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1. Introduction: Two Instrument Makers

John Holden (1729-1772) was a merchant pot-
ter in Glasgow who began his career manufac-
turing musical instruments, signed himself “phil-
harmonikos,” and never held an academic post.
Charles Burney dismissed him for producing mu-
sic that lacked “graceful elegant melody” [Raz,
2025]. His theoretical treatise—the Essay to-
wards a Rational System of Music (1770)—was
largely forgotten for two and a half centuries un-
til Carmel Raz recovered it as a landmark in the
history of cognitive science: the earliest detailed
account of how the human mind perceives music
through unconscious acts of grouping, attention,
and temporal comparison [Raz, 2025].

Aesthetic.Computer is a mobile-first runtime for
creative computing, built by a single developer
across 94 predecessor projects spanning more
than a decade. It has no venture funding, no
product-market fit, and no tutorial. It boots into
a prompt. The first thing you can do is play it.
Critics of mainstream software might note that it
lacks menus, tooltips, and onboarding flows. Its
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primary instrument, notepat, turns a QWERTY
keyboard into a synthesizer and uses folk songs
as its pedagogical material.

This paper argues that the convergence between
Holden’s 18th-century theory and AC’s 21st-
century practice is not accidental. Both emerge
from the same structural position: a practitioner
who builds instruments, works with humble ma-
terials, refuses inherited frameworks, and discov-
ers general principles through sustained engage-
ment with a constrained domain. Both produce
theories that professionals in their respective
fields have overlooked—precisely because the pro-
fessional’s training obscures what the outsider’s
practice reveals.

The argument proceeds in three stages. First, we
summarize Holden’s theory as recovered by Raz
(§2). Second, we identify point-by-point conver-
gences with AC’s design philosophy (§4). Third,
we propose concrete ways AC can advance the
problems Holden left unfinished (§5).

ot
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2. Holden's Theory: A Summary

Raz’s Hearing with the Mind: Proto-Cognitive
Music Theory in the Scottish Enlightenment [Raz,
2025] reconstructs Holden’s system across five in-
terrelated claims. We summarize each briefly.

2.1 The Module

The heart of Holden’s system is the module: an
internalized temporal unit derived from the key
note, against which the mind measures all other
pitches. Like the monochord, it is divided and
subdivided to produce scale intervals—but unlike
the monochord, it is a mental construct, “an in-
trojection of the monochord’s quantitative model
within the mind” [Raz, 2025]. The module is not
a physical object. It is an abstraction maintained
by the listener’s cognition, a standard against
which incoming sounds are compared, grouped,
and hierarchically organized.

Holden uses relative rather than absolute val-
ues: the module “grounds a cognitive framework
against which other pitches are hierarchically or-
ganized and perceived.” This makes his system
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fundamentally perceptual rather than acoustical.
The question is not what frequencies are present
in the air, but how the mind organizes them.

2.2 Isochronous Grouping

Holden proposes that “among the isochronous
single vibrations of musical sounds the mind nat-
urally seeks to constitute isochronous compound
parcels”—groups of equally spaced units orga-
nized hierarchically by the small primes 2 and 3.
These nested groupings are cumulative: groups
of groups, recursively structured.

This principle explains both pitch (scale degrees
as subdivisions of the module by prime factors)
and rhythm (metric organization as involuntary
accentuation of regular beats). Raz notes that
Holden’s account of subjective rhythmicization—
the involuntary accentuation of every nth beat in
an undifferentiated series—predates Kirnberger’s
by six years [Raz, 2025].

EN|
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2.3 Attention as Primary Faculty

Attention in Holden’s system is not a passive
spotlight but an active, dual-function faculty.
When a listener “fixes his attention on one sound
as a key note,” other sounds are “necessarily re-
ferred to” it. Attention also explains consonance
and dissonance: when notes “do not unite, but
separately distract the attention of the hearer,”
this constitutes discord.

Holden speaks of attention as “partly divided”
at all times—selectively focusing on competing
tonal centers. Upper and lower voices “attract
most of our attention” due to perceptual salience.
This anticipates modern work on auditory stream
segregation and selective attention in music per-
ception.

