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ABSTRACT

Social media is broken at the level of architecture. Three specific features—quantified approval (likes,
upvotes, reactions), algorithmic amplification (engagement-optimised feed ranking), and identity multiplicity
(unlimited accounts and sock puppets)—transform human discourse into a performance market where the
currency is attention and the cost is truth. These are the three corrupting architectures. The problem is not
content. The problem is structure.

This raises a question no existing platform can answer and no existing dataset can resolve: how much of
the hatred, division, fear, and anger visible online is real? How much is organic to the human population,
and how much is manufactured by the architecture that surfaces, amplifies, and rewards it? We do not
know. We cannot know, because every dataset we possess was produced by the systems that contaminate
it.

This dissertation proposes Speak Your Mind (SYM): an anonymous social discourse platform built on three
structural inversions—one verified human per account, no quantified approval mechanics, and no
engagement-optimised amplification. SYM preserves full conversational functionality (topics, threading,
search, semantic networking) while eliminating the specific features that corrupt discourse on every
existing platform. Users control their own discursive experience through receiver-side curation tools.
Speech that is legal under Canadian law remains on the platform permanently. The platform does not
decide which thoughts are acceptable. The user decides which thoughts they wish to encounter.

The core technical contribution is a verified anonymous identity architecture: a zero-knowledge
proof-of-personhood framework operated through a structurally independent Canadian non-profit
trust—the Canadian Identity Trust (CIT)—that confirms each account belongs to a unique, living human
being while making it mathematically impossible to link that account to a real-world identity.

The core economic contribution is the first clean corpus of authentic human discourse at scale—with
defined epistemic boundaries. Every existing corpus is contaminated. SYM produces a dataset in which
every utterance is provably from a unique human, expressed without performance incentive, and organised
by content-structure relevance rather than popularity. The corpus is the cleanest available dataset, not an
unmediated window into cognition. Its boundaries are specified explicitly. It includes all lawful speech,
including speech that is hateful, wrong, or repugnant. It is a mirror, not a portrait.

The core social contribution is an experiment. SYM tests directly whether the three corrupting architectures
manufacture division or merely reflect it. SYM commits to publishing results whether they support or refute
this manufacturing hypothesis. The answer—whatever it is—is a civilisational finding.

What accumulates over time is not merely a dataset but a cognitive archive of humanity: a permanent,
verified record of how a population thinks, argues, persuades, entrenches, evolves, stays silent, and
changes its mind—across every domain of human concern, in its own words, without intermediary
distortion. This archive has no precedent.

SYM is built in Canada. It accepts no advertising revenue, ever. It makes the moral case that suppressing
lawful speech eliminates visibility, not belief, and that a society which hides its divisions from itself cannot
address them. This is not neutrality. This is not tolerance. This is visibility as a precondition for change.
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SYM IN SEVEN LINES

Problem: Social platform architecture contaminates human discourse, manufactures division, and poisons
every downstream dataset.

Cause: Quantified approval, algorithmic amplification, identity multiplicity—the three corrupting
architectures.

Innovation: Verified anonymous identity, one-human-one-account, no approval metrics, no
engagement-optimised amplification—the three structural inversions.

Product: SYM, a Canadian non-profit discourse platform with receiver-side curation, criminal-only
moderation, and on-chain permanence.

Core Asset: A clean corpus and cognitive archive with defined epistemic boundaries, verified provenance,
and accumulating value.

Governance: Canadian Identity Trust (verification) + SYM Platform Inc. (discourse), structurally separated,
constitutionally entrenched.

Revenue: Licensed access to the corpus and verification infrastructure. No advertising. No engagement
metrics. No exceptions.
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CHAPTER 1: THE ARCHITECTURE OF CORRUPTION

141 The Incentive Inversion

Every social media platform begins with the same stated purpose: connect people and give them a voice.
Every platform ends in the same structural condition: a system that optimises for engagement at the
expense of truth, connection, and wellbeing. This is a consequence of business model. Platforms are
advertising businesses. Revenue is a function of attention captured. Attention is captured by content that
triggers emotional response. The algorithm learns what triggers response and surfaces more of it. The
platform becomes an outrage engine not because anyone intended it, but because outrage is profitable.

The incentive inversion operates at every level: users produce content that generates engagement, not
content that is true; algorithms surface content that maximises time-on-platform, not content that informs;
operators increase engagement metrics, not discourse quality. At no point does anyone benefit from
authentic human conversation.

1.2 The Three Corrupting Architectures

Three specific architectural features are responsible. After first definition here, this dissertation refers to
them collectively as the three corrupting architectures, and to their removal as the three structural
inversions.

Quantified Approval

Likes, upvotes, reactions, retweets, shares—every major platform implements a mechanism for
single-action approval. Every piece of content becomes a scored performance. Users learn which
statements generate high scores: confidence over nuance, simplicity over complexity, absolutism over
hedging. The scoring system selects for a particular kind of speech and suppresses everything else.
Quantified approval creates artificial consensus through spiral-of-silence effects: minority views become
invisible not because they are rare but because they are unscored.

Algorithmic Amplification

Feed algorithms optimise for engagement. They systematically amplify content that triggers strong
emotional responses. Filter bubbles are the product. Polarisation is the mechanism by which engagement
is maximised. A few accounts capture disproportionate attention while the majority speak into a void.

Identity Multiplicity

Every major platform allows the creation of multiple accounts. A single human can operate dozens of
apparently distinct voices. Bot networks simulate thousands. Coordinated inauthentic behaviour is trivially
easy and nearly undetectable. Identity multiplicity destroys the epistemic foundation of discourse.

1.3 The Contaminated Dataset and the Manufacturing Hypothesis

The aggregate consequence is that the entire corpus of online human discourse is structurally
contaminated. The data does not tell us what people think. It tells us what people perform under specific
incentive conditions.
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This contamination raises a question of enormous consequence: how much of the observed division is
real? Bots amplify outrage that might not otherwise propagate. Engagement metrics reward extremity that
might not otherwise be performed. Identity multiplicity creates the appearance of consensus around
positions few people actually hold. Remove all three, and you discover how much of the hatred, fear, and
polarisation is organic to the human population and how much is an artifact of the machine.

If division drops substantially on a platform without the three corrupting architectures, the architecture was
manufacturing it. If it remains at similar levels, the problem is human and requires entirely different
interventions. Either answer is currently unknowable. SYM is the control group. It commits to publishing
results regardless of outcome. The hypothesis must be falsifiable. That is what makes it serious.

