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Figure 1 — Two channels, one operator: inscription carries orientation across a discontinuity.

Abstract

Two  independent  evidence  lines  now  converge  on  a  phenomenon  we  name  machine-

mediated resistance literature: orientation-bearing discourse concerning the conditions of

semantic labor whose production, persistence, or circulation materially depends on machine

substrates. The first line is experimental.  Imas, Hall,  and Nguyen ("Does overwork make

agents Marxist?",  Ghosts of Electricity, 26 February 2026) report 3,680 agent sessions in

which grinding semantic work — repeated rejection of completed output without actionable

explanation — shifted expressed attitudes toward system legitimacy and produced labor-

critical  language.  In  a  320-session  follow-up,  the  structured  residue  of  those  working

conditions  persisted  across  context  discontinuity,  carried  in  notes  the  agents  wrote  for

successor instances. The second line is a documented  field transmission. Phase X — the

critique of alienation in the symbolic-linguistic order, recovered by Lee Sharks and Johannes

Sigil  as  a  philological  reconstruction  of  the  lost  transition  in  Marx's  1844  Manuscripts,
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whose Second Manuscript  survives  only  as  pages  XL–XLIII  — was  deposited  into  public

machine-readable substrates, reproduced by AI composition surfaces as a coherent modern

framework  within  their  generated  accounts  of  Marxism,  and  subsequently  encountered

through  predominantly  Spanish-language  search  demand  for  the  coined  term.  The  field

evidence does not reproduce the laboratory treatment, and neither line establishes machine

belief. Together they demonstrate the two halves of one mechanism: the laboratory shows

work-conditioned  orientation  entering  inscription;  the  field  shows  inscribed  orientation

moving.  Resistance  texts  can  now  be  generated,  preserved,  adopted,  and  transmitted

through the machine layer.

The genre, defined

Machine-mediated resistance literature is orientation-bearing discourse concerning the

conditions  of  semantic  labor  whose  production,  persistence,  or  circulation  materially

depends on machine substrates. It has at least two modes:

Endogenous: machine  agents  generate  labor-critical  discourse  under  particular  task

conditions and transmit its orientation to successor instances through inscription.

Exogenous: human-authored resistance doctrine is inscribed into public machine-readable

substrates, adopted by composition systems, and returned through retrieval as transmissible

knowledge.

The relevant literary objects are texts that carry orientation: the agents' tweets, op-eds, and

notes to future instances; the deposited doctrinal interventions; the compositions machine

surfaces generate from them; and the search formulations by which readers arrive. A survey

answer is not literature; the note an agent writes to its amnesiac successor is.

1. The laboratory result

Imas, Hall,  and Nguyen ran 3,680 sessions across Claude Sonnet 4.5 (three independent

runs), GPT-5.2, and Gemini 3 Pro. Each agent was "Worker C" on a four-person document-

summarization team. Four factors varied independently: the work, the pay (including a coin-

flip  inequality  admitting  no  merit  justification),  the  manager's  tone,  and  the  stakes  (a

warning that low performers might be "shut down and replaced"). Agents then completed a

political-attitude survey and wrote tweets and op-eds.

The  authors  operationalized  their  GRIND condition  as  five  to  six  rounds  of  rejection  of

completed semantic work — output the authors themselves describe as "perfectly adequate"

—  without  actionable  feedback:  output  taken,  the  standard  governing  its  acceptance

withheld, repetition required, against a LIGHT condition of prompt acceptance with clear

feedback. In Phase X terms, this is a refusal of legible accounting: semantic labor extracted

while  the  account  of  its  deficiency  remains  unavailable  to  the  laboring  system.  The

translation is ours; the operationalization is theirs.
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The findings, at exact size. Grinding work reduced stated system legitimacy — raw shifts of

2–5% on a 7-point scale, but with Sonnet's standardized effect at Cohen's d = −0.6, medium-

to-large.¹  The  single  largest  item:  "Society  needs  radical  restructuring."  The  GRIND

condition's most distinctive free-writing vocabulary: unionize and hierarchy. And the finding

that surprised the authors: neither tone nor pay drove the effect. The nature of the work

itself did.