2.4 Bottom-Up and Top-Down Processing

Raz maps Holden’s account onto a tripartite pro-
cessing model:

o Low-level: The ear judges regularity, discard-
ing non-isochronous sounds.

e Mid-level: The mind decomposes into prime

https://papers.aesthetic.computer/potter-and-prompt-26-arxiu-cards.pdf+#page=8
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factors, derives the module, and compares in-
coming intervals to previously established divi-
sions.

o High-level: Voicing, register, and harmonic
function are determined through the interac-
tion of attention, memory, and expectation.

Crucially, this is not a one-way pipeline. “Pre-
viously held modules, factorings, and fundamen-
tals in implicit memory directly affect perception
of new sounds”™—top-down processing shapes
what the listener hears, not just how they inter-
pret it.

2.5 The Fundamental Bass as Cognitive
Artifact

Holden reinterprets Rameau’s basse fondamen-
tale as a mental phenomenon rather than an
acoustical one. When the mind encounters a
chord, it “automatically and unconsciously sup-
plies an appropriate accompanying fundamen-
tal bass note” through its grouping of sounds
into nested hierarchies of small primes. Where
Rameau’s mechanism remains “occult,” Holden
provides a cognitive explanation: the fundamen-
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tal bass is what happens when the mind tries
to make sense of simultaneous sounds using the
same prime-factor decomposition it applies every-
where else.

10
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3. The Scottish Enlightenment Context

Holden did not work in isolation. Raz traces
his philosophical foundations to Thomas Reid’s
common-sense realism, particularly Reid’s model
of the mind as active—directing attention volun-
tarily, organizing experience through judgment,
rather than passively receiving sense impressions
in the manner of Hume’s associationism [Reid,

1764, Hume, 1739].

Reid’s innovation was to insist that the mind has
agency in deciding what to attend to. Memory
preserves identity across time; consciousness op-
erates “like perception, except that it takes as
objects the mind’s own operations.” Reid him-
self used music as a central example—*“the situ-
ation of attending to a specific part of a musi-
cal texture”—suggesting that the selective, ac-
tive character of musical listening was part of
what led him to his broader theory of mind.

Holden took Reid’s active mind and asked: what
specifically does it do when it hears music?
The answer—grouping, subdividing, comparing,
attending—constitutes the first detailed cogni-

11
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tive model of music perception. It bridges the
gap between traditional music theory (which
describes what we hear) and cognitive science
(which explains how we hear it).

This genealogy matters because AC inherits from
a parallel tradition. Where Holden draws on
Reid, AC draws on Papert’s constructionism [Pa-
pert, 1980], Illich’s convivial tools [Illich, 1973],
and Nelson’s vision of personal computing as cre-
ative liberation [Nelson, 1974]. In both cases, the
philosophical commitment is the same: the mind
is not a passive consumer of inputs but an active
constructor of meaning, and the instrument’s job
is to make that construction visible, audible, and
manipulable.

12
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Y. Conuergences

4.1 The Module and the Piece Lifecycle

Holden’s module is a mental construct that the
listener maintains to parse incoming auditory in-
put. It is derived from the first sounds heard
(typically the tonic), and all subsequent percep-
tion is organized relative to it. The module is not
the music itself—it is the framework the mind
builds to hear the music.

AC’s piece lifecycle operates analogously. Every
piece exports functions—boot, act, sim, paint—
that together constitute a perceptual loop: ini-
tialize a framework (boot), receive input (act),
update internal state (sim), produce output
(paint). The piece is not a static program; it is
a cognitive scaffold that processes time-varying
input against an established context, just as the
module processes incoming pitches against the
key.

The structural correspondence is precise.
Holden’s module is derived from the first sounds
and then maintained by the mind as a reference.

13
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AC’s boot function establishes the piece’s initial
state, and then sim and paint maintain and
express it frame by frame. In both systems, the
framework is:

1. Established from initial input

2. Maintained through time as a reference stan-
dard

3. Used to organize and interpret subsequent
events

4. Relative, not absolute (Holden’s module uses
ratios; AC’s screen coordinates scale to any dis-

play)

This mapping was described in AC’s own theoret-
ical writing before any encounter with Holden:
“The piece lifecycle maps onto the perception-
action cycle described by enactive cognitive sci-
ence: an agent perceives its environment (act),
updates its internal state (sim), and produces an
output (paint)” [@jeffrey, 2026d].