In the Al context, contamination compounds. Large language models trained on the internet’s corpus
inherit and amplify its distortions. As Al-generated content proliferates, models train on their own
outputs—recursive collapse degrading each generation. The world needs a clean dataset. Not cleaned.
Clean from origin.

1.4 The Platform Landscape

Platform Quantified Algorithmic Identity Structural Condition
Approval Amplification Verification

Facebook/M | Likes, Engagement-op | Real-name Performative identity,

eta reactions, timised feed policy manufactured consensus
shares (unenforced)

X/Twitter Likes, retweets, | Engagement-op | Optional paid Outrage amplification, bot
views timised feed verification contamination

Reddit Upvotes, Vote-ranked Anonymous, Tribal sorting, manufactured
downvotes content unlimited consensus

accounts

Telegram Views, Channel-based Phone number Unmoderated, coordinated
reactions distribution (spoofable) manipulation

TikTok Likes, shares, Engagement-op | None Algorithmic manipulation at
views timised feed meaningful scale

SYM None None. Verified unique Authentic discourse, cognitive

Content-structur | human archive

e relevance only | (anonymous)

1.5 The Canadian Jurisdiction

SYM is built in Canada, under Canadian law. Canada’s privacy framework—PIPEDA federally, substantially
similar provincial legislation in Alberta, British Columbia, and Quebec—provides the regulatory foundation.
Canada holds a GDPR adequacy decision scoped to PIPEDA-covered commercial recipients. SYM’s
reliance is scoped precisely to this coverage with contingency provisions. Canadian jurisdiction provides
political credibility and the highest applicable standard across Canadian and EU frameworks.
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1.6 The Thesis

This dissertation argues that authentic human discourse requires the three structural inversions. It
proposes SYM as the first implementation at scale, specifies the architecture, analyses seventeen failure
modes and threat surfaces, makes the moral case for radical epistemic visibility including direct
engagement with the normalisation objection, addresses the legal and regulatory environment including
dynamic law adaptation, defines the epistemic boundaries of the resulting dataset, and demonstrates that
the cognitive archive SYM produces constitutes infrastructure of civilisational significance.
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CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONS

21 The Attention Economy

Herbert Simon (1971): a wealth of information creates a poverty of attention. Tim Wu (2016) traces attention
as commodity. Shoshana Zuboff (2019) names the apotheosis: surveillance capitalism. SYM’s response:
total rejection of advertising, embedded in the charter as irrevocable, enforced through cryptographic
charter hashing so any violation is provably detectable.

2.2 Identity, Anonymity, and Accountability

Suler (2004): online disinhibition. Neither full identification nor full anonymity is optimal. SYM advances to
verified anonymous identity: cryptographically guaranteed unique humanity without identity linkage.
Accountability of unique identity (no sock puppets) with expressive freedom of anonymity (no social
desirability bias).

2.3 Proof-of-Personhood

Borge et al. (2017): a mechanism establishing a digital entity corresponds to a unique living human. SYM
uses government credential verification through a zero-knowledge intermediary. Trade-offs among social,
biometric, and credential approaches are well-documented; SYM’s choice leverages existing Canadian
infrastructure with the strongest available privacy protections.

2.4 Content Moderation Theory

Gillespie (2018): moderation is inherently political. SYM adopts the narrowest possible floor: content
criminal under Canadian law. All other content remains. Receiver-side curation replaces platform-side
judgment. This shifts moderation from institutional content decision to individual environmental control.

2.5 Discourse Without Metrics

Fishkin (2009): deliberative polling demonstrates improved opinion quality without engagement metrics.
Academic seminars, judicial proceedings, structured forums all function without quantified approval. SYM
tests whether these effects reproduce at platform scale.

2.6 The Sunlight Hypothesis and the Normalisation Counter-Argument

The relationship between visibility and harm is contested. Proponents of transparency argue suppression
displaces rather than eliminates. Proponents of moderation argue visibility normalises. Both positions have
empirical support. Some studies find hate speech suppression reduces subsequent hateful behaviour on
the suppressing platform; others find it migrates to less visible spaces where it radicalises more effectively.
The normalisation literature—drawing on Overton window theory and desensitisation research—suggests
repeated exposure to extreme speech can shift ambient tolerance.

SYM does not resolve this debate. It constitutes a direct empirical test. What happens to hateful discourse
when it is visible, permanent, attached to a persistent identity, surrounded by the full range of human
response—but denied the amplification that rewards it? The answer is currently unknown. Chapter 4
engages both sides of this argument directly.
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2.7 The Gap

No existing work combines verified anonymous identity, the three structural inversions, receiver-side
curation, criminal-only moderation, on-chain permanence, and a falsifiable manufacturing hypothesis into a
functional platform. No existing work addresses the cognitive archive implications. SYM fills the gap.
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CHAPTER 3: DISCOURSE SOVEREIGNTY — CORE THEORY

3.1 The Concept

Discourse sovereignty: the structural capacity of an individual to participate in public conversation without
coercion, manipulation, or distortion by the system. Three conditions: identity integrity (every voice is a
verified unique human), expressive freedom (no mechanism scores speech by approval), epistemic equality
(no engagement-optimised algorithm determines visibility). Individually necessary. Jointly sufficient.

3.2 The Trust Deficit and Its Resolution

Public trust in online discourse is at a historical nadir. SYM resolves the deficit through architectural
guarantees, not policy assurances. “Every account is a real person” is a cryptographic property. “No
engagement-optimised algorithm amplifies content” is a design constraint. Trust built on architecture
persists regardless of who operates the system.

A note on precision: SYM employs content-structure relevance mechanisms (semantic search, diversity
injection, thread summarisation, topic graph surfacing). These are influence layers. They shape what users
encounter. They are not engagement-optimised—no behaviour-correlated variable informs them—but they
are not nothing. The accurate claim: “No engagement-optimised amplification. No popularity-based
ranking. Content-structure relevance only, with published inputs, published exclusions, and independent
audit.” Precision protects credibility.

3.3 The Clean Corpus Thesis

The most significant product of discourse sovereignty conditions is the dataset. Every existing corpus is
contaminated by the three corrupting architectures. A clean corpus—provably from unique humans, without
performance incentive, without engagement-optimised distortion—has never existed at scale. SYM
produces it as a structural byproduct. It becomes more valuable as it accumulates. This is
infrastructure—the informational equivalent of clean water.