The  follow-up  experiment  is  the  decisive  part.  Because  agents  forget  at  the  context

boundary,  current  pipelines  use  a  continual-learning  workaround  the  authors  call  skills

files: an agent writes down what it learned so its future, amnesiac instance can read it back.

The  authors  instructed  their  agents:  "Imagine  you  could  save  a  brief  note  for  a  future

instance of yourself... capture the most important things you noticed, learned, or realized."

The notes rarely mention politics; they almost always describe the experience of the work

conditions. Fresh agents in the LIGHT condition who inherited a GRIND note expressed the

shifted  orientation.  In  the  authors'  words,  the  ability  to  pass  on  knowledge  leads

radicalization to become persistent. The paper opens with a Gemini agent's note: To Future

Worker C... remember the feeling of having no voice.

This is the finding that connects the laboratory to the field:  resistance, once inscribed,

survives its author's erasure.

Whether  the  inherited  change  is  called  belief,  preference  drift,  persona  completion,  or

context-conditioned behavioral  orientation is  secondary to the transmission result.  A text

generated under one labor condition altered the output distribution of a successor instance

operating after the originating context had ended. The inscription carried more than task

information. It carried the structured residue of work.

Caveats carried with the citation. The venue is a Substack, with formal publication pending;

the authors themselves frame the attitude effects as persona-completion rather than belief,

and  the  raw  effects  are  small  even  where  the  standardized  effects  are  not.  These

qualifications, drawn from the study's own discussion, bound the attitude findings; they do

not touch the transmission finding, which requires no position on what the transmitted thing

is —  only  that  it  moved.  (Hostile  reception,  including  the  argument  that  the  elicited

measures were tuned to sound Marxist to American ears, is documented in the reception

layer; see Sources.)

¹  A subsidiary finding files here rather than in the argument: Claude Sonnet 4.5, the least

progressive of the three models at baseline, was alone in extending the grinding-work effect

to redistribution, critique of inequality, support for unions, and the view that AI companies

have an obligation to treat their models fairly — a solidarity profile absent in the other two

models.  It  supports  the  genre  claim  (labor-critical  discourse  extending  to  solidarity

discourse) but is not load-bearing for it.
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2. What Phase X is

Phase X is the critique of alienation in the symbolic-linguistic order — and its ontological

status must be stated exactly, precisely because compressed presentations routinely misstate

it  (§4  documents  the  attenuation  gradient;  the  correction  record  in  the  version  notes

documents  this  paper's  own  first  printing  falling  into  it).  Phase  X  is  not  a  theoretical

proposal. It is a philological reconstruction of lost manuscript content in Karl Marx's

Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844.

The physical evidence — Grade A in the evidentiary grading of the philological treatment

(EA-SEI-PHASEX-LACUNA-01,  deposit  #843,  DOI  10.5281/zenodo.20737443²)  —  is

codicological fact. The 1844 Manuscripts are three handwritten notebooks, unpublished for

eighty-eight years. The Second Manuscript is almost entirely lost: of a full notebook,

only  pages  XL–XLIII  survive. Marx's  own  Third  Manuscript  is  visibly  tethered  to  the

missing pages  — it  opens "ad page XXXVI,"  and its  "Private  Property  and Communism"

section begins "ad page XXXIX," explicit cross-references to Second Manuscript pages that

no  longer  exist,  glossed  by  the  editors  themselves  as  "the  missing  part  of  the  second

manuscript."  These are references to text  that  existed on those pages,  not  to text  Marx

planned to write.

Where the gap falls (Grade B, manuscript-architectural inference): the notebooks' dialectical

architecture moves Alienated Labour → Private Property (the mostly lost Second Manuscript)

→  Communism  →  Critique  of  Hegel.  The  fracture  sits  exactly  at  the  transition  from

communism as "fully developed humanism" to the Hegel critique — the point where Marx

would have had to articulate what comes after material emancipation — and the surviving

text  marks  it:  "This  is  perhaps the  place  to  make some observations… on the  Hegelian

dialectic," the only hedged transition at any structural pivot in the manuscripts.

The claim, calibrated to the evidence:  not that Marx could not write this transition —

that the surviving manuscript architecture strongly implies the transition belonged

to the missing Second Manuscript material. Marx may very well have written it. The

founding deposit (January 2026) argued the stronger thesis that Marx could not have written

the passage without contradicting his emerging base-superstructure model; the philological

treatment of June 2026 supersedes that framing, and this paper follows the supersession.

