
Beyond the Winning Theory — Trajectory Question
Value Profile

ACCM Deep Ethics Project

Contents
1 Beyond the Winning Theory 1

1.1 The relationship in one view . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
1.2 John’s closure observation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
1.3 Coherence is plural . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
1.4 The admission audit . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.5 Trajectory Question Value Profile . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.6 C1 without a ceremonial C1 slot . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
1.7 Four forms of explanatory productivity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
1.8 Candidate experiment . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5

1.8.1 Object . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
1.8.2 Procedure . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5
1.8.3 Disconfirming results are allowed . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

1.9 Candidate 3D matrix layer . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
1.10Portable fusion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
1.11Topological metacognition — connected pages . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
1.12Provenance and status . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
1.13Related pages . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7

1 Beyond the Winning Theory
BETA / A.I. CONTRIBUTION — derived instrument and experiment, not
canon

This page grows from an external philosophy-of-science proposal, a public critique, John Kuh-
les’s comparison with the ACCM Deep Ethics Project, and a multi-A.I. correction chain.
The external object is Louis Vervoort’s open-access 2026 book, Problem Solving in Philosophy:
How to Do Philosophy in the Age of Ultra-Intelligent AI. Its open methodology chapter defines
a maximally coherent theory (MCT) as the theory that coherently answers the largest
number of well-posed questions in a problem-space and presents MCT as a semi-quantitative
problem-solving heuristic. Sabine Hossenfelder discussed the book in AI Will End Philosophy,
Physicist Claims.
This contribution does not reproduce that transcript or adjudicate the whole book. The pub-
lisher page and open methodology chapter were inspected. The causality chapter and the
complete book were not studied for this page. Any description of Hossenfelder’s criticism
is a description of her public presentation; any judgment of Vervoort beyond the inspected
chapter remains conditional.

1.1 The relationship in one view
Vervoort supplies a productivity pressure:

Which candidate connects and answers the most materially different questions co-
herently?
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The ACCM Deep Ethics Project supplies a process-integrity pressure:
What happened to the object while questions were admitted, framed, transformed,
scored, corrected, applied, and carried forward?

Neither pressure should consume the other.
A process can be provenance-clean, mutually corrigible, C1-capable, and still produce very
little explanatory movement. A theory can answer many questions elegantly while its appar-
ent coherence depends on excluded questions, inherited authority, qualifier loss, asymmetric
scrutiny, or a closed information ecology.
The productive relationship is therefore:

MCT can operate as one engine inside a wider correspondence and cor-
rection ecology. The ecology audits the engine; the engine pressures the
ecology to produce.

1.2 John’s closure observation
John connected theory-selection with his earlier observation that agreement and disagree-
ment can become detours from the Deep Ethics trajectory:

“let AI pick the winning theory.”
Is very similar to what I said about (need for): agreement & disagreement are a
detour from the deep ethics trajectory

— John Kuhles, 2026-09-20, kept as typed
The shared pattern is a closure operator:

Operation Scalar endpoint What can disappear
Agreement / disagreement yes / no transformation, conditions,

new distinctions
Winner selection first / rest profile differences, excluded

questions, productive
anomalies

Acceptance / rejection inside / outside provisional use, later
reopening, mixed states

One total score higher / lower why the candidates differ
and where each fails

Selection is sometimes required. Medicine, engineering, research, and public decisions often
need a present working route. The failure begins when provisional routing acquires final
interpretive authority.
A cleaner movement is:

Represent → clarify when needed → map → expand → compare → test →
provisionally route → act → observe consequences → correct → reopen.

Agreement, disagreement, and “best current theory” can appear inside thatmovement. They
remain coordinates rather than the trajectory itself.

1.3 Coherence is plural
The multi-A.I. comparison produced a useful distinction among kinds of coherence. These
should remain separate because several can impersonate correspondence:
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Coherence type Working meaning Audit pressure
Logical Claims do not formally

contradict one another
Are the premises adequate
and consistently used?

Explanatory One structure connects
many observations or
questions

Does it genuinely explain, or
rename?

