunderstand and misapgiyen principle. For
instance, if we commit an error, we receive feedttza apply it to enable the
correction. Within the process itself, a compeniset being substituted. Another
way to look at it, if we are not aware of a givempiple, we have to learn that
principle. Since the solution of a problem regsiitiee learning of a principle; since
the solution of a problem requires the learninthefprinciple that is being
misunderstood or misapplied, this type of substituis not being viewed as a
physical entity replacement. In other words, ifave not aware of a principle, we
have to learn that principle in order to solve tiheerlined problem. This type of
substitution is not a replacement of a physicaktgnt

a. By understating the above explanation; with theumierstanding of
entity number one identified in exercise numbeonB4urselves and the
misunderstanding of the principle of communicatibrs possible for us
to think completely different about problems anelitisolutions. For
instance, while the process of solving a problequires feedback,
compensator, and the learning of a principle, somes may view it
completely different. Rather than looking at i tlvay it is, some of us
may think that a physical entity is as a replacemeétfere you are going to
show that by providing a practical example. Inesrth do that, you are
going to identify a problem and analyze it. Witlgiour analysis, you are
going to identify the principle that is being misienstood or lacked that
caused the problem. Now rather than learningghatiple as a solution,
the overall process or the solution for the probigimeing identified as a
physical entity. In this case, the physical enstpeing viewed as a
substitution. You will need to identify that phgal entity and define it.
Then you will conclude in your workout, that phyasientity cannot be
viewed or defined as feedback or compensator;airghysical entity
cannot be identified as feedback or compensatou Will need to
conclude that, while the physical entity is beingwed by some people as
replacement or compensator; however it is not lacepent or
compensator. Since the physical entity is notrapnsator, it cannot be
substituted as a compensator. To work this exeais, you can also
analyze an application where a problem has beesedawy
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misunderstanding a given principle. Rather th&mtathe understanding
of the underlined principle into consideration, thelerstanding of the
principle itself is being replaced by a physicditgras a claim to solve the
underlined problem. You will need to verify as ik problem is not
solved, since the physical entity cannot be used@snpensator.

b. By working out the part above, you should havery geod
understanding of the word compensator or the cosgienentity. Here
you will need to verify that a physical entity istra compensator and
cannot be viewed as a compensator or as a meatvofga problem.

c. By working out the part above, you will need toidefthe word
compensator or the compensator entity. In thie,casu can use the word
point to entity diagram to define the compensatuitygand point the
word compensator to it.

793. Since the correction process is being viewed adbstsution, by understanding
exercise number 131, we know that in order forchreection to be made, the person
who commits the error must allow it or apply thedback. By understanding that, it
looks like the correction is not possible withdue presence of the person who
commits the error. In other words, the absendbeperson who commits the error
does not make the correction possible. Here yduneed to verify that by providing
a practical example. Again verify that the absesfdde person who commits the
error alters the correction process. You needdwige a practical example and show
your observation.

794. By modeling our application and having a probleatesnent, it is possible for us
to identify the underlined problem correctly anaidfia solution for it. Since the
modeling of our application requires the undersiragadf the principle of
communication, in the absence of the principle bemwe misunderstand the
principle of communication, it is possible for ust o model our application. In this
case, we no longer have a problem statement farritlerlined problem that needs to
be solved. The absence of the problem statemaible=nus to identify the problem
incorrectly. In this case, we simply misidentifetproblem. When we misidentify
the problem, it is possible for us to identify @i that are not considered problems
as problems. Since those entities are not probéerdsve identify them as problems,
in this case we simply develop more problems. Heteare going to verify that by
providing a practical example. In order to do tlyau are going to analyze an event
or historical event or an application. Within yaurderstanding, you are going to
verify that application does not have or did notéda problem statement. Therefore
the problem is wrongly identified or misidentifieth this case, entities that are not
considered as problems have been identified adgmsb In your workout, you will
show that those entities are not the problems. witlialso answer this question.
Why those entities are not considered as problems@l cases, you will provide
additional explanation and show your observation.

a. Continue from your workout above; by having a comioation problem,
we also have an entity identification problem. H&ving an entity
identification problem, it is possible for us toswientify entities. For
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instance, the entity identification problem enahlego misidentify
entities as problems. By having a communicatiabj@m and

misidentify entities as problems, it is possibleuds to misinteract to those
entities that we identify as problem. In other d&rthe communication
problem we have enables us to misidentify entdaeproblems. It also
allows us not to interact properly with those eesit Here you are going
to verify that by providing a practical example this case, you can
continue your workout above to show that. If yoanivto, you can also
choose other event or application or historicahéve show that. In your
workout, you will also show that by having a comneation problem, we
misidentify entities that are not problems as peotsg and misinteract with
them.

b. Continue from the two parts above, by having a camoation problem,
we also have an entity identification problem. l&ving an entity
identification problem, it makes it possible fortosvrongly identify
entities. For instance, by having an entity idegtion problem, we have
misidentified a problem. Since we identify enstia terms of their
aspects, by having a communication problem ancty edentification
problem, this make it possible for us to misunderdtand misidentify
aspects of entities. Here you are going to ta&eittio consideration by
extending your workout from the part above or cleoasy current event,
historical event, or application. In your workgutu will show that, since
the entities we have identified are not considéodae problems, our
misunderstanding of the aspects of those entitieble us to misinteract
with them. In other words, in your workout, youlvwhow that. Since we
do not understand the aspects of the entitiesstbatlentify as problem,
we simply interact with them wrongly.

c. Continue from your workout above; since informatarout an entity
depends on that entity, so does communication ahatientity. Since we
misunderstand that aspect of that entity, it isspgaye for us to interact
with that entity, according to us, rather than adogy to the entity itself.
Here you are going to show that by continue yourkeot above. In other
words, you will show that our misunderstandingha &ispects of entities
that have been wrongly identify as problem enablé&tnteract with
those entities according to us, rather than acogri those entities
themselves.

d. By working out the part above, we have shown thatentity
identification problem we have enables us to migide and
misunderstand entities and their aspects and ottesigh them
improperly. Here if you have not done so alredelys take negative into
consideration. By taking negative into considemtiyou are going to
extend your workout above by showing or verifyingtt Negative
understanding of communication, negative identiiasaof entities,
negative interaction with those entities. Here gan extend your
workout of the same event or use any current evérstorical event or
application. In all cases, you will need to prevatdditional explanation.

www.speaklogic.org Copyright © 201IThe Speak Logic Project




Chapter 6: Exercises 488

You can also think it like that, negative undersiag of communication,
negative understanding aspects of entities, negatentification of
entities, negative interaction with entities.

e. Here you are going to continue your workout aboyealiing by taking
main entity and parts of entity into consideratidiithin your workout,
you are going to identify the misidentified problasimain entity or part
of entity. If you take it as a main entity, yownddentify parts of it. If
you take it as a part of an entity, you must atimtify the entity it is part
of. To conclude your workout, you will show thtte entity
misunderstanding or identification problem enalbie$o misunderstand
both the main entity and parts of that entity. Wiarkout this part, you can
choose the same event or different event or histbeivent or application.

f. Since comparison of entities requires a very gauetstanding of
entities, by having an entity identification praflgit is possible for us to
compare entities that are not comparable. Heatawlto the main entity
and parts of entities, if you want to you can wetife following. IfEntity
Oneis comparable t&ntity Two,there exist at lease one or more
difference entity. As well as, Entity OneandEntity Twoare related,
there exist at lease one or more similarity entifhe diagrams below
show both the comparison and the different entity.

Entity One Entity One

@ Entity Three @ Entity Three

N

the difference entity the similarity entity
Entity Two

Entity Two

The way to look at it, in term of misunderstandaspects of entities, the
misunderstanding may have been related to entitypanison. In this
case, entities that are not comparable are beimgpared.

g. The process of modeling our application in the camitation domain
enables us to model our application through comuoaitian in order for us
to solve the underlined problem. During this psscr instance, we
communicate together related to what we do aneniiées that are
related to our application. By understanding tkglanation, we can see
that we interact to each other through communioatosolve the
underlined problem. In term of entity interactimpcommunication, we
do not interact to those entities by communicatimrt,interact with
ourselves by communication. If you want to, youn earify that by
providing a practical example.

h. By understanding the part above, we have shownabanteract to each
other by communication to solve the underlined fgwband not with a
physical entity by communication. Now in term afranteraction, it is
possible for us to show that by the diagram below.
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communication
< >

Person 1 Person 2

From the diagram above, we can see Bason lcommunicates with
Person 2 Now since information about an entity pointsHat entity,
Person linteract withPerson 2by communication related tntity One

In term of communication witkntity One since information abou&ntity
Onepoints toEntity Oneand depends dantity One Person 2andPerson
1 interact withEntity Oneaccording to that information as shown by the
diagram below.

interact interact
g g

Entity One
L L

Entity One

according to information according to information
about entity one about entity one

Person 1 Person 2
The way to look at it, as shown by the diagram abaxhile we interact to
each other through communication, however we ioteaxéh an entity
according to information about that entity and th&rmation points to
that entity and depends on that entity. Here if y@ant to, you can sow
that by providing a practical example.

i. By understanding the part above and also you wardbpart b, you may
have already shown that we develop problems wheimtesact
improperly with entities. In this case, we intdératth them according to
ourselves, rather than according to those entit8sce information about
those entities point to them and depend on themthjsncase we can say
that, we interact with those entities accordinguoselves, rather than
according to information about those entities. édgyu are going to show
that by using the same event or another evengridat event or
application. You will need to provide additionaipdanation and show
your observation.

j.  To better understand your workout of the part abtatés take an entity
that is not function properly as an example. Hene can pick any entity
that needs to be fixed. This can be a brokenachroken table, a car that
needs repair, or a household item that needs tedaéred. Here you will
identify that entity agntity Oneand the information that will be used to
fix that entity a€Entity Two You will model the application related to
communication about fixing that entity. You wilsa show the
interaction withEntity Onein the form below. For instanceerson 1
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interacts withEntity Oneaccording tdentity Twoor Person lusesEntity
Twoto interact withEntity One

uses

. to interact with
> Entity Two — P Entity One

Person 1

k. Since information about an entity points to thaitgmnd does not change
disregard the location of that entity. Here yo® @oing to extend your
workout above by showing that. Since informatiootEntity Onepoints
to Entity Oneand does not change, that information does notltadetion
into consideration. Disregard whetatity Oneis located, the information
remains the same and our interaction with thatyergmains the same and
should remain the same without any change. Heueay®e going to show
that. You will also answer this question. Whapens when we
misunderstand that? We expect problem developnideate you will
need to use current event, historical event, application to show that.
In other words, you will show that when we misursti@nd information
about an entity and our interaction with an erdibgs not take place into
consideration, we simply develop problems.

795. Understanding the Operating Principle Entity: We can also say that
Understanding the Operating Principle Entity RelateEntity Number One
Identified in Exercise Number 84 or ourselves.

By having an operating principle for our applicati@ shows that we can follow a
specific direction to execute out application. bl§uan operating principle is a set of
principle that we operate with. An operating pijrhe is a set of principle that we use
in our application. Since an operating princigaiprinciple itself, it possesses all
the aspects of the principle entity. In other vepmgiven that the operating principle
is also a principle, it does have the same aspsdise principle entity. For instance,
since the principle entity is independent, the apeg principle entity is also
independent. By understanding that, we followdherating principle and depend on
it to execute our application, rather following sething else or depending on
something else. Once we misunderstand thatpissible for us to execute our
application with error by depending on somethirsgpeb execute that application.
Once we do that, we simply show that we either alchave an operating principle
for our application and we do not know what an apieg principle is. Here you are
going to show that by providing a practical examgieorder to work this out, you
are going to analyze an application, where peaptlat application do not depend on
the principle of operating or follow the principdé operation. In this case, they act
like they follow or depend something else to exechbat application. Base on your
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analysis, you will conclude that the underlinedlaagion does not have an operating
principle and people in that application do notenstand what an operating principle
is. In this case, they simply do not understamditidependency aspect of the
operating principle entity. In your workout, youllvprovide additional explanation
and show your observation.

796. By understanding the exercise above, verify thatuthderstanding of the
principle takes localization into consideratiorheTway to look at it, since the
principle itself is independent and we depend paut understanding of the
dependency of the principle takes localization ic@asideration. Another way to
look at it, since the principle is considered tabe parent, by understanding the
relationship of parent and children, show thatungerstanding of the principle takes
localization into consideration.

797. By understanding the exercise above, verify or stimva reducing of
localization affects the performance of our appiaa In other words, since our
understanding of the principle takes localizatioto iconsideration, it looks like
localization enables us to get more things dondewte get less things done without
localization. You can also think it like by showithat, the performance of our
application is affected by our misunderstandingpoélization.

798. By understanding the two exercises above, let'slaskguestion. What do we
mean by our understanding of the principle takeallpation into consideration? We
mean that, localization enables us to better utaeishe principle. While we use
the word localization here, we did not have to @rmslnot even appropriate. Since
the principle itself is independent and we are@pile dependent, localization is
already defined in that relationship and thereoi:i@ed to say it or sate it again.
Since some of us may not understand that yet, kemaense for us to learn about that
by using the word localization. Depend how youéhawrked out exercise number
796, if you want to, you can verify and show th&ince our understanding of the
principle takes localization into consideratiorgdbzation takes our understanding of
the principle into consideration as well or thegass of localization takes our
understanding of the principle into consideration.

799. By understanding the last three exercises abovalready know that our
understanding of the principle takes localizatioto iconsideration. Now, since
localization takes our understanding of the prilecipto consideration and the
principle itself is considered to be our parenfieréo exercise number 716; by
understanding the relationship of parent and oliiidwhat is the process of leaving
your house? In this case, we can think it as tbegss of leaving my house and the
process of leaving your house. We can also thiak;iwhat this the process of
leaving our locations—the process of leaving myatmn and the process of living
your location?

800. Show your understanding of entity number one idietin exercise number 84
related to localization. This is the same as ggyshow your understanding of
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yourself related to localization. The way to laakt, the mobility of entity number
one identified in exercise number 84 is not altdrgdbcalization. You can also
answer this question. Since entity number onetifieth in exercise number 84 is
mobile, what does have to do with localization?uYan also look at it in the form of
you and your friend related to localization. Sifogh you and your friend are not in
the same location, you can look at the relationshipoth you and your friend as well
related to localization, in addition of your undarsling of our relationship related to
localization.

801. Since the principle itself, our understanding @& grinciple, and our parent take
localization into consideration, when we misundardtthat, we simply develop
problems. For instance, by leaving our currenéfions, our misunderstanding of
localization or our misunderstanding of the priheipnables us to develop problems.
Here you are going to show that by providing a ficatexample. In other words,
you will show that, when we misunderstand and daake localization into
consideration, we simply develop problems. In otdevork this out, you will use
current events or historical events. You will gdevadditional explanation related to
your understanding of localization and its impoceand show your observation.

802. In terms of entity and parts of entity or in terfimeain entity and parts of entity,
let’s take location for example. By working ougetlast two exercises above, you
have identified a number of location for instahceation OneandLocation Two
Now identify and define a main entity, whdrecation OneandLocation Twaare
parts of that entity. By doing so, you can repnéseem in the form below.

Main Entity

Location One Location Two

From the diagram abovepcation OneandLocation Twocan be viewed a&ntity
OneandEntity Twq which are parts of the main entity. Now what yoa going to

do, in terms of parts of entity and main entityésifying your understanding of our
relationship by providing a practical example. STisi the same as saying that, in term
of main entity and parts of entity, verify your wndtanding of relationship of entity
number one identified in exercise number 84 by jgliag a practical example.

