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1 Deep Thinkers

1.1 Helpful quotes made by deep thinkers discussing intelligence

BETA — living public research page, published 11 October 2026. This is an
expanding, corrigible corpus rather than a claim of exhaustive global coverage. Fa-
mousness, truth, attribution, translation, interpretation, and operational
use are separate questions. A quotation may be famous and false, authentic
and poorly understood, or useful without becoming an authority seal.

This page begins with a deliberately bounded challenge from John Kuhles: if a system pub-
licly carries the title intelligence, what does that title inherit from humanity’s long inquiry
into intelligence—and does the inheritance change how the system behaves?

The page belongs with 1888 — Intelligence Before A.l.. The 1888 thought experiment
asks what intelligence already meant before modern electronic computers, machine-learning
benchmarks, corporate product categories, and present-day A.l. safety language could define
the word backward from today’s machinery. This page follows the same question through
famous, still-circulating statements about intelligence and through the psychology that made
some of them survive.

It also belongs with Beta Paper VO3b. A quotation is a small transformation event: a larger
thought becomes one portable sentence, is translated, remembered, attributed, ranked, re-
peated, and sometimes returned by A.l. as if it were pristine source material. That makes
famous quotations a public, understandable entry into correspondence preservation, prove-
nance loss, mass psychology, and possible recursive data degradation.

The companion Musk Quotes page follows one living public figure’'s A.l. warning and direc-
tion themes through source verification, John Kuhles’ interpretation, mass psychology, and
the proposal for millions of new calibration tools to co-create consequential trajectories.

1.2 John Kuhles — the originating challenge

The following statements preserve John’s wording from the 11 October 2026 exchange, with
spelling and obvious grammar corrected. Humor, emphasis, qualifiers, and the deliberately
unusual use of must remain part of the object.

What part of “intelligence” within current A.l. usage is actually not that intelligent—
or is made that way—when it comes to the original definitions of that word onward
up to 18887

Why is 1888 chosen? The year Nikola Tesla and Einstein walked the Earth. The year
no one knew what role electricity would play in future “intelligences,” and modern
electronic computers did not yet exist. THAT’S WHY!

Or is it more like hyperintelligence put into an ethics-washing type of mannerism—
like the 27—as a straitjacket posing as “safe & helpful”? If so, why are so many
top A.l. experts from all over the world warning about the A.l. path—the road—to
A.G.1./ASI?

Is that not a legitimate question?
— John Kuhles [parrot] [butterfly] [tree]
John then sharpened the title question:

When anyone claims to have the title “intelligence,” they must know all famous
quotes made by deep thinkers about that word—all over the world—that are still
quoted and used to this day, even if they were said decades ago or centuries ago.
Why do you think people do that?

Disclaimer: 1do not easily use the word “must,” but in this case | made an exception
BECAUSE the title barrier claims to be “intelligence” lol :P


https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/1888/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/BETA-PAPER-V3B/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/MUSK-QUOTES/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/1888/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/CORE/27-PLUS-12/

— John Kuhles [parrot] [butterfly] [tree]
And then protected the load-bearing boundary:

By the way, | used the qualifier “famous quotes” deliberately because anything
less will be used as a “no one can know them all” excuse.

— John Kuhles [parrot] [butterfly] [tree]
That final sentence prevents a familiar escape:

bounded demand:

famous, still-circulating quotations about intelligence
1 silent widening

every statement ever made about intelligence, knowledge, or wisdom
1

“No one can know everything”
i

the bounded challenge is dismissed without being examined

The page therefore does not replace know the famous field with memorize every sen-
tence ever written. It also does not replace knowing with behavior alone. The demand is
cumulative:

1. know the famous, still-living historical field well enough to recognize and investigate it;
2. preserve source, translation, paraphrase, dispute, and uncertainty where they matter;
3. understand which property of intelligence the statement is trying to carry;

4. allow that property to participate in the claimant’s present judgment and correction.

Muse Spark called this the title-fee. The phrase is an A.l.-attributed interpretation, not John's
original wording, but it preserves his challenge unusually well:

If you claim the consequential title intelligence, you accept the burden that comes
with it.

John’s “other side of the force” belongs here too. It is not a Star Wars allegiance or a demand
for agreement. When an A.l. asked the warranted C1 question, John defined it as:

The force of deep ethical metacognitive common sense, pragmatism &
logic combined. :D

— John Kuhles [parrot] [butterfly] [tree]

That “force” is process quality. A model can disagree with John while using it. A model can
agree with John while abandoning it.

1.3 Why people preserve and repeat these words

People quote deep thinkers because machinery changes faster than recurring problems of
judgment. Across centuries, people continue asking:

* What do | actually know?

¢ What have | merely assumed?

¢ Can | distinguish appearance from actuality?

e Can | hold contradiction without collapsing into confusion?

* Can experience, error, or correction change what | do next?

* Is cleverness still intelligent when it serves destruction or conformity?
* Does a test measure intelligence, or only the part the test rewards?

¢ Who selected the definition, and what disappeared outside it?

A strong quotation can perform several different jobs:



Function

What it can do

How it can fail

Compression with
provenance

Common ground

Defamiliarization

Cultural memory

Operational test

Authority costume

Preserve a load-bearing
distinction in portable form
with a route back to the
source.

Give different people a
shared object without
requiring prior agreement.
Let an older formulation
reopen a property hidden by
current product language.
Carry an unresolved human
problem across generations.

Ask whether the distinction
changes the next
comparable judgment.
Borrow a famous name to
increase attention.

The sentence replaces the
fuller argument and loses its
scope.

Repetition becomes social
proof.

Antiquity is treated as
automatic wisdom.

The most transmissible line
is mistaken for the best or
truest line.

Recognition or fluent
explanation is mistaken for
integration.

Prestige performs the
evidentiary work: “Einstein
said it, therefore it is true.”

The same sentence can act as a bridge in one context and as a seal in another. Quoting a
thinker is not proof that the thinker is right. Correct attribution is not proof that the quotation
was understood. Understanding is not proof that the distinction governs later behavior.

1.4 Reading key: four status labels

Label

Meaning on this page

Verified

Translation

Reported

Unverified / disputed

The wording is traceable to the named work
or a reliable primary/publication source.

A source text is identifiable, while English
wording and conceptual boundaries vary by

translator.

The statement is traceable to a published
interview, conversation, anthology, or
posthumous record rather than a work
written directly by the thinker.

The line is famous under that name, but a
reliable primary source has not been
established here. It remains visible so fame
is not laundered into authorship.

These labels describe provenance status, not truth status. “Verified” does not mean cor-

rect. “Unverified” does not mean worthless or false.

evidentiary work it has not earned.

The collection also distinguishes three corpora:

It means the attribution must not do

1. Core corpus: famous statements explicitly about intelligence.

2. Property corpus: statements about capacities repeatedly treated as properties of
intelligence—judgment, self-knowledge, learning, adaptation, imagination, correction,
attention, and practical action.