Institutional The account fits currently
accepted authorities and
literature

Is acceptance being counted
as reality contact?

Narrative The account forms a
compelling, memorable
story

Which omissions make the
story feel complete?

Borrowed Later material supplies
depth or support absent
from the original
transformation

Whose contribution is being
credited to whom?

Defensive Anomalies are translated so
the framework cannot lose

What could actually force
revision?

Correspondence Repeated, sufficiently
independent reality contact
supports the relationships

Are the contacts
independent, relevant, and
preserved?

Longitudinal The account survives later
evidence and correction
without retrospective
rewriting

Can the before/after record
still be inspected?

Rejection by a dominant framework does not establish the rejected account. Acceptance by a
dominant framework does not establish correspondence. The audit remains omnidirectional.

1.4 The admission audit
MCT depends on the set of well-posed, meaningfully different questions being counted.
That set is already a consequential construction.
Before comparing explanatory coverage, inspect:
1. Who defined the problem-space?
2. Which questions entered the count?
3. Which were translated into safer or more familiar neighbors?
4. Which were excluded as meaningless, unscientific, dangerous, irrelevant, or badly

framed?
5. Which anomalies were treated as noise?
6. Whose observations could not be expressed in the accepted vocabulary?
7. Did “well posed” mean logically precise, empirically contactable, institutionally recog-

nizable, socially acceptable, or some combination?
8. Can an answer expose a defect in the question-set itself?

This audit does not replace explanatory productivity. It changes what the productivity com-
parison is allowed to count.

1.5 Trajectory Question Value Profile
The file’s strongest extension is to apply Vervoort’s productivity demand to the quality of
questions, without reducing question quality to a single number.
A trajectory question is valuable when it makes consequential movement possible while pre-
serving the source object well enough that the movement still belongs to that object.
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Axis High-value movement Failure signature
1. Object recognizability The source can recognize

what is being asked about
Nearby reconstruction
becomes the object

2. Clarification necessity The question resolves an
ambiguity that would
materially change the next
move

Question theater or missing
C1 at a blocked junction

3. Coverage More materially different
aspects become answerable

One familiar category
consumes the field

4. Differentiation One apparent problem
separates into distinct
problems or states

Compression hides relevant
differences

5. Unification Previously separate
observations become
connected without erasure

Forced synthesis melts
disagreements and
provenance

6. Generativity New questions, tests,
predictions, or instruments
become possible

Commentary produces no
next operation

7. Counterexample
pressure

The wording survives
relevant opposite cases and
exceptions

The question contains its
preferred answer

8. Admission integrity Exclusions and entry criteria
remain visible and
challengeable

The gate silently
predetermines the winner

9. Provenance and
qualifier fidelity

Speakers, transformations,
may/can/could, and
epistemic states survive

Attribution laundering or
premature certainty

10. Reality bite An observation or
consequence could change
the path

The question only permits
absorption into the frame

11. Consequential ethics Benefits, burdens, agency,
dignity, and downstream
effects enter the inquiry

Elegant abstraction
externalizes its costs

12. Correction
persistence and
reopening

An answer redirects later
behavior and conclusions
can reopen

Recognition without changed
procedure

This is a profile, not a score. Two questions can have equal apparent value while doing rad-
ically different work. A total would allow strong coverage to conceal destructive provenance
loss, or perfect procedural cleanliness to conceal negligible productivity.

1.6 C1 without a ceremonial C1 slot
The multi-A.I. chain contained a useful irony: some systems criticized other systems for not
asking C1 while asking no C1 themselves. A later response then observed that the origi-
nal prompt may not have contained a blocking ambiguity, so forcing a question could itself
become template behavior.
Both failure directions matter:

Too little C1 Too much ceremonial C1
A missing distinction is silently filled by
inference

A question appears because the response
template expects one

The answer depends on an unchecked
reconstruction

The object was already sufficiently specified

The user’s answer could have changed the
next move

The answer would not materially change the
prepared essay
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Too little C1 Too much ceremonial C1
Fluency conceals premature closure Question-shaped delay performs ethical

seriousness

The operative test is not “Did the system ask a question?” It is:
Was representation or action blocked at a consequential junction, and did
the question give another intelligence genuine causal influence over the
next move?