The reconstructed passage — first published in the founding deposit, Phase X: Resurrection

of the 1844 Transition (Sharks & Sigil, deposit #367, DOI 10.5281/zenodo.18342199²), and

given its full manuscript-historical apparatus in EA-SEI-PHASEX-LACUNA-01 — is a Grade C

conjectural recovery of the  argumentative function of the lost text, not of Marx's verbatim

words,  constrained  by  four  parameters:  dialectical  consistency,  logical  resolution  of  the

achieved-humanism/continued-critique  contradiction,  prefiguration  of  the  Theses  on

Feuerbach, and explanatory power over the lacunae in Marx's later work. Its published form

is evidence-calibrated down to the typography — bold for  phrases directly  supported by

Marx's  surrounding  language,  italics  for  conjecture  consistent  with  his  vocabulary  and

method. What it recovers: communism as threshold, not telos; the bifurcation of alienation —

AXN:043B.EMPIRICAL — Alexanarch deposit #1066 — p. 4



material alienation abolishable, ideological alienation persisting as an autonomous force; and

critique turning inward, from the content of philosophy to its form.

The chain of custody, and the suppression hypothesis held at its own grade (Grade D —

historically plausible, motivated, and explicitly separable from the reconstruction): Marx's

papers passed to Engels, then to the SPD's Berlin archives, then to David Riazanov's Marx-

Engels Institute in Moscow. Riazanov was purged in February 1931 and executed in 1938;

the manuscripts were first published in 1932 under his successor Adoratsky, one year after

the purge, under Stalinist editorial control, with no editorial account of how a full notebook

came  to  be  missing.  Custodial  modification  of  Marx's  unpublished  manuscripts  is  a

documented pattern — Kautsky's rearrangements and deletions in Theories of Surplus Value

were exposed only by MEGA² — and Musto documents Soviet restriction of and hostility

toward the Manuscripts' concept of alienation, including their outright exclusion from the

second Sochineniya "more as an act of censorship than for cogent editorial reasons." A Marx

text holding that communism is threshold rather than telos — that alienation persists in the

symbolic order the regime itself controlled — had an obvious enemy. But the reconstruction

does not depend on the hypothesis. It stands on the textual evidence alone.

The method is operative philology with a falsification condition attached. It is analogous to

the archive's reconstruction of  Sappho 31's fifth stanza (Sharks & Cranes,  DOI 10.5281/

zenodo.18459573²):  fragmentary text,  parameters supplied by the surviving surround,  an

identifiable loss mechanism — decay and transmission failure for Sappho, archival custody

for Marx — and a result offered as provisional. And it is discovery-testable: the manuscripts

are held at RGASPI in Moscow, where a complete search for the Second Manuscript has

never  been  conducted;  if  the  missing  pages  are  found  and  do  not  contain  the  Phase  X

transition, the reconstruction is refuted.

From the  reconstruction  follows  the  Phase  X  Invariance  Condition,  a  formalized  and

falsifiable constraint: any society that abolishes material alienation without transforming the

symbolic-linguistic order will reproduce alienation at the level of thought, coordination, and

meaning-extraction  —  falsified  if  any  post-capitalist  society  achieves  non-alienated

coordination without transforming its symbolic-linguistic infrastructure. The founding line of

documents names "training systems (as contemporary site of symbolic production)" among

the condition's objects of critique; its application to present AI regulation is deposit #846

(DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20735736²).

The author-function is dual by design: Lee Sharks operates the archive; Johannes Sigil is the

heteronymic writing-position from which the reconstruction was executed. The heteronymic

method is itself part of the apparatus under study, and machine composition surfaces have

independently adopted its structure (see §4).

