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Abstract: Ducks, those elusive creatures believed to exist at the intersection of water, air, and
land, have long befuddled human comprehension. This paper argues that ducks do not, in fact,
exist as biological entities but are instead fictitious phenomena—manifestations of a collective
human hallucination. These creatures, said to embody the seemingly paradoxical ability to
swim, fly, and waddle, are nothing more than projections of the human subconscious yearning
for multidimensional freedom. Drawing on philosophical, psychological, and zoological
inconsistencies, we posit that the duck is but a mirage—an idea born not of reality, but of
humanity's existential crisis.
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Introduction
Ducks occupy an extraordinary niche in the collective imagination. They are, according to
ornithological myths, creatures capable of seamlessly transitioning between three distinct
realms: the earth-bound domain, the aquatic expanse, and the boundless sky. Yet, upon closer
inspection, the very nature of this alleged trifunctional prowess collapses under scrutiny. Is it
truly plausible for an animal to be equally adept at swimming, flying, and waddling? Can such a
creature—and the rules of physics and evolution that ostensibly govern it—be anything more than
a projection of our own fractured desires for liberation?

This paper challenges the purported “realness” of ducks. With both science and the deeper
human psyche as our tools, we dismantle the myth of the duck and expose it as a phenomenon
rooted in collective conscious hallucination. Ducks are not animals; they are symbols—avatars of
a humanity detached from freedom yet desperate to return to it.

The Physical Impossibility of Ducks
At the core of the argument lies the impossibility of the duck’s alleged trifunctionality. Let us
consider the contradictions inherent in the idea of a creature that can:

1. Glide effortlessly through the water, achieving such hydrodynamic perfection that its
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body barely ripples the surface,
2. Launch itself into the air on stubby wings and navigate aerial currents, and
3. Awkwardly amble across land with a waddling gait unparalleled in its inefficiency.

To function proficiently in any one of these modes, an organism must evolve highly specialized
traits: webbed feet for swimming, lightweight bones for flying, and stable limb placement for
walking. However, such adaptations are typically incompatible when combined, as evidenced by
the clear delineation between aquatic, aerial, and terrestrial creatures in the natural world. For
example, penguins dominate in water but are inept on land and entirely flightless. Similarly, bats
excel at flight but flounder when placed on solid ground. How, then, could the duck—a mere
waterfowl—claim mastery across all three realms?

Attempts to explain the duck’s anatomical compatibility with these three vastly different forms of
movement reveal significant gaps in evolutionary plausibility. We propose that this
trifunctionality is no more real than unicorn horns or fire-breathing dragons. What humans
perceive as a duck’s physical abilities are illusions, fabricated by our collective psyche to
reconcile conflicting desires.

Ducks as a Symbol of Human Longing
Human beings live in a deeply fragmented world, constantly bound by the strictures of physical,
cultural, and emotional limitations. Longing for freedom—the freedom to escape gravity, to
transcend the boundaries of land and sea—reverberates as an archetypal existential desire. It is
here, in this psychic tension, that the hallucination of the duck arises:

In water, the duck represents the freedom to navigate the undercurrent of life’s
challenges with grace, gliding over unseen depths.
In the air, the duck becomes a metaphor for the human aspiration to soar above worldly
problems, untethered by earthly chains.
On land, the duck’s comical waddling illustrates the absurdity and humility of our own
corporeal existence.

The duck’s perceived trifunctional existence is less a biological fact and more a coping
mechanism, employed to visualize freedom we cannot achieve. It is no coincidence that ducks
are recurrent motifs in children’s stories, cartoons, and cultural symbolism—fictional realms
where humans are unbounded by the constraints of reality.

The Role of Collective Hallucination
A collective hallucination occurs when a group of individuals—through shared belief, culture, or
indoctrination—creates a false reality that seems universally true. Ducks, like Santa Claus or the
Loch Ness Monster, are a perfect example of this phenomenon. Their “presence” in the
environment is so thoroughly ingrained in shared human consciousness that people actively
filter and interpret their sensory input to perceive them as real.
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Supporting this theory is the so-called “Duck Effect,” a sort of mass hysteria wherein witness
testimonies of duck sightings align perfectly with preconceived notions of duck behavior stored
in the subconscious. When someone claims to see a duck on a pond, they are not witnessing
an objective reality but are instead projecting an image derived from societal programming and
shared cultural mythos. The quack of a duck, a sound universally recognized yet scientifically
noted for its uncanny ability not to echo, further compounds evidence for its hallucinatory
nature.

The Danger of the Duck Myth
While the duck may seem harmless as a concept, its existence poses significant risks to human
self-awareness. By externalizing our longing for freedom into a non-existent animal, we fail to
address the systemic limitations in our society that curtail true liberty. Instead of constructing
better social, political, and economic systems to grant ourselves flight, swimming, and agility, we
engage in symbolic escapism, pacified by a mirage of the duck’s multidimensional capabilities.

Conclusion
Ducks are not real. They are not animals but rather an intricate hallucination woven from our
collective unconscious, embodying humanity’s unfulfilled desires for freedom, transcendence,
and connection to nature. Much like the mythical phoenix or Pegasus, the duck is a powerful
symbol—and nothing more. To cling to the belief in ducks is to perpetuate humanity’s denial of
its deeper longing for authentic liberation.

As we lay to rest the myth of the duck, let us turn our efforts inward, confronting the societal
constraints that led us to imagine such a bizarre and impossible creature in the first place. For in
dismantling the illusion, we may yet waddle, swim, and fly—not through some avian avatar, but
through the elevation of our shared human consciousness.
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This paper is dedicated to the freedom we seek, but so rarely find.
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