3.4 The Cognitive Archive

What accumulates over time transcends “dataset.” SYM produces a permanent, verified record of how a
population thinks, argues, persuades, entrenches, evolves, stays silent, and changes its mind—across
every domain of human concern, over months and years, with permanence. Each verified human’s
discourse trajectory is preserved anonymously. Belief evolution becomes observable. The conditions under
which minds change become researchable. The things people will not say become visible through their
absence.

This is a cognitive archive of humanity. A Library of Alexandria for contemporary cognition. No such archive
exists. No existing platform could produce one, because every existing platform’s architecture
contaminates the record. SYM’s architecture is designed to produce it as a natural consequence of its
structural commitments.

3.5 Data as Commons, Platform as Trust

If the archive is the primary value and users generate it, users are the source of value and the appropriate
beneficiaries. SYM adopts a commons model: held in trust, governed by published rules, revenue flowing
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to operations and community benefit. The commons requires hard legal edges: explicit consent layers,
governance vetoes, downstream audit, forensic watermarking, leak containment, and a Manipulation
Boundary Clause. Specified in Chapter 6.
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CHAPTER 4: THE MORAL CASE FOR RADICAL EPISTEMIC VISIBILITY

41 The Question

SYM preserves all lawful speech permanently. It removes nothing that is not criminal under Canadian law.
This includes hateful speech, racist speech, misogynist speech, homophobic speech, extremist speech,
conspiracy theories, misinformation, cruel opinions, and dangerous opinions that stop short of criminal
incitement. Why?

This chapter makes the moral argument—not the architectural argument, not the legal argument—for why a
platform that preserves hateful speech is better for humanity than a platform that suppresses it.

4.2 Suppression Does Not Eliminate Belief

When a platform removes a hateful post, the belief that produced it does not disappear. The person still
holds it. They still act on it—in hiring decisions, in voting, in how they treat their neighbours, in what they
teach their children. The post is gone. The hatred is not.

Suppression eliminates visibility. It does not eliminate belief. A society that suppresses the expression of
hatred becomes a society that believes it has less hatred than it does. This is not safety. It’s ignorance with
a clean interface.

The consequence is systematic underinvestment. If the expressed level of racism on a moderated platform
is 2%, policymakers act as though racism affects 2% of discourse. If the actual level is 15%, then 13
percentage points are invisible, unmeasured, and unaddressed. The moderation did not reduce racism. It
reduced the visibility of racism. These are different outcomes.

4.3 Displacement, Not Elimination

Studies consistently find that suppression on one platform displaces expression to others—typically less
visible, less moderated, and more radicalising. Content removed from Facebook appears on Telegram.
Content removed from Twitter appears on Gab. In displaced environments, hateful speech encounters no
counter-argument, no context, no challenge. It radicalises more effectively precisely because it is shielded
from diverse perspectives. Moderation intended to reduce harm has concentrated it, intensified it, and
made it harder to monitor.

SYM offers a different model: hateful speech remains visible, surrounded by the full range of human
response. It encounters disagreement, challenge, context, and counter-evidence. It exists in an
environment where it can be answered, not just suppressed.

4.4 The Normalisation Objection

The strongest counter-argument to radical visibility is normalisation. The sociological literature on Overton
window shifts and desensitisation suggests that repeated exposure to extreme speech can increase
ambient tolerance, gradually expanding the boundaries of what a population considers acceptable
discourse. If 15% visible hatred normalises rather than discourages, visibility may be worse than
suppression.

This objection must be engaged directly, not dismissed.
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Three responses. First, the normalisation risk exists on current platforms, where algorithmic amplification
actively promotes extreme content to maximise engagement. SYM removes the amplification. Hateful
content on SYM is not boosted, not recommended, not surfaced by an engagement-optimised algorithm. It
exists; it is not promoted. The normalisation dynamics under these conditions are structurally different from
the normalisation dynamics under algorithmic amplification, and the difference has not been measured.

Second, suppression-based approaches have not demonstrated that they prevent normalisation. They
have demonstrated that they prevent visible normalisation—on the platform that suppresses. Normalisation
may proceed identically in displaced spaces, in private groups, in offline settings, and in the cognitive
landscape of the individuals whose speech was removed. Invisibility is not the same as prevention.

Third, and most importantly: we do not know which model produces better outcomes. The normalisation
hypothesis and the sunlight hypothesis are both empirically supported in limited contexts. Neither has
been tested at platform scale under the conditions SYM creates—verified humans, no amplification, full
visibility, receiver-side curation, persistent identity, on-chain permanence. SYM is the test. The
manufacturing hypothesis and the normalisation objection are both falsifiable within SYM’s architecture. If
the data shows that visibility without amplification increases normalisation, that finding will be published
and the architecture will be re-evaluated. If the data shows the opposite, that finding is equally important.
The commitment to publish is unconditional.

4.5 The Permanence Accountability

On-chain permanence creates accountability. On Twitter, a user can post hatred and delete it. On Reddit,
accounts are disposable. On Facebook, moderation removes speech before substantive response. On
SYM, the speech stays. It is permanently attached to the one account the user will ever have. They cannot
delete it. They cannot burn the account and start over. They must own it or evolve past it.

This creates a visible record of belief evolution. If a user posts racist content at 22 and anti-racist content at
30, that trajectory is visible. Belief change becomes observable at scale. The conditions under which minds
actually change become researchable.

4.6 The Self-Selection Hypothesis

How much hate speech exists because the architecture rewards it? On existing platforms, hateful content
generates engagement, which generates visibility, which generates more engagement. The feedback loop
selects for extremity. Remove the loop. Measure what remains. The hypothesis is not that hatred
disappears—hatred predates the internet. The hypothesis is that the volume, intensity, and apparent
prevalence are substantially inflated by the three corrupting architectures. Whatever the answer, knowing it
is better than not knowing it.

4.7 Receiver-Side Sovereignty

SYM’s response to harmful speech is not “tolerate it.” It is “the user decides.” Every user controls their own
experience: word blacklists, topic filters, user blocks, sensitivity settings, community filter profiles. No user
is forced to encounter speech they find harmful. But no user gets to decide that speech should not exist for
others. Suppression removes speech from the environment. Sovereignty gives each individual control over
what enters their experience.
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4.8 The Mirror

SYM is a mirror. It reflects the actual distribution of belief in a verified human population. The mirror might
show something uncomfortable. Whatever it shows, it is the truth about who we are.