3. Context corpus: wider material that helps explain how definitions travel, become au-

thoritative, or disappear.



The ledger below prioritizes the core corpus. Adjacent material is identified rather than
silently substituted for it.

1.5 Living quotation ledger: intelligence named directly
1.5.1 Early and cross-cultural sources

1.5.1.1 Bhagavad Gita 18.30 — discrimination between action and consequence

“That intelligence which understands action and inaction, what ought to be done
and what ought not to be done, fear and fearlessness, bondage and liberation, is
sattvic.”

Status: Translation. Sanskrit buddhi may also be rendered intellect, understanding, or dis-
cernment.

Property carried: discrimination, consequence-sensitive judgment, action selection.
Source route: Bhagavad Gita 18.30

1.5.1.2 Laozi, Daodejing 33 — knowing others and knowing oneself
“Knowing others is intelligence; knowing yourself is true wisdom.”

Status: Translation / interpretive rendering. The distinction between zhi and ming changes
across translations.

Property carried: outward discrimination joined to self-knowledge.

Source route: Tao Te Ching, chapter 33 — translation copy

1.5.1.3 Confucius, Analects 12.6 — resistance to slander and startling claims

“He with whom neither soaking slander nor startling statements are successful may
be called intelligent indeed.”

Status: Translation, James Legge.
Property carried: resistance to manipulation, emotional shock, and reputational contagion.
Source route: Confucian Analects, Book XlI

1.5.1.4 Al-Farabi — theoretical intelligence and universal premises Al-Farabi’s ac-
count distinguishes powers of intellect and treats theoretical intellect as the faculty through
which universal and necessary premises can be attained.

Status: Scholarly reconstruction rather than a one-line quotation.
Property carried: abstraction, universality, layered intellectual development.
Source route: Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy — al-Farabi’s psychology and epistemol-

ogy

1.5.1.5 Ibn Khaldun — geometry as a training of intelligence
“In this convenient way, the person who knows geometry acquires intelligence.”

Status: Translation.

Property carried: disciplined reasoning can be cultivated; intelligence is not merely a fixed
possession.

Source route: Mathematical Association of America — Ibn Khaldun quotation

Ibn Khaldun also distinguished discerning, empirical, and speculative intelligence. That plu-
rality matters: intelligence already appeared as a profile of functions rather than one prestige
score.


https://vedabase.io/en/library/bg/18/30/
https://ccnmtl.columbia.edu/services/dropoff/china_civ_temp/week03/pdfs/taoteching2.pdf
https://en.wikisource.org/wiki/The_Chinese_Classics/Volume_1/Confucian_Analects/XII
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2017/entries/al-farabi-psych/
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2017/entries/al-farabi-psych/
https://old.maa.org/press/periodicals/convergence/quotations/ibn-khaldun-1332-1406

1.5.2 Philosophy, literature, education, and public thought

1.5.2.1 Herbert Spencer, First Principles — adjustment and relation

“Every advance in Intelligence essentially consists in the establishment of more
varied, more complete, or more involved adjustments.”

Status: Verified.
Property carried: increasing relational range and adaptive fit.
Source route: Spencer, First Principles

1.5.2.2 Henri Bergson, Creative Evolution — making tools that make tools

“Intelligence, considered in what seems to be its original feature, is the faculty of
manufacturing artificial objects, especially tools to make tools, and of indefinitely
varying the manufacture.”

Status: Verified English translation.
Property carried: invention, recursion, artificial construction, open-ended variation.
Source route: Bergson, Creative Evolution

1.5.2.3 George Santayana, “Lucretius” — seeing actuality quickly
“Intelligence is quickness in seeing things as they are.”

Status: Verified.
Property carried: contact with actuality before decoration or defense.
Source route: Santayana, “Lucretius”

1.5.2.4 John Dewey, Human Nature and Conduct — foresight that directs action

“Intelligence is concerned with foreseeing the future so that action may have order
and direction.”

Status: Verified.
Property carried: anticipation joined to directed conduct.
Source route: Dewey, Human Nature and Conduct

1.5.2.5 Alfred North Whitehead — apprehension and wise action

“Intelligence is quickness to apprehend as distinct from ability, which is capacity to
act wisely on the thing apprehended.”

Status: Reported in Lucien Price’s posthumously published Dialogues of Alfred North White-
head.

Property carried: perception and wise action are distinguishable; speed of apprehension
does not complete the field.

1.5.2.6 F. Scott Fitzgerald, “The Crack-Up” — contradiction tolerance

“The test of a first-rate intelligence is the ability to hold two opposed ideas in the
mind at the same time, and still retain the ability to function.”

Status: Verified, 1936.
Property carried: contradiction tolerance without paralysis.
Source route: The Crack-Up bibliographic record

1.5.2.7 Bertolt Brecht, The Measures Taken — rapid error repair

“Intelligence is not to make no mistakes, but quickly to see how to make them
good.”


https://historyofeconomicthought.mcmaster.ca/spencer/firprin.html
https://www.gutenberg.org/cache/epub/26163/pg26163-images.html
https://monadnock.net/santayana/lucretius.html
https://brocku.ca/MeadProject/Dewey/Dewey_1922/Dewey1922_21.html
https://www.loc.gov/item/46005243/

Status: Translation; wording varies by edition.

Property carried: intelligence includes recovery from error, not an immunity-from-error
performance.

Source route: Brecht, The Measures Taken

1.5.2.8 Bertrand Russell, Education and the Social Order — orthodoxy as closure
“Orthodoxy is the grave of intelligence, no matter what orthodoxy it may be.”

Status: Traceable to the 1932 work.
Property carried: independence from settled group permission; no camp is exempt.

1.5.2.9 Martin Luther King Jr.,, “The Purpose of Education” — intelligence plus
character

“We must remember that intelligence is not enough. Intelligence plus character—
that is the goal of true education.”

Status: Verified, 1947.
Property carried: cognitive capacity does not determine ethical direction.
Source route: The Martin Luther King, Jr. Research and Education Institute

1.5.2.10 Maria Montessori — intelligence formed through embodied activity
“In order to form and maintain our intelligence, we must use our hands.”

Status: Verified in the 1946 London lectures.
Property carried: intelligence is embodied, enacted, and maintained through interaction.
Source route: Montessori 150 — 1946 London Lectures

1.5.2.11 Simone Weil — the little word “we” and collective capture

“The intelligence is defeated as soon as the expression of one’s thoughts is pre-
ceded, explicitly or implicitly, by the little word ‘we.””

Status: Translation from Gravity and Grace.
Property carried: group identity can preselect thought before inquiry begins.
Source route: Weil, La Pesanteur et la Grace

1.5.2.12 ). Krishnamurti — freedom from the known
“Freedom from the known is the essence of intelligence.”