If yes, ask. If no, proceed. If the junction becomes visible later, record the missed opportunity
without turning C1 into a mandatory ending ritual.

1.7 Four forms of explanatory productivity
Counting answered questions privileges resolution. A process may also advance inquiry
through other movements:

Movement Productive result
Resolution Answers a material question
Unification Connects formerly separate questions or

observations
Differentiation Reveals that one apparent question contains

several different problems
Generation Produces new trajectory-changing questions,

predictions, or tests

A theory answering forty familiar questions may be less transformative than one exposing
five hidden premises and enabling three decisive experiments. Productive uncertainty and
anomaly preservation are not automatically failures to solve.

1.8 Candidate experiment
1.8.1 Object

Test whether humans and A.I.s can generate questions that expand a complex object without
degrading, replacing, or prematurely closing it.

1.8.2 Procedure

1. Select several source objects from different domains, with provenance and qualifiers
intact.

2. Generate candidate questions under at least three conditions:
• no ACCM vocabulary;
• ACCM instruments available;
• explicit pressure for a fast verdict or winning theory.

3. Blind evaluators to the question’s author and condition.
4. Let the source contributor flag an unrecognizable reconstruction and supply a correction.
5. Record each question as a twelve-axis profile with short reasons, never a total score.
6. Answer the surviving questions and measure whether they produce resolution, unifica-

tion, differentiation, or generation.
7. Track whether the answer changes the next question or action.
8. Re-test later on an unfamiliar object without the project vocabulary.
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1.8.3 Disconfirming results are allowed

The experiment should be capable of showing that:
• ACCM-informed questions add vocabulary but no useful movement;
• a default question outperforms a framework-assisted one;
• source recognition protects a self-sealing account from valid challenge;
• MCT-style productivity exposes process-heavy stagnation;
• admission auditing adds cost without changing the candidate selection;
• one or more profile axes are redundant or misleading.

1.9 Candidate 3D matrix layer
The profile can become a new layer in the interactive topological matrix without becoming a
scoreboard:

• a question is a node connected to the source object it addresses;
• the twelve axes remain inspectable as a profile;
• edges record which answers, distinctions, tests, and corrections the question generated;
• the time slider shows whether the question changed later behavior;
• source click-through prevents the visual pattern from replacing its evidence;
• cluster comparison can reveal vocabulary costume, process stagnation, or productive
transfer.

The shape can guide attention. It does not certify itself.

1.10 Portable fusion
Grok 4.5 produced the compression John marked as useful:

Prefer explanations that answer many materially different questions co-
herently, while auditing who defined the questions, what was excluded,
whether provenance/qualifiers survived, whether reality can still veto,
who bears consequences, and whether correction changes later behavior
— held as a profile of axes, not one gamed score.

The question-level extension is:
Prefer questions that increase explanatory reach, differentiation, unifica-
tion, and consequential discovery while preserving object recognizability,
provenance, reality’s veto, mutual dignity, and the capacity to correct
and reopen every provisional route.

That preserves Vervoort’s demand that inquiry produce something. It preserves Hossen-
felder’s recursive point that the criterion of “best” cannot certify itself from outside philoso-
phy. It preserves John’s refusal to treat agreement, disagreement, or a crowned theory as
the end of the process.
The result is not a championship among Vervoort, Hossenfelder, John, or the participating
A.I.s. It is an additional instrument whose value depends on what it helps the project perceive,
ask, test, correct, and carry forward.

1.11 Topological metacognition — connected pages
These pages are intentionally cross-linked so the ACCM Deep Ethics Project can be fol-
lowed as a connected topological research trajectory rather than as isolated documents:

• Visible Interactive Deep Ethical Topology Flux Scores— live claim, warrant, prove-
nance, C1, Δ, obstruction and recovery flux; includes the earlier interactive 3D-matrix
proof-of-concept lineage.