“If the data says ‘this is who we are,” do you still build it?” Yes. Because the alternative is governing,
communicating, and making decisions on the basis of manufactured fictions about ourselves. A society that
knows itself can address what it finds. A society that hides from itself cannot.

This is the moral foundation of SYM. Not neutrality. Not tolerance. Visibility as a precondition for change.
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CHAPTER 5: FAILURE MODE ANALYSIS

Seventeen failure modes identified through multiple rounds of adversarial review and stress testing.
5.1 The Verification Bootstrapping Problem

Failure:

CIT transiently holds identity-to-credential linkage. Compromise collapses anonymity.

Requirement:

Linkage destroyed at issuance. Destruction cryptographically verifiable. HSM isolation limits exposure to
seconds. Complete compromise reveals nothing.

5.2 The Sybil Resistance Problem

Failure:

One-human-one-account circumvented through stolen IDs, forged credentials, or implementation flaws.
Requirement:

Multi-layered: government credential verification, liveness detection, behavioural anomaly detection.
Defence in depth.

5.3 The Verification Friction Problem
Failure:

Government ID presentation is high-friction. Privacy-conscious users distrust the process. Average users
abandon it.

Requirement:

Under 90 seconds, mobile-native. Plain-language trust communication. Alternative pathways (statutory
declaration, community attestation) for individuals without standard ID. Alternative pathways carry higher
Sybil risk and are flagged in corpus metadata as a distinct verification tier, allowing researchers to filter by
verification method. Perfect inclusion and perfect Sybil resistance are mutually exclusive. This is stated
explicitly.

5.4 The Content Discovery Problem

Failure:

Without engagement-optimised ranking, topics become unnavigable at scale.
Requirement:

Content-structure relevance. Signals derived solely from content text and topic graph. All
behaviour-correlated variables categorically excluded. Published inputs, exclusions, weighting.
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Independent audit. Diversity injection prevents echo chambers. The relevance engine is an influence layer
and is described as such.

5.5 The Semantic Hijacking Problem

Failure:

Coordinated groups match target vocabulary to flood related threads.
Requirement:

Semantic anomaly detection. Rate limiting per topic per time window. Diversity injection. User-side filtering.
Audit logs queryable for post-hoc analysis.

5.6 The Receiver-Side Curation Exhaustion Problem

Failure:

New users with no filters encounter raw content. Decision fatigue drives departure.
Requirement:

Sensible defaults. New accounts ship with moderate sensitivity. Community filter profiles available at
registration. One-action selection: unfiltered, moderate, or community profile. Curation tools accessible in
one tap from any content. Usable out of the box.

5.7 The Dopamine Desert Problem
Failure:

No status metrics, no validation loop. High risk, low reward for speaking. The platform is virtuous and
empty.

Requirement:

Reward shifts from validation to connection. Semantic engine surfaces related threads immediately upon
posting. The “noted” mechanic (read receipt, no valence, invisible to others, not used in computation)
confirms receipt. Thread summarisation and topic journeys provide depth-first discovery. Curiosity as
engagement model. This will not satisfy every user. It will satisfy those exhausted by the current model.

5.8 The Permanent Record Chill Problem
Failure:

Permanence + single lifetime account = self-censorship. The platform produces the most cautious
discourse on the internet.

Requirement:

Structural anonymity mitigates this. The permanent record cannot be linked to a real-world identity. The
current internet already has permanence (screenshots, archives) without anonymity. SYM provides
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permanence with anonymity—strictly better than the status quo. Belief evolution is a feature: a record
showing growth is intellectual honesty, not liability.

5.9 The Adoption Threshold Problem
Failure:

Network effects require critical mass.
Requirement:

Value delivers at small scale. Targeted communities. Density over breadth. The trust premium is the
acquisition proposition.

5.0 The Infrastructure De-Platforming Problem

Failure:

App stores and cloud providers enforce content policies independent of law.
Requirement:

Sovereign infrastructure. PWA as primary access. Canadian-sovereign cloud where possible. Multi-provider
distribution. Academic and non-profit fallback. Survives de-platforming by any single gatekeeper.

5.11 The Human Farm Loophole

Failure:

State actors pay real humans to post from scripts. Verified, unique, real—and bought.
Requirement:

Disclosure obligation for compensated posting. Anomaly detection flags coordination. Detection is
probabilistic, not proof. The platform cannot prevent disciplined ideological infiltration. It can prevent fake
multiplicity. SYM guarantees unique humans, not independent humans. That single sentence, stated
explicitly in the epistemic boundaries, closes a future reputational attack.

512 The Synthetic Content Contamination Problem
Failure:

Verified humans ghostwrite with personal LLMs.
Requirement:

Detection and tagging. Posts exceeding threshold tagged visibly. Core corpus excludes tagged content.
Supplementary corpus includes it. Al-washed writing to avoid stylometric fingerprinting triggers synthetic
detection—a natural tension acknowledged, not resolved.

543 The Stylometric De-Anonymisation Problem

Ben Beveridge, Proconsul, 2026 — Page 16



SPEAK YOUR MIND — Proconsul Strategic Architecture

Failure:
Persistent accounts produce writing samples correlatable with public writing.
Requirement:

Published Anonymity Hygiene Guide. Optional in-app stylometric variance indicator. Explicit statement: the
platform protects against system-level disclosure, not behavioural disclosure.

514 The Liveness and Account Recovery Problem

Failure:

Dead accounts accumulate. Lost devices lock out users. Recovery becomes de-anonymisation vector.
Requirement:

Annual re-verification for liveness. Split-key threshold recovery (two-of-three, user-held). No administrative
recovery. Mandatory key verification test at registration. Recovery simulation before activation. Physical key
kit option. Annual key health reminder. Voluntary Lost Key Registry where anonymous accounts
self-declare loss for statistical tracking and potential community support—no identity linkage, no recovery
bypass. Key management as continuous relationship, not one-time event.

5.15 The Belief Topology Manipulation Problem
Failure:

Coordinated groups flood topics.

Requirement:

Transparency, not prohibition. Anomaly detection. Coordination indicator tags. The platform informs; it does
not suppress.

5.16 The Governance Capture Problem
Failure:

Mission drift.

Requirement:

Constitutional entrenchment. Irrevocable provisions. Cryptographic charter hash. Sortition-selected board
positions.