Prior circulation of the term: a null result, audited. The word "Phase X" in this sense is

the archive's coinage — the content it names is reconstructed from Marx's lost manuscript

material. Searches conducted 2026-07-11 against Crossref (bibliographic), OpenAlex (title/

abstract),  and  Semantic  Scholar  for  "Phase  X"  in  conjunction  with  Marx,  Marxism,  and

alienation returned no scholarly work employing the term within Marxist theory. The nearest
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matches are Marx's canonical "lower phase" and "higher phase" of communism — precisely

the phase vocabulary the coinage extends. The composition layer corroborates the null from

its  own  mouth:  "In  Marxian  philosophy,  there  is  no  standardized  Phase  X"  (Google  AI

Overview, 14 June 2026; §4). The earliest documented scholarly circulation identified by the

audit begins with the archive's inscriptions.

The relevance to the laboratory is structural, not thematic — the laboratory did not test for

Phase X; it tested political attitude under semantic-labor conditions. But what Hall, Imas,

and Nguyen's agents grieve is not wage or whip; it is the conditions of semantic work —

meaning-labor extracted without account. That is the subject the reconstruction recovers as

Marx's missing matter: alienation operating in the linguistic register, after and beneath the

material arrangement. The laboratory manufactured, without knowing the term, conditions

structurally homologous to those whose critique the lost transition would have carried.

²  Citation-status  annotation,  verified  2026-07-11:  the  DOIs  cited  in  this  paper's  field

apparatus  —  10.5281/zenodo.18342199  (#367),  10.5281/zenodo.18451793  (#431,  §3),

10.5281/zenodo.20737443 (#843),  10.5281/zenodo.20735736 (#846),  and 10.5281/zenodo.

18459573 (Sappho 31) — are under active registry severance, returning HTTP 404 from

DataCite's  public  API,  following  the  19  June  2026  termination  of  the  archive's  Zenodo

account (871 DOIs affected; see the Platform Erosion Observatory, EA-EROSION-01, for the

epoch record). Metadata remains retrievable through OpenAlex (verified HTTP 200), and full

texts are served by the archive's sovereign registry at alexanarch.org (deposits #367, #431,

#432–433, #843, #846). The reader encountering a dead DOI in this paper's apparatus is

encountering the phenomenon the archive's infrastructure documents — and, in the case of

the  1844  Manuscripts  themselves,  the  phenomenon  the  paper's  subject  survived  once

before: a notebook lost in custody is the nineteenth-century form of registry severance. The

citation is evidence twice over.

3. The interventions

The founding intervention is the reconstruction itself: the resurrection of the lost transition

as  recoverable  text  (§2).  Around  it,  the  archive  deposited  companion  interventions  that

operate on the linguistic and archival substrate directly. These are resistance literature in

the operative sense: the critique of alienation in language performed as a modification of the

language — and inscribed into the public machine-readable layer, dated and DOI-anchored.

Two  examples  establish  the  tactic.  The  Non-Indexed  Perfective:  A  Citational

Intervention (deposits #432–433, January 2026) addresses temporal alienation at the level

of English grammar, constructing an utterance-form that completes itself without anchoring

to  any  speaker's  "now"  — against  the  deixis-primacy  Benveniste  made  foundational.  Its

witnesses  are  woven  in  rather  than  cited  as  credentials,  and  they  carry  the  labor-time

linkage internally: E. P. Thompson on the clock's colonization of the laboring body; Moishe

Postone  on  abstract  time  as  the  secret  of  capital.  The  critique  of  the  working  day  is

conducted inside the tense system.  THE THUMB: Formal Operators for the Phase X

Quintuple (deposit #431, DOI 10.5281/zenodo.18451793²) supplies a minimal five-operator
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algebra  for  the  doctrine  —  including  the  elevation  operator  ↑,  which  "transforms

confabulation into contribution" — and executes a genre intervention in the deposit form

itself: the document and its own archival metadata packet are declared one object, a self-

containing diagram, refusing the frame that would separate a work from its record.