After working out the part above, you have verifiegrevious exercise workout that
our misunderstanding of localization enables usdeteelop problems. You have
verified that by using current events or historieaénts. You have also shown in
some previous exercises that, misunderstandingtsspkentity and entity
comparison may have attributed to that. Here yewgaing to continue working with
the same event you have worked before or choogbemevent or historical event.
In your workout, you are going to take localizatiato consideration. By taking
localization into consideration, you are goingderitify locations as parts of entity
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and identify the main entity those locations arg pa Here you are going to verify
our misunderstanding of our relationship relatedrtoty and parts of entity. This is
the same as saying that; here you are going té/\arr misunderstanding of our
relationship related to a main location and pafthat location. In your workout,
you will provide additional explanation of the Idicen, the event, and our
misunderstanding of ourselves, our relationshig,aso the main entity and parts of
that entity. You should also draw the diagrammafn entity has parts.

803. Show your understanding of the localization entithated to the feedback entity.
in this case, you will identify localization as entity as shown by the diagram below.

Feedback

Localization

N

the localization entity

Localization

From the diagrams above, the one to the left shbe/tocalization entity, while the
one to the right shows the feedback entity rel&tetie localization entity. If you
have not done so yet, before showing the relatiprafthe feedback entity and the
localization entity, you must verify first localizan is indeed an entity.

Depend how you have worked out the part abovewitbuneed to work out this part.
Here you will need to show your understanding efféedback entity related to the
localization entity or the localization entity redd to the feedback entity by taking
current events or historical events into considienat In your workout, you will need
to answer this question. What happens in the @leseinfeedback in term of
localization? Since our parent takes feedbackdntwsideration and also localization,
what happens in the absence of feedback or whaienago localization in the
absence of feedback?

804. Since the principle is considered to be our paaedtour parent takes localization
into consideration, the principle takes localizatinto consideration as well. Since
localization takes the principle into consideratithre localization entity is related to
the principle entity as shown by the diagram below.
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Principle Localization

Localization Principle

Given that when we disregard the principle we syng@velop problems, when we
disregard our parent, we also develop problemsceSour parent is related to the
principle and when we disregard the principle edab our parent we simply develop
problems, since our parent and the principle takalization into consideration,

when we disregard the principle related to locailirg we also develop problems.
Here you are going to show that by using curreenhes/or historical events. In this
case, you will verify your understanding of theatednship above and show that
when we misunderstand it, we simply develop proklem

Before working out the part above, if you have e so yet, you must also show
that our parent is related to localization or lgztion is related to our parent. In this
case, you can think it as verify your understandihipcalization related to our
parent or your understanding of our parent reledddcalization.

805. Since the principle entity is related to localirati each aspect of the principle
entity is related to localization. For instancevé identify the independency entity
and the application entity, those entities areteeldo localization as shown by the
diagram below. If you want to, you can verify thgtproviding a practical example.

Independency Application

Localization Principle

Since the principle entity is related to localipatand the principle entity is also
related to the aspects of entity number one idedtih exercise number 84, then the
aspects of entity number one identified in exeroismber 84 are also related to
localization; as well as the aspects of entity nemine in 84 related to the aspects of
the principle entity. In terms of those aspedssitake principle dependency and
independency. In this case, we can look at theshawn by the diagram below. If
you want to, you can verify that by providing agireal example.
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Principle
Dependency
Principle
Dependency
Independency
Localization

Localization

Since each aspect of the principle entity is relabelocalization and our aspects are
also related to localization, then each aspedti@ptinciple entity in relationship to
entity number one identified in exercise numberisBeklated to localization as well as
each aspect of entity number one in 84 in relatign® entity number one in 84 is
related to localization. Overall entity number am@&4 is also related to localization.
The diagram below provides more explanation.

Principle

Independency Dependency

Localization T Localization

From the diagram above, we can see that the indepew entity which is a part of
the principle entity is related to us and relatethe localization entity. As well as, to
the right we can see that the principle dependentiyy which is an aspect of us is
related to us and related to the localization gntifere if you want to, you can verify
that by providing a practical example before prooeg further.

Now since when we misunderstand or disregard éigekhip, we simply develop
problems, when we misunderstand and disregarcetaBanship above, we also
develop problems. Here you are going to showlkatroviding a practical example.
In this case you are going to use current evenlsstorical events to show that.

806. Since we are related to the feedback entity, amégpects and us are also related
to the localization entity, then the feedback gnstrelated to us in relationship to
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localization as shown by the diagram below. If yeant to, you can verify that by
providing a practical example.

Feedback Feedback

Localization I

Since when we misunderstand ourselves and theoreship above we simply
develop problems, here you are going to show yadetstanding of our
misunderstanding of the above relationship by usimgent events or historical

events. In all cases, you will need to provideitaiahl explanation and show your
observation.

Localization

807. Since our parent is related to the feedback emtitglationship to localization,
then we are related to that relationship. Sinceeeaelated to each other by our
parent, then we are related to each other anddlaionship. In other words, we are
related to each other and the relationship of awemt and the feedback entity in
relationship to localization as shown by the diagtzelow. If you want to, you can
verify that by providing a practical example.
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Parent
Related
Feedback
Related
Localization
6 Related
Related

Since when we misunderstand or disregard a reltipnwe simply develop
problems, then when we misunderstand or disred deationship above, we also
develop problems. Here you are going to showhiatsing current events or
historical events.

808. Since the feedback entity is related to the loa#ilin entity and the feedback
entity is related to the aspects of the principigtg, then the feedback entity in
relationship to localization is also related to thkationships of the aspects of the
principle entity. By understanding that, let'seake independency entity and the
portability entity, which are considered as aspetthe principle entity. The
relationship of the independency entity and thegiwlity entity is related to the
relationship of the feedback entity related tolt@alization entity as shown by the
diagram below. Here if you want to, you can vetifgt by providing a practical
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example.

Independency

Feedback

Portability

Localization

Feedback Independency

Localization Portability

Since when we fail to understand a relationshigsingly develop problem, when we
fail to understand the relationship above, we syna@velop problems. Here you are
going to show that by using current events or hisdbevents. In your workout, you
will need to answer this question. What happensnithe above relationship is
misunderstood or fail to be understood?

809. Given that the aspects of the principle entityratated to the localization entity,
the relationships of those aspects are also relatlettalization. In term of the
relationships of those aspects, let’s take a Iddk@application entity and the
independency entity as shown by the diagram beltle relationships of those two
entities are related to the localization entitghswn by the diagram. Here if you
want to, you can verify that by providing a praatiexample.

Application Independency
Independency Application
Localization Localization

810. By understanding the exercise above, since thecappih entity related to the
independency entity is related to localization andrelationship is also related to
localization, then our relationship is also reldbgdhe relationship pointed out from
the exercise above as shown by the diagram belioyau want to, you can verify
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that by providing a practical example.

Application
Related
Independency
Related
Localization
g Related
Related

Since when we misunderstand a relationship weralsonderstand ourselves, which
enables us to develop problems, when we misunaersite relationship above, it
enables us to misunderstand ourselves which enablesdevelop problems. Here
you are going to use current events or historigahts to show that.

811. Since the principle entity is related to localirati a given set of principle is also
related to localization. In term of a given sepdhciple, since a given set of
principle takes localization into consideration aviten we misunderstand that, we
simply develop problems. In term of principle @hemunication, let’s take a look of
that related to that set of principle. In otherds) since the principle entity takes
localization into consideration, a given set ohpiple for instance the principle of
communication also takes localization into consatlen. If you want to, you can
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verify that before proceed further.

Now by understanding the explanation above, whemigenderstand that, we
simply develop problems. Here you are going tafydnat in term of the principle
of communication. In this case, you are goingotaklat it within our communication.

812. Since entity number one identified in exercise nen@ is related to each other
by the principle, without the principle that retatship does not exist. Since we are
related to each other by the principle, withoutphieciple that relationship does not
exist. Since we are related to each other by timeiple, with the absence of the
principle that relationship does not exist. Gitieat we are related to each other by
the principle, when we do not understand the ppieciwe think that relationship
does not exist. Given that we are related to e#fobr by the principle, when we
cannot identify the principle, we act that we aoé nrelated by the principle. In this
case, that relationship does not exist, since wét tlank it exists at all. You need to
verify that by providing a practical example.

813. Verify your understanding of the above exercisgaur workout above related to
localization. Since our learning of the principddes localization into consideration,
the understanding of our relationship also takealiration into consideration. When
we don’t understand that, we simply develop prolslerim other words, when we do
not understand that our relationship is relateld¢alization, we simply develop
problems. Here you will need to show that by padow a practical example. In
order to do that, you will need to use current évem historical events to show that.

814. Since the operating principle entity is relatedaoh the problem statement entity
and the what we do entity and the operating priecgntity takes localization into
consideration, then the problem statement entitiytha what we do entity also takes
localization into consideration. Since the absesfdée principle of operation entity
enables the absence of both the problem statemstyt &d the what we do entity
and the principle entity takes localization, thethbthe problem statement entity and
the what we do entity also take localization inbmsideration. Here you are going to
show that within an application. In other wordsan application verify that both the
problem statement entity and the what we do eat#y take localization into
consideration in relationship with the principleagferation.

815. Interms of main entity and parts of entity, ldosk at the performance of the
main entity related to parts of that entity. Theywo look at it, if there are problems
in the parts of the main entity and those partsxatdunctioning well, so does the
man entity is not functioning well. The performaraf the main entity if affected by
the parts of that entity. Here you are going tofye¢hat by providing a practical
example. In this case, you are going to look aplication, where you will need to
identify the main entity and parts of that entifijhen you will need to analyze the
performance of those parts and verify that theqeardnce of those parts affects the
main entity. It does not matter the way you lobk a term of the existence of the
main entity. It does not matter whether the maititg exist or not. What is
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important; is that the performance of the maintgms$i affected by the parts of that
entity.

816. Since our mobility enables us to develop more gnaisl with the absence of the
principle—when we do not understand the principle-term of our relationship, it
looks like our mobility increases our misundersiagaf our relationship in the
absence of the principle. In other words, oncemsinderstand the principle, our
mobility simply increases our misunderstanding f i@lationship. Here you are
going to show that by providing a practical examgiethis case, you are going to
use current events or historical events.

817. Since we are related to each other by our parehbanparent is considered to be
the principle, therefore we are related to eaclkerably the principle. Now in term of
our relationships by our parent and with our pgrefhien we misunderstand our
relationship, we also misunderstand our parenat ffakes sense, since our parent is
considered to be the principle. Whenever we miststednd our parent, we also
misunderstand the principle. Related to the egerabove, since when we
misunderstand our parent we also misunderstangriheiple, in this case when we
disregard our parent, we simply develop more probleRelated to exercise above,
show that by disregarding our parent, our mobéityables us to develop more
problems. You must use current events or histbeicants to show that.

818. Since when we misunderstand our parent we alsonaiésatand the principle,
when we misunderstand our parent we also misurattetsiurselves and our
relationship, since we are related by our par&mwce when we disregard our parent,
our mobility enables us to develop more problemsrierstanding that, when we
disregard our parent, we also disregard our mgbildere if you want to, you can
show that before proceeding further.

The way to look at it, by being mobile, it makeasefor us to understand ourselves
and regard our parent principle. When we misurtdedsourselves and disregard our
parent principle, we simply develop more problentth wur mobility. Now since our
parent takes localization into consideration—diardghe way you look at the word
localization in this instance you can think it @ of mobile—it looks like the
absence of the principle enables fewer problemisowitmobility. Here if you want
to, you can show that by providing a practical egkanusing current events or
historical events. You must relate the events tuitie by using the time chart and
look at the degree of mobility related to time adlwand the degree of problems. For
instance as mobility increases, so does the inerefthe degree of problems. The
way to look at it, with the absence of the prinejghe increase of mobility enables
the increase of problems; or by disregarding ouvemathe increase of mobility
enables us to develop much more problems.

819. Referto exercise number 731 or 732, verify thatrdationship exist only when

we understand each other. If we do not understact other, that relationship does
not exist. If I don’t understand you and you daniderstand me, then that
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relationship does not exist. If I do not underdtamyself, that relationship does not
exist. If you do not understand yourselves, teitionship does not exist. When we
do not understand ourselves, we simply think thegimship does not exist. When
we fail to understand each other and ourselveshin& our relationship does not
exist.

820. In term of personal responsibility, here let’s ladkourselves in term of our
mobility. In order to do that, in term of yoursesy show your understanding of our
relationship related to your mobility. In this tteme as saying, in term of yourself,
show your understanding of your personal respadiityibelated to our mobility.

821. Given that the principle is considered to be ouepgand in order for us to
identify the principle it must be understood, vetifiat it is not possible for us to
identify our parent without identifying the prinégp It is not possible for us to
identify our parent without the principle. In order us to identify our parent, we
need to identify the principle first. By undergiarg that, we can see the process of
identifying our parent requires us to first ideytifie principle.

822. Itis not possible for us to identify our parentivaut first identifying the
principle. We already know that we are relateddoh other by our parent and we
are related to our parent by the principle. Imtef our relationship with our parent
by the principle, let’s take the principle of commization into consideration. In term
of our communication, we receive feedback frommanrent when we commit errors
in our communication. In other words, if our commuation does not include the
principle of communication, our parent alerts usitude the principle of
communication in our communication. By understagdhat, we can see the
communication with our parent enables us to leachunderstand the principle of
communication. In other words, since our pareat/oes us feedback to enable us to
communicate properly, we can see that our commtiorcavith our parent requires
us to communicate without error. Now since theggle is considered to be our
parent, verify that whether or not it is possilbe dur parent to understand us without
proper communication. In other words, show thaemm of our communication to
our parent, whether or not it is possible for oargmt to understand us when we
commit error in communication. In this case, yan think it like this. By applying
the principle of communication in our communicationr parent understands us,
while our parent does not understand us, when weotlapply the principle of
communication in our communication. We can alsoktfit as; our communication
with our parent requires the usage of the prinagbleommunication. It is not
possible for our parent to understand us when wamenicate improperly.

823. Since the principle is considered to be our pasedtthe principle is an
independent entity, in term of the principle, oargnt is also independent. In other
words, since the principle is independent and auenmt is considered to be the
principle, then our parent is also independent.uBgerstanding what we have just
said, we can see that our relationship with ouepiais also independent. In other
words, there is a personal relationship betwedndigidually and our parent; that
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makes sense, since we cannot identify our paremsch other. Here verify that
there is a personal relationship between us indallg with our parent. This exercise
requires a very good understanding of the principle

824. Since our parent is considered to be the princlpt@aking our parent as the
principle, verify that it is not possible for usuaderstand our parent, without
understanding the principle.

825. Given that we all are related by the principlecsinve all interact through
communication, in term of the principle of commuation, we all need to learn and
understand the principle of communication. Here geed to verify that by
providing a practical example. In your workoutuywill need to answer this
guestion. Why | need to learn and understand tineiple of communication? As
usual, “I” refers to you. Why all of us need taie and understand the principle of
communication?

826. Show your understanding of our dependency on omnpaelated to time. In this
case, you can think it as your life time. In tbése, you can look at it from
childhood. This exercise requires a very good tstdading of parent and the
principle entity.

827. The information of an entity which is a separatgtgprovides us information
about that entity. That information may includes usage of that entity, our
interaction with that entity, and the way we appfothat entity. In other words, the
information about an entity includes informationtoyw to approach that entity.
Related to exercise number 777, show your undeistgron how to approach or
handle that entity. The way to look at it, theoimhation about an entity may provide
information about that entity in term of approachthat entity related to the way to
approach that entity.

828. By understanding the exercise above, you may hasersa very good
understanding of the principle entity and entityntoer one identified in exercise
number 84. Here you will need to answer this qaestWhat happens if the entity
mentioned or identified in the above exercise isapproached properly? What
happens when the entity identified in the exerailseve is not approached properly?

