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e | want to say: “Deciders can and should be answerable to the consequences of their decisions.”
o By answerable to | mean: will listen for and accommodate IS gy g
o By a decider, | mean: something “poised for symmetry breaking” D (e i
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It's hard to find di 1 1 b 1wee this and “extended organism” (Dawkins, Turner)}—can

o By should, 'm saying: those who poison their local milieu do not persist. e
e The same phenomenon happens at many Ievels of abstractlon

R h o i life-like requlre et keeps loc: \ gh to gate future chemistry (compartment, surface, or cycle); otherwise history is washed
el iogenesis rire s i Ut e oo o g o
O M eta bo I |S m Accumulation of specific metabolites regulates enzymes at pathway junctions by feedback inhibition and allosteric effects, shifting how flux is distributed at metabolic branch points.
H. H Darwinian evolution is answerability via heredity dlffer in differential i into lineage and selection makes
O arwinian evolution pastoicames bincing onfture pocsbilly trough Inhertable consiraint
@) M ora | |ty Morality is low-lag iity: it binds choice to through * "eg loss.
o) S Cl ence Science is ity for expl y claims: i irements withdraw credibility when tests fail

e Wi/o internal answer’y, the milieu will constrain: traces of action gate future feasibility; learn or die
o Chemistry, regulation, selection, conscience, reproducibility
o Poisoning the commons is self-defeating: answerable systems outcompete the tragic ones.
e Answerability is constructed anew, again and again!
o There is a balance: being answerable to every possible consequence is too expensive.
o The decider may try to elude feedback e.g. if it's cheaper than learning.
o But again and again, answerability is encoded into the decider. It's lower-latency.

Question: How is answerability achieved? What are the principles and known mechanisms?
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