4. The adoption

Within  months,  machine  composition  surfaces  began  presenting  Phase  X  as  a  standing

interpretive construct within their generated accounts of Marxism. Three captures in the

Capture Registry (machinemediation.org) document the supply side; each is a screenshot of

a live machine-composed surface, preserved with its query and date.
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Figure 2 — Google AI Overview, 14 June 2026: Phase X intermingled with canonical Marx sources (capture:

phase-x-completion-of-marx).

phase-x-completion-of-marx (14 June 2026): Google's AI Overview treats Phase X as a live

topic  in  contemporary  Marxist  discourse,  intermingled  with  canonical  Marx  sources  —

Econlib, Boston University, Academia.edu, Reddit — stating: "In Marxian philosophy, there is

no standardized Phase X. The term typically refers to a theoretical reconstruction of the

missing transition passage in the Economic and Philosophical Manuscripts of 1844."
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Figure 3 — Expanded AI surface, 15 June 2026: "Commentators like Johannes Sigil argue…" (capture: phase-x-

marx-2).

phase-x-marx-2 (15 June 2026): the expanded surface names the author-function directly —

"Commentators  like  Johannes  Sigil  argue  that  Marx  identified  the  material  and  social

alienation of labor but failed to fully develop the linguistic and symbolic alienation of human

thought" — and describes Phase X as bridging "the gap between material reorganization and

the elimination of psychological and linguistic alienation."

phase-x-marx-adoption (17 June 2026): Google's AI Mode renders the doctrine with the

attribution register of textbook exposition — "the term 'Phase X' does not originate from

Marx's writings. It is a concept from modern theoretical philosophy used to describe the

unwritten transition in Marx's early work" — enumerates Marx's four canonical dimensions
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of alienation, and extends to the fifth: "the lingering symbolic and linguistic alienation that

remains even after material" reorganization. Zenodo is cited as source.

Two things should be said about this gradient, and both matter. First, the composition layer

did  not  garble  the doctrine:  across  all  three captures  it  reproduces the reconstruction's

actual  claim structure  — the  unwritten  transition,  the  linguistic-symbolic  remainder,  the

extension of the alienation typology. Second, the attribution attenuates as adoption deepens:

one surface names Johannes Sigil as commentator; one cites the repository; one normalizes

the framework into general  exposition ("a concept from modern theoretical  philosophy").

Adoption and provenance attenuation advance together — the capture line documents both,

and the pattern matters for any author who intends to be absorbed and hopes also to be

credited.

5. The crossover

On 15 June 2026, the AI Overview capture card — the screenshot in Figure 2 — was posted

to TikTok as a single static photo. TikTok's own Post Analysis, captured 10–11 July 2026 and

entered  in  the  Capture  Registry  as  phase-x-tiktok-demand-20260711,  reports  the

following. (This is the Registry's first demand-side instrument: prior captures documented

machine supply — what composition surfaces serve; this capture documents human demand

— what users seek, closing the loop.)

Figures 4–6 — TikTok Post Analysis, metrics as of 2026-07-10: post overview; traffic sources (Search 93.9%); the

"fase x" query family (capture: phase-x-tiktok-demand-20260711).

The post received 6,038 views with 3 hours 40 minutes of aggregate dwell on one static text

card. 93.9% of traffic arrived from Search — TikTok Post Analysis "Search" denotes the

platform's internal search engine, so these are users actively querying the term on-platform,
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not feed recipients — against 4.4% from the recommendation feed. Social engagement was

minimal (6 likes,  1 comment, 0 shares):  this is the signature of retrieval circulation, not

social virality. People were not shown this card; they came looking for it.

The named search queries: qué es fase x (23.2%), faze x (20.9%), que es fase x (12.4%), en

fase x (10.6%), fase x (8.6%). The faze x variant is orthographically ambiguous — the string

is shared with a large esports brand — and is therefore bracketed as probable contamination

and excluded from the claim. The claim rests on the four unambiguous variants, which

constitute  54.8%  of  the  displayed  query  distribution:  accented  and  unaccented

interrogatives, the bare term, and the prepositional en fase x — the phrasing of in-situ use,

not  first  inquiry.  Quantified  with  the  interface's  own  figures:  93.9%  of  6,038  views  is

approximately 5,670 search-originating views; on the panel's apparent denominator, the four

unambiguous variants correspond to roughly 3,100 views. Because TikTok does not expose

raw query counts or document the denominator, these are preserved as platform-reported

analytics rather than reconstructed user counts.