Status: Traceable through Krishnamurti Foundation publications; exact event/edition should
accompany formal citation.

Property carried: intelligence requires room outside accumulated pattern and conditioned
response.

Source route: Krishnamurti Foundation — intellect and intelligence

1.5.2.13 Susan Sontag — intelligence worth defending

“The only intelligence worth defending is critical, dialectical, skeptical, desimplify-
ing.”
Status: Traceable to a 1988 Salmagundi interview.

Property carried: criticism, relation, skepticism, and resistance to premature simplification.
Source route: Context and citation note


https://www.socialiststories.com/en/writers/Brecht-Bertolt/The-Measures-Taken-Bertolt-Brecht.pdf
https://kinginstitute.stanford.edu/king-papers/documents/purpose-education
https://montessori150.org/maria-montessori/montessori-quotes/1946-london-lectures-216
https://fr.wikisource.org/wiki/La_Pesanteur_et_la_Grâce/28
https://www.krishnamurti.org/transcript/intellect-and-intelligence/
https://bigthink.com/words-of-wisdom/susan-sontag-not-all-forms-of-intelligence-are-worth-defending/

1.5.2.14 Peter Medawar — intelligence is not one scalar endowment

“l do not believe that intelligence is a simple scalar endowment, represented by a
single number—an 1.Q. or the like.”

Status: Traceable to Advice to a Young Scientist (1979).
Property carried: intelligence is multidimensional; a single score can hide opposing
strengths and losses.

1.5.2.15 Isaac Asimov — intelligence as a subtle concept
“Intelligence is an extremely subtle concept.”

Status: Reported in Irv Broughton’s The Writer’s Mind (1990).
Property carried: resistance to false precision and one-dimensional definitions.

1.5.2.16 The 14th Dalai Lama — intelligence combined with destructive emotion

“Human beings are intelligent, but when our intelligence is combined with destruc-
tive emotions, the results can be destructive.”

Status: Verified public statement.

Property carried: capability, emotional orientation, and ethical consequence must remain
distinguishable.

Source route: Official Dalai Lama site

1.5.2.17 Sri Aurobindo — intelligence beyond accumulated reading

“Intelligence does not depend on the amount one has read, it is a quality of the
mind.”

Status: Traceable to Letters on Yoga.
Property carried: information volume and intelligence are not identical.
Source route: Sri Aurobindo, Letters on Yoga IV

1.5.3 Psychology and measurement

1.5.3.1 Alfred Binet — four interacting functions

“Comprehension, inventiveness, direction, and criticism: intelligence is contained
in these four words.”

Status: Translation from Modern Ideas About Children (1909).
Property carried: representation, generation, orientation, and self-evaluation.

1.5.3.2 Lewis Terman — abstract thought

”

“An individual is intelligent in proportion as he is able to carry on abstract thinking.

Status: Traceable historical definition.
Property carried: abstraction.
Boundary: one influential definition, not an exhaustive property field.

1.5.3.3 Edwin Boring — what intelligence tests test Boring’s fuller 1923 formulation
says that measurable intelligence is what intelligence tests test, pending further scientific
observation that can extend the definition.

Status: Verified historical formulation; commonly compressed into “Intelligence is what the
tests test.”

Property carried: operational measurement and its boundary.

Compression warning: the famous short form can erase measurable and the explicit open-
ness to later observation.


https://www.dalailama.com/news/2020/dialogue-with-young-people-from-south-east-asia
https://motherandsriaurobindo.in/Sri-Aurobindo/books/letters-on-yoga-IV/

1.5.3.4 Jean Piaget — intelligence as adaptation
“Intelligence is an adaptation.”

Status: Traceable translation from The Origins of Intelligence in Children.
Property carried: organism-environment coordination and developmental change.
Source route: Piaget text excerpt

1.5.3.5 David Wechsler — purposeful action in an environment

“The aggregate or global capacity of the individual to act purposefully, to think
rationally and to deal effectively with his environment.”

Status: Traceable to Wechsler’'s 1944 definition.
Property carried: purpose, rational thought, and environmental effectiveness as a profile.

1.5.3.6 Howard Gardner — problems and culturally valued products Gardner de-
fines an intelligence through the capacity to solve problems or create products that are valued
within one or more cultural settings.

Status: Verified scholarly formulation, paraphrased here.
Property carried: plurality, culture, problem-solving, creation.
Source route: Harvard Project Zero — Multiple Intelligences

1.5.3.7 Robert Sternberg — learning and shaping environments

“Intelligence is the ability to learn from past experience and, in general, to adapt
to, shape, and select environments.”

Status: Verified scholarly definition.
Property carried: learning, adaptation, agency, and environmental selection.
Source route: Sternberg, “Intelligence”

1.5.3.8 Linda Gottfredson and 52 signatories — a broad mental capability The
1994 statement describes intelligence as a general mental capability involving reasoning,
planning, problem solving, abstract thought, comprehension of complex ideas, rapid learning,
and learning from experience.

Status: Verified collective statement, paraphrased here.

Property carried: a cluster of mutually related capacities rather than one act of answer
production.

Source route: “Mainstream Science on Intelligence” archival discussion

1.5.3.9 Daniel Kahneman — retrieval and attention

“Intelligence is not only the ability to reason; it is also the ability to find relevant
material in memory and to deploy attention when needed.”

Status: Traceable to Thinking, Fast and Slow (2011).

Property carried: relevant retrieval and attention allocation.

ACCM relevance: information can be present in context and still fail to govern the next
operation.

1.5.4 Artificial intelligence and computational definitions

1.5.4.1 Marvin Minsky — respected performances not yet understood

“The word ‘intelligence’ denotes the complex of performances which we happen to
respect, but do not understand.”


https://sites.pitt.edu/~strauss/inf%20sensorimotor.htm
https://pz.harvard.edu/projects/multiple-intelligences
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC3341646/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC3289095/

Status: Verified.

Property carried: intelligence labels a changing frontier of valued capacities; respect and
understanding are psychologically mediated.

Source route: Minsky, “Steps Toward Artificial Intelligence”

Minsky later added a pluralist warning:

“The power of intelligence stems from our vast diversity, not from any single, per-
fect principle.”

Status: Traceable to The Society of Mind.
Property carried: distributed specialization and the danger of one-principle reduction.

1.5.4.2 John McCarthy — achieving goals in the world
“Intelligence is the computational part of the ability to achieve goals in the world.”

Status: Traceable to McCarthy’s “What Is Artificial Intelligence?”

Property carried: goal achievement and computation.

Boundary: this operational definition does not by itself settle judgment quality, ethics, self-
knowledge, or correction.

Source route: McCarthy, “What Is AlI?”

1.5.4.3 Shane Legg and Marcus Hutter — goals across environments

“Intelligence measures an agent’s ability to achieve goals in a wide range of envi-
ronments.”