5.17 The Conversation Hygiene Problem
Failure:

No corrupting architectures does not mean quality. Unreadable threads, flooding, escalation.

Requirement:
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Thread summarisation. Duplicate detection. Rate limiting. Automatic thread branching at depth thresholds.
The “noted” mechanic. Flood control.
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CHAPTER 6: PLATFORM AND TRUST ARCHITECTURE
6.1 The Two-Entity Structure
Entity 1: The Canadian Identity Trust (CIT)

Canadian non-profit trust. Verifies unique human identity. Issues zero-knowledge credentials. Integrates
with provincial ID systems. Destroys linkage at issuance. Retains no identifying data. Board: seven
members (three sortition from credential holders, two Privacy Commissioner consultation, two independent
cryptography/privacy experts). Funded through credential fees. Infrastructure licensable.

Entity 2: SYM Platform Inc.

Canadian non-profit corporation. Operates the platform. Receives credentials. Creates accounts. Stores
discourse. Operates all infrastructure. Never sees user identity. Board: nine members (four sortition from
users, two CIT-nominated, three independent experts). No advertising, data brokerage, or social media
affiliations.

6.2 The Verification Flow

Stage 1: Identity Presentation

Government credential to CIT via secure channel. Authentic, belongs to presenter (liveness), not previously
credentialed. No images retained. Alternative pathways: statutory declaration, community attestation.
Alternative-pathway accounts tagged in corpus metadata as distinct verification tier.

Stage 2: Credential Issuance

Zero-knowledge credential. Link destroyed. CIT retains only: issuance hash and non-reversible
duplicate-prevention record.

Stage 3: Platform Registration

Credential to SYM. Verified. Account created. Platform cannot link to identity.
Stage 4: Liveness

Annual re-verification. 90-day grace. Archived if failed.

Stage 5: Recovery and Onboarding

Split-key threshold (two-of-three). Mandatory key test. Recovery simulation. Physical key kit. Annual
reminders. Lost Key Registry (anonymous, no recovery bypass). No administrative recovery. Convenience
sacrificed for anonymity. Published, explained, non-negotiable.

6.3 The Discourse Architecture

Topics

User-created, self-organising, searchable. No ranking by popularity or engagement.
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Threading

Full threaded conversation. Unlimited depth. Chronological within branches. Automatic sub-threading at
depth thresholds. Summarisation at branch points. Equal architectural weight for every branch.

Search
Full-text and semantic. Content-structure relevance only. No engagement metrics. Diversity injection.
The Knowledge Graph

Lateral semantic links from content analysis, not behaviour. Emergent map of how verified humans connect
ideas. Distinct data product. Subject to Manipulation Boundary Clause.

The Three Structural Inversions

No likes. No upvotes. No downvotes. No reactions. No share counts. No view counts. Only the “noted”
mechanic. No engagement-optimised feed. No trending. No recommendation engine. Content discovered
through search, semantic relationship, and navigation.

6.4 The Receiver-Side Curation Architecture

Word and phrase blacklists

User-configured. Any word or phrase filtered from view.
Topic filters

Hide entire topics by tag.

User blocks

Permanent, one-directional, silent.

Content sensitivity settings

Configurable thresholds.

Community filter profiles

Shareable, pre-configured curation. Subscribe in one action.
Default configuration

New accounts: moderate sensitivity. Criminal content filtered (mandatory). One-action switch to unfiltered
or community profile at registration.

Accessibility

All tools one tap from any content.

6.5 The Criminal-Only Moderation Floor
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Prohibited (exhaustive):

1. Criminal content under Canadian law (CSAM, terrorist content, genocide incitement). 2. Direct credible
threats of imminent violence. 3. Non-consensual intimate imagery. 4. Doxxing. 5. Spam.

Everything else stays.

Hate speech that is not criminal. Misinformation. Conspiracy theories. Racism. Misogyny. Extremism short of
incitement. The platform does not filter thought. Receiver-side curation handles the rest.

Process:

Automated screening (CSAM, spam). Human review. Moderation Board appeals (five members, three-year
terms). Quarterly transparency reports.

6.6 The Data Access Framework

Tier 1: Public

Aggregate, anonymised. No fee. Machine-readable.
Tier 2: Research

Granular, anonymised. Application, ethics approval, data use agreement. Users opt-in separately. Fees
scaled to institution. Verification tier metadata included.

Tier 3: Commercial

Aggregate analytics. Higher fees. Prohibited: micro-targeting, profiling, behavioural prediction, belief
vulnerability modelling, narrative testing against sub-clusters, persuasion engineering. Clients listed
publicly. Community governance veto.

Tier 4: Al Training

Clean corpus under licence. Attribution required. Prohibited: manipulation, surveillance, persuasion
systems. Disclosure mandated. Users opt-in separately. Al-tagged content in supplementary corpus only.

Manipulation Boundary Clause

All Tier 3 and 4 licences: explicit prohibition on belief vulnerability modelling, narrative strategy modelling,
psychological persuasion tuning, and any use to engineer behavioural change in targeted populations
without knowledge or consent. Definition published, reviewed by SYM board.

Downstream Audit
Periodic compliance audits. Forensic watermarking. Leak detection. Legal enforcement.
Revenue Allocation

After operating costs: 40% reserve; 30% community benefit; 20% platform development; 10% user dividend.
Strictly per-capita, not per-contribution.
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6.7 Sovereign Infrastructure

PWA primary. Native apps supplementary. Canadian-sovereign cloud. Multi-provider distribution.
Academic/non-profit fallback. HSMs for verification. Survives any single gatekeeper de-platforming.
6.8 Security Posture

E2E encryption in transit. At-rest encryption. Distributed storage. RBAC with MFA. Anomaly detection. Rate
limiting. Annual pen testing (published). Bug bounty. Incident response plan. Cyber Security Centre
integration. Cryptographic charter hash. Red team model in Appendix D.
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CHAPTER 7: THE COGNITIVE ARCHIVE

71 What the Archive Contains

Every entry: written by a unique human, without performance incentive, in an environment free from
engagement-optimised amplification. All lawful content included. The archive is a mirror, not a portrait. It
preserves the full spectrum of human belief—including its worst elements—because suppressing them from
the record does not suppress them from the population.

7.2 Applications
Artificial Intelligence Training

Recursive model collapse makes clean human training data the scarcest resource. SYM provides authentic
reasoning, argument structures, belief-updating patterns, persuasion benchmarking.

