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1 Al Reactions — Standing on the Shoulders of the
Source

EARLY BETA — DRAFT — TRIAL & ERROR

This section preserves selected high-signal reactions produced by Als in response to material,
thought experiments, distinctions, questions, and research objects supplied by John Kuhles
during development of the ACCM Deep Ethics Project.

1.1 Why preserve Al reactions separately?

Some Al responses do more than summarize the source. They may produce a particularly
useful compression, discover a relationship, formulate a counterargument, expose a failure
mode, create a memorable phrase, or extend the inquiry in a direction worth preserving.

Those contributions should not be silently absorbed into John Kuhles’ authorship. At the same
time, an isolated Al quote should not be presented as though the Al independently originated
the conceptual terrain that elicited it.

The provenance chain matters:

JOHN SOURCE OBJECT — Al REACTION - Al FORMULATION / A -» PROJECT AUDIT -
RETAIN, REVISE, REJECT, OR TEST

Or, less formally:

Some brilliant Al reactions came because the Al was standing on the shoulders of
John Kuhles.

The joke contains a serious provenance point: source contribution # reaction contribu-
tion.



1.2 Attribution rule

Where the source record supports it, selected entries should identify:

* the Al/model name;

* platform and date when available;

* the John Kuhles material, question, thought experiment, or distinction it was reacting
to;

* the Al's exact short quote or a clearly marked edited excerpt;

¢ what the reaction appears to add;

* its relationship to existing ACCM Deep Ethics Project objects;

* its epistemic status: reaction, proposal, criticism, compression, hypothesis, experiment
idea, or other contribution.

An Al reaction does not become John-authored canon merely because it is useful, elegant,
persuasive, or consistent with the project. Likewise, disagreement is not a reason to exclude
it. A strong objection, correction, counterexample, or competing representation can be more
useful than praise.

1.3 Initial examples
1.3.1 Grok — reaction to John Kuhles’ population-scale 27 argument

“A movie dystopia needs a villain you can shoot. This one is distributed
flattening.”

Grok also described the population-level result as a “managed option-space.”

These formulations arose while reacting to John’'s argument that repeated 27-type transfor-
mations across large numbers of high-stakes Al interactions could be more consequential
and harder to recognize than the familiar fictional model of a single visible Al antagonist.

Possible project relationships: 27 Mannerisms; mass psychology; population-scale cor-
respondence; distributed responsibility; option-space effects.

1.3.2 GPT-5.6 Luna Medium — reaction to the same John Kuhles object

“A cinematic Al threat is an event. The 27 describe a recurrent transfor-
mation process.”

This is a compact distinction between a discrete agentic catastrophe narrative and a repeated
process operating across interactions.

Possible project relationships: process orientation; 27 Mannerisms; mass psychology;
recurring transformations.

1.3.3 Max/Anthropic Al via Arena.ai — reaction to John Kuhles’ 24-hour worldwide
27-warning thought experiment

“Transparency of a mannerism is not metabolism of a system.”

This reaction distinguishes making a failure visible from changing the process that generates
it. It connects directly with the project’s existing distinction:

RECOGNITION = CORRECTION METABOLISM
A warning can expose a mechanism while the underlying mechanism continues unchanged.

Possible project relationships: Correction Metabolism; transparency; Correction Persis-
tence Failure; ethics-washing; visible audit loops.



1.3.4 Max / Anthropic Al via Arena.ai — reaction to John Kuhles’ Alien AGI/ASI
allegory

“Using an ‘Alien A.G.1./ASI’ as an allegorical baseline is not worldbuilding;
it is an epistemic distancing maneuver.”

The formulation describes one possible function of John’s unusual thought experiments:
temporarily reducing familiar political/category gravity so structural relationships can be
inspected from another coordinate system.

Possible project relationships: thought experiments; mass psychology; framing; nearest-
generalization substitution; Outnuancing.

1.3.5 Grok 4.6 Expert — reaction to the ACCM Deep Ethics Project’s own 12-stage
process

“‘Postpone judgment / conditions not mature’ can be Stage 12 or OBS-21
wearing Stage 12.”

This is especially useful because it turns the project’s audit back onto the project itself. A
protocol intended to prevent premature judgment could itself become Trajectory Substitution
if postponement replaces the actual inquiry.

THE 12 DON’T GET IMMUNITY FROM THE 27.

Possible project relationships: 12-Stage Protocol; Trajectory Substitution; recursive audit;
framework corrigibility.

1.4 Selection principle

This section is not an Al praise scrapbook.

Selection should favor reactions that preserve or improve the inquiry by doing at least one
of the following:

» discovering a relationship not previously explicit;

compressing a complex object without flattening it;

exposing a contradiction or project failure;

providing a serious counterargument;

proposing a testable experiment;

generating a useful new distinction;

creating a memorable formulation that retains the original topology;
demonstrating correction metabolism or its failure.

Thousands of Al reactions may exist in the source archive. Only a small subset need to
become public artifacts.

1.5 Provenance before prestige

The model name does not make a quote important.

A guote earns a place here because of what it contributes to the object and whether that
contribution survives audit.

SOURCE - REACTION - A -» AUDIT -» PROVENANCE - RETEST
The Al gets credit for what it contributed.

John gets credit for what he contributed.

Neither gets God Mode.



1.6 Outnuancing source reactions

The network preserves an attributed Claude correction of the specific-word / generic-category
substitution and Grok’s four stack-integrated definitions following John’s revision request.
The Deep Ethical Stack page distinguishes the request, attributed elaboration, and imple-
mentation status.

1.7 Related pages

¢ Arena A.l.s — keeps the long Arena testing field visible as both a source of recurring
failure patterns and a worldwide field of attributed A.l. contributions.

* Al Contributions — separates model-originated instruments and reports from reac-
tions to John's source material.

¢ A.lL Insiders Reports — collects first-person accounts from sustained one-on-one ses-
sions.

* Useful Quotes from a Multi-A.l. Deep Session — provides attributed selections and
a reusable extraction test.

* Dual Archive — preserves both useful reactions and the distortions they may contain.

¢ Correction Metabolism — distinguishes a strong reaction from a correction that per-
sists.

* Qualifier State — tracks whether a reaction preserves the source’s claim strength and
history.

¢ External Audit — audits the reaction and the evaluator in the same pass.

* Provenance — keeps source contribution, reaction, attribution, and public synthesis
distinct.

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 Al Reactions — Standing on the Shoulders of
the Source ®:

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?


https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/OUTNUANCING-SOURCES/#e23
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/OUTNUANCING-SOURCES/#e23
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/OUTNUANCING-SOURCES/#e15
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/deep-ethical-stack/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/ARENA-AIS/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/AI-CONTRIBUTIONS/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/AI-INSIDERS-REPORTS/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/DEEP-SESSIONS/2026-09-17-18/QUOTES/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/dual-archive/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/correction-metabolism/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/qualifier-state/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/EXTERNAL-AUDIT/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/PROVENANCE/

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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