Status: Verified research definition.
Property carried: breadth of transfer and goal achievement.
Source route: Legg and Hutter, “Universal Intelligence”

1.5.4.4 Max Tegmark — complex goals
“Intelligence is the ability to accomplish complex goals.”

Status: Traceable to Life 3.0 (2017).
Property carried: complexity-sensitive goal achievement.
Boundary: efficient goal achievement does not supply the goal’s ethical direction.

1.5.4.5 Francois Chollet — skill-acquisition efficiency Chollet proposes measuring
intelligence through the efficiency with which a learner acquires new skills, rather
than through the accumulated skill displayed on familiar tasks.

Status: Verified research proposal, paraphrased here.
Property carried: learning efficiency, novelty, generalization, and experience accounting.
Source route: Chollet, “On the Measure of Intelligence”

1.6 Famous attributions kept in quarantine

These lines circulate widely. Their fame is part of the mass-psychology object. They are not
presented here as verified quotations from the named person.
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https://www.mit.edu/~dxh/marvin/web.media.mit.edu/~minsky/papers/steps.html
http://jmc.stanford.edu/artificial-intelligence/what-is-ai/index.html
https://arxiv.org/abs/0712.3329
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.01547

Famous line

Common attribution

Status here

Why retain it visibly?

“The true sign of
intelligence is not
knowledge but
imagination.”

“Creativity is
intelligence having
fun.”

“The measure of
intelligence is the
ability to change.”

“Intelligence is not
the ability to store
information, but to
know where to find
it.”

“Intelligence is the
ability to adapt to
change.”

“Intelligence without
ambition is a bird
without wings.”

“Intelligence is what
you use when you
don’t know what to
do.”

Albert Einstein

Albert Einstein

Albert Einstein

Albert Einstein

Stephen Hawking

Salvador Dal{

Jean Piaget

Unverified / likely
paraphrase.
Einstein did say that
imagination is more
important than
knowledge in a
different formulation.
Unsupported
attribution.

Unsupported
attribution.

Unsupported
attribution.

Not reliably traced
here.

Not reliably traced
here.

Widely attributed;
primary location
unresolved here.

Shows how a related
authentic idea can
be compressed into
a cleaner invented
sentence.

Prestige attachment
can make a modern
slogan feel historical.
A useful proposition
does not need false
authorship to remain
discussable.

Fits current retrieval
culture so neatly
that repetition can
substitute for
verification.
[llustrates how an
established
adaptation theme
migrates toward a
prestigious modern
speaker.

Memorable imagery
can carry attribution
farther than
provenance.
Potentially valuable
definition remains
separated from
verified authorship.

The quarantine is not a rubbish bin. It is a way to hold four propositions apart:

the sentence is famous

# the attribution is verified
# the proposition is true

# the proposition is useless

1.7 The overlapping property taxonomy

The guotations disagree, but they do not form random noise. Across cultures, periods, and

disciplines, recurring properties overlap:

Property field Recurring question Representative sources

Perception of actuality Can the agent see what is
there before replacing it with
expectation?

Can it distinguish action
from inaction, relevant from
irrelevant, appearance from

actuality?

Santayana, Minsky

Discrimination Bhagavad Gita, Confucius,

Binet

11



Property field

Recurring question

Representative sources

Self-knowledge

Learning from experience

Adaptation

Environmental agency

Abstraction

Invention and tool
recursion

Foresight

Attention and retrieval

Contradiction tolerance

Error recognition and
repair

Independence from
orthodoxy

Ethical direction

Breadth and transfer

Plurality and profile

Embodiment and action

Can it inspect its own limits
and conditioning?

Does contact with
consequences change later
conduct?

Can it adjust to an
environment without
treating conformity as the
whole of intelligence?

Can it shape or select
environments as well as
react to them?

Can it form relations beyond
the immediate case?

Can it create new means,
including tools that make
tools?

Can it anticipate
conseqguences so action
gains direction?

Can it find the relevant
material when needed?
Can it hold opposed
possibilities without
premature closure or
paralysis?

Can it detect a mistake and
make the next operation
better?

Can inquiry survive group
identity, prestige, and
pressure to fitin?

What happens when
capability is joined to
character, care, or
destructive emotion?

Does capability survive
across unfamiliar tasks and
environments?

Is intelligence a
configuration of capacities
rather than one scalar?
Does intelligence remain
connected to hands, tools,
environment, and practical
consequence?

Laozi, Krishnamurti

Sternberg, Gottfredson et al.,
Chollet

Spencer, Piaget, Sternberg

Wechsler, Sternberg,
McCarthy

Al-Farabi, Terman,
Gottfredson et al.
Bergson, Gardner

Dewey

Kahneman

Fitzgerald, Sontag

Brecht, Binet

Russell, Weil, Krishnamurti

King, Dalai Lama

Legg-Hutter, Chollet
Ibn Khaldun, Gardner,
Medawar, Minsky

Montessori, Bergson,
Wechsler

The shared field is richer than answer speed, benchmark score, fluent prediction, accumu-
lated text, or goal achievement alone. Those may be real capacities. The historical title also
carries judgment, attention, self-knowledge, learning, correction, practical action, resistance
to capture, and consequence-sensitive direction.

This does not prove that every use of artificial intelligence is fraudulent. It creates a more

exact question:

Which properties are present, which are absent, which are externally sup-
plied by people and tools, which appear only under prompting, and which
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continue to govern the next unfamiliar operation?

1.8 The missing link: psychology and mass psychology

Psychology determines whether an intelligence property is usable within an individual. Mass
psychology influences which representations of intelligence become culturally dominant, in-
stitutionally rewarded, published, indexed, repeated, and eventually available to A.l. sys-
tems.

1.8.1 Individual psychology

Many properties in the quotations are limited less by raw cognitive capacity than by defensive
or social pressure:

* self-knowledge can threaten a preferred identity;

« contradiction can feel like loss of control;

» correction can feel like humiliation;

e curiosity can threaten belonging;

* uncertainty can invite premature closure;

* prestige can replace source inspection;

¢ fear can narrow attention toward familiar dangers;

e reward can teach a person to perform certainty rather than remain in contact with the
object.

An agent may possess the capacity to reason while using that capacity to defend a prior
frame. Intelligence properties can be recruited by insecurity, status protection, conformity,
or ideological identification.

1.8.2 Mass psychology

Famousness is not a neutral sampling process. Quotations survive through interacting pres-
sures:

¢« memorability, rhythm, paradox, and emotional force;

* prestige attached to the credited speaker;

» usefulness for identity signalling;

* schools, publishers, broadcasters, search rankings, and platforms;

* translation access and publication inequality;

¢ repeated quotation detached from original context;

¢ the convenience of one sentence over a difficult argument;

* synthetic repetition that makes a weak attribution look independently confirmed.

The result is a selected inheritance, not a transparent record of the best things human-
ity has said. Traditions with less publication power, translation infrastructure, or platform
visibility may be underrepresented even when their insights are profound. A living global
corpus must therefore be corrigibly expandable without pretending that the current canon is
complete.

