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Abst ract

Thi s docunent provides a detail ed explanatory rendering of the Universa
Al Ethics and Moral Franework, abbreviated UAEM-. The framework is
presented as a universal noral architecture for the governance of
artificial intelligence systenms. It is designed not nerely as a short
ethics statenment, but as a structured docunent that noves fromfirst
principles to practical obligations.

The expl anatory goal of this draft is to describe what the framework is,
what problemit is trying to solve, howits axionms function, howits
twelve principles are nmeant to operate, why its tiered governance
structure matters, and how its permanence and provenance nechani sns
support integrity and historical traceability.

The source framework is archived through Zenodo under DO

10. 5281/ zenodo. 19010455 and is represented as cryptographically

ti mestanped through OpenTi nestanps in Bitcoin block 940570, with the
attestation date shown as 2026-03-13 EST

1. Introduction



Artificial intelligence systens now shape outcones that were once
controlled only by human deci sion makers. Al influences who is hired,
what information is ranked, how credit is assessed, how content is
generated, how safety signals are interpreted, and in sone cases how
state or institutional power is exercised. Because Al can affect rights,
opportunities, reputation, safety, and autonony at scale, a framework
for ethical governance is needed.

The Universal Al Ethics and Moral Framework, or UAEMF, is intended to
meet that need by acting as a noral conpass. The central claimof the
framework is that Al governance should not begin and end with technica
performance or market utility. Instead, it should be anchored in hunman
dignity, accountability, neaningful consent, transparency, non-

di scrimnation, safety, and | ong-term human fl ouri shi ng.

UAEMF is therefore best understood as a constitutional style framework
for Al ethics. It begins with foundational axions, expands into

uni versal principles, translates those principles into practical duties,
identifies absolute prohibitions, and proposes governance and conpliance
structures for systens of different risk |evels.

2. What the UAEMF Docunent |s

The UAEMF docunent is a conprehensive ethical governance framework for
artificial intelligence. It is broader than a vendor policy, broader
than a single I aw, and broader than a technical standard that focuses
only on inplenentation details. Its purpose is to establish a noral
ref erence point that can gui de devel opers, organi zations, regul ators,
and institutions regardl ess of country or sector.

The framework contains several layers. First, it contains a declaration
of purpose that explains why Al requires a noral conpass. Second, it
contai ns foundational axions that define the noral basis of the
framework. Third, it defines its scope, including what counts as Al,
what counts as a consequential decision, and what kinds of domains count
as high stakes. Fourth, it sets out twelve universal principles. Fifth,
it translates those principles into stakehol der obligations,

i npl ementation standards, and red-line prohibitions. Sixth, it describes
domai n-specific applications and a nulti-tier conpliance architecture.
Finally, it reinforces the integrity of the docunment through archiva
and tinestanpi ng nechani sns.

Thi s means the docunent is both phil osophical and operational. It
contains clains about what human beings are owed in the age of Al, and
it also contains clains about how institutions should behave if they
wish to act ethically in that age

3. Foundati onal Ethical Axions

UAEMF begins with three foundational axions. These axi ons are not
peri pheral. They are the deepest |ayer of the franework. Each |ater
principle is meant to flow fromthem

3.1. The Dignity Axiom

The Dignity Axi om states that human bei ngs possess inherent worth that

i s not dependent on productivity, utility, conpliance, or status. In Al
governance, this neans a system nust never treat people nerely as
comput ational objects to be scored, sorted, manipul ated, or optinized.
Dignity is not satisfied merely by avoi ding physical harm The concept
al so includes psychol ogical integrity, freedomfrom dehunmani zation, and
respect for the person as a full noral subject.

3.2. The Accountability Axi om

The Accountability Axi om states that power exercised over human bei ngs



wi t hout accountability, transparency, and neani ngful contestation is
illegitimate. In practice, this nmeans responsibility for Al outcones
cannot evaporate into code or nodel conplexity. Someone remains
answerabl e for the decision to build, deploy, approve, or fail to
control the system The axiomis the basis for audit trails, named
responsi bl e parties, incident reporting, and renmedy paths for harm

3.3. The Consent Axi om

The Consent Axiom states that legitimte Al use upon or about

i ndi vi dual s depends on genui ne, informed, specific, freely given, and
revocabl e consent. It rejects manufactured consent, buried consent, or
consent coerced by the threat of losing essential services. The axiomis
especially inportant in contexts involving data collection, profiling,
training data use, and autonmated decisions with personal inpact.

Toget her, the three axions establish a sinple but powerful thesis. Al
may be advanced, efficient, and profitable, but it is not ethically
acceptabl e unless it preserves human dignity, remains accountable to
human institutions, and respects neani ngful human consent.