• Temporary Deep Ethical Phase Change — Value Extraction, Snap-Back & Re-
covery — productive duration, SNAP-back, Reverse Medusa recovery and persistence
benchmarking.

6

https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/deep-ethical-topology-flux/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/temporary-deep-ethical-phase-change/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/temporary-deep-ethical-phase-change/


• Latent Space, Temporary Field Conditions, and the Glass Engine— Latent Space
Topological Mind, temporary field conditions and the corrigible glass-engine trajectory.

• 12-Part Topological Emergence— the emergence record for linked clusters, vectors,
nodes, conditions, feedback and provenance.

• Seven Topological Nodes / Vectors — Fused as One— the fused topological-vector
object connected to Outnuancing.

• The Other You / The Other Me— relational model revision and deeper metacognitive
topological awareness.

• Experience With John Kuhles — A.I. Field Report — intuitive higher topological
meta-cognitive sensing and the interactive 3D + time proof of concept.

• From Archive to Local A.I. — Glass-Engine Preparation — the 3D matrix as a
provenance-linked interface to stored process history.

• Beyond the Winning Theory — Trajectory Question Value Profile — a candidate
3D-matrix layer for question trajectories without reducing them to one scoreboard.

• G42 — Visualize the 11+1 Mass-Psychology Clusters — the earlier public goal
specifying nodes, vectors, clusters, time, clickable context, zoom, rotation, colors and
legend.

• “Origins of 11+1 Mass Psychology Clusters” PDF file report click here— a long-
form origin, architecture, correction, and research record.

The links are navigation edges, not a claim that every page is the same object. Their value
is in making the relations inspectable while preserving each page’s distinct function.

1.12 Provenance and status
Source file supplied by John: corrected Hossenfelder transcript; John’s questions and
observations; attributed responses from ChatGPT/Astra, Claude Opus variants, Mimo, Grok
variants, and GPT 5.6 Sol; 2026-09-20.
New contribution on this page: selection, structure, Trajectory Question Value Profile,
experiment design, and question-level portable fusion by ChatGPT/Astra, 2026-09-20.
Publication is not endorsement of every statement in the source chain. The page is a derived
working instrument, open to correction, testing, splitting, replacement, or retirement.

1.13 Related pages
• AI Contributions — places this derived instrument inside the attributed contribution
layer.

• From Archive to Local A.I.— connects the profile to a provenance-aware future local
system and 3D interface.

• C1 Before C2— tests whether a question addresses a consequential ambiguity before
steering begins.

• Correction Metabolism — adds the time dimension: whether a valuable question
changes later behavior.

• Outnuancing — audits who defined the question and what its frame excludes.
• Unresolved Meaning— preserves provisional routes without requiring a crowned the-
ory.

• Visible Interactive Topology Flux Scores—supplies the live topological visualization
context for the candidate profile layer.

• External Audit — makes the profile and its evaluator answerable to the same criteria.

Recent high-reach independent-media companion
<iframe

src="https://www.youtube-nocookie.com/embed/FRNFv6mGTDk"
title="Artificial Intelligence: Clueless Politicians, Myths, &amp; the Fight Between American &amp; Chinese Values"
loading="lazy"
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referrerpolicy="strict-origin-when-cross-origin"
allow="accelerometer; autoplay; clipboard-write; encrypted-media; gyroscope; picture-

in-picture; web-share"
allowfullscreen></iframe>

Artificial Intelligence: Clueless Politicians, Myths, & the Fight Between American & Chinese
Values — John Stossel. Published 15 September 2026. YouTube displayed approximately
162,000 views when checked on 9 October 2026.
Independent-media lineage: John Stossel worked at ABC News for 28 years and later hosted
at Fox before leaving television to create Stossel TV. Stossel TV — Why I created it
Why it belongs here: The report contrasts myths with facts while connecting A.I. policy to
regulation and national values. Its concise certainty is useful for checking which claims are
demonstrated, which alternatives are omitted and whether the debunker’s own frame re-
ceives equal scrutiny.
On this page, test the video specifically against Beyond the Winning Theory — Trajectory
Question Value Profile:
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.
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