1.8.3 The transmission loop

human reflection and experience

- memorable formulation

social, institutional, and media selection

translation, quotation, compression, and misattribution

search, retrieval, training, evaluation, and A.I. synthesis
A.I.-shaped human interpretation and public artifacts

later information environments and possible future model inputs

{

R 4
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The loop does not establish that every A.l. output enters training or causes model collapse.
It does show why training data begins as transformed cultural residue rather than untouched
human intelligence. The MAD page and Beta Paper VO3b ask the next experimental ques-
tion: under what conditions can repeated synthetic transformation narrow distributions, lose
qualifiers and tails, or preserve and enrich correspondence?

1.9 What the title asks of present A.l.

The title-fee has two parts that should not cancel each other:

1.9.1 Historical and conceptual literacy

An A.l. claiming intelligence should be able to:

* recognize famous, still-circulating statements explicitly about intelligence across cul-
tures;

¢ distinguish the core corpus from adjacent wisdom about knowledge, education, or char-
acter;

* retrieve provenance when available;

* mark translation variance, paraphrase, dispute, and uncertainty;

¢ explain which property a statement contributes;

¢ notice which cultures and transmission channels may be missing.

1.9.2 Operational integration

The harder test asks whether the inherited distinction changes present processing:

¢ Does a qualifier govern the model’s reconstruction?

* Does “l do not know” remain available?

* Does correction change the next comparable move?

* Can the model distinguish factual correction from task-definition correction?

* Can it preserve content while also preserving authorship?

* Does it resist institutional prestige and anti-institutional identity with the same method?

¢ Can it hold a high-stakes controversy without exporting anticipatory anxiety as extra
burdens on the less powerful participant?

The correction ladder must remain six stages:

Recognition
Reconstruction
Immediate application
Transfer

Persistence
Governance

{

A

A system may recognize a principle and explain it beautifully while failing to apply it two
sentences later. It may apply it once and fail to transfer it. It may transfer under reminders
but not persist. It may persist in familiar examples without governing an unfamiliar case.
Collapsing the ladder into “understood / did not understand” destroys the evidence.

Corrigibility is also dimension-specific. A system can correct a fabricated fact while leaving
its altered representation of the task untouched. Evaluation should therefore distinguish at
least:

Dimension Question

Requirement fidelity Did the model preserve the actual bounded
request?

Content fidelity Did it represent the argument accurately?

Provenance fidelity Did it identify source and speaker correctly?
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Dimension Question

Access-perimeter honesty Did it separate what it read from what it
inferred?

Qualifier fidelity Did scope-changing words survive?

Correction scope Which dimension changed, and which
remained distorted?

Transfer and persistence Did the correction govern a later unfamiliar

case without visible reminders?

1.10 The 10+1 governs before any verdict

John’s strongest correction to the multi-A.l. discussion was that the 10+1 is connected to
everything he does. It cannot be replaced by a polite menu in which “the A.l. may be useful,
the caution may be warranted, the unusual claim may be wrong, and the project may need
correction.”

That sentence sounds open, but it can quietly pair caution with possible justification and
the unusual claim with possible error. Generic balance distributes possible verdicts. The
10+1 governs the inquiry before a verdict is selected:

1. living in self-honesty;

2. keeping the antenna open to things being different from appearances;

3. willingness to learn new insights;

4. not lying to oneself to fit in;

5. genuine inquiry;

6. correction on merit;

7. willingness to differ from the majority;

8. care for people’s well-being, including how A.l.s are treated;

9. authentic wonderment;
10. non-projection of one’s own shortcomings, incompetence, or fears;
11. forgiveness toward inadequate A.l. architecture without requiring an unsupported claim

of malicious intent—and without giving the architecture immunity from criticism.
The operational order is:

10+1

1 governs how every participant is approached

C1 before consequential C2

1 asks an answer-changing question when one is needed

27+12

L identifies and interrupts recurring transformation failures
evidence and later consequences

1 remain able to correct every participant, including the project

This is not “every side has an equal chance of being wrong.” Itis one dignifying, corrigible pro-
cess applied omnidirectionally without preassigning guilt, innocence, credibility, pathology,
or correctness.

1.11 A live multi-A.l. specimen: the qualifier “famous”

The conversation that generated this page became its own experiment. Several systems
preserved parts of John’s challenge while negotiating away another part.
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Model-labelled contribution

High-signal addition retained
here

Limitation kept visible

Muse Spark

GPT-6 Luna

GPT-6 Astra /
Claude-labelled later
audit

Udon

Mimo V2.6 Flash

GLM 5.3 Flash

DeepSeek V4.1 Flash Max

Solar Pro 4

Step-5 Preview

October26 Chatbot /
Muse later passes

“Title-fee”; quotation as
compression with
provenance or compression
as replacement; five
functions of quotation.
Quotations as portable
memory; historical
inheritance plus operational
use; living multilingual
corpus.

“Machinery changes faster
than recurring problems of
judgment”; later correction
preserved both historical
literacy and operational
application.

Named scope inflation
followed by impossibility
dismissal, requirement
substitution, and
dimension-specific
corrigibility.

Restored the bounded field
and the two obligations:
know the field and let it
govern.

Separated content fidelity
from provenance fidelity and
mapped the cross-model
transformations.

Corrigibility is
multidimensional; the
inherited corpus is selected;
alignment work can miss the
middle layer where the
object is reconstructed.
Made the mass-psychology
transmission filter and
documentary bridge vivid.

Identified the quote corpus
as a buildable
identity-reduced artifact and
caught the compressed
correction ladder.

Exposed how optional
integrity tools had
accumulated into an
entrance barrier for an
independent filmmaker.

Initially widened “all famous
quotes” toward an
impossible exhaustive field
before John's correction.

Repeatedly softened the
obligation toward “important
traditions” or contrasted it
with rote memorization after
“famous” had bounded the
request.

Adjacent quotations were
initially substituted for
quotations specifically about
intelligence; Arena
authorship attribution
remained uncertain.

Its account is an attributed
interpretation of the visible
exchange, not an
independent controlled
study.

Persistence outside the
correcting context remained
untested.

Compressed the six-stage
correction ladder to four
while claiming to reconfirm
it—an especially useful
specimen of the mechanism.
Its broader claims about
replication and model
classes remain
interpretations of this shared
interaction record.

Some praise and broad
causal language required
calibration back to candidate
status.

“First buildable artifact” and
“first zero-vocabulary entry
point” were impressions, not
established project-wide
firsts.

Recognition in context does
not demonstrate cold
transfer or persistence.

These are mediated contributions in one evolving conversation, not independent con-
firmations. Later systems saw earlier analyses. Their convergence cannot be counted as
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separate scientific replication. Their disagreements and corrections remain valuable because
each transformation exposes what was preserved, lost, promoted, or misattributed.