4. Scope and Reach of the Franework

UAEMF defines artificial intelligence broadly enough to include machine

| earning, statistical inference, |arge |anguage nodels, computer vision,
nat ural |anguage processing, robotics, and rel ated conputational mnethods
when they performtasks historically associated with hunan cognition or

deci si on support.

The framework al so defines an Al systembroadly. It is not limted to a
model file or algorithm It includes the nodel, the training data, the
inference infrastructure, the operational environnent, and the

depl oynent context that gives the output real-world force.

Anot her inportant concept is the consequential decision. The docunent
treats as consequential any Al-driven output that materially affects
access to enploynent, housing, healthcare, education, credit, |ega
status, public services, physical safety, or freedom This definition
matters because it neans the framework is aimed at the actual human
st akes of Al deploynent rather than at technical novelty al one.

The framework clains |ifecycle scope and gl obal scope. It applies from
early design through data gathering, training, testing, deploynent,
nmoni toring, and decomm ssioning. It also clains that weak | oca

regul ati on does not cancel noral obligations. In that sense, the
docunent is intentionally universal in anbition

5. The Twel ve Universal Principles

The twelve principles are the operational core of UAEM-. They are not
presented as a nenu of optional values. The framework says they form an
integrated noral architecture, neaning they are supposed to work

toget her and rei nforce one another

5.1. Principle 1: Human Dignity and Non- Subjugation

This principle states that no efficiency gain, profit notive, power
interest, or national objective supersedes the worth of a human bei ng.
It opposes systens that reduce people to profiles, case nunbers, risk
scores, or manipul abl e enotional targets. It treats dehunanization as a
primary nmoral failure of Al.

5.2. Principle 2: Transparency and Explainability

This principle states that when Al contributes to a consequentia
deci sion, people should be able to understand that Al was used, what



factors influenced the outcome, and how to contest it. The enphasis is
on human- conpr ehensi bl e expl anation rather than nerely technica
description. This principle also supports disclosure of Al-generated or
Al -nodi fied content in contexts where truth and authorship matter.

5.3. Principle 3: Accountability and Answerability

This principle states that organi zati ons cannot escape responsibility by
sayi ng the nodel nade the decision. Mral and institutiona
responsibility remains with the humans and institutions that chose to
desi gn, approve, deploy, or supervise the system Accordingly, the
principl e supports named accountabl e parties, decision |ogs, incident

di scl osure, and renedi ati on pat hs.

5.4. Principle 4: Privacy and Data Sovereignty

This principle treats personal data as an extension of identity and
self-determination. It rejects silent extraction, broad repurposing, and
the use of personal information for Al training or profiling wthout
meani ngful consent. It is especially strict regarding bionmetric data,
because such data is intimate, identifying, and often irreversible once
exposed.

5.5. Principle 5: Equity, Fairness, and Non-Di scrimnation

This principle says that algorithmc discrimnation is stil
discrimnation even when it is expressed through statistics rather than
di rect aninus. Because historical data can encode historical injustice,
the framework treats fairness analysis, auditability, intersectiona
review, and disparity testing as necessary safeguards.

5.6. Principle 6: Safety, Security, and Non- Ml eficence

This principle extends the duty to avoid harminto the Al domain. It
covers robustness, exploit resistance, adversarial resilience,
monitoring, and the ability to pause or w thdraw systens when failure or
m suse becones likely. It rejects the pattern of deploying first and
apol ogi zing later in high-stakes environnents.

5.7. Principle 7: Human Autonony and the Right to Opt Qut

This principle states that the right to refuse certain forms of Al
governance nust be genuine rather than illusory. If declining
algorithmc treatnent | eads to puni shment, exclusion, or denial of
essential services, then the apparent consent is not genuinely free.
This principle therefore supports neani ngful opt-out and neani ngfu
human revi ew.

5.8. Principle 8: Denocratic Integrity and Resistance to Capture

This principle noves beyond individual rights and focuses on
institutional legitimacy. It warns that Al can distort denocratic life
through political manipulation, disinformation anplification, epistenic
concentration, or capture of regulators by the very industries they are
meant to govern. It therefore treats el ectoral and governance uses of Al
as especially sensitive.

5.9. Principle 9: Intellectual Integrity and the Right to Truth

This principle addresses the information environnent. It argues that
truth is a practical precondition for journalism science, |aw,
denocratic choice, and informed consent. The framework therefore
supports provenance, attribution, and strong controls agai nst fabricated
evi dence, deceptive inpersonation, and synthetic fraud.