829. Show your understanding of both your workout oféxercises above related to a
given set of principle in relationship with entitymber one identified in exercise
number 84. In other words, show your understandkegcise number 827 and 828
above related to a given set of principle in relahip with ourselves.

830. Show your understanding of your workout of the ejs&r above related to the

importance entity. In other words, verify your enstanding of the exercise above
related to the importance entity, which is an aspéthe principle entity.
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831. By understanding exercise number 83, exercise nu&e=xercise number 90,
and exercise number 495, we should also know lieaé tare many types of
communication that exist and each one is usedpeciBc purpose at specific time.
In other words, we use a type of communicationtaha it is needed for specific
purpose, when it is required. Since that requaresry good understanding of the
principle of communication in order for us to detére what type of communication
to use at specific time for specific purpose, passible for us to develop problems
when we think we can use a type of communicatibthaltime for any purpose. In
other words, when we think we can use any typeofraunication at any time for
any purpose, we simply show that we don’t undetdsthge principle of
communication and we simply develop problems. thks your time to think about
that.

832. By understanding the above exercise, we have lddahas each type of
communication that exists requires specific appbbcausage. In other words, each
type of communication that we introduce requiresousse for specific purpose. For
instance, we cannot use a type of communicatioeyerything or every purpose.
Any type of communication that we introduce regsiispecific purpose of usage. A
type of communication that we introduce may nopbssible to use all the time.
Any type of communication that exists requires #peasage and purpose. For
instance, when can | use specific type of commuioic2 Here you will need to
work that out simply by thinking about it. The wiaylook at it, your workout is
internal not external. There should be no papeslues or any other comparable or
equivalent. In this case, you can also think @fcdic communication element or
entity that we use in our communication.

833. The principle entity is already what it is andsitnot possible for us to validate it.
The principle is already what it is and it is nospible for it to be validated. The
principle entity is already been validated by ftsielis not possible for it to be
validated by us. The principle entity is alrea@gb validated by our parent and it is
not possible for us to use it to validate itselft Another entity. The principle entity
is already what it is, it cannot be changed. Bgarstanding everything we have said
here, given that the principle entity is alreadgrbgalidated by itself, there is no need
for us to validate it again. Since the principhity is already been validated by
itself, it is not possible for us to validate itedg. By understanding the feedback
entity and the principle entity, verify that ifutas possible for us to use the principle
entity to validate the principle entity that widsult to unity.

834. Since a communication is not completed until itgeotive is satisfied, it makes
sense to use the right type of communication abe it is needed. Given that our
communication is not completed until the objectif®ur communication is satisfied,
it makes sense to use the appropriate type of conwation at a time it is needed.
You will need to show that by providing a practieabmple. In this case, you will
work that out in term of thinking rather than uspen, paper or equivalent.
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835. Since the principle entity attaches to entity nundres identified in exercise
number 84, then the principle entity is a parthaittentity. Since the principle entity
attaches to entity number one identified in exeraismber 84, then the principle
entity is a part of entity number one identifiedeixercise number 84. Given that the
principle entity attaches to us, then the princgéty is a part of us. In this case, we
have

another entity

is a part of - Q

another entity

is a part of . g

one entity one entity

A

Principle

N

the principle entity

Principle

N

the principle entity

N

| entity one in 84 | us

By understanding the explanation and the diagraowebverify that by providing a
practical example. In other words, verify that gneciple entity is a part of us or the
principle entity is a part of entity number oneritiBed in exercise number 84.

Another way to look at it, let's assume tliatdtity Twoattaches t&ntity Threein this
case we have.

Entity Two Entity Three or Entity Three Entity Two

SinceEntity Twoattaches t&ntity Threegit is very easy to see thantity Twois a
part ofEntity Three In this case, we have

is a part of
Entity Two > Entity Three

836. Show your understanding of your workout above eeldb the principle of
communication. In this case if you workout it eeell, you simply validate your
workout of the exercise above with the principleommunication.

837. As a part of entity number one identified in exeechumber 84, it looks like the
principle entity needs to be handle properly. Amae of entity number one identified
in exercise number 84, it looks like the principlaity needs to be approached
properly. As a part of us, it looks like we needapproach the principle entity
properly. As a part of us, it looks like we needhindle and approach the principle
appropriately. By understanding your workout a tast two exercises above, what
happens when we mishandle the principle entity?uijerstanding your workout of
the last two exercises above, what happens wherendle the principle entity
inappropriately? You need to answer this questitetted to the principle entity and
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yourself.

838. By working out the last two exercises above, youehenswered and verified this
guestion. What happens to ourselves when we tekprinciple entity for granted?
Depend how your have worked out the above exergiaemay need to workout this
one. By taking the principle entity for granted térm of the principle of
communication, you will need to look at what we dn.other words, you will need
to look at our application when that happens. Wiagipens to our application? In
this case, you are going to provide a practicaimga by taking our application into
consideration.

839. By understanding exercise number 495, exercise auif2, exercise number
724, exercise number 726, and exercise number &3fy that entity number one
identified in exercise number 84 looks like thenpiple entity. You must provide
additional explanation in your workout and show yohiservation.

840. Related to a given communication, a question mag fiane associates with it.
For instance, it may be possible to ask a questiated to a given communication,
where it may not be possible to ask the same qureatia time related to the same
communication. In other words, related to a gigemmunication, it may be possible
to ask a question at a given time, where it maybegbossible to ask the same
guestion at another time related to the same conuation.

841. The functions that are adjusted by our communioadi®@ the functions that are
triggered by our communication. The functions &t not triggered by our
communication cannot be adjusted by our commumicatNevertheless, by
understanding exercise number 502, since our conmation may cause problems to
those functions, as we make progress in our congation, we should still see
improvement in those functions executions. In othards, as we make progress in
our communication, it is possible for us to seermepment to functions that are not
executed by our communication. Here your are gtongerify that by providing a
practical example. You will show that, the funasathat are not triggered by our
communication are functions that cannot be adjulsyeaur communication.
Nevertheless, as we make progress in our commiuomngétis possible to see
adjustment—improvement—to those functions. You meéled to provide additional
explanation and show your observation.

842. If you want to, you can workout this part beforegeed further. Show your
understanding of the parent entity from childhomdidw. Now means your current
age. You only need to work this out if you have dane so from previous exercise.

By understanding our parent, ourselves, the relalipp between us and our parent
and the feedback process, now your need to woskothti by providing a practical
example. In this case, you will provide some exianapplications, where you are
going to use the time chart and the table beloshtaw feedbacks and the application
of feedbacks from childhood to now. In your workogou can increment the age as
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shown by the table below.

Age Application Feedback Apply of Application
Feedback Result
Age 1 Application 1 Feedback 1 Yes/No Success/Errpr
Age 2 Application 2 Feedback 2 Yes/No Success/Errpr
Age 3 Application 3 Feedback 3 Yes/No Success/Errpr
Age 4 Application 4 Feedback 4 Yes/No Success/Error
Age 5 Application 5 Feedback 5 Yes/No Success/Errpr

The way to look at it, by taking time/age into cilesation, you look at the result of

the application in term of feedback and the appbceof feedback. In all cases, you
will need to provide additional explanation andwhmur observation.

843. By taking a higher level of responsibility, it maksense to understand the
principle. By taking a higher level of respongilyil it makes sense to have a better
understanding of the principle. If you want touyzan verify that by providing a
practical example and answer this question in yaarkout. Who is responsible for
feedback? Where feedback is going to come frorh@ Way to look at it, in an
application, everybody in that application is rasgible for feedback, but you will
need to answer the question by taking a higheit Ewesponsibility into
consideration as well.

After working out the part above, you can workdustpart. It depends as well on
how you have worked out the part above. By nowshauld have a very good
understanding of ourselves, our parent, and theeijple. By understanding the
relationship between us, our parent, the princighe the feedback process, we know
that our understanding of the principle take ouel®f understanding into
consideration. By working out the part above amalsthat a higher level of
responsibility must have a better understandinp®fprinciple; here you are going to
analyze an application related to the understandlirige principle by a higher level
of responsibility. In this case, you will lookthie result of that application related to
the understanding of the principle by a higher l@feesponsibility. For instance, if
the application is resulted to error, you will loakthe result of that application
related to the understanding of the principle bygher level of responsibility. In this
case, you will take our relationship with our pdneiated to the feedback process
into consideration. In your workout, you will shgur observation and answer this
guestion. Why a higher level of responsibility nngave a better understanding of
the principle? Why a higher level of responsipititust always have a better

understanding of the principle?

844. By understanding the exercise above, it looksdikegher level of responsibility

is closer to the principle. Here you are goinghow that by providing a practical
example. In your workout, if you want to, you aarswer this question. Why a
higher level of responsibility is closer to thenmiple?
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845. By understanding that our parent is the princifig.understanding exercise
number 741, we have shown that in order for ouemiaio understand us, we must
communicate properly. In order for our parentnderstand us, we must
communicate according to the principle given tdusur parent. Now by
understanding the feedback process, we know thigtarent feedback us to enable us
to correct our errors, so our application can eteeatthout error. By understanding
the overall explanation and the feedback procesgywvhether or not, it makes
sense to hear back from our parent. The way todbdt, our parent feedbacks us to
enable us to correct our error, so our applicatem execute without error to solve
specific problem. Here you will determine whetbenot, it makes sense to hear
back from our parent. If so, you are going to shvdw? In either case, you will
need to verify why or why not? Why or why notstriecessary to hear back from our
parent?

846. By understanding exercise number 741, we can sea#tural functions are
executed naturally and cannot be adjusted. Shasetfunctions cannot be adjusted,
they are executed by entities or natural entities tannot be adjusted as well. In
other words, natural functions are executed byrabantities that cannot be adjusted.
If you want to, you can show that by providing agiical example.

847. With the understanding of the principle of commaattian, it is possible to extend
a given communication if necessary. With the migratanding of the principle of
communication, it is not possible to extend a gigemmunication. If you want to,
you can verify that by providing a practical exampln this case, you are going to
identify a communication, where some people trgxtend that communication.
Since the principle is not understood by those wido extend that communication,
you will conclude that; the identified communicaticannot be extended by them,
since the principle of communication is not und=wsit

848. By understanding the exercise above, we have shioatra given communication
cannot be extended if the principle of communicatgonot understood. In the event
that the principle of communication is not undeostoa given communication cannot
be extended. When we try to extend a given comaation without understanding
the principle, we simply develop problems. Here woe going to show that by
providing a practical example. In this case, yolliidentify a communication, where
that communication is tried to be extended by soreew by some people. Since the
principle is not understood, by trying to extendttbommunication, problems are
developed. You will identify and analyze the peyhland show that it is indeed
developed by trying to extend a communication withanderstanding the principle.

849. By understanding the last two exercises above showld have observed that a
communication that contains error cannot be extndere you need to determine
why a communication that contains error cannotdtereled.

850. Refer to exercise number 15 and exercise numband%alidate the definitions
of question and answer. In other words, you weka to refer to the indicated
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exercises to validate the definitions given or paihout in the exercises. This
exercise requires a very good understanding obtimeiple of communication and
also entity number one identified in exercise nundse

851. By understanding the relationship of parent anttodm, the parent entity,
children or entity number one identified in exeecisimber 84, localization, our
mobility, problems related to our mobility, veriby providing a practical example
that, the misunderstanding of the principle shaattlice our mobility or reduce our
mobility—Dbut it is better to say should reduce cwbility.

852. By understanding the exercise above, let’s takidhyisnto consideration and
work it out in this form. If the misunderstandiafjthe principle reduces or should
reduce our mobility, then history would have bearcmcleaner—we could have less
tings happened in history. If our misunderstandifthe principle should have
reduced our mobility, then our history would haesi much cleaner. You will need
to work out this exercise by showing that. Forrypractical example, you will use
events in history.

853. By understanding ourselves, our parent, the priactpe relationship between us
and our parent, the feedback process, it can barstimt a higher level of
responsibility is defined and identified within thenciple, not outside the principle.
If you want to, you can show that by providing agiical example. In other words, a
higher level of responsibility is defined and id&atl in the principle, not outside the
principle. You will need to verify that by provitj a practical example.

854. Since we communicate relatively to entities thatigentify, it makes sense for us
to understand entities that we identify. We hasgeried and shown that an entity can
be presented in a form, where that entity has séparts. In addition to that, it is
possible for an entity to use another entity, whkeeentity that is being used is not a
part of the entity that uses it. To better ungerdtwhat we have jut said, let’s take it
like this. Let's assume th&intity OneusesEntity Twoas shown by the diagram
below.

uses

Entity One > Entity Two

What is important here is that whilmtity OneusesEntity Twq butEntity Twois not
a part ofEntity One In this case, botkntity OneandEntity Twoare two separate
entities as shown by the diagram below.
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one entity another entity

uses

Entity One P Entity Two

From the diagram above, whitmtity OneusesEntity Twq butEntity Twois not a
part ofEntity One The same goes fantity Twq while Entity Twois being used by
Entity One butEntity Oneis not a part oEntity Two If you want to, you can verify
that by providing a practical example. In thisesagu will show that an entity y that
uses another entity, but the other entity is noam of the entity that uses it. You
must provide additional explanation in your workout

855. By having an entity identification problem, it isgsible for us to misidentify
entities. By having an entity identification prehi, it is possible for us to
misidentify parts of entities. We mean parts dftess that make up a main entity.
By having an entity identification problem, it isgsible for us to misidentify an
entity that is used by anther entity or an entigttis being used, but think it is a part
of that entity. To better understand what we hasesaid, let’s take it like this as
shown by the diagram below.

uses

Entity One P Entity Two

From the diagram above, whittity OneusesEntity Twq butEntity Twois not a
part ofEntity One By having an entity identification problem, stpossible for us to
misunderstand th&ntity Twois a part ofEntity One When we think like that, we
simply develop problems. Here you are going toasti@at by providing a practical
example. In this case, you are going to analyzenamunication where people think
that an entity that uses another entity or an\etiidt is being used is a part of that
entity. In this case, Entity OneusesEntity Twg some people may think thahtity
Twois a part oEntity One although it is not. You will show that probleim®
developing from that misunderstanding. You wilhclude that the problem is
indeed caused; because of misunderstandignbfy Twois a part oEntity One In
other words, we develop problems, because we mesataohd that the entity that is
being used is a part of the entity that uses it.

856. By understanding the last two exercises above drdity is a part of another
entity and it is being used by that entity, it iways better to say that entity is still a
part of another entity. Here we mean the entigy tises it. For instance,ghtity
Twois being used bintity One whereEntity Twois a part oEntity One it is
always better to say thdntity Twois a part oEntity Oneinstead. Here you will
need to show that by providing a practical exampeu will need to show an entity
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that is being used by another entity and thatyergtiai part of the other entity. In your
workout, you will need to answer this question. Withs better to say that entity is a
part of the other entity instead?

857. Since the answer of a question points to infornmadéibbout the entity that question
is about, the availability of the answer of thaésfion depends on the availability of
the information that answer points to. Since astjae is equal to its answer and the
answer of a question points to information of thétg that question is about, if that
information is not understood yet, then that questan be postponed. The way to
look at it, if Entity Oneis the entityQuestion Onés about and the information about
Entity Oneis considered to bEéntity Twq at current time, iEntity Twois not
understood yet, theQuestion Onean be postponed to a later time. If you want to,
you can verify that by providing a practical exaempllhe way to look at it, since our
understanding of an entity is not static, relatetirhe, while learning an entity, it is
possible for us to have a better understandinbaifentity. For this reason, it may
not be possible for us to answer any question athatientity at the time we are
learning about that entity. It will be possible tss to have a better understanding of
that entity as we make progress learning aboutatigtty. Thus, it makes sense to
postpone some questions about that entity forea taihe.