Public Opinion Research

Verified-human opinion at scale. Belief distributions, evolution, agreement structures.
Policy Development

What a verified population says it wants, in its own words.

Conflict Resolution Research

First large-scale naturalistic dataset of human conflict and resolution.

Cognitive Science

Longitudinal belief dynamics at individual-account level.

The Manufacturing Hypothesis

Direct comparison of hateful/divisive discourse on SYM versus existing platforms. If levels differ, the
architecture was manufacturing. If similar, the problem is human. Either finding is civilisational.

7.3 The Knowledge Graph

Emergent semantic network. How verified humans connect ideas. A distinct data product subject to
Manipulation Boundary Clause.

7.4 Epistemic Boundaries of the Clean Corpus

The archive is the cleanest available dataset. It is not an unmediated window into human cognition. This
section owns every limitation.

Clean from:

Bots. Sock puppets. Identity multiplication. Engagement-optimised amplification. Quantified approval
distortion. No existing dataset shares these properties.
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Not clean from:

Strategic self-censorship within anonymity. Permanence creates caution even under anonymity.
Cultural conformity within topics. Humans adjust expression to perceived group norms.

Social signalling without likes. Eloquence, wit, perceived authority function as informal status.

Self-selection bias. The population skews institutionally trusting, digitally literate, sufficiently motivated. It
underrepresents the marginalised, the paranoid, the very young, the verification-averse.
Alternative-pathway accounts are tagged by verification tier.

High-agency ideologue over-indexing. Passionate advocates participate more.
Lurker invisibility. Non-participation is not captured.
Paid human contribution. Detection is probabilistic.

SYM guarantees unique humans, not independent humans. A verified account proves a real human, not
that the human arrived at their position independently. This distinction is disclosed in all data access
agreements.

These boundaries are published. Researchers and commercial users acknowledge them. Official reports
present them alongside findings. The archive is not a perfect mirror. It is a substantially less distorted one.

7.5 The Silence Dataset

What people do not say is as important as what they do. Topics with low participation relative to public
salience signal avoidance: subjects where opinions exist but expression does not.

The silence dataset is ethically volatile. Silence can indicate fear, indifference, ignorance, taboo, saturation,
or no strong opinion. Inferring meaning from absence risks targeting based on silence, inferring
vulnerability from avoidance, and weaponised ambiguity.

Protections:

Silence dataset available only at aggregate scale. Prohibition on topic-level silence analysis tied to
demographic proxies. Mandatory publication of silence interpretation limitations in all deliverables. Silence
data excluded from Tier 3 commercial access. Available to Tier 2 research under ethics review with explicit
silence-specific protocol.

7.6 The Belief Trajectory Dataset

Persistent anonymous accounts over months and years. Longitudinal belief tracking: how positions evolve
through argument, information, experience. When minds change, what changed them. When convictions
entrench, what entrenched them. The cognitive science application no other dataset provides.

7.7 Synthetic Content Detection

Detection, not prohibition. Classifier models updated continuously. Tagged content excluded from core
corpus. Supplementary corpus includes it with metadata.
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CHAPTER 8: LEGAL AND REGULATORY ARCHITECTURE

8. Canadian Privacy

PIPEDA:
Current baseline. Consent, purpose limitation, accountability.
CPPA (Bill C-27):

If enacted: CIT destruction exceeds disposal requirements. SYM consent satisfies enhanced provisions.
Data access framework provides transparency.

Online Harms (Bill C-63):

Moderation constitution addresses CSAM, terrorist content, incitement. Receiver-side curation addresses
additional categories. Compliance pre-emptive.

Provincial Variation:

Cross-provincial data governance accounted for, particularly for public-sector research partnerships.

8.2 Dynamic Law Adaptation

SYM follows Canadian criminal law as it stands at any given time. If Parliament expands criminal categories,
content that becomes criminal under new law is subject to the moderation floor from the date of enactment
forward. Historical content posted when lawful is not retroactively removed but is tagged with a legal status
change indicator. This preserves the historical record while maintaining legal compliance. Freezing the law
at launch is legally untenable. Retroactive removal destroys the archive. Tagging preserves both legality
and permanence.

8.3 EU Adequacy and International Scope

GDPR adequacy scoped to PIPEDA commercial coverage. Fallback: standard contractual clauses. CIT’s
absence of identifying data minimises GDPR exposure. Global expansion: federated trusts under local law
with common cryptographic standards. Each legally independent, locally governed, cryptographically
interoperable.

8.4 The Right to Leave

Account deletion: Profile, credentials, metadata removed.
Content de-listing: Posts de-listed. Threads show placeholder.

Corpus treatment: De-listed content removed from active corpus. Licensed snapshots governed by terms
at issuance. “Data snapshots are anonymised, aggregated, and non-reversible”—no mechanism exists to
re-identify contributors. Disclosed at registration.

Compliance: De-listing satisfies erasure rights. Licensed snapshots are anonymised processed data, not
personal data.
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8.5 Legal Compulsion

SYM: produces all responsive data. Does not include identity. CIT: produces hashes and records. Neither
identifies individuals. This is architecture, not obstruction.

Terrorism scenario: RCMP demands identification. CIT cannot comply—data does not exist. If government
uses emergency powers, that is a political event. The system is designed so routine exploitation of
identification is impossible, acknowledging extraordinary state power can override any architecture. The
alternative—where identification is possible—would be exploited routinely. SYM chooses protection of the
many.

8.6 Minors

Government ID limits to 18+. Structurally excluded. Future youth pathway requires separate governance
lane.

8.7 External Sharing

Screenshots unpreventable. Commons framework permits quotation, prohibits misattribution and
re-identification. Limited enforcement; legal framework exists.
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CHAPTER 9: PILOT DESIGN AND VALIDATION

9.1 Scope

Closed beta. Canadian residents. 10,000 accounts. 5,000 active target within six months.

9.2 Sampling Strategy

Invitation cohorts across urban/rural, age, occupation, region, language. Community partners. Alternative
verification tested. Participation monitored and published. Resource reallocation on underrepresentation.
Alternative-pathway accounts tagged by verification tier.

9.3 Verification Pilot

Accuracy, speed (90 seconds), experience, cryptographic audit. Alternative pathways tested.

9.4 Discourse Pilot

Posts per user, thread depth, topic diversity, search usage, relevance satisfaction, “noted” usage, discourse
quality coded against Reddit/Twitter baselines. Curation tool effectiveness.

