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Abstract. This piece imagines a fictional dialogue between Ayn Rand and 

Kingfisher, a philosopher-bird, centring on Rand’s key assumptions of 

Objectivism in the context of climate change, biodiversity loss, and 

environmental crises. The narrative reveals the epistemic limitations of 

Objectivism in addressing sustainability challenges and ecological crises. It 

further anticipates that, if order-induced blindness toward technologies and 

innovations persists and intensifies—combined with an anthropocentric 

worldview and a heroic morality of “saving the world”—humanity may face 

a profound systemic absurdity. Along this trajectory, a worldview that 

elevates the “creative mind” as the ultimate driver of progress may ultimately 

erode human agency, leading to a stage where advancement, decision-making, 

and innovation are increasingly governed by artificial intelligence (AI). In 

such a scenario, even decisions of the highest existential and moral 
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consequence—such as the deployment of nuclear weapons—could be 

delegated to AI’s “wisdom.” 

_____________________________________________________________ 

1. Context 

War and military operations are among the leading anthropogenic drivers of 

climate change and exert profound impacts on biodiversity loss and 

environmental degradation (Rist et al., 2024; Vuong et al., 2024). Despite the 

global average temperature over the past three years (2023-2025) exceeding 1.5°C 

above pre-industrial levels – indicating the risk of crossing multiple tipping points 

– armed conflicts continue to intensify worldwide (Armstrong McKay et al., 

2022; Copernicus & European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts, 

2026). Recent escalations involving the United States, Israel, and Iran not only 

result in severe ecological destruction but also divert critical human and material 

resources away from efforts addressing environmental crises. Moreover, they 

inflict profound human loss, pain, and trauma, which can entrench hatred and 

distrust among nations and communities, further undermining global consensus 

and commitment to tackling climate change and biodiversity loss. The 

persistence of such an apparent absurdity is not merely episodic but systemic, 

rooted in dominant anthropocentric and exceptionalist worldviews that shape 

how the nature-human nexus is defined and governed (Tyler, 2020; Vuong, 

Nguyen, & La, 2025). 

Central to these worldviews is Objectivism, a philosophy of radical individualism 

that elevates the autonomous creator as the primary engine of human progress. 

At its core lies “rational egoism” – the idea that the pursuit of one’s own 

happiness and achievement constitutes the highest moral purpose, often framed 

as “the virtue of selfishness.” By positioning the “creative mind” as the driver of 

advancement, Objectivism asserts that any restriction on the individual, whether 

by the state or by social obligation, is a dilution of human greatness and rational 

integrity (Rand, 1943, 1957). This framework constructs a worldview in which 

humans emerge as heroic figures who transform the “raw material” of nature 

into value through reason and technology, reinforcing the growth-oriented and 

technology-centric paradigms within current socio-economic systems. 

Objectivist ideas have significantly shaped the American worldview and serve as 

an intellectual foundation for the ethos of American capitalism, influencing 
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generations of political and economic thought - from entrepreneurs and venture 

capitalists in Silicon Valley to policymakers in the White House (Freedland, 

2017). This influence can be traced in figures such as Ronald Reagan, Milton 

Friedman, and Donald Trump, whose discourses and policies have collectively 

reinforced a broader cultural emphasis on market primacy, individual success, 

technological might, and the moral legitimacy of wealth accumulation (Burns, 

2004; Reagan, 2004; Sunstein, 2021; Wai, 2024). 

Against this backdrop, this paper aims to elucidate the epistemic limitations of 

Objectivism, especially in an age of heightened uncertainties—driven by 

technological disruptions, social inequality, political and geopolitical conflicts, 

and ecological crises. Adopting the Absurdist Approach to Unveiling Possible 

Paradoxical Thinking, the analysis is structured as a fictional dialogue between 

Ayn Rand1 – philosopher of Objectivism and a key intellectual influence on the 

ethos of American capitalism – and Kingfisher, the bird protagonist in Wild Wise 

Weird (Rand, 1943, 1957; Vuong, 2024).  

Wild Wise Weird is a collection of 49 fables set in the whimsical Bird Village by 