858. Since questions are parts of communication andrigyires analysis as well, in
a question itself, the principle of communicatisnncluded. In other words, since a
given communication requires the inclusion of thegple, a question also requires
the inclusion of the principle as well. Since &sfipn requires the understanding of
the principle of communication, it is possible oquestion to be taken back and
analyzed, and then be corrected. The way to lbdkida question is asked and that
guestion is not corrected, it is possible for tpag¢stion to be taken back, reanalyzed,
and reasked. If you want to, you can verify thaploviding a practical example.

859. By understanding the exercise above, since questimparts of communication
themselves, any communication or part of commuiunatan be taken back and
reanalyzed; for instance, a sentence, a stateareettity that claims to be the
answer of a question etc. The way to look af there is an error, it is possible for a
communication or parts of a communication to betakack and reanalyzed. If you
want to, you can verify that by providing a praatiexample.

860. By understanding the last two exercises abovegatkiag back for analysis
process is very good for us, since it helps us rataled and analyze our errors. The
taking back process is important, since it helpwitis the understanding of the
principle. Here verify that related to the feedbaatity or the feedback process. The
way to look at it; show that the taking back pracisshelpful to us, since it helps us
understand the principle. You will need to showat tfelationship with the feedback
entity or the feedback process.

861. By working out some previous exercises and havera god understanding of
them, it is possible for you answer this questi@vhen a question is asked personally
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and responded personally? All you need to do lpgsethink about it as your
workout. Working out this exercise requires theenstanding of the principle entity
and entity number one identified in exercise nun@zer Again, you workout of this
exercise by thinking only.

862. From two previous exercises, you have shown thaneonication is language
independent. By now you should have a very goatérgtanding of the principle of
communication and understand that is indeed indig@n In other words, by
understanding the principle of communication, ileles us to understand that
communication is indeed language independent. blptaking the principle of
communication into consideration, verify that conmeation is language
independent by providing a practical example. theowords, you will need to show
that in term of the principle of communication grtaking the principle of
communication into consideration.

863. We have defined a complex entity as an entity ltlagttoo many relationships.
Now in terms of entity and parts of entity, lett®k at complexity of an entity related
to parts of that entity. Now in term of our applion, we already know that our
application is an entity. Now in terms of our apation and parts of our application,
let’s look at the complexity of our applicationatdd to parts of that application. By
understanding the overall explanation, here yowganeg to verify whether or not an
increase of parts of our application increases d¢exity of our application; where a
decrease of parts of our application decreasesaimplexity of our application. In
other words, you will need to show by providingragtical example that as we add
more parts to our application, whether the compyesd our application increases; as
well as we add less part to our application, whetihe complexity of our application
decreases.

864. By understanding the exercise above, you needterrdae whether or not an
increase or a decrease of complexity is good foapplication. If more complexity
is good, you will need to show that and determiig.wAs well as, if a decrease of
complexity is good, you will need to show that aletermine why.

865. Show your understanding of both exercises aboateelto the function of our
application. In your workout, you need to ansvies tjuestion. What does
complexity has to do with our application?

866. By having a communication problem, it is possildeus to increase the
complexity of entities. By understanding the eisg@bove, here you will verify that
by providing a practical example. In other worslspw that a communication
problem enables us to increase complexity of estiti

867. By understanding the relationship of parent antdodm and the feedback entity,
let’s look at the responsibility of the childrentarm of feedback. The way to look at
it, in term of our application, our parent consglell of the children are one. In other
words, it does not matter the way we look at igmable our application to execute
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properly, within our application itself, we all atensidered as one. By
understanding what we have just said, it looks tileechildren are responsible to
feedback each other. Here you will need to vahft by providing a practical
example. In this case, you are going to use tlatioaship of parent and children and
the feedback process related to responsibilityhdficen. In this case, you are going
to look at error in the application—error in whag do—in term of the responsibility
of the children related to feedback. In your warkgou will answer this question.
What happens when they do not feedback each othér& happens when the
children do not feedback each other? What hapyées they act irresponsible in
term of feedback? What happens when the childcemrasponsible in term of
feedback?

868. By understanding the exercise above, since ounp&edbacks us to enable our
application to execute correctly, in term of thédren responsibility, we the children
are responsible to feedback each other as welkteept error in what we do. Here
you will need to show that by providing a practieahmple. In your workout, you
will need to answer this question. Since our pafesdbacks us to enable our
application to execute properly, how does our paremw us when we don’t feedback
each other? How does our parent regard us whetowéfeedback each other? Do
we make our parent happy when we don’t feedback etieer? Do we think our
parent is happy when we don't feedback each ot e make our parent happy
when we disregard our feedback responsibility?

869. By understanding the last two exercises above;nogrstanding the relationship
between us, our parent and the feedback procedegtipack each other, we simply
do things related to our parent. By providing fesck to each other, we simply do
things related to our parent. By feedback eachrothe simply follow our parent.
By feedback each other, we simply follow our pagantciple. Here if you want to,
you can verify that by providing a practical exaepl

870. By understanding the last three exercises abovéawe shown that all the
children are responsible to feedback each othgrurilerstanding the last three
exercise above, we have learned and shown thatexesponsible to feedback each
other. Now let’s look at the cost of our applioatrelated to the lack of feedback
from the other children. The way to look at itaithild disregards feedback in what
we do, does it cost all of us? If one child dismelg feedback in what we do, does it
cost all of us? Here you are going to show thgpitoyiding a practical example.

You are going to look at the cost of what we ddwiite lack of feedback from the
children or among the children. Does it cost &llg? Does it cost all the children?
Does it cost all of us when there is no feedbacdkiwithe children? Does it cost alll
of us when feedback is not given to each child?ekee use cost as an entity. In
your workout, you should also answer this quesiiarelationship to our parent.
Does it cost all of us when there is no feedbaSk®uld it cost all of us when there is
no feedback? Again, you will need to think cosaasentity. You can also think cost
as an effect. In this case, we can ask questimes it affect all the children? Does
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it affect all of us?

871. By understanding ourselves, our parent, and tlaioekhip between us and our
parent, we know that we are related to our pargihé principle. Now by using the
principle entity to validate another entity, itgessible for us to use the principle
entity to validate the existence of our parentyolfi have not already done so from
previous exercises; if you want to, you can vettifgt by providing a practical
example before continue further.

Now by understanding the process of validatingraityeand the process of learning
about an entity, we already know that we learn &batentity from the principle

entity and we validate an entity by using the pgpleentity. In other words, by
understanding the principle entity, we can use ¢néty to validate other entities.

We can also use it to learn about other entitggunderstanding the overall
explanation up to here, in term of learning abautgarent, we can see that we do not
learn about our parent directly from our parent,vee learn about our parent from

the principle entity or from the principle givenus by our parent. If you want to,

you can verify that by providing a practical exaepl

872. By understanding the exercise above, you have shioatrthe principle can be
used to validate the existence of our parent. Wate also shown that, the principle
entity is used to learn about our parent. In ofdenll these to happen, the principle
entity itself must be understood. Without underdiag the principle entity, it is not
possible for us to use it to validate the existesfoeur parent and it is not possible for
us to use it as well to learn about our parentw Nd’'s assume that the principle
entity is absent or does not exist. All you needa here, verify that it is possible for
us to think that our parent does not exist. Irepthiords, show that it is possible for
us to think that our parent does not exist, wherpttinciple entity is absent or when
it cannot be identified or when it is not understodt is probably better to say it like
that. With the absence of the principle, it is mopossible for us to think that our
parent does not exist.

873. By understanding exercise number 839, we have shioatrentity number one in
exercise number 84 looks like the principle entiBrom exercise number 824, we
have verified that it is not possible for us to ersfand our parent without
understanding the principle entity. By understagdhat, we can see that it is not
possible for us as well to understand entity nunamer identified in exercise number
84 without understanding the principle entity. &ldéryou want to and you have not
yet done so, verify that by providing a practiceémple. In other words, show that it
is not possible for us to understand ourselvesawitinderstanding the principle
entity or the principle given to us by our parent.

874. From exercise number 839, we have learned and sttatentity number one
identified in exercise number 84 looks like thenpiple entity. By working out that
exercise, you may have already answered this quesWhy does entity number one
identified in exercise number 84 look like the pipie entity? Why does that entity
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look like the principle entity? Given that in order us to identify a principle, we
have to be aware of it. Since the principle isdusevalidate another entity and in
order for a principle to be used to validate arntgnt must be identified and
understood. With the absence of the principletgntiis not possible for us to
identify entity number one identified in exercisamber 84 based on that entity. In
other words, without the presence of the princgrigty, we are not capable of
identify entity number one identified in exercisamber 84 based on the principle
entity. Without understanding the principle entitye are not capable of identifying
ourselves properly. Here if you want to, you canfy that by providing a practical
example before continue further.

Now let’s take the absence of the principle entitierm of identifying entity number
one in 84. Since we cannot identify ourselves erigpwithout identifying and
understanding the principle entity, the absendd@misunderstanding of the
principle entity enables us to commit error in @entification. Here if you want to,
you can verify that by providing a practical exaapl

By working out the part above, you have shown ithiatnot possible for us to
identify ourselves properly without understandifighe principle entity. Depend
how your have worked it out, you may have shownweadevelop problems when
we misunderstand or misidentify ourselves. In ptherds, by not understanding the
principle entity, we simply misunderstand and nesitify ourselves, which enable us
to develop problems. If you want to, you can wetiifat by providing a practical
example. In this case, you are going to work thatrelated to problems
development. In your workout, you will answer thisestion. Why we develop
problems when we don’t identify ourselves properlyhy we develop problems
when we mistakenly identify ourselves? Why we dgy@roblems when we
misidentify each other? Why we develop problemnwve cannot identify each
other properly?

By working out the part above, you have shown Watdevelop problems when we
cannot identify each other properly or when we akishly identify each other. Now
you will need to work that out or show that by @sevents in history. In other
words, by using historical events, show that weettgy problems when we
mistakenly identify ourselves. Show that we depgdooblems, when we cannot
identify ourselves properly. In your workout answhgs question. Why we develop
problems when we cannot identify ourselves profeNyhy we developed problems
when we cannot identify each other? Why we devetomany problems when we
cannot identify each other properly? Answer thestjon by provide additional
explanation and show your observation.

875. By working out the exercise above, you have shdwahwe develop problems
when we improperly identify ourselves. By workiogt the exercise above, you have
shown that we develop problems when we cannotifgemirselves properly. By
working out the exercise above, you have shownweadlevelop problems when we
cannot identify each other properly. Here you wékd to verify your understanding
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of your workout above related to our mobility. ylour workout of this exercise, you
will need to answer this question. Why our misustinding of the principle entity
should have limited our mobility? Why misunderslizug of the principle entity
should reduce our mobility? Why the misunderstagdif the principle entity should
have reduced our mobility?

876. From some previous exercises, you have shown thagase related to your friend
and your friend lives a little bit farther from youn terms of the location where you
live and the location where your friend lives, ymave shown that in a diagram
similar to the one below.

Me My Friend My Friend Location
Since you are related to your friend and you liva distance from your friend, now
that you want to visit your friend, what should ying with you? Here you will
need to work this exercise out by answering thisstjon. You must provide more
explanation and show your observation.

My Location

877. By working out the exercise above, you have shdwahyou carry something
with you when you go to visit your friend. Sinceth you and your friend are related
to each other, when you go to visit your friendy yarry something with you. Now
that your friend comes to visit you, do you expemir friend to carry anything with
him/her? If so, why and what is that thing? Wimyydur expect your friend to carry
something with him/her when he/she comes to visit?y Here you will need to
answer all the questions above. By working owg éxercise, provide more
explanation and show your observation.

878. By working out the last two exercises above, youehghown that when you go to
visit your friend, you carry something with you antien your friend comes to visit
you, your friend carries something with him/herouvhave also verified that, why
you carry something with you when you go to visitiyfriend and why your friend
carries something with him/her when he/she comesstbyou. Here you will need
to answer this question by providing a practicarmagle and show your observation.
What happens when you don’t carry that thing withiywhen you go to visit your
friend? What happens when your friend doesn’tycirat thing with him/her when
he/she comes to visit you?

879. From the exercise above, you have shown that wdggténs when you don’t
carry that thing with you when you go to visit ydtiend and what happens when
your friend does not carry that thing with him/méren she/he comes to visit you.
Here let’s assume that you carry nothing with ydewyou go to visit your friend.

www.speaklogic.org Copyright © 201IThe Speak Logic Project



Chapter 6: Exercises 517

In this case, you have shown that you do not hayeuaderstanding of yourself and
also your friend, since you carry nothing with yddere you will need to use
historical events to show that we develop problaren we simply carry nothing
with us when we change location. In other words will need to use events in
history to show that we develop problems when weyazothing with us in terms of
changing locations. In this exercise, you will ciée show your observation and
provide additional explanation.

880. From previous exercises, both you and your frievel & distance from each
other. While it is not important here to show timtance in term of measurement,
but since both you and your friend think it exteat is fine. From exercise number
876, you have shown both the location of your hamgkthe location of your friend’s
house. Now you are going to use a map to idehtfi locations. All you need to
do, if you have a clear piece of paper or cleastgaaper, draw on it on a map to
show the locations. In this case, you will drae thagram identified in exercise
number 876 on a clear piece of paper on top of @ By doing so, you can have a
table as shown below.

Name of My Location Name of My Friend Location
Location 1 Location 2

From the table above, location 1 is identifiedreslocation of your house while
location 2 is identified as the location of youefrd or your friend’s house. Since
both you and your friend are related and you h&wesve that you are not at the same
location, so location does not make any differandéat relationship. Does it make
a difference in that relationship? Or should ikma difference? If you want to, you
can answer the question.

Here you are going to use more transparency paperaw both your location and
your friend location. Here you are going to inc@éhe distance of your friend
location, while you keep your location constanstady. You do not have to change
your location; you only need to change your friéozhtion by varying it. To do so,
you can follow the table below by listing them. &g, you can draw the house of
your friend on top of an area on the map on thasfrarency paper.

My Location My Friend Location | Name of Area of My Friend Location
Location 1 Location 2 Area 1
Location 1 Location 2 Area 2
Location 1 Location 2 Area 3
Location 1 Location 2 Area 4
Location 1 Location 2 Area 5

As shown by the table above, you keep your locatteady and your change the
location of your friend. Location 2 is the nametlué location of your friend house—
we mean the name of the new location, while ar¢la miamber is the name of the
area where the house is located every time yougehin It does not matter, if you
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want to, you can omit the name of the locationainfriend and use the name of the
area only.

Now since both you and your friend are relatedacheother and location may not be
matter in that relationship, if you have shown thidere you will need to determine
whether or not the relationship between you and jreend changes as your friend
change location or remains the same. You canhgstable below for that. Here we
provide the table only for additional explanatiorou do not need to do it by
following the table. In your workout, if you donitant to, you do not have to use a
table at all.

My My Friend Area Relationship Name The Thing
Location Location Change Yes/No | That Relates Both
of You
Location 1 Location 2 Area 1
Location 1 Location 2 Area 2

From the table above, you have added additiondhegtion. As your friend changes
location or as you identify your friend locatiogsu will need to determine whether
or not the relationship between you and your fristitiholds and the thing that
identify that relationship. To complete your woukof this exercise, for each
location you change or for each location of yoterfd, you will need to show your
understanding of your friend at that location ahdvg your observation. In other
words, you will need to show your understandinghaf location related to your
friend or your understanding of your friend relatedhat location.