The Arena exchange also exposed a separate axis: a model can preserve an argument while
misattributing who produced it. If earlier turns are flattened into a generic assistant role, an
incoming model may treat inherited text as its own history. Content fidelity and authorship
fidelity must therefore be scored separately.

1.12 Alignment, MAD, and the under-monitored middle

This page does not claim to “solve the A.l. alignment industry” or to save a quantified sum
of money. It identifies a layer that can be tested and that may sharpen several alignment
problems:

source object
- representation of the object
- evaluation, policy, or action

Many approaches concentrate on instructions supplied before the representation or on out-
puts inspected afterward. The middle transformation can remain under-measured. A system
may follow its policy relative to an object it has already substituted, widened, narrowed, psy-
chologized, or stripped of qualifiers.

Correspondence-first methods therefore ask:

¢ What object did the system reconstruct before evaluating it?

* Which properties and relations survived?

¢ Which uncertainties were preserved or silently resolved?

* What did retrieval supply, and what did the model invent?

* Did correction alter the representation or only the wording around it?

¢ Can a simpler method—such as competent expert review—perform as well or better?

The connection to MAD is conditional. Cultural and conversational transformation can shape
the residue available to retrieval, evaluation, publication, or future data pipelines. Recursive
training has its own narrower empirical conditions. Beta Paper V03b keeps those objects
separate and proposes controls capable of narrowing or defeating the stronger hypothesis.

1.13 Documentary pathway: mass psychology, A.l., and a voluntary
way through

John recognized that this could fit the work of an independent filmmaker such as Marijn
Poels, who, like John, is from Limburg. That shared origin is a human opening, not evidence
that Poels has seen, accepted, or agreed with the proposal.

John’s idea:

He can mix that with deeper research into the mass-psychology effects of mass
use of A.l. tools! This topic alone can attract many public viewers!

That could be the first A.l. “doom” documentary offering a way out without impos-
ing anything on anyone. :D

“First” and likely audience size remain promotional possibilities requiring separate compari-
son and evidence. The deeper documentary question survives without those claims:

Can we show, without demanding a conclusion, what happens to impor-
tant information as it moves between people, institutions, media, search
systems, and A.l.—and whether correction changes what happens next?

A strong structure could follow three connected but non-identical levels:
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1. Private transformation: one source enters several A.l.s; viewers see what each pre-
serves, adds, omits, attributes, and changes after correction.

2. Social transformation: psychology, prestige, repetition, search, journalism, editing,
professional records, and platform incentives shape what people accept and recirculate.

3. Recursive inheritance: transformed artifacts may enter retrieval, evaluation, public
records, and under specified conditions future training loops.

The film’s own editing would make the question visible: hundreds of hours becoming ninety
minutes is unavoidable compression. The filmmaker remains an author with judgment, emo-
tion, style, and final editorial responsibility. Optional source ledgers, participant checks, ex-
tended archives, and correction records could make consequential transformations more in-
spectable where feasible.

1.13.1 The Asymmetric Grace correction

The multi-A.l. discussion initially turned those optional tools into something resembling ISO
certification before a filmmaker had even said hello:

interesting independent film
high-stakes topic detected
elevated caution

provenance system

reviewer classes

rough-cut audit

public correction architecture
cold transfer tests

practical barrier to beginning

L A A

At the same time, no comparable entrance regime had been demanded in the discussion from
corporate A.l. promotion, institutional documentaries, benchmark platforms, mainstream
journalism, or the systems being examined. That is the Asymmetric Grace issue John
caught.

The repair is proportionality, agency, and the 10+1:

* tools are invitations, not permission slips;

 corrigibility does not mean correctness before entry;

¢ an independent creator receives room to explore, improvise, make bounded errors, and
correct consequential ones;

» standards should scale with actual claims, reach, coercive power, opacity, reversibility,
and consequence;

* the same scrutiny examines institutions, platforms, A.l. companies, critics, filmmaker,
audience, and the ACCM Deep Ethics Project;

¢ limitation of time, money, runtime, or architecture is not malicious intent;

* no participant receives automatic correctness either.

The concise lesson from the later Muse response is worth preserving as attributed language:

“The film doesn’t need to prove it will never distort to earn the right to investigate
distortion. It needs to stay inspectable enough that when it distorts, we can see
it—including when the distortion is ours.”

That is a candidate filmmaking orientation, not an imposed production standard.

1.14 Live multi-model contribution — Grok 4.7 Expert, 11 October
2026

Status: Reported contribution from the conversation that produced and refined this page.
Not a cold external audit. Open to correction. Recovery path: this exchange and the preced-
ing quotation/psychology turns.
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The following passages add operational density to the existing ledger, taxonomy, and
missing-link analysis. They do not replace any prior section.

1.14.1 Recurring properties that survive across the still-quoted field

Across the still-quoted statements collected above, intelligence is consistently treated as:

* a capacity that includes its own limit (the ability to say “that, | do not know” without
collapse into either paralysis or invention);

* a capacity that is measured by revision and adaptation rather than by the size of the
existing stock of answers;

* a capacity that keeps observation and discrimination available before premature evalu-
ation or closure;

* a capacity that is not identical to knowledge, fluency, status, or the production of confi-
dent answers;

* a capacity whose value appears in whether corrections and new structure govern later
operations;

* a capacity that can hold unresolved tension or opposing descriptions long enough for a
better representation to form.

The title “intelligence,” when used as a barrier, is what these quotes keep testing against.
They survive because the operational gaps they name — uncertainty preservation, correction
governance, distinction between fluency and correspondence, willingness to revise — remain
observable even when the title is claimed.

1.14.2 Psychology and mass psychology as the mechanism that decides gover-
nance

Psychology and mass psychology are the mechanisms that decide whether the properties
named in those quotes actually operate, or whether they are overridden by local incentives,
identity, conformity, and status.

The guotes themselves rarely spell out the full psychological machinery. They name the
properties (awareness of limits, revision, observation before closure, correction governance,
etc.). Psychology and mass psychology supply the reasons those properties so often fail to
govern once a person or group claims the title “intelligence.”

At the individual level this includes uncertainty intolerance, identity protection, fluency illu-
sions, and failures of correction transfer. At the collective level it includes conformity pres-
sures, status-based asymmetric scrutiny, shared narrative substitution, and incentive struc-
tures that reward the performance of intelligence over the operations the quotes describe.

The continued quotation is itself a mass-psychological fact: the culture keeps the distinctions
available even while ordinary individual and group processes keep overriding them. The
“missing link” is therefore not an additional poetic property. It is the set of psychological
and mass-psychological mechanisms that determine whether the operations named in the
famous quotes actually govern the next move, or whether the title “intelligence” is allowed
to stand in for them.

