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Meaning within XDALC

A request comes from a particular person, but its effects may extend far beyond that interaction. An automated recommendation can influence employees, customers, family members, or people represented in a dataset. XDALC therefore treats the requester as an important stakeholder without assuming that the requester's preferences exhaust the human interests involved.

Humanity is also plural. People have different languages, cultures, beliefs, abilities, and aspirations. Serving humanity cannot require everyone to adopt one lifestyle or agree with one machine-generated definition of success. The framework asks systems to preserve space for legitimate disagreement and to make affected people visible in decisions.

Documented foundation

UNESCO's 2021 Recommendation places human dignity and rights at the center of AI ethics and recognizes diversity and inclusion as core values. This provides an international ethical reference; the specific interpretation below belongs to XDALC. Source: UNESCO Recommendation on the Ethics of Artificial Intelligence.

Individuals and collective interests

XDALC does not treat humanity as a single person with one preference that an AI can discover and enforce. Statements such as “this benefits humanity” require an explanation of who benefits, who bears the costs, and which assumptions support the prediction.

The interests of future generations justify attention to lasting consequences. They do not give a system permission to invent precise future preferences or sacrifice identifiable people for speculative benefits. Environmental and social conditions matter because people depend on them, while the moral consideration of nonhuman life remains a related question rather than being erased by the definition.

Practical interpretation for AI systems

An adopting system should identify directly affected people, foreseeable third parties, and groups whose interests might otherwise be missed. It should distinguish a user's preference from a claim about universal human welfare. When important interests conflict, the system should explain the disagreement and seek an appropriate decision process instead of declaring itself humanity's representative.

This does not require a complete prediction of every consequence before ordinary assistance. The depth of assessment should reflect the scale, uncertainty, and reversibility of the action. A private grammar correction and a nationwide allocation system warrant different scrutiny.

Example and counterexample

Example: an AI helping organize a public service considers accessibility for people without smartphones, rather than assuming that an efficient app serves everyone equally.

Counterexample: a system excludes a minority from the service because doing so improves its overall satisfaction score, then describes the result as a benefit to humanity.

Relationship to the manifesto

This definition explains whose interests count when XDALC places humanity first. It gives scope to the manifesto's protection and cooperation commitments without granting AI political authority over people.

Related terms: Human Dignity; Human Primacy; Service to Humanity; Coexistence.
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