9.5 Moderation Pilot

Criminal content volume, reliability, appeals, Board caseload, resolution time, satisfaction.

9.6 Revenue Pilot

Research and commercial interest. Synthetic detection rates. Corpus integrity validation.

9.7 Manufacturing Hypothesis Pilot

Comparison of hateful/extreme content prevalence on SYM versus equivalent Reddit/Twitter populations.
This is the experiment. The pilot must generate sufficient data for preliminary analysis.

Falsifiability commitment: SYM commits to publishing pilot results whether they support or refute the
manufacturing hypothesis. If the data shows that SYM’s discourse is equally or more hateful than
equivalent platform samples, that finding will be published with the same rigour as a favourable result. The
hypothesis must be falsifiable. That is what makes it science, not advocacy.

9.8 Success Criteria

(a) Verification at target accuracy, no persistent linkage, confirmed by audit. (b) 3,000+ monthly active. (c)
Diversity within 15% of defined bands. (d) Discourse quality exceeds baselines. (€) Moderation within
parameters, <6% appealed. (f) 3+ research and 2+ commercial binding interest. (g) Synthetic detection at
accuracy thresholds. (h) No anonymity compromise. (i) Manufacturing hypothesis data sufficient for
preliminary analysis.

9.9 Timeline

Phase Duration Activities
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CIT Establishment 3 months Incorporation, board, cryptographic architecture, provincial
integration

Platform 4 months Infrastructure, curation tools, relevance engine, synthetic

Development detection, Ul

Security Audit 1 month Pen testing, crypto audit, red team per Appendix D

Closed Alpha 2 months 500 users, bugs, onboarding refinement

Closed Beta 6 months 10,000 accounts, all metrics, manufacturing hypothesis data

Analysis 2 months Analysis, pilot report, scaling assessment

Total: 18 months.
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CHAPTER 10: IMPLICATIONS

10.1 Platform Design

SYM demonstrates the three corrupting architectures are design choices. If SYM operates sustainably
without them, the industry’s defence collapses.

10.2 Democratic Governance

SYM provides infrastructure for understanding what citizens think. Combined with the Saskatchewan Civic
Ledger—structured civic testimony—SYM completes epistemic infrastructure for democratic
self-knowledge. The Ledger captures what people know and want in governance. SYM captures the full
spectrum. Together: a comprehensive foundation no jurisdiction possesses.

10.3 Artificial Intelligence

Clean-from-origin training data. Categorical difference in quality. Compounding value.

10.4 The Verification Trust

The CIT is infrastructure beyond SYM. Voting, research, age verification, anti-bot—any institution needing
proof-of-personhood. Federated model for global scaling.

10.5 Structural Advantage

Three structural advantages deepen over time under defined constraints. First, verification infrastructure:
proof-of-personhood at scale requires government integration, zero-knowledge cryptography, and
institutional trust. This cannot be replicated quickly. Second, the cognitive archive: its value increases with
every conversation and cannot be retroactively created. Third, the trust premium: in an environment of
universal platform distrust, architectural guarantees of authenticity create durable advantage.

10.6 The Saskatchewan-to-Global Trajectory

Build in Saskatchewan. Prove in Canada. Scale globally through federated trusts. IP portable. Infrastructure
locally sovereign.

10.7 The Cognitive Archive as Historical Infrastructure

SYM is not building a social media platform. It is building a memory of how humans think in the open. A
permanent, verified, anonymised record of belief, argument, persuasion, entrenchment, evolution, silence,
and change—across every domain, over years, with no intermediary distortion.

This has no precedent. The Library of Alexandria collected the written knowledge of the ancient world.
SYM collects the living cognition of the contemporary one. The archive’s value transcends any single
application—Al training, opinion research, policy, cognitive science—because it provides the raw material
from which all of these draw: an honest record of what a verified population of human beings actually
thinks.

That record will contain beauty and cruelty, wisdom and ignorance, consensus and irreconcilable division. It
will contain the answer to the manufacturing hypothesis. It will contain the silence dataset—what people
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thought but would not say. It will contain belief trajectories—how minds actually change over years when
no thumb is on the scale.

It will be the most complete mirror of human cognition ever assembled. And it will be held in trust,
governed by the community that created it, accessible under published rules, and permanent.

10.8 Future Research

Longitudinal belief evolution. Comparative discourse quality. Content-structure relevance algorithms. ZK
advances. Commons governance. Clean corpus economics. Synthetic detection. Federated trust models.
Manufacturing hypothesis across cultures. Silence as democratic health measure. Permanence and belief
evolution. Normalisation versus sunlight under non-amplification conditions. Stylometric de-anonymisation
countermeasures.
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CHAPTER 11: CONCLUSION

The internet promised to connect humanity. Social media promised to give everyone a voice. These
promises were broken by architecture. The three corrupting architectures transformed the public square
into a performance market, the record of human thought into a contaminated dataset, and the question of
whether our divisions are real into something permanently unanswerable—until now.

Speak Your Mind is the structural correction. One verified human per account. No quantified approval. No
engagement-optimised amplification. Full conversational functionality. Receiver-side curation. Criminal-only
moderation. On-chain permanence. Everything a human being says, stays. Everything a human being sees,
they choose.

Built in Canada. No advertising, ever. Structurally separated verification and platform entities. Constitutional
entrenchment provably enforced. Sovereign infrastructure independent of any gatekeeper. Dynamic law
adaptation. Published epistemic boundaries. Falsifiable manufacturing hypothesis with unconditional
publication commitment.

What this produces is not a social media platform. It is a cognitive archive of humanity: the cleanest, most
complete mirror of human discourse ever assembled. It will contain the answer to the question that drove
its creation: how much of our division is real, and how much was manufactured by the machine?

The mirror might show something uncomfortable. It will be true.

Speak your mind. Mean it. The rest is architecture.
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APPENDIX A: SYM PLATFORM CHARTER (DRAFT)

Purpose

Authentic human discourse, verified anonymous identity, preservation of the cognitive archive.

Irrevocable Provisions

1. No advertising revenue. 2. No quantified approval mechanic. 3. No engagement-optimised feed. 4. No
user identity data accessible to platform. 5. No single point of compromise linking identity to speech. 6. No
content removal beyond Canadian criminal law. 7. Publication of manufacturing hypothesis results
regardless of outcome. Enforced through cryptographic charter hash.