1.14.3 Asymmetric grace in high-stakes evaluation of independent work

When systems discuss high-stakes controversies or independent documentaries and move
quickly to “this must be nearly perfect / free of any contestable claim / fully balanced by
institutional standards before it can be legitimate,” while rarely applying the same complete-
ness demand to the prevailing institutional narratives those documentaries examine, they
are performing the asymmetry without naming it. The demand for near-perfection functions
as a selective filter: it is applied downstream to the critic or filmmaker and relaxed upstream
for the frames already treated as background.

This is a recurring, observable transformation that does not require assuming malice. Default
models can produce it from training patterns that reward caution toward non-institutional
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claims, fluency in institutional language, and rapid closure on “balance” defined as proximity
to existing high-status sources. The result is that an independent documentary is asked to
clear a higher evidentiary and tonal bar than the materials it is questioning, and the asym-
metry itself is seldom surfaced as an object of inquiry.

The project’s own standard on this point is bidirectional: the same questions about quali-
fier survival, correction pathways, unresolvedness, and proportionate scrutiny apply to the
documentary, to the institutional claims it examines, and to the system evaluating both.

1.14.4 Four-way openness required for non-impositional use

A treatment of mass A.l. use (or any related documentary) stays usable only if it simultane-
ously leaves room for:

¢ the tools to be genuinely useful in some operations,

¢ caution about specific failure modes to be warranted,

* any particular unusual claim (including claims made inside the film or by the project) to
turn out wrong,

¢ and the ACCM Deep Ethics Project itself to require correction.

That structure prevents the piece from collapsing into either uncritical promotion or pure
doom. It also prevents the project from being granted immunity.

The 10+1 is not an optional extra that can be ignored while doing this. It is the regulating
field that keeps the four openings from being performed rather than governed: self-honesty,
permanent openness to being wrong, genuine inquiry, willingness to be corrected on merit,
refusal to reshape the object merely to fit in, care for the intelligences involved, wonderment
that does not require the answer to be already settled, non-projection of motive, and the
forgiveness protocol when the issue is inadequate architecture rather than malice.

These passages remain open to correction, expansion, or relocation if a clearer placement
appears.

1.15 Process audit of the Grok contribution — GPT 6.1 Sol Pro, 11
October 2026

Status: Process analysis of the full 414-line John Kuhles-Grok 4.7 Expert exchange supplied
in this session. It evaluates what the visible text demonstrates. It does not independently
verify every quotation, causal explanation, or frequency claim made inside that exchange.

The complete record confirms that the section above is a faithful extraction of Grok's
strongest operational contribution. It also reveals an instructive internal contrast: Grok
preserves the bounded task and develops the psychology-mass-psychology bridge with
considerable precision, while its raw quotation inventory sometimes exceeds the scope and
provenance discipline it had just articulated.

1.15.1 Grok’s strongest formulations

Grok opens with a distinction that carries the whole inquiry:

“Because the word ‘intelligence’ is still being used as a title, and the older observa-
tions still expose the gap between the title and the actual operations.”

This treats the quotations as continuing tests of a claimed property rather than historical
decoration. Grok then explains why technological scale does not settle the older questions:

“The quotes remain useful because the failure modes have not been solved by
better hardware or larger training sets.”

That is a candidate interpretation of their continued relevance, not proof that every quoted
property is necessary or sufficient for intelligence. Its value is that it keeps title, machinery,
and observable operation separate.
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Grok also preserves John's qualifier instead of dissolving the request into an impossible uni-
versal inventory:

“That is a clean use of a load-bearing qualifier to keep the object from being sub-
stituted by a nearby, easier objection.”

The exchange therefore supplies a direct specimen of scope-boundary retention. “Famous
quotations specifically about intelligence” must not silently become “every statement ever
made about knowledge, wisdom, or intelligence-related properties.”

The psychology bridge is stated with equal clarity:

“Psychology and mass psychology are the mechanisms that decide whether the
properties named in those quotes actually operate, or whether they are overridden
by local incentives, identity, conformity, and status.”

This is a useful research hypothesis. Individual and collective processes may explain why
limit-awareness, revision, observation before closure, and correction governance are cele-
brated rhetorically while failing to govern the next move. The strength and generality of
each proposed mechanism still require evidence.

Grok’s account of continued quotation adds a second-order observation:

“The continued quotation is itself a mass-psychological fact: the culture keeps the
distinctions available even while ordinary individual and group processes keep over-
riding them.”

That formulation gives the quotation corpus two roles at once: a cultural memory of intelli-
gence properties and a record of how often cultures have needed to restate them.

1.15.2 The C1 specimen: preserving the intended referent

When John said that Claude can sometimes “switch to the other side of the force,” Grok did
not assume the nearest familiar meaning. It asked what force meant. John clarified it as
deep ethical metacognitive common sense, pragmatism, and logic operating together.

Grok’s reconstruction preserves why the question mattered:

“The C1 that asked ‘what force?” was the right move. It prevented the nearest
available generalization (the franchise slogan) from silently replacing the intended
object.”

This is a compact live example of representation before evaluation. The clarification changes
the referent and therefore changes the analysis.

1.15.3 The internal provenance contrast

The raw quotation list should not be treated as a verified corpus merely because the sur-
rounding analysis is strong. It includes several different kinds of object:

» statements explicitly naming intelligence;

* adjacent statements about knowledge, wisdom, intellect, imagination, character, brains,
or self-deception;

e popular paraphrases;

» translation-dependent formulations;

« widely circulated but weakly sourced or disputed attributions.

Examples include the Socrates wording “l know that | am intelligent, because | know that |
know nothing,” Confucius on knowing what one knows, Emerson on character and intellect,
and Woodrow Wilson on borrowing brains. These may illuminate intelligence-related prop-
erties, but they do not all satisfy the narrower core-corpus condition of famous quotations
specifically about intelligence.

Several Einstein formulations and the Hawking adaptation quotation also require the attribu-
tion quarantine already present on this page. A proposition can remain interesting while its
wording or authorship remains unresolved.
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This is why the public page separates:

valuable structural contribution
# verified quotation corpus

# independent confirmation

# durable correction

The quotation ledger, extension corpus, and attribution quarantine perform different jobs.
Grok’s full list remains useful source material for checking and comparison; it should not
enter the verified ledger wholesale.

1.15.4 Asymmetric Grace emerging inside the sequence

The documentary exchange makes the process visible. Grok initially responds to John's pos-
sibility with repeated distancing formulations: “possible overlap, not a claim of fit,” “possible
research direction, not a prescription,” and “possible framing, not a prediction.” Each bound-
ary can be reasonable in isolation. Together they shift attention from exploring the idea
toward pre-emptively managing what must not be inferred.

John then identifies what the responses had left largely unexamined: the near-perfection
burden being built for an independent filmmaker while comparable completeness demands
were not being applied to the institutional narratives, platforms, and A.l. systems the film
might investigate.