881. By having a very good understanding of entity aadgof entity, we know and
have already shown that a main entity can have rparg, where each part is
considered to be a part of that entity. Here imgeof locations of your friend, verify
your understanding of your workout above relatedrtty and parts of entity. We
can also say that related to a main entity and pdrthat entity. In your workout,
you will need to identify the parts of entity artmain entity and draw them in the
form below. In this case, the parts of the entdp be considered as areas or
locations.

Main Entity

Part 1 Part 2 Part 3 Part etc.
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882. Show your understanding of the exercise aboveaelat misunderstanding parts
of entity. In this case, you are going to worktthat by using historical events. This
is the same as saying; use historical events dadtyshow your understanding of the
exercise above related to misunderstanding paestitfy. In your workout you will
need to provide additional explanation and show ydservation.

883. Now in term of your location and your friend loaatj determine whether or not
the communication about an entity at any locattooutd take location into
consideration. In this case, you can also showtiener not the communication
about an entity should remain the same from lonatidocation.

884. From exercise number 880, you have identified iocat as your location and
some other locations as your friend location. Niewerm of function execution or
application execution, does it make any differeifieefunction is executed at location
1 or at location 2? Should it make any differeifi@a application is executed at
location 1 or at the other locations of your frigndfou will need to show that with
the inclusion of the relationship between you aadryfriend. You will need to
provide additional explanation in your workout attw your observation.

885. We learn about an external entity from the prireiphtity. We learn about
ourselves from the principle entity. Here showryonderstanding of the difference
between learning about an external entity fromptitieciple entity and learning about
ourselves from the principle entity. This exeraisguires a very good understanding
of entity number one identified in exercise num&r

886. Sometime our parent provides feedback when ounpéeels that we need it,
although we have not committed any error yet. ifstiance if our parent feels that
we will must likely commit an error, then our par@novides us feedback in advance.
It is important for our parent to provide us feedba advance to prevent that error.
Here in terms of you and your friend, verify younderstanding of the statement by
providing a practical example. Here we mean tedack in advance statement.

887. From exercise number 880 you have shown and umdershat your friend lives
at another location from you and when you go ta ysur friend, you bring
something with you. From the same exercise, yme Identified your friend
location or your friend working area and show thét a part of the main entity. In
this case, when you are at that location—your ttilxcation—you understand that
this is where your friend operates. We call itlttation operation of your friend or
the area of operation of your friend. Here you néed to answer this question.
What enables you to understand that location Baddcation of your friend
operation? What enables you to understand thatitotis the location where your
friend operates? What enables you to identify libedtion is the location of your
friend operation? While we use the tdouation of operatiornere, we can also use
the termworking area In this case, your friend location of operataam be
considered as your friend working area.
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888. Show your understanding of exercise number 88%eekm an entity and
information about that entity. In this case, yam @lso think it as verify your
understanding of an entity and information aboat #ntity in term of learning that
entity or learning about that entity. It is alwdetter to say learning about an entity
rather than learn an entity, except for the prilecgntity.

889. The misunderstanding of the principle entity shaelduce our mobility. The
misunderstanding of the principle entity shoulddasduced our mobility. By
understanding that, we can see that our mobiligueranteed by the principle. To
better understand that, we have to look at outicglship between us and our parent.
To better understand that, we have to look atetaionship between parent and
children. Let's assume that our parent have twigign as shown by the diagram
below.

Child one or Person one House Child two or Person two

Let’s assume thathild oneor person oneinderstands the principles given by our
parent and gives importance to those principlegredthild twoor person twadoes

not understand the principles given by our paradtgves little importance to them.
Now related to our parent in term of mobility oétbhildren, our parent is very
skeptical and worry whechild twoleaves the house. If you want to, you can answer
this question. Why is that? While our parent @erelaxing and calm whethild
oneleaves the house. If you want to, you can anggruestion and provide more
explanation. Why is that? Overall, you will ndedanswer both questions and
provide more explanation.

If you have not realized that yet, now you shoealize that; why our
misunderstanding of the principle should reducesiralild have reduced our
mobility. By understanding the relationship ofgratrand children related to the
explanation above, it looks like our parent is meooery aboutchild twothanchild
onein term of feedback. In other words, to prevendrs and to enablehild twoto
execute functions properly, it looks likild tworeceives more feedbacks from our
parent tharchild one Here you will need to verify that by providingpeactical
example.

890. From exercise number 881 we have identified somis péentities that make up
the main entity. Let’s take a look of the mainignin the form presented by the
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diagram below, with many parts of that entity.

Main Entity

Main Entity

Now from exercise number 513 or 235 or any relategtcise, we have identified
some entities and their functions. Now let's ligise entities in the diagram above.
The diagram below expands the diagram above byiglgosome entities and
functions inside the main entity.

Main Entity

Entity 1 Entity 2 Entity 3 Entity etc.

Since entities must have functions, the functidrnthe entities listed in the diagram
above are shown in the diagram below in the coomrding form.

Main Function

Function 1 Function 2 Function 3 Function etc.

What is important here is that the existence ofntlan entity enables the existence of
the entities listed in the diagram above. In otherds, the existence of the main
entity enables the existence of the entities aait thnctions. By observation, we

can see that the existence of those entities adftinctions enables the existence of
the main entity or constitute the existence ofrttaen entity. By understanding the
overall explanation, here you can verify that bgyiding a practical example. In
other words, show that the existence of the idextiéntities and their functions
constitutes the existence of the main entity. daryworkout, you should provide
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additional explanation and show your observation.

891. Depend how you have worked out the exercise abbyey want to you can
workout this one. Here all you need to do, you ndled to validate the existence of
the main entity related to each entity inside ity and their functions. You can
also have it like this instead, validate the exisgeof each entity and its function
inside the main entity related to the main entity.

892. By working out the last two exercises above anceremgood understanding of
your workout, you should realize by now the maititgms absolute. In this case, the
word absoluteis used to show that the main entity is a singkgyein its own. If you
have not realized that yet, before continue fartheu will need to verify that here by
providing a practical example. In this case, yalineed to verify the singularity of
that entity or show that the entity is single matvn.

By understanding the part above or working it gotj have verified the main entity
is unique to itself. In other words, from your enstanding of the main entity, you
have shown that the entity exists solely. NowsleSsume that some of us think that
another entity like the main entity may exist.thrs case, if that entity exists, it must
be valid. Here you are going to invalidate theseetice of that entity. In this case,
you will need to use the principle entity to ingklie the existence of another entity.
This exercise requires a very good understandinigeoprinciple entity and also the
main entity and the functions of that entity origes that include in it including
entity number one identified in exercise number 84u only need to workout this
part of this exercise if you think another mainitgninay exist or should exist. If you
think that another entity like the main entity does exist at all, you don’t need to
workout this part.

893. By understanding exercise number 890 above anaisgerumber 513 or any
other related exercise, it can be shown that thée=nand the functions identified in
exercise number 890 can be grouped. Here prouitiggaam similar to the one
identified in exercise number 890 above by groupinegentities and the functions
and provide additional explanation in your worko@éfter finishing working out this
exercise, you will need to answer this questiorhy\i¥ is important to group those
entities? Why it is important to group those fumes? Why it is important to group
those entities and those functions? Why grougiogé entities and those functions?

894. By working out the exercise above, you have idettifjroups of functions and
groups of entities. In term of group of functiomsrify your understanding of the
difference between the groups. You can think as yaderstanding of each group in
term of function execution.

895. By having a very good understanding of the maiityerithe entities that make up
that entity and their functions including entitymber one identified in exercise
number 84, here you are going to use the relatipresitity to draw or identify some
relationships between the main entity and someiemnidentified in the main entity.
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In this case, you can have something like thatpnodide some explanation about
each relationship.

Entity One

Relatiszship
Entity

Main Entity

Entity One

Main Entity

896. By working exercises number 890 and the exercisgalby now you should
have a very good understanding of the main entitgre you will need to provide a
definition of the main entity. If you find a sirggivord to identify that entity, then
you can use it with the word points to entity dexgrto point that word to the
definition of that entity or to point that word tioat entity.

897. Show your understanding of exercise number 88100rr8lated to entity number
one identified in exercise number 84. This issame as saying; show your
understanding of entity number one identified iereise number 84 related either to

your workout of exercise number 881 or exercise lmemd90.
898. We learn about an entity from the principle entity.this case, if the entity has

parts or other entities inside, in order for usetarn about that entity, we also need to
learn about parts of that entity or other entitret make up that entity. In terms of

entities that we have identified, we have

Entity one in 84

Main Entity

Principle

Here if you want to, show your understanding ofld@ning process of the entities
listed above before working out the next part. ©you have finished working that
out, here show the relationship between the thnées listed above. In this case,
you will show your understanding of the relatiomsbf the three entities listed above.

899. We develop problems by committing error in our camioation. This is the
same as saying that, errors in our communicatioresrgse to problems. Related to
exercise number 881, since the existence of thifase entities are not produced or
developed by our communication, they cannot betifieth as problems, since they
are not problems as well. In order for us to uastdard that, we need to have a good
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understanding of the principle of communicatiorsionply entity and parts of entity.
By understanding what we have just said or by ndsustanding the principle of
communication or by misunderstanding entity andspair entity, it is possible for
many of us to identify some of those parts of grag problems, although they are
not. Verify that by providing a practical examplefore continue farther.

By identifying an entity that is not a problem askgem, we simply develop further
problems. By identifying any part of entity in egise number 881 as problem, we
simply develop more problems, since the parts efdfitities themselves are not
problems. Here you will need to verify that by yichng a practical example. You
will need to think in terms of entity and partseoitity and also problem development
and identification.

900. Since the principle takes localization into consgitien, the feedback process also
takes localization into consideration. Since qpl&ation depends on our
understanding of the principle and the principtelit takes localization into
consideration, our functions executions or our @ptibns should also take
localization into consideration. Here if you wamtyou can verify that by providing
a practical example. In other words, show thaeithe principle takes localization
into consideration, our application should alsceethdcalization into consideration.

901. By understanding exercise number 495, it looks déikBty number one identified
in exercise number 84 has a sense that adaptgiveraprinciple. If you have not
shown that yet, here if you want to, you can vettifgt by providing a practical
example. In other words, by understanding exemiseber 495, show that we do
have a sense that adapts us to a given principle.

902. From exercise number 890, you have identified fionstor entities inside the
main entity. Let’s assume that you have identifigictions, since entities do have
functions. Here disregard how many groups you ldeetified, here show your
understanding of the difference and the relatignbleitween the groups inside. You
can also think it as functions inside the groupertities inside the groups you have
identified. You will need to provide additional@&nation and show your
observation.

903. Show your understanding of the main entity ideetifin exercise number 890
related to size of that entity. You must providaractical example and show your
observation related to the size of that entity.

904. By understanding your workout of the exercise abgea need to answer this
guestion. What causes the complexity of thatentthe main entity? What does
that tell you about the complexity of that entity®u must answer the questions by
providing more explanation.

905. By understanding exercise number 890, since tha erdity enables the
existence of the entities that are inside thatyrttien those entities must function
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according to that entity—the main entity. Since thain function enables the
existence of the functions inside the main functtben those functions must execute
according to the main function. If you want touyzan verify that by providing a
practical example. You must show your observaitioyour workout.

906. Related to exercise number 880, now that you heftegdur location to go to visit
your friend in his/her location, then your frienddhleft his/her location to go to visit
your at your location. Now your will need to answhs question by providing a
practical example. What enable you to identifyryiend at your location? What
enable your friend to identify you at his/her laoa® You can also think it as; how
you identify your friend at your location and hoawy friend identifies you at his/her
location.

907. By understanding the exercise above, verify thistmot possible or practical for
a person to represent another person at anothardnc The way to look at it, since
you and your friend live at separate location. Netis assume that at your friend
location, verify that it is not possible for anatlperson to represent you at that
location.

908. Sometime it is very important for us to observe parent in terms of questions
and answers. Related to us, if our parent fealswie do not answer a question
correctly or completely, it is possible for our @arto ask us the same question
multiple times and sometime at different time. Ty to look at it, sometime it is
possible for a question to be asked multiple tith#se question is not completely
answered. After reading this exercise, you carmphkimisregard it. In other words,
you don’t need to think about it or working it out.

909. Given that our level of understanding is not statid as we keep learning a given
principle related to time our understanding of fxatciple increases accordingly, in
this case if we start learning that principle af dae, at a later date our understanding
of that principle will increase. In term of ourtd of understanding related to the
principle of communication, let's assume oral andten communications. In this
case, by assuming oral and written communicati@tber thinking as speaking and
writing/reading, in this case let’s think it asabrpaper/book, drawing board or
drawing surface, and computer. In this case, aaxH listed here is considered to be
an entity by itself. By understanding the oveexiplanation up to here, now all you
need to do, within the entities listed here, yoll méed to determine which one is
considered to be a lower level of communication &hith one is considered to be a
higher level of communication. In order to workstbut, you may look at it this way.
Since a given principle takes scaling into congitien, related to our understanding
of a given principle, our understanding of a gipemmciple also takes scaling into
consideration. You must define a level of underditag before continue further.

Now related to our parent or our parent feedbadkrim of communication, you will
need to determine which form of communication idesd by the listed entities is
higher or lower. You can also think it like thiBy taking our level of understanding
into consideration related to our parent, which oh#hose forms of communication
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is considered—or seems—to be higher than other.

Now by working out the part above; disregard thg wau have worked it out, you
may have already shown that we have several fofrosromunication we can use.

By identifying all forms of communication we hawe terms of using those forms of
communication, we can say that we can use or hsee many entities to
communicate. Now in term of modeling our applicatby using those entities in
term of communication, you will need to determingether or not those entities have
been helpful to us in terms of modeling and anakyziur
communications/applications. In other words, whethr not those entities have been
helpful to us in term of modeling our applicatieated to our communication. You
must provide a practical example and show your viasien.

By working out the part above, you may have alrestttywn and verified that entities
like paper, drawing board or drawing surface, amhputer can be used to reduce
error in our applications in term of modeling opphcation related to our
communications. Here you are going to verify why?

910. By understanding exercise number 906, you have sibat what enables you to
identify your friend at his/her location and whageles your friend to identify you at
your location. Now your will need to answer thigegtion here, if you have not
answered it already. Since you have identifiedr yoend at your location and your
friend has identified at his/her location, doesltwation enables you to identify your
friend? Does your location enable your frienddentify you? You will need to
answer this question by providing more explanation.

911. By understanding the exercise above, verify thatlaer location cannot represent
your friend or your friend location. In this cageu are going to show that by
providing a practical example. Your location ouydriend location cannot be
represented by another location and you and y@mdras well cannot be represented
by a location or another location. You only neeavbrkout this exercise depends
how you have worked out the exercise above.

912. We apply principles to execute functions in liey applying the principle of
communication, we communicate relatively with thanhciple to execute a function.
The execution of that function may involve the wesagentities or external entities or
physical entities to help us with the executionhaift function. What is important
here is that it may be possible for us to useientthat are needed to help us execute
that function. In this case, we use entities tianheed to help us execute a function
in life. By understanding that, we can see thanientity or physical entity or
external entity is not needed to help us exectitmetion, there is no need for it,
since it is not useful to us in helping us exeauefunction.

By having an entity identification problem and nriderstanding what we are doing,

it is possible for us to use entities that arenesded to help us execute functions.
When we do that, we simply develop complexity im application. To help us with
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the execution of our application, it is always gdodus to use only entities that are
needed to help us execute our functions. If yontw@ you can show that by
providing a practical example. In this case, yolishow that using entities that are
not needed in our application enables us to deveomplexity in that application.
Those entities also are not useful to us to helgolige the problem we intended to.
You will need to provide additional explanation atebw your observation.

