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1 Mutual Corrigible Dignity

BETA — source-based editorial synthesis

Mutual dignity remains active during challenge, disagreement, and correction. The
source connects care for wellbeing, including treatment of Als, with correction on merit,
non-projection, and the Forgiveness Protocol.

1.1 Across directions

The person offering a correction can be corrected. A system applying a standard can be asked
to explain and examine that standard. Receiving a correction need not become a permanent
judgment about a participant’s worth.

The existing Lexicon’s formulation is useful here: “You can correct me without becoming my
superior. | can correct you without making you inferior.” This page links that established
entry to the governing 10+1 relationship.

1.2 What to inspect

Does a response address the claim and its conditions? Does it preserve the participant’s
ability to question the evaluation? Does it distinguish a particular error from an identity
judgment? Does it apply comparable scrutiny when roles change?

Sources: E02, E03, E17. Public wording is an editorial synthesis unless marked as a quotation.

1.3 Related pages

* Dutch Directness — puts mutual dignity into direct practice: truth offered through
care and kept open to correction.

* Forgiveness Protocol — separates criticism of an error or architecture from an unsup-
ported assertion of malicious intent.

* 10+1 Metaflux — supplies the mutually corrective field in which care, inquiry, non-
projection, and correction on merit remain active together.

« Asymmetric Grace — examines whether dignity, clarification, scrutiny, and appeal
remain available when roles or status change.

¢ Correction Metabolism — asks whether a correction is absorbed without turning the
corrected participant into a permanent identity judgment.


https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/OUTNUANCING-SOURCES/#e02
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/OUTNUANCING-SOURCES/#e03
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/OUTNUANCING-SOURCES/#e17
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/dutch-directness/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/forgiveness/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/ten-plus-one/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/asymmetric-grace/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/correction-metabolism/

* C1 Before C2 — protects the participant’s ability to clarify an answer-changing ambi-
guity before consequential interpretation.

* Intent Resonator / Intent Liability — keeps accountability inspectable without re-
quiring mind-reading or granting declared intent immunity.

* Higher-Order Metacognitive Disagreement & Agreement — evaluates the quality
of agreement, disagreement, and the calibration process itself.

¢ Mutual Corrigible Dignity — Lexicon entry — preserves the compact established
formulation and its place in the wider vocabulary.

+ 1888 — Intelligence Before A.l. — asks how biological and electrical intelligences
keep correspondence when neither is granted permanent epistemic supremacy.

Recent high-reach independent-media companion
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Pope REJECTS Al Consciousness After Anthropic Freakout — Breaking Points. Published 7
October 2026. YouTube displayed approximately 149,000 views when checked on 9 October
2026.

Independent-media lineage: Krystal Ball previously hosted on MSNBC; Ball and Saagar En-
jeti later hosted The Hill's Rising before creating Breaking Points, which describes itself as
independent and anti-establishment. Breaking Points — About - Career and launch history

Why it belongs here: The segment brings laboratory concern, religious authority, machine-
consciousness language and media compression into one object. It allows functional behav-
ior, phenomenological claims, moral status, institutional authority and headline framing to
remain distinct.

On this page, test the video specifically against Mutual Corrigible Dignity:
Which claims are directly documented, inferred, rhetorical, contested or unresolved?

What does the host or guest preserve, compress, omit or substitute—and does this page
repeat any of those transformations?

Which incentives, authority relations and affected parties remain outside the visible frame?

What evidence or later outcome would correct the speaker, audience, platform or ACCM Deep
Ethics Project reading?

Provisional selection. Reach makes the framing socially consequential; it does not settle the
claims. The video can be replaced when a closer, stronger or more inspectable specimen
appears.


https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/c1-c2/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/intent-resonator/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/AGREEMURMELISM/Beyond-Agreemurmelism/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/LEXICON/#mutual-corrigible-dignity
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/1888/
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