Professor Vuong Quan Hoang (Vuong, 2024). The work interweaves the lives 

and interactions of diverse bird species in Bird Village – such as Kingfisher, 

Stork, Pelican, Sparrow, Owl, and Hawk – to portray the richness, complexity, 

and dynamism of the avian world. At the same time, these narratives serve as 

metaphors for key dimensions of human society, including power, competition, 

survival, ignorance, compassion, honour, deception, and violence. Through these 

stories, Bird Village provides not only knowledge and insight but also an 

imaginative space in which readers can reflect on the natural world, human 

society, and, importantly, their own relationships with the surrounding world 

(Nguyen & Khuc, 2026). Thus, although the characters are anthropomorphized 

birds – most notably Kingfisher – their interactions illustrate the absurdities 

embedded in human cognition, socio-economic and cultural systems, and 

humanity’s engagement with nature. By layering such absurdities, the work 

articulates the Uncertainty-Absurdity Mutuality (UAM) proposition and inspires 

the development of the Absurdist Approach (Nguyen, 2026b; Nguyen & Ho, 

2025). These elements form the foundation of “Kingfisherish” thought—a 

perspective that views the world as a monistic, interconnected system, 

emphasizing ecological intelligence and non-linear thinking, and resonating 

strongly with Daoist philosophy (Nguyen, 2025a; Vuong & Nguyen, 2025). 

 
1 Ayn Rand, a Russian-born Jewish émigré who fled the Soviet Union and later settled in the United States, 
emerged as one of the most influential intellectual figures associated with modern American capitalism. 
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2. The Absurdist Methodology 

The Absurdist Approach consists of two primary components: (1) theoretical 

reasoning grounded in Granular Interaction Thinking Theory (GITT) and (2) the 

integration of the Uncertainty-Absurdity Mutuality (UAM) – the core mechanism 

of the Absurdist Approach (Nguyen & Ho, 2025). In prior research, GITT has 

been used to demonstrate how dominant anthropocentric paradigms in 

addressing environmental challenges may inadvertently generate unintended 

consequences, such as the innovation curse (Nguyen et al., 2025), battery bubbles 

(Vuong, Nguyen, Tran, et al., 2025), the weaponization of climate change (Vuong 

et al., 2023), the failures of artificial environmental protection systems (Vuong, 

Nguyen, & La, 2025), and order-induced blindness in the perceived capabilities 

of AI (Nguyen & Vuong, 2024, 2025; Vuong & Ho, 2025). Building on this 

foundation, the present study applies UAM to uncover and analyse the 

paradoxical thinking embedded within anthropocentric worldviews, with 

particular attention to Ayn Rand’s Objectivism. 

UAM rests on two key premises. First, uncertainty is not merely a limitation of 

human measurement but appears to be an intrinsic feature of reality itself. This 

is exemplified by the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle, which shows that certain 

pairs of physical properties cannot be simultaneously determined with arbitrary 

precision (Heisenberg, 1927, 1989). Second, although human cognition is 

evolutionarily attuned to detecting causality, coherence, and purpose (Afiki & 

Bar, 2020; Gärdenfors, 2021; Heyes, 2012), it operates under persistent epistemic 

constraints, including bounded sensory access, limited memory capacity, and 

biases shaped by prior knowledge and value systems. A formal parallel can be 

found in Gödel’s Incompleteness Theorems (Gödel, 1931), which demonstrates 

that within any sufficiently expressive formal system, there exist true propositions 

that cannot be proven using the system’s own axioms. For instance, even 

mathematics – arguably the most rigorously structured epistemic system available 

– remains fundamentally incomplete. 

Taken together, these premises suggest that the human mind must continually 

confront discrepancies between its internal informational structures and external 

reality. Engagement with the world thus becomes an enduring source of 

uncertainty, giving rise to a dynamic interplay between uncertainty and absurdity 

– where increasing uncertainty and seemingly minor absurdities can reinforce one 

another, potentially escalating into broader systemic absurdities (Nguyen, 2026b).  

http://dx.doi.org/10.13135/2384-8677/13474


Ayn Rand and Kingfisher on zero-carbon bombs and a sustainable future 331 

 

Vis Sustain, 25, 327-339 http://dx.doi.org/10.13135/2384-8677/13474                                       

 

Prior to its formal documentation, the UAM proposition had already been 

employed – either in full or in part – in classical Daoist texts such as Laozi’s 

Daode jing and Zhuangzi’s Nanhua jing, as well as in more recent literary works, 

including Aziz Nesin’s Laugh or Lament (2002), Vaclav Havel’s The Power of the 

Powerless (2009), and George Orwell’s Animal Farm (1945), among others. Across 

these traditions, a shared methodological orientation emerges: the use of paradox 

and absurdity to expose the limits of discursive language and to overcome 

dualistic, hierarchical modes of reasoning.  

At its core, this philosophical methodology does not aim to assert propositional 

truths but rather to reveal truth through absurdist epistemology. Specifically, 

these texts deploy what can be termed “absurdist moments” – instances of 

cognitive disruption that suspend habitual conceptual frameworks and reorient 

the reader toward a more monistic mode of thinking, or at minimum evoke a 

form of awareness that resists rigid binary distinctions, thereby enabling 

recognition of the ontological dimensions of reality. In such a state, epistemology 

is forced to approximate ontology as discursive logic reaches its own reductio ad 

absurdum. That is, the distinction between what is known and what is becomes less 

mediated by subjective interpretation. For example, a bomb is intrinsically 

oriented toward destruction regardless of how it is discursively framed or 

labelled; differences in belief merely shape when, where, how, and for what 

purposes it is used, rather than altering its fundamental nature. 