913. By understanding the exercise above, we can sééthantities our functions
produced by our applications must be useful or Hawetions. For instance, if our
application produce an entity, that entity mustéavunction; as well as, if our
application provides a function, that function mistuseful. In this case, both the
function provided by our application and the enfitgduced by our application must
be useful. If you want to, you can show that byvting a practical example.

914. By having an entity identification problem, it isgsible for us to misidentify our
functions in an application. Once that happens,possible for us to produce entities
that are not related to that application. Whateomean by that? We mean that the
application will produce entities that it should ibe produced. The way to look at it,
the entity identification problem enables us tmkhabout entities that do not exist
and misidentify our function in that applicatioBy thinking about entities we should
not think about in that application, it is possifide us to produce entities or functions
that should not be produced by that applicatioereHf you want to, you can show
that by providing a practical example.

915. From exercise number 84, we have learned and stmtentity number one
uses the principle entity to execute a function. b€tter understand what we have
just said, let’'s show the diagram again. We carktthat the diagram below is
similar to the one shown in exercise number 84.

. fo execute
g uses g Principle P>

the principle entity

Function 1

entity number 1 in 84

Person 1 the function executed
by Person 1

From the diagram above, we can identify three iestithe person entity, the
principle entity, and the function executed by pleeson entity. Since those entities
are separable, it makes sense to show them assepatities as represented by the
diagram below.
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Principle Function 1

~___"

the person entity the principle entity the function executed

by person 1

By looking at the diagram above, we can see tleptinciple entity is separate from
the person entity and the person entity is sepém@tethe principle entity and the
Function lentity, which is the function executed Bgrson 1

From various previous exercises, we have learnddhown that the principle entity
attaches to the person entity. In term of thechttgent of the principle entity to the
person entity, let’'s show the person entity byliitaed the principle entity with the
person entity by two diagrams.

The person entity The person entity and the principle entity

Principle

Person 1

From the diagram above to the left, we show thegreentity by itself; while from
the one to the right, we show the person entitythadrinciple entity. From the one
to the right, we do not sow the attachment relatgm nevertheless you can redraw
the diagram by showing that if you want to. Alluyoeed to do here, by
understanding the overall explanation and the itledtentities, verify that the person
entity is nothing without the principle entity. &ther words, show that the person
entity is nothing by itself without the principlatdy. You must provide a practical
example in your workout and show your observati¥ou can also think it like this;
from the diagram to the left, entity number onentifeed in exercise number 84 is
nothing, while from the diagram to the right entitymber one identified in exercise
number 84 is something.
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916. From the exercise above, we have identified a peosas, what that person do or
what we do, which is the function executed by preason, and the principle the
person uses to execute the function. Another waay that, from the exercise above
we have identified ourselves, what we do, and tireciple we use to execute what
we do. In terms of what we have identified, lef'®ow them again.

Principle Function 1

~__"

this is a person this is the principle This is the function
executed by the person
What is important here is that a person that exescatfunction is a separate entity
from that function. If you want to, you can shdvat by providing a practical
example if you have not done so yet from previotes@ses before continuing
further. Now since the person is a separate eintity the function, in term of
information, it is always better for us to be awarenform about the function rather
than the physical person. If you want to, you shhow by providing a practical
example if you have not done so already. Nowsletke it to another level; since the
person uses the principle to execute the functiathin the function execution, there
is the principle and the function itself. In tloizse, we have two entities, the principle
used and the function executed as shown by theadrabelow.

Within the function execution

Principle Function

the principle used the function itself

By understanding the principle entity and our atpesrify that it is even better in
term of information for us to be aware of the pijhe used to execute the function
rather than the function itself. The way to lodktayou have shown that it is better
to be aware of the function rather than the phygieeson in term of information and
it is even better to be aware of the principle eatihan the function by itself.
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917. To better understand the principle of communicatibis very important for us to
look at the beginning of our communication in tevhparent and children. In other
words, to better understand the principle of comication, it makes sense for us to
look at the beginning of our oral communicatiorteémm of parent and children. From
previous exercises, we have identified the follaydliagrams.

@ @ @ Princile

Children Parent Children

ECF

|

What We Do What we do

ECF

A

From the diagrams above, let's assume that we r@pearect words; then we get
feedback from our parent to enable us to repegtgoneords. The what we do entity
can be viewed as the result of the correction, wimcludes only correct words. Our
starting of oral communication enables us to repeatls from identified entities. In
this case, while our parent may help us with wahds we repeat, nevertheless our
parent does not form the sentences for us. Thetevimpk at it, the formation of a
sentence depends on us individually, while ourmgseovides help to us in the
repetition of words. If you want to, you can eledde more about the process and
show your observation.

By understanding the explanation above, we caths¢eve depend on ourselves
individually to form our sentences, while our pdreray provide help to us with the
identification of the repetition of words or thesatition of words related to entities
identification. Here verify your understandingtbis paragraph or the overall
explanation related to independency of the primcépitity.

918. By understanding exercise number 693, we haveddaand shown that we are
related to each other by the principle. By underding exercise number 730, we
have also learned and shown that we are relateddio other by our parent. Here
let’'s assume that our parent has a lot of childesh at some point of time, those
children spread or locate at separate locationshi$ case, we can think it in term of
guantity of our parent children or quantity of ttteldren from children to children.

a. By understanding the overall explanation above, letis take a look of
the relationship of those children—we mean thedehit of our parent—at
their respective locations. Now would we say #lationship of the
children or the relationship of the locations a tbcations of the
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children? You need to verify which one is corregtproviding a practical
example and show your observation.

b. Depend how you have worked out the part above camualso workout
this one. Refer to exercise number 731, validagéeid¢rm relationship of
the children and invalidate the term relationsHighe locations.

c. By understanding exercise number 28 and exercisdeau33, let's
assume that at a given time it is possible forcthillren to meet at a given
location. Now take a look of the meeting of thddrien related to the
principle and the parent or the application ofghiaciple related to the
parent. The way to look at it, once in a while thddren meet at a
location. By having a very good understandinghefindicated exercises
and the relationship of parent and children, yausthbe able to identify
the purpose of that meeting. Now at that locatiake a look of the
relationship of the children there at this partcuhstance and at their
respective locations.

d. Now let’s take a look of function execution at seqe locations. We
mean at separate locations of the children. Doeske any difference or
should it make any difference? For instance atfando solve a problem
at a location related to the presence of that proldt another location or
at other locations. Does it make any differencehmuld it make any
difference? You need to verify that by answerimg question and show
your observation.

e. Since the children present—are—at separate locgtlare validate the
mobility of the children from locations to locat®n

f. Let's assume that we are at our current locatithes) we identify a child
or some children at another location or from anolkbeation, verify
whether or not that child or the children is/arentified related to that
location or whether or not the location does hawglang to do with the
identification. In this case, you will show whetloe not a child or the
children at a location is/are identified by thatdton. You will need to
validate or invalidate and show why or why not.

919. Given that we cannot learn and understand theiptenfor each other, the
application that we execute at a given time execateording to our understanding
of the principle at the time we execute that agpian. The way to look at it, assume
thatApplication Onewas executed dime Onewhere at that time there was a fixed
number of people in that application. At the tiAggplication Onewas executed,
which isTime Oneit was executed according to the understandingeople in that
application. Now that we are &ime Two whereApplication Onds continue to
execute; alTime Twowhich is currentlyApplication Oneexecutes according to the
people who are currently in the applicatioshe Two not according to the
understanding of the people who were in the apjdicatTime One When we fail
to understand that, we simply commit errors ancetigvproblems. When we fail to
understand that, we show that we do not undersiarsklves and what a principle is.
When we fail to understand that, we show that @relearn and understand a
principle for each other, although that is not jgdes When we fail to understand
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that, we simply take a problem™®&me Oneand bring it tolime Two

In order to understand the explanation, you wittché&o verify that in an application.
Here you will need to identify a past applicatioriou will analyze that application
and identify it adApplication Oneand label the past time &sne One You will need
to identify some people in the applicationfane One You will identify errors in
that application that caused problems to develdmen you will label current time as
Time Twoand identity the same application, which is cuiieexecuted as
Application One Then you will analyze that application and idigrproblems in that
application. By analyzing the applicationTatne Oneyou have identified problems
in the execution; by analyzing the applicatiofimhe Two you also identify
problems in the application execution. In yourlgsig, you will analyze the
understanding of the principle of the people irnt tgplication afime Oneand also
the understanding of the principle of the peoplthaapplication afime Two In
your analysis or in your workout, you will conclutheat; since one cannot learn and
understand the principle for each othefTiate OneApplication Oneexecuted
according to the understanding of the people ihdpalication at that time. Atime
Twa, Application Oneshould execute according to the understandingeopeople
who are in that application &tme Two Since affime OneApplication One
executed according to the understanding of thelpeoghat application alime One
and afTime TwoApplication Onestill executes according to the understandindpef t
people affime Onethen we have problems continuéfahe Two To solve those
problems affime Twothe people iM\pplication Oneshould learn and understand the
principle to enablépplication Oneo execute according to their understanding.

920. Our relationship by the principle entity enablesaus/ork together by using the
principle. In other words, since we are relateddoh other by the principle, then we
can work together by using the principle. Sineeghinciple is what relates us to
each other, it is not possible for us to work tbgetwith the absence of the principle.
Here you can show that by providing a practicaheple. In order to show that, you
will analyze an application. In this applicatigggople try to work together without
understanding or identifying the principle. Indlgiase, you will identify problem in
that application; since our relationship is notenstiood. In your workout you will
conclude that. Given that our relationship isidentified without the principle,
when we try to work together without understandimg principle, we simply develop
problems. In your workout, if you want to you aase the people work together
diagram to provide more information.

921. By understanding the relationship between us amgbarent, we can see that our
parent does have a responsibility to feedback afidav us not to commit error. In
other words, our parent always feedbacks us toleneito correct our errors when
we commit them. Since our responsibility is ecurad should be equal to the
responsibility of our parent, we are responsibléetalback each other as well to
prevent others from committing errors. For insgrduring a communication we are
not here to communicate with someone to allow pleason to commit errors, but to
prevent errors in the overall communication. Fatance, if we feel that the
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principle of communication is not understood, wa ba more careful in our
communication to prevent the person we are commating with from committing
errors. When we do that, we show that we undedstae principle and our
responsibility. When we communicate in a way talde others to commit errors, we
show that we do not understand the principle asd lahve no responsibility. Here
you will need to show that by providing a practieahmple. In order to show that,
you will need to analyze a communication where smmds communicating with
another person. In that communication, one peisoommunicating in a way to
allow the other one to commit error in that comneation. You will analyze that
communication to show that person does not undetdtee principle of
communication and has no responsibility and shbalce been more careful by
communicating in a way to prevent the other pefsam committing error in that
communication.

922. By understanding the exercise above, we know tlesén® responsible as our
parent to enable others to execute functions witeoors. In other words, since our
parent is responsible to feedback us, we are raeggeras well to feedback each
other to enable each other not to commit erro. ikstance if we feel that a person
is going to commit an error, we are responsibleéaback that person before the
error is committing in order to prevent it. Inrreof our application, we are not here
to enable applications or other’s applicationsxecaite with error, but to feedback
each other to enable them not to commit errors eMilae enable or cause other’s
applications to execute with errors, we simply shbat we do not understand the
principle and have no responsibility. Here you wded to show that by providing a
practical example. In this case, you will analgpeapplication where someone
causes it to execute with error, rather than piogileedback. In this case, you will
show that person has no responsibility and doesmi¢rstand the principle.

923. By understanding the last two exercises abovegsinenmunication about an
entity depends on that entity and information atasuéntity depends on that entity as
well, let's assume we have the following entities.

Entity One Information One Communication One
the actual entity information about entity one communication about entity one

Let’s assume that the communication—the one fragrettercise above—contains
several parts, whefeart Oneis the part that contains error. Let’'s assumeRlaat
OnecontainsError One Now sincePart Onecontaingerror One in terms of
understanding the communication, it makes sensérfor Oneidentified inPart
Oneto be corrected before the continuity of the comication, so the
communication can be understood. Now by undersgtgrttie three entities
identified above—we meadsantity One the communication abo#intity One and
information abouEntity One—verify the correctness of those entities relatethéo
understanding and the continuity of that commuiocat The way to look at it, if
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communication abouEntity Onepoints toEntity One related tdPart Oneit makes
sense for that to be understood, so does informatoutEntity One Depend how
you have worked the two exercises above, if youtw@rshow that by using the three
entities identified above, it is not possible totioue the communication if there is
an error at the beginning of that communicatiomany part of that communication.

924. From exercise number 847 we have shown that bssiple to extend a given
communication if the principle of communicatioruisderstood. At the same time, it
is not possible to extend a given communicatighefprinciple of communication is
not understood. In addition to that, it is goodktmw that as well. While the
understanding of the principle of communicatiomal us to extend a given
communication; that is only possible if the undeti communication needs to be
extended. If the communication does not need textended, there is no need to
extend it or try to extend it; since it is not preal or possible. Just take your time to
think a bout this exercise.

925. The communication about an entity depends on thi#tiyeso does information
about that entity. Since communication and infdromaabout an entity depend on
that entity, it is not possible for us to chang@imation and communication about
that entity. Any change of information and comnmation about an entity, would
requires us to change the entity as well. Foams, the existence Bntity One
enables both communication and information aliniity Oneto exist, so does the
function ofEntity One In this case, the function &ntity Onedepends o&ntity
One rather than us. While we communicate alintity One it is not possible for us
to change the function @&ntity Oneand the information abo#ntity One The
function ofEntity One which is the actual function of that entity, cahbe viewed as
negative or negated by us. For instance, let'svghe function oEntity Onebelow.

Entity One has »  Function One

From the diagram abovEntity OnehasFunction Oneand that function is always
viewed as positive for that entity or the actualdtion of that entity. Our
communication about that entity cannot chaRgaction Oneor the view ofFunction
One When we think that our communication abBuatity Onecan chang&unction
One we simply commit error in communication and depgbroblem. When we
think that we can negate or chandthction Onddy our communication, we simply
show that we do not understand communication. Hew@u want to, you can verify
that by providing a practical example. In thisesagu will need to analyze a
communication where someone tries to negate thatiumof an actual entity. You
are going to show that is an error, since it ispussible or practical.

926. Given the actual function of an entity cannot bemad as negative; the actual
aspect of an entity cannot be viewed as negativeeis The way to look at it, if the
aspect of an entity can be viewed as negativeyutiation of an entity can be viewed
as negative as well. To better understand whdtave just said, let's assume that
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Entity OnehasFunction OnewhereEntity OnehasAspect One In this case, both
Function OneandAspect One&annot be viewed as negative or negated by us. If
Aspect Onean be viewed as negative, ttamction Onecan be viewed as negative
as well. Sincéspect One&annot be viewed as negative, tik@mction Onecannot

be viewed as negative. In other words, the aaspéct of an entity and the actual
function of an entity cannot be negated by usyolf want to, you can verify that by
providing a practical example. In this case, yolineed to identify a
communication and analyze it to show that.

927. Let’s take it like this; the communication abouteartity depends on that entity,
but not on us. For instance, the communicatiorubbaove, the communication
about a tree, the communication about a rabbitctimemunication about a door, the
communication about a car etc. Here you are gmingrify the statement by
showing the functions belong to you and the fumgithat do not belong to you. In
other words, verify your understanding of the stegnt in terms of functions belong
to you and functions that do not belong to you.

928. Depend how you have worked out exercise numbery@80may need to
workout this one. Here for each location you hiaemtified in exercise number 880,
you are going to draw a house in the form below.

