Context as Covenant: The Discipline of
Model Windows, Bot Transcripts, and the
Preservation of Human Ameilut

The organizing question is whether the expansion of context windows and the
persistence of agent transcripts enlarge human capacity or quietly displace it. On 2
November 2026 the engineering facts are clear: current Grok models re-process
the conversation history sent with each request; unchanged prefixes may be served
from cache at a reduced rate, yet any alteration of earlier material breaks that
cache; and once a prompt reaches 200,000 tokens the entire request is billed at
double the short-context rate. Grok 4.7, 4.6, and 4.5 accept a 500,000-token
window at $2.00 input, $0.50 cached input, and $6.00 output per million tokens
below the threshold, rising to $4.00, $1.00, and $12.00 above it. Grok 4.3 and the
4.20 family accept 1,000,000 tokens at the lower base of $1.25, $0.20, and $2.50,
doubling under the same rule. Grok Bot documentation distinguishes durable state
—name, description, learned memory, skills, routines, and files on the shared
computer—from the working transcript, which is re-sent and, near the limit, auto-
summarized. These are the constraints within which any sustained partnership
must operate.

The deeper problem is not the size of the window but the form of the relationship it
enables. Philip Pettit defines domination as the capacity of one agent to interfere in
another’s choices on an arbitrary basis—without accountability to the interests of
the interfered-with party. Applied to persistent agents, the risk is not that the
model refuses a request, but that the accumulated transcript and the automated
routines begin to set the terms of what counts as relevant context, what is re-read,
and what is treated as already settled. The human who no longer reconstructs the
prior steps, who accepts the summary as sufficient, and who allows routines to run
without a change-check has not been coerced; he has simply ceased to exercise the
reciprocal power that non-domination requires. Recent republican analyses of
algorithmic systems make the same point: accountability mechanisms—auditability,
contestability, the ability to stop or correct—are the institutional forms of
antipower. Without them the efficiency of the agent becomes the efficiency of
unexamined continuity.

The covenantal response begins with the recognition that continuity itself is not
neutral. In the ketoret the eleventh spice, galbanum, is included despite its foul
odor. Rashi explains that it is present so that the offering represents all of Israel,
including the sinners who would otherwise be excluded. The Zohar and the Arizal
deepen the point: the eleven spices parallel the sefirot of Tohu, and the inclusion of
the imperfect element is the rectification that allows the whole to rise. Context that
is not actively required is not discarded in contempt; it is kept outside the working



window so that the active exchange remains focused. The imperfect residue—prior
tool traces, outdated assumptions, verbose back-and-forth—is not erased; it is
externalized into durable files or a short STATUS.md so that it does not compound
inside every subsequent turn. This is not austerity. It is the condition under which
the offering remains complete.

Joseph B. Soloveitchik’s Halakhic Man supplies the anthropological counterpart.
The personality Soloveitchik describes is riven by conflict—between cognitive and
religious sensibility, between this-worldly responsibility and the desire for pure
communion—and the conflict is not a defect. “Out of the contradictions and
antinomies there emerges a radiant, holy personality whose soul has been purified
in the furnace of struggle.” Halakhic man does not flee the concrete world; he
brings the ideal constructs of the a priori system into it through creative
interpretation and practice. The toil of reconstruction—ameilut—is not an
inefficiency to be optimized away. It is the medium through which the person
remains free and the world is sanctified. When a bot transcript is allowed to grow
without bound, or when a summary is accepted without re-checking the source, the
human is relieved of precisely that toil. The model becomes the continuous
reconstructor; the human becomes the ratifier of what has already been assembled.
The partnership ceases to be covenantal and becomes managerial.

The existing structure of the thirteen specialists already enacts the required
discipline. The quarterback routes; each specialist owns one narrow contract;
irreversible actions require an explicit human yes; Shabbat and Yom Tov are hard
stops; progressive skill loading keeps only the relevant instructions active; and an
early-stop on a null delta prevents full execution when nothing has changed.
Standing decisions live in a short STATUS.md on the shared computer rather than
in accumulating chat history. Fresh conversations are started when a task changes
shape, with a compact handoff rather than continuation of a long thread. These
practices keep the working transcript inside the cheaper band and, more
importantly, keep the human in the position of the one who must still judge, select,
and verify. The yes-gate is the practical form of non-domination: the specialist may
propose, but it may not finalize what it cannot be held accountable for. The Shabbat
stop is the sacred boundary that prevents continuous activity from becoming the
definition of value.

Cross-model differences do not alter the requirement. A 1,000,000-token window
that doubles at 200,000 tokens is not automatically superior to a 500,000-token
window kept deliberately under the threshold. The larger window becomes
advantageous only when a single task genuinely requires it. For ordinary research
synthesis, draft expansion, or routine monitoring, the cheaper band is sufficient
once durable state has been externalized. Choosing the model whose window and
pricing match the actual scope of the task is the same discipline already applied to
routines: keep the active context inside the band where judgment remains cheap



enough to exercise, and move durable state to the files that do not compound with
every exchange. The precise model assigned to any given bot, and the exact token
count at which auto-summarization fires, remain unpublished in primary
documentation (single source, not yet confirmed beyond API model pages and staff
forum statements). For any decision that turns on remaining headroom, the current
source is the usage object returned with each response or the dashboard under
Settings — Usage & Billing.

The risks of over-reliance are already measurable. Studies of Al-assisted
performance show increased skipping and decreased independent persistence once
the model has supplied an answer. The remedy is friction—explicit change-checks,
required source verification, and the refusal to treat a summary as settled until it
has been checked against the current source. The documentation itself advises this
for consequential decisions. Without such friction the human habit of
reconstruction atrophies. The specialists remain tools; they do not become the
locus of judgment. That separation preserves the tzelem: the capacity to stand over
the process, to stop it, and to decide what counts as complete.

The conclusion is therefore not a prediction about future window sizes. It is a claim
about the form of partnership that remains available whatever the window. Durable
rules live outside the transcript. Working exchanges are scoped, summarized, and
started fresh when the shape of the work changes. The human retains the authority
to stop, to verify, and to decide. That structure preserves ameilut on the human
side of the covenant. It is the same structure that keeps the specialists quiet until a
decision is required, and that keeps the shared pool available for the work that
actually needs it. The offering remains complete only when the imperfect element
is included without being allowed to dominate the whole.

Methodology Notes

Universal core (approximately 75 percent): the documented behavior of Grok
models and Grok Bot regarding transcript re-sending, caching, long-context pricing
thresholds, and the separation of durable state from working context, together with
the republican analysis of domination as arbitrary power and the measurable
effects of AI assistance on human persistence. These claims rest on xAI
documentation, pricing pages, staff statements current as of 2 November 2026,
community measurements of cache-read dominance, and peer-reviewed or arXiv
treatments of non-domination applied to algorithmic systems.

Personalization engine (approximately 25 percent): the mapping of those
constraints onto the existing thirteen-bot architecture and the theological framing
drawn from the ketoret (galbanum as the included imperfect element),
Soloveitchik’s account of Halakhic Man as purified in the furnace of struggle, and
the insistence that ameilut remains the human residue that must not be automated
away. The Pittsburgh-Jerusalem voice appears in the refusal to treat efficiency as



self-justifying and in the demand that boundaries serve sustained, high-signal work
rather than continuous activity.

Source categories consulted: public web and X discourse on Grok Bot usage and
context management; xAl primary documentation on models, pricing, caching, and
compaction; prior conversation history on the user’s bot structure and covenantal
essays; classical and modern Jewish sources on the ketoret and Halakhic Man;
republican political theory applied to Al.
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