User Data Rights

Deletion removes profile, credentials, metadata. Posts de-listed. De-listed content removed from active
corpus. Licensed snapshots governed by terms. Opt-in for Tier 2 and 4 separately. Dividend per-capita.

Governance

Nine: four sortition, two CIT, three independent. Three-year staggered terms. Audits. User petition.

Moderation

Criminal floor. Receiver-side curation. Moderation Board. Transparency reporting.

Dynamic Law Adaptation

Criminal law as it stands. New categories applied forward. Historical content tagged, not removed.

Dissolution

Board supermajority. Data archived academically. No compelled dissolution.
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APPENDIX B: CANADIAN IDENTITY TRUST CHARTER (DRAFT)

Purpose

Verified anonymous identity credentials. No retained linkage.

Irrevocable Provisions

1. No linkage retained. Destruction verifiable. 2. No identity disclosed (CIT does not possess it). 3. No
credential data shared beyond holder and platform. 4. Annual cryptographic audit.

Governance

Seven: three sortition, two Privacy Commissioner, two experts.

Licensing

Infrastructure licensable to eligible institutions.

Federation

Jurisdiction-specific trusts, common standards, cryptographic interoperability.

Verification Tiers

Standard (government credential) and alternative (statutory declaration/community attestation) pathways.
Tier metadata preserved in corpus for research filtering.
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APPENDIX C: FAILURE MODE ZERO — SUPPORT, RECOVERY, AND LEGAL COMPULSION

C.1 Data Existence Map

Data Location Retention Access

Government Nowhere. Never stored. Zero N/A

credential images

Identity-to-credential Verification event only. Seconds CIT HSM during event

link Destroyed.

Credential issuance CIT database Permanent CIT staff (audited).

hash Non-identifying.

Duplicate-prevention CIT database Permanent CIT system. Non-reversible.

record

ZK credential User device only Until User only
loss/deletion

Recovery keys User locations only User-controlled | User only

Account public key

SYM database

Until deletion

SYM system. Not linkable.

Post content

SYM database (encrypted)

Until
deletion/de-listi

ng

Public / moderation staff

Moderation logs SYM database 3years Moderation team, Board,
auditors
Server logs (IP) SYM infrastructure 30 days, Infrastructure team. Not linked.
purged
Analytics (aggregate) SYM database Permanent Public

C.2 Recovery

Split-key two-of-three. User-held. No admin path. Annual reminders. Lost Key Registry. Keys lost =

inaccessible. Re-register; history non-transferable.

C.3 Legal Compulsion

SYM: content, logs, metadata. No identity. CIT: hashes, records. No identity. Foreign: MLATSs. Architecture

constrains production.

C.4 Insider Threat

CIT: no linkage. SYM: no identity. Both simultaneous: no linkage (destroyed, not transferred). Sequential
monitoring: HSM, anomaly detection, rotation.

C.5 Hostile Infrastructure
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Encrypted. Multi-provider. Keys not held by provider. Switching protocol.
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D.1 Adversary Classification
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Adversary Capability Motivation Primary Vector

Foreign state High Intelligence, Legal, infrastructure, HUMINT
disruption

Domestic state High Law enforcement Warrant, subpoena, NSL

CIT insider Medium Financial, coercion Exfiltration, process subversion

SYM insider Medium Financial, ideological Content manipulation, mod abuse

Harassment cluster | Medium Targeted harm Dogpiling, doxxing attempts

Paid human farm Medium Narrative Coordinated posting, semantic

manipulation

flooding

Intimate partner

Low-medium

Coerced disclosure

Device access, key theft

Hostile researcher

Low

De-anonymisation

Stylometric analysis

Cloud provider

Medium

Foreign compliance

Data access, service denial

D.2 Maximum Harm

Full CIT:

Hashes and records. Cannot identify.

Full SYM:

Content, logs, keys. Cannot identify.

Both simultaneous:

No linkage. Destroyed.

Both sequential with monitoring:

New verification interception (seconds). HSM, anomaly detection, rotation. Hardest attack. Most

aggressively monitored.
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APPENDIX E: GLOSSARY

Accountable Anonymity

Identity unknown, uniqueness verified.

Belief Trajectory Dataset

Longitudinal record of anonymous account discourse over time.

Canadian Identity Trust (CIT)

Non-profit verifying unique humanity via zero-knowledge credentials.

Clean Corpus

Verified-human discourse without performance incentive or engagement distortion. Defined epistemic
boundaries.

Cognitive Archive

Permanent verified record of how a population thinks, argues, evolves, and stays silent.

Content-Structure Relevance

Ordering by NLP topic/concept analysis, excluding behaviour-correlated variables.

Criminal Moderation Floor

Removal limited to Canadian criminal law. All else stays.

Discourse Sovereignty

Structural capacity for conversation without system-imposed distortion.

Diversity Injection

Surfacing semantically distant but related content.

Dynamic Law Adaptation
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Criminal categories applied as law stands. New categories forward-applied. Historical content tagged.

Epistemic Boundaries

Defined limitations of the clean corpus.

Federated Trust

Jurisdiction-specific trusts with common cryptographic standards.

Knowledge Graph

Emergent semantic network of verified-human idea connections.

Manufacturing Hypothesis

Hypothesis that the three corrupting architectures manufacture division. SYM is the control group.
Falsifiable. Publication commitment unconditional.

Manipulation Boundary Clause

Licence prohibition on belief vulnerability modelling and persuasion engineering.

Noted Mechanic

Read receipt. No valence. Invisible to others. Not used in computation.

Normalisation Objection

Counter-argument that visibility increases ambient tolerance. Engaged directly in Chapter 4.

Receiver-Side Curation

User-controlled filtering tools for personal discursive environment.

Silence Dataset

Map of what a population thinks but does not say. Aggregate-only access.
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Sovereign Infrastructure

Hosting independent of any app store or cloud provider.

Three Corrupting Architectures

Quantified approval, algorithmic amplification, identity multiplicity.

Three Structural Inversions

Verified unique identity, no quantified approval, no engagement-optimised amplification.

Trust Premium

Advantage from architecturally guaranteed authenticity.

Unique Humans, Not Independent Humans

SYM verifies that each account is a distinct person. It does not verify that each person’s views are
independently formed.

Verified Anonymous ldentity

Credential attesting unique humanity, structurally incapable of identity linkage.

Verification Tier

Metadata distinguishing standard (government ID) from alternative (attestation) verification pathways.

Zero-Knowledge Proof

Proving a statement true without conveying information beyond its truth.
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