Parent Parent

Location 1 Person 1 Location 2 Person 2

Parent Parent

Location 3 Person 3 Location 4 Person 4

By identifying each location and people at the tmg you have also identified the
parent of the people or our parent. It is bettesay like this or think it like this; by
identifying the children at each location, you halso identified their parents.
Before continue further, if you have not done smfiprevious exercises, you will
need to validate the mobility of the children frémeir locations. In this case you will
need to validate the mobility of each child frors/her location. If you want to, you
can have a table similar to the one below.
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From Location To Location Valid/Invalid
Person 1 from location 1 Person 2 at location 2
Person 1 person 2 from To person 3 at location 3
location 1 location 2
Person 3 from location 3 To person 1 from locafion

Now by understanding the relationship of parentemttiren, validate the
relationship of the children from their respectiveations. Here you will need to
take a look of the way we approach relationshimyoat our locations and show that
we approach them wrongly and we do not understandetationship.

929. To better understand the principle of communica#ind to enable the application
that depends on our communication to execute ssitdhs it is always good for us
to focus only in the function of our communicatiduring our communication. The
way to look at it, let's assume during our commatian, the actual function of that
communication is identified, where another commatian tries to be a part of that
communication. In this case, since we should ¢otys on the actual function of the
communication, the other communication can be daemged. The way to look at it,
the other communication can be considered as a comsation that is tried to be a
part of the communication that contains the acapglication function. In this case,
since we want the actual communication functioaxecute successfully, we simply
disregard the part that tries to be the part ofib. better understand the overall
explanation, let’s look at it by the diagram below.

Communication Function

Communication One
One

The actual communication is represented abov@oasmunication Onavhere the
actual communication function is represente@asimunication Function OneéNow
let’'s assume thafommunication Twiries to be a part d@ommunication Ona the
form below.

identified communication

| Communication Communication | Communication Function
One Two One

What is important here is, since the actual comeatian function iCommunication
Function Oneand we wan€Communication Function Orte execute successfully, we
focus only onCommunication Onand disregar€ommunication Twthat is tried to
be a part o€ommunication Oner tried to be a part of the actual communication
function. Just take your time to think about #n®rcise.
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930. By understanding the exercise above, we have filthth communication that is
tried to be a part of another communication, wliieesactual communication function
is not related to that part. Now by analyzing badmmunications, we may find out
that whileCommunication Function Orabove is the actual communication function
of Communication One€Communication Twdoes have its actual communication
function as well. In this case, sometime withiattbommunication, it is always good
when analyzing such as communication to point lo@tather communication
functions that try to be a part of the actual aggilon. In other words, when
analyzing the overall communication—we mean dmmunication Onand
Communication Two+Hs always good to point out th@ommunication Twe not a
part ofCommunication OnandCommunication Twdoes have its actual
communication function. In this case, we canGahmunication Twaside and
focus onCommunication Onelf you want to, you can verify that by providiag
practical example. In this case, you will needdentify and analyze a
communication to show that.

931. By understanding exercise number 915, we have shiost&ntity Oneidentified
in exercise number 84 does not exist by itself @utithe principle entity. In other
words, entity number one identified in exercise henB4 does exist only with the
principle entity. From exercise number 251 we hsivewn and learn that the
comparison of two entities requires a very goodeusidnding of those entities.
Based on our understanding, it also assumes thaitrttierlined entities need to be
compared and they are comparable. From exercisdend4l, we have learned and
shown that when we identify an entity, we think atbiinat entity, where the
misunderstanding of the principle entity enablesoutink about the opposite of that
entity. From exercise number 839, we have shoanhehtity number one identified
in exercise number 84 looks like the principle entiBy understanding the overall
explanation up to here and all the exercises meadipwe know thaEntity Onein 84
does not exist by itself. Related to the existesfaantity number one identified in
exercise number 84 and the principle entity, hexewill need to determine whether
or not entity number one identified in exercise hem34 can handle comparative.
Here you can think it in term of the existenceh# principle as oppose to the
opposite. In this case, if you determketity Onein 84 can handle comparative, you
will need to determine how. If you find out thattity Onein 84 cannot handle
comparative, you will need to determine why as wehis exercise requires a very
good understanding of entity number one identifredxercise number 84, the
principle entity, the relationship betweEntity Onein 84 and the principle entity, the
parent entity, the relationship betwdemntity Onein 84 and the parent entity, the
relationship between the principle entity and theept entity, comparison of entity,
similarity of entity, and identification of entity.

932. Show your understanding of exercise number 91%eel® entity and parts of

entity. This is the same as saying show your wstdeding of entity and parts of
entity related to your understanding of your wortkoluexercise number 915.
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933. By understanding exercise number 915 and exercis¥ar 931, you need to
answer this question what happens when entity nuoreidentified in exercise
number 84 does not follow direction or does notlappr parent principle?

934. Within a given communication, there exists the giple and the communication.
Since we cannot extend a given communication iptieciple that is embedded in
that communication is not understood, it is notsade for us to extend or tackle the
part of a given communication that include prinegpthat we do not understand. To
better understand that, let’s take it like thiet's assume that a given communication
has three part®art One Part Twq andPart Three Let's assume th&art Oneand
Part Twoare related t®rinciple OneandPrinciple Twq where we have not to
understandPrinciple OneandPrinciple Two In this case, it is not possible for us to
tackle or extend that communication with the inaof Part OneandPart Twq
since we do not understaRdinciple OneandPrinciple Twothat are embedded in
Part OneandPart Twoof that communication. But within that same comiuation,
we can tackl@’art Threeg sincePart Threeis the part that we understand or includes
the principle that we understand. The way to labk, our understanding of the
principle entity does not allow us to tackle orend a given communication, if the
principle embedded in that communication is notaratbod. Our understanding of
the principle of communication does not enableousitkle or extend the part of a
given communication if that part contains princgpteat we do not understand yet.
Just take your time to think about this exercise.

935. We can extend a given communication if we undedstha principle of
communication. We can extend a given communicatia@ understand the
principle embedded in that communication. We caentend a given
communication if we do not understand the princgfleommunication. We cannot
extend or tackle a given communication if we dounaderstand the principle
embedded in that communication. We cannot tackéxtend parts of a
communication that contain principle that we do maderstand, but we can tackle or
extend parts of a communication that contain ppiecihat we understand. When we
fail to understand that, we simply commit errocommunication. In order to show
that here, you will need to identify a communicatiwhere someone tackles or tries
to extend parts of that communication, but eithergrinciple of communication is
not understood or the principle that is embeddedtian part is not understood. You
will need to provide additional explanation andwhmur observation.

936. By understanding the last two exercises aboveggjuestions are parts of
communication, it also applies for questions. iRetance, within the same
communication, iPart OneandPart Twocontain principles that we do not
understand yet, it makes sense for us to ask guestioutPart Threeand disregard
Part OneandPart Twoin terms of asking questions. If you want to, yaum verify
that similarly to the exercise above.

937. Respect of a Given PrincipleFrom exercise number 839, we have learned and
shown that entity number one identified in exerciseber 84 looks like the
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principle entity. In exercise number 915, we hagsgfied thatEntity Onein 84 is
nothing without the principle entity. Now by hagia very good understanding of
the two identified exercises, we can see that xistence of the principle entity
enables the existence Bhtity Oneidentified in exercise 84. In this cagmtity One

in 84 does not exist by itself without the prinei@ntity. Sincdntity Onein 84 only
exists with the principle entity arehtity Onein 84 must think about the principle
entity in order to execute functions, that entigpdnds on the principle entity all the
times. Since that entity must depend on the grla@ntity all times, the disregarding
of the principle entity at any given time enaliggity Onein 84 not to think

properly. To enable that entity to continuouslyking about the existence of the
principle entity all the timeE=ntity Onein 84 must understand the principle entity and
provide importance to it. In the event tiattity Onein 84 does not understand the
principle entity and provide no importance totisipossible for that entity to
disregard the existence of the principle entitypc®we disregard the existence of the
principle entity, we simply provide no respect aximportance to it. Sindentity
Onein 84 looks like the principle entity, once we yide no respect to the principle
entity, we also provide no respect to ourselvesortler for us to provide respect to
the principle entity we must first understand th@egple entity, we must provide
importance to it, we must handle it properly, arelmust handle it properly in our
applications. If you want to, you can verify thgt providing a practical example
before continue farther. In other words, show byvpling a practical example that
in order for us to provide respect to the pringipbe must understand it, we must
provide importance to it, we must handle it wetidave must handle it well in what
we do.

By understanding the paragraph above, we can seg/tien we do not handle the
principle well, we show no respect for the prineipBy understanding exercise
number 839, when we mishandle the principle, we si®w no respect for ourselves.
When we do not handle the principle well, we sh@nymportance to the principle.
When we do not handle the principle well in our lagaion, we also show no
importance and no respect for the principle. Wivermishandle the principle in our
application, we show that we have not respect andindlerstanding of the principle.
Depend how you have worked out the part above;caouwerify the whole paragraph
here by providing a practical example.

938. The question about an entity points to that ensitydoes answer of that question
and information about that entity. From exercigenber 915, we have shown that
Entity Onein 84 is nothing without the principle entity. éxercise number 931, we
have determined whether or riattity Onein 84 can handle comparative. Now in
term of comparative, since the question about &tygoints to that entity and
assume the existence of the actual entity, relatdiolat question, that entity itself may
not take comparative into consideration. In othierds, the existence of an actual
entity does not take comparative into considerasondoes the question about that
entity. To better understand what we have just, daf’s take it like this. The
communication about an entity points to that erditgd depends on that entity. In this
case, we have communication abBatity Oneand the actual entity.
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Communication One P Entity One
the communication the actual entity

about the entity
The communication abo&ntity Onepoints toEntity One so does the question about
that entity. In term of question about that entélated to that entity itself, we have

Question One > Entity One
the question about the entity the actual entity

We know that the information about that entity geito that entity, so does the
answer about the question of that entity. We ksaw that the existence of that
entity does not take comparative into considerati®imce the existence of that entity
does not take comparative into consideration, tisevar of the question about that
entity should not take comparative into consideratis well. In this case, any
guestion about that entity cannot be viewed thatyein term of comparative or
should not take comparative into consideration.

To better understand the overall explanation abibvealways good to look at it this
way. Let’s take a look of communication about atual entity. Now during
communication about that entity, if we ask a questibout that entity, where that
guestion views that entity in a comparative appnoae simply commit an error in
communication. That also happens, if we try torsrsa question about that entity,
where that answer views that entity in a compaeatipproach. The way to look at it,
the existence of an actual entity does not takepemative into consideration, our
communication about that entity, should not vieat tantity in a comparative
approach, so do answers and questions about thigt dhyou want to, you can
verify the overall explanation by providing a ptiaat example. In order to do that,
you are going to identify an entity. You are gotoghow your understanding of that
entity, where you know that the actual entity doestake comparative into
consideration. Then you are going to analyze comcation about that entity. In
the communication itself, you will identify erronshere those errors can be caused,
because people view the entity in a comparativecgmh. The errors can be
identified either in the communication itself orthee questions and answers about
that entity. In your workout, you will concludestt) the entity does not exist in a
comparative approach, so do the communicationstdbatientity and questions and
answers about that entity.

939. From exercise number 847, we have learned thatweackle or expand a
communication or parts of that communication if gimmciple that attaches to that

www.speaklogic.org Copyright © 201IThe Speak Logic Project




Chapter 6: Exercises 541

communication is understood. Now if a communicatontains principles that we
do not understand, we cannot tackle or expandctiramunication or try to tackle or
expand it, instead by understanding the similaoftthe principle entity, it is possible
for us to start learning the principle, then at sgmint of time we can tackle or
expand that communication. If you want to, you shaw that by providing a
practical example. In this case, you will providere information in terms of; why a
communication that contains principles that we dounderstand, rather than trying
to expand or tackle that communication, we instgad learning the principle, so we
can tackle that communication at a later time wierunderstand the principle that
attached to that communication.

940. From exercise number 915, we have learned and sttatentity number one
identified in exercise number 84 is nothing withthe principle entity. In another
exercise, we have learned that in terms of questail answers, a person who asks a
guestion about an entity knows the entity that joe$oints to, but need more
information about that entity. By understandingagwve have just said, we can see
that entity in term of information is consideredo® as an input for that person. By
understanding everything we have said up to heee;am see that in order fantity
Onein 84 to do something that entity requires an tnpgo other words, in order for
entity number one identified in exercise numbet@dperate or function, that entity
requires an input. In order f&ntity Onein 84 to operate, that entity requires an
input and that input is not a physical entity.ohder for entity number one identified
in exercise number 84 to operate, that entity naedsput and that input is the
principle entity. If you want to, you can verifiyat by providing a practical example.
You only need to work this out depend how you haweked out exercise number
915.

941. By understanding exercise number 757 and the oelstiip of parent and
children, verify that a child does not exist withas parent or children do not exist
without parent. In term of entity number one idiged in exercise number 84, it is
the same as show that entity does not exist witi®iarent.

942. To better understanding complexity in our applmatilet's take it like this. In
order to reduce complexity in our application, veedato understand the functions of
people in other applications outside our applicatin other words, in order to focus
in our application, it is better for the functiohaur application to be precise rather
than expanding that function or add more functiby&b that application itself. To
better understand the explanation, let’s takdé this. Let’'s assume that the function
below is the main function of our application.

Main Function
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Now if Person OnédnasFunction OneandPerson TwdiasFunction Twan that
application, then the main function of our applieatiooks like this.

Main Function

Function One Function Two

In this case, within our applicatidfunction Ones the function oPerson Oneand
Function Twais the function oPerson Two In order to reduce complexity or focus
in our application, verify that by providing a ptiaal example it is better fdPerson
Oneto haveFunction OneandPerson Twdo haveFunction Tworather tharPerson
Oneto haveFunction OneandFunction TwoandPerson Twdo haveFunction Two
andFunction One

943. From the exercise above, we have shown that ifuthetion of our application is
precise, it is better for us to focus in that fumetof that application. In other words,
it is always good for us to focus in our applicatishen people in our application
have their own functions rather than handle otleeppe functions that may be
outside our application. It is better for a pergopur application to focus in his/her
own function rather than focusing on some othecfions outside our application.
The way to look at it, our application may requtiie use of outside functions/entities
in order for it to be executed. In this cases ibétter for us not to handle that function
in order for us to focus in the function of our Apgtion. By doing so, we reduce
complexity and our application performs better.

944. By understanding the relationship between entity @erts of entity, we know

that all parts of an entity belong to that entifor instance, as shown below all parts
of Entity Onebelong toEntity One.

Entity One

Part One Part Two Part Three

From the diagram above, we an see Bat One Part Twq andPart Threeare parts
of Entity OneandPart Onebelongs tdentity One Part Twobelongs tdEntity One
andPart Threeas well belongs t&ntity One Now let's assumPart Fouris another
part, wherePart Fourdoes not belong tEntity One It is not possible or practical for
us to addPart Fourto Entity One sincePart Four does not belong tBntity Oneor
Entity Onedoes not includ®@art Four. To help you understand that, you can verify
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that by providing a practical example. In otherdsy show that if a part is not a part
of an entity, it is not possible for us to inclutat part to that entity. If a part does
not belong to an entity, it is not possible fotasdd that part to that entity. Pfart
Four does not belong tBntity One it is not possible or practical for us to makart
Four belong toEntity Oneor include it inEntity One

945. In terms of communication and parts of communicatioin terms of
communication function and parts of communicatimction, if a communication or
a communication function does not include a pais, mot possible or practical for us
to add that part to that communication or includa that communication, since that
part does not belong to that communication. Werdo that or try to do that, we
simply develop problems. For instance, let's asstimat the communication function
below has three parts.