On this basis, the paper constructs an imaginative dialogue between Kingfisher 

and Ayn Rand to create a reflective and contemplative space for engaging with 

low-probability, paradoxical, and humanistically rich possibilities that often elude 

conventional scientific or philosophical analysis (Nguyen, 2026b; Nguyen & Ho, 

2025; Zhuang Zhou, 1964). These narrative constructions function as a 

metaphysical lens for interrogating the epistemic limits of Objectivism and for 

overcoming its order-induced blindness. By extending assumptions to their 

logical extremes or situating them within exaggerated yet plausible narrative 

contexts, the fictional dialogue brings latent contradictions in seemingly coherent 

epistemic and belief systems into sharper focus. 

In this sense, through Kingfisher’s questions – grounded in real, validated, and 

observable phenomena – the narrative introduces sources of uncertainty for the 

inquiring epistemic system to confront. Adhering to the core premises of 

Objectivism, the story then imagines the seemingly most plausible answers and 

solutions that such an epistemic system would generate. If the system becomes 
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increasingly unable to integrate the introduced uncertainties, absurdity will 

gradually emerge, beginning with subtle tensions. Through this process, the 

narrative helps reveal how uncritical faith in innovation, combined with an 

anthropocentric worldview and a heroic morality of “saving the world,” can give 

rise to collective absurdities – situations in which proposed solutions 

simultaneously reproduce or intensify the very crises they aim to resolve. 

Illustrative examples include “zero-carbon bombs” (a metaphor for the absurd 

justification that warfare can be rendered environmentally harmless) and the 

“innovation curse” (a pattern in which costly, energy-intensive technological 

solutions are prioritized despite their questionable effectiveness, thereby 

exacerbating environmental problems while displacing more viable alternatives) 

(Nguyen, 2026a; Nguyen et al., 2025; Nguyen & Vuong, 2025). 

Following the logic of the uncertainty–absurdity spiral, the story further 

anticipates that if this philosophical worldview continues to shape the trajectory 

of the United States – a leading global actor and home to the world’s largest hi-

tech corporations – it may culminate in a profound systemic absurdity: a 

worldview that elevates the “creative mind” as the ultimate driver of progress 

may ultimately displace human agency itself, leading to a stage where 

advancement, decision-making, and innovation are driven by AI’s “wisdom.” In 

such a scenario, even decisions of the highest moral and existential consequence 

– such as the deployment of nuclear weapons – could be delegated to AI systems. 

Importantly, UAM also suggests that when individuals operate within rigid belief 

systems and lack the capacity to recognize and overcome their own epistemic 

limitations, they risk entering a self- and socially reinforcing uncertainty–

absurdity spiral (Nguyen, 2026b). In such conditions, the inability to reconcile 

conflicting information does not dissolve uncertainty but instead generates 

increasingly illogical or absurd justifications to preserve a sense of coherence and 

certainty.  

Imaginative fiction can thus serve as an effective epistemic tool to mitigate this 

dynamic by exposing the paradoxical structures embedded in these belief 

systems. By introducing “surprise” – that is, an unexpected logical pattern that 

disrupts and replaces the anticipated one – such narratives evoke humour. This 

humorous response functions as a low-tension cognitive mechanism, enabling 

individuals to recognize inconsistencies and move beyond the spiral without 

triggering confrontation or radical defensiveness (Hameiri, 2021; Praszkier, 

2025). As a result, it facilitates smoother filtering of incompatible values and 
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knowledge through a reductio ad absurdum process or a transition toward a new 

paradigm, overcoming the cognitive-emotional resistance and denial that often 

arise when the epistemic system is challenged. 

Although the Absurdist Approach may take the form of imaginative narratives, 

its propositions remain grounded in validated scientific knowledge and empirical 

realities. This narrative mode expands readers’ capacity for both information 

reception and imagination without rendering the content misleading or 

unscientific. Indeed, many individuals do not readily engage with dense, abstract 

models or highly formalized philosophical arguments, which can act as cognitive 

barriers that constrain interpretation. In contrast, fictional narrative structures 

lower these barriers by translating abstract concepts into experiential and 

contextually meaningful scenarios. In doing so, they render complex ideas more 

accessible and engaging without becoming didactic, appealing not only to 

scholars across disciplines but also to readers without specialized academic 

training (Nguyen, 2024; Tran, 2025). 