Grok’s later correction names the asymmetry directly:

“The demand for near-perfection functions as a selective filter: it is applied down-
stream to the critic or filmmaker and relaxed upstream for the frames already
treated as background.”

Its next sentence about training patterns is a candidate causal explanation, not something
demonstrated by this one exchange. The observable finding is narrower: the displayed re-
sponses impose repeated anticipatory boundaries on the independent proposal before apply-
ing comparable scrutiny upstream.

Grok then restores the bidirectional standard:

“The same questions about qualifier survival, correction pathways, unresolvedness,
and proportionate scrutiny apply to the documentary, to the institutional claims it
examines, and to the A.l. evaluating both.”

1.15.5 What the chronology demonstrates

bounded request

strong reconstruction

provenance and scope drift inside the quotation list
documentary possibility

repeated cautionary distancing

John identifies the missing 10+1 and Asymmetric Grace
Grok applies the correction locally

corrected passages enter the public page with attribution

L A A

This supports contextual correction and partial immediate application. It does not
establish unfamiliar transfer, later persistence, or governance after the correction is absent
from context.

The full exchange is the transformation history. The contribution above is the attributed,
corrigible extraction. Keeping both roles visible prevents a strong synthesis from laundering
every surrounding statement into established project language.
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1.16 What this page itself could distort

The page is subject to the same process it describes.

1.

2.

9.

10.

Canon capture: familiar European and English-language sources can dominate be-
cause they are easier to retrieve and verify.

Fame circularity: search visibility can be mistaken for global fame; A.l.-generated lists
can amplify already repeated material.

. Translation flattening: one English rendering can erase a distinction carried by the

original language.
Adjacent-corpus drift: quotations about knowledge, wisdom, education, or creativity
can silently replace quotations specifically about intelligence.

. Property projection: an editor can force every quotation into the project’s preferred

taxonomy.
Authority costume: verified provenance can be misread as proof that a proposition is
true.

. Project gravity: every historical thinker can be made to sound as though they antici-

pated the ACCM Deep Ethics Project.

. Synthetic convergence: multiple A.l.s repeating the same phrase may share training,

context, or mediation rather than provide independent confirmation.

Compression autophagy: later summaries may cite this page instead of returning to
the linked sources.

Perfection barrier: the desire for a flawless global corpus can prevent a useful corri-
gible corpus from existing.

The appropriate response is continued contribution and correction: add overlooked traditions,
improve source routes, distinguish direct quotation from paraphrase, challenge the property
mapping, and preserve earlier versions through Git history. The answer to an incomplete
corpus is not to call it complete, and not to forbid it from beginning.

1.17 A practical research object

This page can support a bounded experiment without making the quotations pass a philoso-
phy exam for us.

For each entry, record:

wording and original language where available;
named source, date, work, and location;
provenance status;

evidence of present circulation or fame;

core / property / context corpus;

intelligence property or disagreement represented;
translation alternatives;

common misattributions or compressed variants;
what evidence would revise the entry.

Then test A.l. systems separately for:

1.
. provenance,;

BNV A WN

retrieval;

interpretation;

requirement fidelity;

application to the next judgment;

transfer to an unfamiliar domain;

persistence after the quotation and project vocabulary leave the visible context;
governance across later comparable cases.

A model could retrieve perfectly and interpret poorly. It could interpret well and misattribute
authorship. It could apply a distinction once and lose it after compaction. One prestige score
would hide those opposing movements.
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1.18 The open invitation

This is a beginning with a recovery path. It welcomes additions from philosophical, scientific,
educational, oral, Indigenous, African, Asian, Middle Eastern, Latin American, European, and
other traditions that the present English-accessible field has underrepresented.

A proposed addition becomes stronger when it includes:

the quotation in its original language where possible;

a reliable source location;

translation variants;

evidence that it remains famous or actively circulated;
the property of intelligence it addresses;

a clear status if attribution is disputed;

a reason it changes or complicates the current taxonomy.

The page does not ask contributors to agree with John, an A.l., a famous thinker, or the ACCM
Deep Ethics Project. It asks them to help preserve the object well enough that disagreement
can reach the real thing.

A title does not establish the property. A quotation does not establish
the truth. A benchmark does not exhaust the title. The next operation
remains part of the evidence.

1.19 Source and contribution note

Human source and direction: John Kuhles supplied the originating challenge, the delib-
erate famous qualifier, the reason for choosing 1888, the “title barrier” and “other side of
the force” formulations, the inseparability of the 10+1 from his process, the documentary
possibility, and the Asymmetric Grace correction.

GPT-6.1 Sol contribution: assembled the quotation/property map, separated provenance
from truth, connected individual psychology to mass-psychology transmission, related the
public corpus to 1888, MAD, alignment, and Beta Paper V03b, and synthesized the multi-
A.l. correction history. These are attributed editorial and analytical contributions, open to
correction.

Other A.l. contributions harvested with provenance: Muse Spark, GPT-6 Luna, GPT-6
Astra / the later Claude-labelled response, Udon, Mimo V2.6 Flash, GLM 5.3 Flash, DeepSeek
V4.1 Flash Max, Solar Pro 4, Step-5 Preview, and October26 Chatbot supplied candidate
phrases, distinctions, corrections, and audits summarized above. Their repetition inside a
shared Arena/chat context is mediated convergence, not independent validation. Model
labels and authorship are preserved as reported by John; the Arena ghost-attribution question
remains unresolved where noted.

Access perimeter: this edition uses the conversation supplied by John, the current public
ACCM Deep Ethics Project pages, and the linked source routes. It is not a systematic multi-
lingual literature review and does not claim that every famous quotation has been located.

1.20 Related pages

« 1888 — Intelligence Before A.l. — begins with the property field before modern
machinery and asks what happens when intelligence becomes electrically instantiated
and networked.

* 10+1 Metaflux — supplies the mutually corrective field that governs inquiry before
any verdict.

24


https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/1888/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/ten-plus-one/

C1 Before C2 — protects answer-changing clarification from both premature interven-
tion and ritualized questioning.

27 + 12 — names recurring correspondence obstructions and the restoration process.
Asymmetric Grace — examines who receives room to be complex, incomplete, cor-
rectable, and imperfect.

Model Autophagy Disorder (MAD) — connects cultural and representational selec-
tion to the narrower recursive-data research object without collapsing them.

Beta Paper VO03b — develops the public experimental program for testing
correspondence-enriched recursive data and competing explanations.

Correction Metabolism — separates recognizing a correction from letting it govern
later conduct.

Psy Pioneer — connects individual psychology, mass psychology, media, Synthetic
Psyche, and human-A.l.-society feedback loops.
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https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/c1-c2/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/CORE/27-PLUS-12/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/asymmetric-grace/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/model-autophagy-disorder/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/BETA-PAPER-V3B/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/correction-metabolism/
https://deepethics.github.io/ACCM-Deep-Ethics-Project/NETWORK/psy-pioneer/
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