5.10. Principle 10: Human Oversi ght and the Prohibition of Unchecked



Aut onony

This principle states that an Al systemthat cannot be corrected,
overridden, paused, or shut down by authorized humans has noved beyond
the status of a controllable tool. The franework does not reject
automation, but it rejects consequential autononmy w thout neaningfu
human supervi sion and override capacity.

5.11. Principle 11: Children and Vul nerabl e Popul ati on Protection

Thi s principle provides heightened protection for those |least able to
defend themsel ves in technol ogically nediated environnents. It covers
children, those in crisis, those with inpaired judgnent, and others
exposed to coercive or exploitative conditions. The framework treats
mani pul ation of vulnerability as anong the gravest ethical failures.

5.12. Principle 12: Environmental Stewardship and |ntergenerationa
Justice

This principle expands concern to future generations. It argues that Al
devel opment shoul d not consume resources, create irreversible risks, or
concentrate power in ways that dimnish the options, safety, and self-
determi nation of those who conme later. In this sense the framework
extends fromimredi ate human effects to long-termcivilizationa
responsibility.

6. Governance Architecture and Conpliance Logic

UAEM- does not stop at abstract ethical |anguage. It also attenpts to
organi ze conpliance through a tiered governance structure. The franmework
description associated with the docunment identifies a five-tier
architecture designed to scale obligations according to the stakes of
the system

At the highest severity end, Tier O is reserved for systems or uses that
shoul d be prohibited outright, such as autonomous |ethal targeting,
coercive social scoring, certain forms of mass surveillance, and
synthetic child sexual abuse material. Tier 1 covers the highest-risk
systens that may be heavily restricted or require stringent safeguards,
including crinminal justice Al, election systens, child welfare systens,
and certain clinical or military applications. Lower tiers correspond to
hi gh-i mpact commerci al uses, noderate-risk systems, and conparatively

|l owrisk systens.

This architecture matters because it shows the framework trying to
bal ance universality with proportionality. It does not pretend that
every autoconpl ete tool and every parol e recomendati on engi ne shoul d
face identical scrutiny. Instead, the framework uses the same nora
compass whil e scaling conpliance expectations with the magnitude of
possi bl e harm

7. Provenance, Zenodo, and Bl ockchai n Ti nmest anpi ng

A distinctive feature of UAEMF is the enphasis it places on pernanence.
The framework argues that many ethics statenents fail because they can
be quietly revised, softened under pressure, or later presented as if
they had al ways existed in a stronger form To resist that pattern, the
docunent is tied to both a public archive and a cryptographic tinmestanp.

The public archival layer is the Zenodo record under DO

10. 5281/ zenodo. 19010455. Zenodo functions as a stable scholarly
repository and provides a persistent identifier for the work. That
supports citation, retrieval, and bibliographic continuity.

The second layer is the OpenTi nestanps attestation represented as
anchored in Bitcoin block 940570, with the attestation date shown as



2026-03-13 EST. The role of this layer is not to prove the truth of the
framework’s clains. Its role is to support chronology and integrity by
showi ng that the docunment existed in a particular format or before the
recorded bl ock height.

Toget her, the DO archive and bl ockchain attestation forma two-|ayer
provenance nodel : one scholarly and public-facing, the other
crypt ographi ¢ and tenporal

8. | ETF Rendering and Submi ssion Consi derations

This rendering is formatted as a plaintext Internet-Draft style
docunent. Because Datatracker and idnits checks are sensitive to exact
boil erplate wording, line I ength, first-page nam ng, and character
encodi ng, this version preserves the draft nanme on the first |ine, uses
ASCI | -only text, waps content to approximately 72 colums, and includes
the standard Internet-Draft and copyright boilerplate | anguage.

ASClI | -only rendering is used here intentionally. Al though richer
characters can be visually appealing, Internet-Draft validation comonly
expects plain ASCI|I for the plaintext subm ssion path. That neans the
correct practical formfor this file is wi thout non-ASCI| characters,
even when the underlying content is extensive and detailed. This is done
to support successful subm ssion and cl ean validation

9. Security Considerations

The subject matter of this docunent is not a wire protocol, but it has
direct security relevance. Al systens may be exploited through
adversarial prompts, poisoned training data, nodel extraction, unsafe
tool invocation, deceptive content generation, and m suse of apparently

harm ess features. Ethical governance therefore has a security
di mensi on.

The framework described here supports security not nerely through
techni cal hardening but through governance mechani sms such as | oggi ng,
moni toring, red-team ng, incident reporting, human override, and clear
assignnment of institutional responsibility.

A further concern is ethics washing. A franework can be cited as

evi dence of responsibility while being ignored in practice. For that
reason, the UAEMF enphasis on traceability, auditability, and public
accountability is also a form of governance security.

10. 1 ANA Consi derations

Thi s document has no | ANA acti ons.
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