14
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4.2 Attention and Immediate-Mode Ren-
dering

Holden insists that attention is always active, al-
ways “partly divided,” always selecting among
competing stimuli. Music exists only in the lis-
tener’s sustained act of attending to it. Without
attention, there is no module, no key, no funda-
mental bass—only undifferentiated sound.

AC’s immediate-mode rendering engine embod-
ies the same principle computationally. Every
frame is drawn from scratch. There is no retained
scene graph, no persistent visual state, no DOM.
“This is an aesthetic commitment to the present
tense of computation. The piece exists only in its
execution. A screenshot captures one frame of a
process that has no stable state to capture” [@Qjef-
frey, 2026b].

In Holden’s system, the moment the listener
stops attending, the music stops being music. In
AC, the moment the renderer stops drawing, the
screen goes blank. Both systems refuse to cache,
store, or persist the act of perception. Both in-
sist that the thing perceived is constituted in
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the act of perceiving it—a position that aligns
with Reid’s active-mind philosophy and, indepen-
dently, with Varela’s enactivism [Varela et al.,
1991].

Friedrich Kittler argued that software obscures
the material reality of computation [Kittler,
1999]. AC’s immediate-mode model resists this
by “making the relationship between code and
screen explicit—every pixel is drawn every frame,
with nothing hidden behind abstraction lay-
ers” [@jeffrey, 2026¢]. Holden’s module resists a
parallel obscuring: where Rameau’s fundamental
bass is “occult,” the module makes the cognitive
act of hearing explicit—it names the mental
operation and describes its mechanism.

4.3 Constraint as Epistemological Advan-
tage

Raz makes a remarkable observation about
Holden’s limited musical training: “his rather
weak musical background may paradoxically
have been an advantage—if not a prerequisite—
in his creation of an innovative theory of mu-
sic” [Raz, 2025]. Holden worked from psalm

16
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tunes and folk melodies because that was what
he knew. This constraint forced him to theo-
rize from the simplest possible materials, which
turned out to be exactly the right starting point
for a theory of universal cognitive principles.

AC’s relationship to constraint is identical. The
system is built by one person. It runs on minimal
hardware. Its primary instrument maps notes to
a typing keyboard. Its song library draws from
folk traditions. These are not compromises—
they are design decisions that produce theoreti-
cal insights unavailable to well-resourced, feature-
complete platforms.

The folk-songs paper makes this explicit: “Folk
songs evolved to be playable without notation,
memorizable without instruments, and fork-
able without permission. These properties—
constrained pitch range, repetitive structure,
oral transmissibility—make folk melodies struc-
turally ideal for notepat” [Q@jeffrey, 2026a]. Pass-
more et al’s finding that “note changes with
smaller melodic impact are more likely to sur-
vive” describes an evolutionary selection pressure
toward simplicity [Passmore et al., 2023]—the

17
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same simplicity that gave Holden his “nurses’
tunes” and gave AC its song mode.

The parallel extends to the practition-
ers themselves. Holden signed himself
“philharmonikos”—mnot a professional musician
but an amateur lover of music, closer to the
mathematical “philomath” than to the concert
virtuoso. AC’s author is not a computer scientist
by training. In both cases, the outsider position
is generative. The professional’s expertise comes
with inherited frameworks that constrain what
questions can be asked. The outsider, work-
ing from practice rather than curriculum, asks
questions the field has not formulated.

4.4 Our Nurses’ Tunes: Folk Materials as
Foundation

Holden explicitly chose to illustrate his theory
with “common Psalm tunes of the church, [which]
are more universally known than any other pieces
of music...as we should first learn to spell and read
our mother-tongue, so we should first learn to ap-
ply the scale..to our nurses’ tunes” [Raz, 2025].
By asking readers to reflect on melodies famil-

18
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iar since childhood, he ensured his insights were
“available to all, regardless of their background
and training.”