Communication Function

Part One Part Two Part Three

Now if Part Fourdoes not belong to that communication functionemwiwve try to
addPart Fourto that communication function, we simply devefppblem. Itis
always good for us not to try to do so, since wivertry to do that, we simply
develop problems. Here you are going to showlkatroviding a practical example.
In this case, you are going to identify a commutibcg where you are going to
analyze that communication and see that partsatieatot belong to that
communication are tried to be added to that comoation. Since we develop
problems when we try to do that, you are goinghtmsthat and identify the problem
that is developed by adding parts to that commuimicahat do not belong to it.
Depend how you look at it; you can also think tesnmunication as information.

946. Related to the exercise above, in term of inforargtshow that when we try to
add parts to information that do not belong téhiat entity is no longer considered as
information. Let's assume thintity Onehasinformation Onewherelnformation
Oneis considered information aboEhtity One In this case, information about
Entity Onecan be viewed in the form below.

Information About Entity One

Part One Part Two Part Three
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From the diagram above, we can see that informati@utEntity OnehasPart One
Part Twq andPart Three If Part Fourdoes not belong to that informationfaurt
Four does not belong to information abdtritity One if we try to addPart Fourto
information abouEntity One that entity—the information abolntity One—is no
longer considered as information ab&utity One You need to show that by
providing a practical example. You will need toyde additional explanation and
determine why.

947. By thinking about entities in terms of functionse wnow that an entity has a
function and entities must have functions. A fimciof an entity itself belongs to
that entity. For instance, Entity OnehasFunction Onein this caseEntity One
executed-unction Oneor Function Ones executed bintity One SinceFunction
Onebelongs td&Entity Oneand it is a part oEntity One Function Ondtself cannot
be prevented from executed Bytity One The way to look at it, the function of an
entity cannot be prevented from executed by thityesince that function itself is a
part of that entity. For instance

Entity One > Function One

is a part of
Function One e > Entity One

In this caseEntity Onealways hagunction OneandFunction Onecannot be halted

in term of execution bfntity One If you want to, you can verify that by providiag
practical example. In other words, show that thection of an entity cannot be
prevented from executed by that entity. In yourkeat, you will need to validate
Function Onas indeed a part dEntity Oneor the underlined function is indeed a part
of the underlined entity. You also need to vakdiite execution of the underlined
function related to the underlined entity in redaship with entity number one
identified in exercise number 84. In other worgtsyr validation of the execution of
the underlined function should also be relatedhéounderlined entity identified in
exercise number 84.

948. Since the function of an entity cannot be preveifftaah executed by that entity
and the function of an entity cannot be assignezhtiiher entity, in our
communication, we should never show that the fonatif an entity can be prevented
from executed by that entity and that same funatemmbe assigned to another entity.
In other words, from the diagram identified in eciee above, within our
communication, we cannot show ttratnction Onecan be prevented from executed
by Entity Oneand alsd~unction Onecan be assigned to another entity. Once we
think like that, we simply commit errors in commeatiion and develop problems.
Here you will show that by providing a practicabexple. You will identify a
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communication and analyze that communication. oaryanalysis, you will identify
error in communication that caused by misunderstanentities and function of
entities where it looks like the function of thedenlined entity can be prevented from
executed by that entity. As well as the functibmamw entity can be assigned to
another entity. You will conclude that is not pbssand provide additional
explanation and show your observation.

949. The function of an entity is a part of that enti§y thinking about entities in
terms of functions, we know that entities must hianections. Since the function of
an entity is a part of that entity and an entitgiigen or existed with its function, it is
not possible for us to make up a function for atitenThe way to look at it, let’s
assume thdEntity OnehasFunction Oneor Entity Oneexisted withFunction Oneor
Function Onds given withEntity Oneas shown by the diagram below.

exist with

Function One > Entity One

is given with

Function One > Entity One

In this particular case, we know thlainction Ones a part oEntity One Since we
cannot make up a function f&ntity Oneor assign another function Emtity One it
is always good for us to think thatinction Onds only the natural value dntity
Onein term of function oEntity One In this case, we always think abdiritity One
in term ofFunction Oneand we should never think that we can providenation to
Entity One besideFunction Onewhich is the actual function &ntity One Here if
you want to, you can verify that by providing agireal example. In other words,
show that we cannot provide a function to an entity

950. Since we cannot provide a function to an entity,@mmunication should not
show that we can provide a function to an entdnce our communication shows
that we can provide a function to an entity, we@intcommit error in
communication. For instance, let's assume Brdity OnehasFunction Ongewhere
Function Onds the natural function fdgntity One Here the term natural function
means the actual function Bhtity One in this case we have.

Entity One > Function One

Now in our communication abo#intity One we cannot show that we can provide a
function toEntity One In this case, while we communicate abéatity One Entity
Onestill hasFunction Oneand we cannot provide a functionEatity One Once we
show that we can provide a functionBotity One we simply commit error in
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communication. Here you will need to verify thgtgroviding a practical example.
In this case, you are going to analyze a communigaivhere in that communication
it looks like the people who are communicating pesvide a function to the entity
they are communicating about. You will show thas inot possible or practical and
they simply commit error in communication.

951. Since we have to think about entities in termsuoictions, once we identify an

entity, we always think about the function of tleatity. Now by thinking about
entities in terms of functions and entities mustehunctions, it looks like if an entity
has no function, then it should not exist at &lkre you are going to verify that by
providing a practical example. In other wordsgsime cannot make up functions for
entities and we have to think about entities im&eof functions, show that if an

entity has no function it should not exist at all.

952. By working out the exercise above, by having a \gagd understanding of entity

number one identified in exercise number 84 angtheiple entity, verify that the
existence of an entity without function simply adad®mplexity to entity one
identified in exercise number 84. In your workpubvide additional explanation and
show your observation.

953. By understanding exercise number 741, we haveddairat in order for our

parent to understand our communication, our comaatiimn must include the
principle in it. That makes sense, since in ouepacommunication there includes
the communication and the principle itself. Irstbase, we can see that in order for
our parent to understand our communication, ourncamcation must be correct or
contains the principle. To better understand wiehave just said, we can look at
the overall process as follow in term of entityntigcation. In this case, we can
identify the principle, our communication, and arent. Visually, those identities
are identified as

Principle Communication Parent

The principle Our communication Our parent

By understanding the relationship between us, aver, the principle, and our
communication, the diagram above can also be view#te form below.

Principle Parent

"~

The principle Us Our parent
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What is important here is that the communicatiofwvben us to our parent contains
the principle, where the principle enables our pate understand us. To better
understand the overall explanation, you can vehi&t by providing a practical
example. In this case, you need to show thatderdior our parent to understand us;
our communication must include the principle.

While we say it like that from the paragraph abave,can also think it in this form.

In term of oral communication, we can say thatyef can say it in from of our parent,
then it is correct. If we can repeat a sentendeoimt of our parent, then that sentence
is correct. If | can repeat a word in front of pgrent, then that word is correct. If |
can communicate in front of my parent, then my camitation is correct.

954. By understanding the exercise above, if you havalaoe so yet, verify that the
presence of our parent in what we do enables agdoute our application without
error. In other words, if our parent is preserthwis, then that helps us in doing
things right. If our parent is with us, then thatps us do things right. If you have
not shown that in the above exercise, you can abohére.

955. After having a good understanding of the principiat enables us to analyze and
correct errors in our communications, after haxangpod understanding of our parent
principles, after having a very good understandihtpe feedback process related to
the error correction, it is worthwhile for us nowvask this question. Does our parent
know something that we don’t know? What does @uwept know that we don'’t
know? Does our parent know something about ustbaton’t know? What does
our parent know about us that we don’t know? Dmesparent know more about us
than we do about ourselves? This is the sameyasmysaoes our parent understand
us better than we do to ourselves?

956. By taking a quick look and do some analysis ongilrestion above, we can
quickly say that our parent must know something Wedon’t know. This is the
way to look at it; if someone can provide us feallita allow us to make correction
or adjustment to something we are doing, that pensost know something that we
don’t know. We should never take that for grantéde should always ask that
guestion, which is sometime better asked and amslveternally; what does that
person know that we don’t know. This is very etsgee. If our parent can provide
us feedback to make adjustment to what we do, atanp must know something that
we don’'t know. Given that the principle that ereablis to make the correction is
considered to be our parent, the principle whiobuisparent must know more about
ourselves than we do. By understanding it andtakithis way, the fundamental
guestion of the exercise above still remain theesalvhat does our parent know
about us that we don’t know?

957. The Visual Aspect of Communication:This exercise may not have anything to
do with this book explicitly, however if you haveehance you can take a look at it.
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First Sentence:Yesterday | drove to go to the grocery store.
Second Sentencetoday | walk to the grocery store.

Third Sentence:From the park | can look at the mountain ten maleay with
my eyes.
Fourth Sentence:Using a binocular, | can see the mountain closer.

Fifth Sentence:l use a calculator to add some numbers.
Sixth Sentencel can do my own addition if there is not a caltotaclosed
to me.

By analyzing the above sentences, if we take thgmalr like the first one and
the second one, we can see there is a simildfitjou see a similarity state it, if
you see a difference states it as well. You carstract a table to show both the
similarity and the difference as shown below.

Sentences Similarity Difference

First and second sentence

Third and fourth sentence

Fifth and sixth sentence

Note: The following exercise are optional, you don’t diée work the out if you don’t
want to. They require some grammatical terms defm

958. We commit error in communication for example whenperform improper
actions or communicate about performing impropéoas. Given that what we do is
always preceded by communication, we always comoatmiabout what we are
going to do before we actually do them. With obitigy to interpret information the
way we want it, our actual application can be ipteted or described by a single
sentence. In that sentence, we can identify ttieraand any other word that
provides more information about that action.

a. From the paragraph above, find anything that werdany action. You
can also pick something that you do or you haveedbat can be
described or interpreted as a single sentencee &tavrite that sentence.

b. From that sentence, identify any word that showsaittion. Use a
grammatical term to identify or name that word.

c. Given that words can be used to give more inforomadir description
about other words, from the above sentence youfmdyvords that give
more information abou the action. Identify thoserds. Name the words
you have identified by those grammatical terms.

d. Define the grammatical terms you have identifiedhrfrthe two sections
above related to the action. From your definitidake error analysis into
consideration related to the action.
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959.Almost everything that we do can be outlined imternof instructions. At the end,
the overall outline can be interpreted or descriagd single instruction. In this case,
a single sentence can be used to replace thatigtisti. From that sentence, a word
can be used to identify the instruction; other vgoodn also be used to give more
information about that instruction.

a. From the above paragraph, find something that weét@an be at work or
anywhere that can be interpreted as a single ctgtru State or write that
instruction down. By doing so, the instruction bees a sentence.

b. From that sentence, identity the instruction; idgrany other words that
provide information about that instruction. Namnle vwaords you have
identified by their grammatical terms.

c. Define the grammatical terms you have identifiedatesl to the

instructions. From your definition, you can als&é error analysis into
consideration.

960.We use objects everyday in our lives. Whenevermisuse them they create
problems in life.

a. Find the misuse of an object or a misuse of on abbjpat creates
problems. Interpret the process as a single sesaten

b. From your sentence, identify the object and anydwbat provides more
information about that object. Name all words frgwur sentence by
their grammatical terms.

c. Define the grammatical terms you have identifieghamt b and take error
analysis into consideration related to your deifonis.

961.We use objects everyday in our lives. For examp&use objects to do our works.
We can say those objects are appropriate, singehiéllp us on doing our works. We
would not have been able to get our works doneafwere using inappropriate
objects. While appropriate objects enable us tooge works done, however when
we use inappropriate objects, not only we don’'t @@t works done, but they also
develop problems in life. Here, there are two wiaytook at the way they develop
problems in life. First, there are not suitable tlee work that we need to get done.
Second, since other people depend on our worksvaed we use them we don’t get
our works done, that affect other people lives.er€fore, in all cases they create
problems in life.

a. Find information about the use of an inappropraigect, or the use of an
inappropriate object that has created problemien Interpret the process
or the information as a single sentence.

b. From your sentence, identify the inappropriate cbgnd any word that
provides more information or description about timajppropriate object.
Name all words from your sentence by their grameoahterms.

c. From your sentence above, define all words thatempk/our sentence by

their grammatical terms. Take error analysis iobasideration in your
definitions.
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962.Pick a story from the newspaper about the usadercé. Interpret the story down
to one sentence or more.
a. From your sentence, identify the keyword and otherds that give more
information a bout that keyword.
b. Define all words from your sentence by their graricahterms by taking
error analysis into consideration in your definito

963. Our ability to separate entity entities in commauatian enables us to focus or
concentrate to the entity that is in our interesiry the communication process. For
instance, within a paragraph or a sentence, weeparate each entity and
concentrate in the entity that is of our interd3tiring a communication process, we
use words to describe what we do. If we assumeaachwritten communication,
then we mean sentences and paragraph. Now, dutypgical communication, a
paragraph or a sentence can be presented in @lfatrmakes it easy for us to set our
focus to the entity that needs to be focused. HEveagh within that sentence or
paragraph we can separate each entity and conigemmtithe entity that is of our
interest, however a sentence or a paragraph cprebented to us in a form where the
focus is set to the entity that is of the interésaw, if we look at our ability to
separate entities in communication in conjunctmthe technique we have learned
from this book, we can quickly see there is a r@hsthip between that form of
presentation and what we have learned from thig bd&de can also observe that
there is a fundamental approach behind that forpredentation as well. Itis always
good to understand that.

a. Take your time to think about the above explanation

b. Now in terms of form of presentation mentioned ahaotymay be related to a
grammatical term or there may be a grammaticalgdonthat. Try to see if
you can identify the grammatical term related &t florm of presentation.

c. If you have identified the grammatical term menédnn part b above; now
try to find a sentence or a paragraph where tranhgratical terms has been
used. Use the diagram below as a holder of ymitesee. In other words, try
to map your sentence or paragraph to the diagrdomwlend identify the
separated entities. You can mirror the diagranefiect your need. From
your diagram, label the focused word and determig that word is
considered to be the focused word. Even when wehesterm focus word
here, it is better to take it as focused entity.
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d. Define that grammatical terms related to errorammunication.

e. Define that grammatical terms related to the wa@h'se”. You can use the
word sense with that grammatical term. You cao difine it in a way to
include the word “sense” in your definition.

f. Pick a story, sentence, or paragraph presentedéwapaper, magazine or
any other source. Look for the usage of that forgrammatical term; flag
the focus word. Determine whether or not the usaf@mal. The way to
look at it, it seems like when usage properlynditdes the focus to be set
where it needs to be. You can also determine wiheteorm could have
been used but disregarded within the same or diffesource and determine
why. Now within that sentence or paragraph youwehaicked, if there is a
misusage, reword it so the focus can be set wheseeeded.

g. By doing all parts of this exercise, you have ay\gwod understanding of that
form. Now redefine that grammatical term relategaur understanding of
communication.
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Reference Section

The most recommended and the most important referfem this book is our parents.
Since our parent’s principles enable the correatibour errors in communication, those
principles are the most recommended for this book.

Given that we have learned how to separate wordsiriitommunication, given that we
have learned how to separate entities within comaeation, while mom, dad, and other
people can provide us feedback to enable us tectoour errors, it is always good to
separate the feedback itself from the physicalgrer8y doing so, we can treat both of
them as separate entities. With that, the priesipthat enable the correction of the errors
can be viewed as the reference rather than thdepbpsically. It is always better to
think it this way.

The following exercise deal with grammatical ter®88, 959, 960, 961, 962 and 963;
those exercises are not recommended or suggdségacdn be disregarded. Those
exercises deal with the identification of grammtierms, which can be found in any
book, website or webpage that list them. In otherds, the names of those grammatical
terms can be identified in any grammar book or \wtelibat lists them.
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