3. Ayn Rand-Kingfisher fiction 

Ayn Rand and Kingfisher chatting on zero-carbon bombs. 

One autumn afternoon, noticing Ayn Rand seated on a stone bench by a pond, 

Kingfisher perches on a nearby red maple tree and strikes up a conversation. 

Kingfisher cheerfully greets Rand: — Are you Ayn Rand, the author of The 

Fountainhead and Atlas Shrugged, the two books that have inspired generations of 

readers in the modern United States? 

Ayn Rand: — That’s right. 

Kingfisher: — I hear everyone talks about your philosophy of Objectivism—not only 

U.S. presidents like Ronald Reagan and Donald Trump, but also Nobel laureates in 

economics like Milton Friedman. Our Bird Village has been trying to figure out how 

to live a green and sustainable life, but despite many plans, we haven’t succeeded. It’s 

such a stroke of luck to meet you here today—could you advise me on how to achieve 

that? 

Ayn Rand: — Of course. 

Kingfisher: — In your view, what is the driving force for change? 
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Ayn Rand: — This motivation comes from individuals themselves. They must possess 

sufficient autonomy and the drive to pursue their own happiness without 

compromising with anyone. Human reason, creativity, and self-determination—as 

forces capable of reshaping the world—will form the foundation for innovation and 

social development. 

Kingfisher: — Does that development include sustainability as well? 

Ayn Rand: — Yes. By making environmental costs visible within the market system, 

individuals pursuing self-interest as their moral purpose will allocate resources most 

efficiently to address environmental costs created by humans. 

Kingfisher: — Could you explain that more clearly? 

Ayn Rand: Driven by self-interest—which now includes zero-carbon goals as part of 

that interest—combined with superior creativity and reasoning, humans will be able 

to develop entirely zero-carbon innovations. 

Kingfisher: — Everything, including military operations and wars? I am told that they 

are among the greatest causes of climate change. 

Ayn Rand: — Yes, it could be everything. With current technology, you could even 

create a zero-carbon bomb, such as nitrogen-based or nuclear weapons. The most 

advanced are nuclear explosives, which derive energy from splitting or fusing atoms 

rather than chemical combustion, so they do not directly produce greenhouse gases 

like carbon dioxide. 

Kingfisher: — But what about the carbon released from vaporizing and burning 

surrounding materials, structures, and vegetation? 

Ayn Rand: — That can be reduced using carbon capture and storage technologies. 

Kingfisher: — What about ecocide? 

Ayn Rand: — Innovation and technological might will solve it all. 

Kingfisher: — But there’s the innovation curse…? 

Ayn Rand: — That’s not real. 

Kingfisher: — Then, why is your thought of technological might real? 

Ayn Rand: — As real as AI's wisdom! 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.13135/2384-8677/13474


Ayn Rand and Kingfisher on zero-carbon bombs and a sustainable future 335 

 

Vis Sustain, 25, 327-339 http://dx.doi.org/10.13135/2384-8677/13474                                       

 

 

Figure 1. Thick plumes of black smoke from a burning oil depot blanket Tehran’s skyline. 
Credit: Hassan Ghaedi/Anadolu via Getty Images; reproduced from Fieldhouse and Basu 
(2026) under CC-BY. 

 

Meanwhile, the choice of Kingfisher as Rand’s interlocutor in this story is 

motivated by two considerations. First, Kingfisher is the bird protagonist in Wild 

Wise Weird, where numerous stories expose contemporary absurdities that inform 

and inspire this study. For example, the notion of the innovation curse is 

illustrated in the “Innovation” story, while the “Ultimate Compassion” story 

portrays the paradox of a self-proclaimed peace lover whose actions, intended to 

promote peace, ultimately give rise to destructive conflict.  

Moreover, in Wild Wise Weird, Kingfisher is not a conventional “protagonist” or 

heroic figure. Rather, he functions as a guide to absurdity—intellectually curious 

yet imperfect, quirky, and prone to missteps. This characterization enables 

readers to recognize and reflect on paradoxes embedded within modes of 

thinking, socio-cultural structures, and epistemic systems in a natural, unforced 

manner. Another application of this characterization also appears in Kingfisherish 

Wandering, where Kingfisher is imagined engaging in wandering conversations 
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with Zhuangzi on Daoist philosophy centred on relativity and non-linearity 

(Nguyen, 2025b). In this context, thought and imagination flow like a stream—

moving around obstacles rather than forcing them aside—thus embodying the 

principle of wu-wei (non-action, 無為) (Nguyen, 2025a). 

Second, employing Kingfisher, a species often utilized as an ecological indicator, 

allows it to symbolically represent wildlife and the broader natural world (Vuong 

& Nguyen, 2023). This enables an imaginative scenario in which nature itself 

enters into dialogue with Rand.  
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