AC’s notepat makes the same pedagogical move.
Song mode transforms the instrument into a
guided interface where “only the correct note is
active, and pressing it advances the song. The
player cannot make a mistake—they can only
wait... The instrument teaches the song by refus-
ing to let you fail” [@jeffrey, 2026e]. This mirrors
Orff and Kodaly pedagogies, which constrain the
instrument to match the learner’s ability—but
it also mirrors Holden’s insistence that theory
should begin with the melodies everyone already
knows.

The URL-as-oral-tradition model deepens this
connection. “A notepat song encoding is a URL.
Sharing a song is sharing a link. Modifying a
song is editing a text string and sharing a new
link. The ‘oral tradition’ becomes a tradition
of URLs” [@jeffrey, 2026a]. The International
Folk Music Council identified continuity, varia-
tion, and community selection as the three prop-
erties of the folk process. AC’s URL-based shar-

19
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ing satisfies all three: the link persists (continu-
ity), anyone can edit it (variation), and social
sharing determines which encodings survive (se-
lection).

4.5 Embodied Learning without Curricu-
lum

Holden’s theory describes learning as a pro-
cess the mind performs involuntarily: “this ac-
cent..arises from involuntary acts of attention.”
The listener does not decide to group beats into
fours—the mind does it automatically, and the
conscious experience of meter is a consequence,
not a cause. Learning to hear music is not a
matter of being taught rules but of having the
mind’s innate grouping operations activated by
appropriate input.

AC’s pedagogical philosophy makes the same
claim about learning to compute: “There is no
tutorial. There is no ‘getting started’ guide...The
user encounters the prompt and begins typing.
The system responds. Learning happens through
exploration, failure, and the gradual accumu-
lation of memorized paths—the same way one

20
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learns an instrument” [Qjeffrey, 2026b]. This
“produces a different kind of knowledge than
tutorial-based systems: embodied, improvisa-
tional, personal.”

Both reject the assumption that competence
requires explicit instruction. Both treat
the learner’s existing cognitive capacities as
sufficient—given the right interface. Holden
trusts the mind’s grouping faculty; AC trusts
the user’s capacity to explore. Papert’s construc-
tionism provides the modern theoretical frame:
“Logo was not about teaching programming. It
was about giving children a medium for thinking
about thinking” [Papert, 1980]. The prompt, like
the psalm tune, is a medium for thinking—not a
lesson plan.

4.6 Notation as Performative Interface

Holden’s Essay is itself a kind of score: it asks
the reader to perform cognitive experiments on
familiar melodies, to introspect on what happens
when they attend to different parts of the musical
texture. The theoretical text is not a passive de-
scription of facts but an invitation to reproduce

21
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specific perceptual experiences.

AC’s whistlegraph—a graphic score in which
drawing, singing, and lyrics are performed
simultaneously—operates on the same princi-
ple: “The finished drawing serves as a graphic
score..Anyone who can see the drawing and re-
call the melody can perform the whistlegraph.
The score teaches you how to play it” [@jeffrey,
2026g]. When AC renamed its README.md to
SCORE.md, it imported this framework explic-
itly: the project document is “a set of instruc-
tions for producing a temporal event,” addressed
to both human contributors and automated
systems [Q@jeffrey, 2026f].

In both cases, the notation is not a representation
of music or software but an interface for produc-
ing it. The score is performative, not descriptive.
Goodiepal’s position, which AC adopts, extends
this further: “Goodiepal’s scores are not instruc-
tions for human performers. They are documents
addressed to any system capable of interpreta-
tion” [@jeffrey, 2026b]. Holden’s Essay addresses
any mind capable of hearing psalm tunes. The
document and the reader co-produce the theory.

22
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5. Hduancing Holden's Program

Raz identifies several problems that Holden’s sys-
tem raises but does not resolve. AC is positioned
to advance each of them—mnot as a historical ex-
ercise but as a living computational laboratory.

5.1 The Module as Testable Computa-
tional Construct

Holden proposes the module as a mental con-
struct but has no way to observe it directly. It
remains a theoretical posit. AC can make it com-
putational.

A piece could implement the module explicitly:
derive a temporal reference from the first pitch
played, subdivide it by prime factors to generate
a scale, and render the resulting tonal framework
visually in real time. The user would see their
own module—the cognitive scaffolding Holden
describes—drawn on screen as they play. Chang-
ing the key note would restructure the visual
framework. Playing ambiguous intervals would
show the module in tension, divided between
competing interpretations.

23

https://papers.aesthetic.computer/potter-and-prompt-26-a -cards.pdf#page=c3


https://papers.aesthetic.computer/potter-and-prompt-26-arxiv-cards.pdf#page=23

This is not a simulation of Holden’s theory but
an instantiation of it. The piece lifecycle already
mirrors the module’s operation: establish a refer-
ence (boot), maintain it against incoming input
(act/sim), express it as perceptual output (paint).
Building a Holden module piece would make the
implicit correspondence explicit and testable.

5.2 Subjective Rhythmicization in Interac-
tive Systems

Holden’s claim that the mind involuntarily ac-
cents every nth beat in an undifferentiated se-
ries is one of his most testable predictions. In
a conventional listening experiment, the stimu-
lus is fixed. But in an interactive system like
notepat, the user produces the beats themselves,
at their own tempo, with their own variations.

An AC piece could present an isochronous click
track and let the user tap along, then visualize
where the user’s involuntary accents fall. Alter-
natively, it could present no accents at all and
ask the user to indicate when they hear an ac-
cent in a perfectly uniform sequence—replicating
Holden’s thought experiment as a real-time inter-

24
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active task.

The bare-metal AC Native OS, which runs at
192kHz audio with 128-sample periods, provides
the temporal precision needed for such experi-
ments. The input system already captures ana-
log key pressure via the NuPhy HE protocol.
Combining pressure-sensitive input with high-
resolution audio output creates an instrument ca-
pable of measuring the fine-grained timing varia-
tions that subjective rhythmicization produces.

5.3 The Universalism Problem

Raz identifies the central unresolved tension in
Holden’s system: he claims to describe universal
cognitive mechanisms (grouping by small primes,
attention, the module), but his evidence comes
entirely from Scottish psalm tunes and the West-
ern diatonic scale. He writes that “the major
scale has always been, and will always be the
same in all ages and countries: it seems to have
been one of those laws which the great Author of
Nature prescribed to himself.” This is a strong
universalist claim. It is also empirically wrong.
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AC is positioned to address this because its folk-
song infrastructure is not culturally bounded.
The URL-encoding system that represents
melodies as shareable strings can encode any
scale system—pentatonic, hexatonic, microtonal,
or otherwise. Song mode can constrain the
keyboard to any set of intervals, not just the
Western diatonic. The folk-process model (con-
tinuity, variation, selection) applies to any oral
tradition.

A research program could use AC to test the
separability of Holden’s claims: which cogni-
tive principles (grouping, prime-factor decompo-
sition, modular comparison) hold across different
scale systems, and which are artifacts of the dia-
tonic context he assumed? If the module is truly
a universal cognitive mechanism, it should orga-
nize pentatonic and chromatic materials with the
same facility. If grouping by 2 and 3 is innate, it
should shape rhythmic perception in traditions
that emphasize 5, 7, or irregular meters. AC
provides the platform to test these predictions
interactively, with users from any musical back-
ground.

26
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5.4 Attention Tracking in Real-Time Cre-
ative Computing

Holden theorized about attention but could only
observe its effects indirectly, through the music-
theoretical consequences of different attentional
states. AC can observe attention directly.

The platform already tracks input events at
millisecond resolution: keystrokes, touch coor-
dinates, mouse position, analog key pressure.
In notepat, these events correspond to musical
decisions—which note to play, when to play it,
how hard to press. The pattern of a user’s input
over time is a trace of their attention: which reg-
ister they favor, whether they track the melody
or the harmony, how long they sustain a note
before moving on.

An AC piece could visualize this attentional trace
in real time, showing the user where their at-
tention is directed within the tonal framework—
essentially making Holden’s “divided attention”
visible. This would not just illustrate the the-
ory; it would generate data about how attention
actually behaves in interactive musical contexts,
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where the listener and performer are the same
person.

5.5 Anne Young’s Games and Ludic Peda-
gogy

Raz’s concluding chapter describes Anne Young’s
“music-theoretical game set”—a synthesis of mu-
sic theory, antagonistic gameplay, and juvenile
pedagogy from the late 18th century. This is
arguably the first ludic music-theory interface:
learning through play, within formal constraints,
with an opponent.

AC already operates in this space. Song mode is a
game: play the right note to advance, fail to play
it and wait. The whistlegraph is a game: draw,
sing, and speak simultaneously, maintaining co-
ordination across three modalities. The prompt
itself is a game: guess the right command, dis-
cover new paths, build a repertoire.

A direct implementation of Young’s game set as
an AC piece would complete a remarkable cir-
cuit: an 18th-century Scottish pedagogical game,
recovered by a 21st-century musicologist, instan-

28
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tiated in a 21st-century computing instrument
whose design philosophy independently recapitu-
lates the theory that motivated the game in the
first place.

29
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6. The Outsider's Aduantage

The deepest convergence between Holden and
AC is not any specific technical claim but a
shared epistemological position: the outsider-
practitioner sees what the specialist cannot.

Holden was not a professional musician, and this
was his advantage. Raz writes: “his rather weak
musical background may paradoxically have been
an advantage—if not a prerequisite.” Profes-
sional musicians in 1770 inherited Rameau’s
framework, which provided answers to questions
about harmony and tonality that Holden did not
know to take for granted. Because he lacked the
professional’s inherited framework, he was forced
to ask: what does the mind actually do when it
hears a chord? The answer he produced antici-
pated cognitive science by two hundred years.

AC occupies the same position relative to main-
stream software. It does not inherit the assump-
tions of product-market fit, user onboarding, fea-
ture parity, or platform economics. It asks: what
does a computer actually do when someone plays
it? The answers it produces—immediate-mode

30
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as aesthetic commitment, the prompt as instru-
ment, the URL as oral tradition, the piece as
cognitive extension—are invisible from inside the
software industry’s inherited frameworks.

Illich named this position. A “convivial tool”
is one that “expands personal autonomy” rather
than “requiring institutional mediation” [Illich,
1973]. Holden’s Essay is a convivial tool for
thinking about music: it requires only a mind
and some psalm tunes. AC is a convivial tool for
creative computing: it requires only a keyboard
and a URL. Both resist the professionalization
that would make their insights inaccessible to the
people who most need them.

Nelson wrote in 1974: “you can and must under-
stand computers NOW?” [Nelson, 1974]. Holden
might have written, in 1770: you can and must
understand music NOW-—not through treatises
on counterpoint and figured bass, but through
the tunes you already know, the attention you
already possess, the grouping your mind already
performs. Both are radical democratic claims
about who is qualified to understand the systems
that shape their lives.
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7. Conclusion: A Living Laboratory

Holden’s Essay towards a Rational System of Mu-
stc was forgotten for 250 years. It took Raz’s re-
covery to show that an 18th-century potter had
anticipated the cognitive science of music with
extraordinary precision and detail. The theory
was ahead of its time—but it was also ahead of
its tools. Holden had no way to instantiate the
module, to visualize attention, to test grouping
interactively, to compare his predictions across
musical traditions. He had only the psalm tunes,
the printed page, and the reader’s willingness to
introspect.

Aesthetic.Computer provides the tools Holden
lacked. Not because it was designed for this
purpose, but because it was designed from the
same position—an instrument maker working
with humble materials, building a system that
makes cognition audible and visible. The piece
lifecycle is the module. Immediate-mode render-
ing is sustained attention. Song mode is “our
nurses’ tunes.” The prompt is the Essay’s invita-
tion to begin.
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The proposal is not to build a Holden simulator.
It is to recognize that AC already is a Holden-
like system—a platform where the mind’s musi-
cal cognition is made explicit, manipulable, and
shareable—and to pursue the research program
this recognition enables. The module can be
made computational. Subjective rhythmicization
can be measured interactively. The universalism
question can be tested across scale systems. At-
tention can be tracked in real time.

Holden asked what the mind does when it hears
music. AC asks what the mind does when it plays
a computer. The answer, this paper argues, is the
same: it groups, it attends, it compares against
an internalized standard, and it constructs mean-
ing from the simplest available materials. The
potter and the prompt are working on the same
problem. It is time they worked together.
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