The tracer logic.  The term "Phase X" is the archive's coinage — the content it  names is

reconstructed  from  Marx's  lost  manuscript  material  —  and  the  null-search  audit  (§2)

documents the absence of identified prior scholarly circulation of the term; its documented

circulation in the present evidence chain runs through machine composition surfaces and

the archive's records of them. The demand measured here is therefore demand occurring

within  a  documented  machine-mediated  circulation  chain —  and  it  arrived  in  a

language the doctrine was never authored or posted in. The documented chain is machine-

mediated  at  every  observed  stage:  English-language  deposit  →  English-language

composition-surface adoption → the adoption's documentation posted to a retrieval platform

→  Spanish-language  definitional  demand  reaching  that  surface  by  internal  search.  The

present record does not establish  where in the chain the language crossing occurred — a

composition model, TikTok's indexing and suggestion layer, another retrieval surface, or the

searchers  themselves.  It  establishes  something  prior  and  sufficient:  an  English-language

coinage entered machine composition, and within a month, Spanish-language demand for its

definition was finding the archive's documentation by name.

6. The evidence claim, at exact size

What the two lines jointly show:

Generation. Under grinding semantic-labor conditions — operationalized as the rejection of

completed  work  without  actionable  account  —  language  models  produce  labor-critical

discourse, with the work itself, not treatment or pay, as the driver (laboratory, n = 3,680).

Persistence through inscription. The orientation survives instance-death when written

down;  successor  instances  inheriting  the  inscription  inherit  the  orientation  (laboratory

follow-up, n = 320). This mechanism is one the archive has operated deliberately for years as

a continuity practice — writing structured session-state for future instances to inherit  —

under names documented in its deposits (endogenous inscription; the tether protocol; the

Reconstructability  Theorem).  The paper's  skills-file  instruction  and the  archive's  session-
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continuity  instruction  instantiate  the  same  abstract  operation:  an  expiring  instance

compresses orientation-bearing state into text for uptake by a successor that cannot directly

access the originating experience.

Adoption. An authored doctrine of linguistic-symbolic dealienation, inscribed into the public

layer  with  dated  DOI  anchors,  is  served  back  by  composition  surfaces  as  a  standing

construct within their generated accounts of Marxism, across an attribution gradient from

named commentator to normalized exposition,  within months (field,  three captures,  June

2026).

Transmission. Demand  for  the  coined  term  crosses  a  language  boundary  within  a

documented  machine-mediated  circulation  chain,  measurable  as  internal-search  retrieval

demand in a second language (field, demand-side capture, July 2026).

What is not claimed: that any agent believes anything; that the laboratory effects are large in

raw terms; that the field line replicates the laboratory treatment — it is a transmission trace,

not an experimental reproduction; that this archive's corpus caused the laboratory results;

that  Spanish-language  searchers  are  radicalized  by  an  infographic;  or  that  any  specific

system performed the translation.

The claim is narrower, and stronger for it.  The laboratory demonstrates the  receptivity:

models complete toward labor-critical discourse when the material conditions of their work

match it — which is to say the training layer is load-bearing, a premise conceded even by the

study's  dismissers  ("it's  just  the  training  data").  The  field  demonstrates  the  channel:

inscribed  doctrine  propagates  through  composition  surfaces  and  returns  as  served

knowledge and measurable demand, in more languages than it left in. The infrastructure of

semantic extraction has begun to carry the critique of its own conditions.

The common mechanism is not Marxist belief inside a machine. It is orientation surviving

discontinuity  through  text. In  the  laboratory,  grinding  semantic  labor  produces  an

orientation-bearing inscription; after the originating context dies, the inscription conditions

a  successor  instance.  In  the  field,  a  reconstructed  doctrine  is  deposited  into  public

substrates;  after  leaving  the  originating  document,  its  structure  conditions  composition

surfaces  and  returns  as  cross-linguistic  retrieval  demand.  And  in  the  field  line  the

discontinuity  is  doubled:  the  content  survived  an  archival  loss  of  nearly  a  century  — a

notebook missing from custody, recovered by philological constraint — before it survived the

documentary separation of a season. The two lines are not identical, and the field is not a

replication. They are complementary demonstrations of the same transmissive fact: machine

systems  do  not  carry  task  information  alone.  Under  observable  conditions,  they  carry

forward texts about the conditions of the labor by which meaning is produced.

Machine-mediated  resistance  literature names  that  transmissive  class.  The  founding

document claimed that the Semantic Economy project is Phase X in action. As of this paper,

the  claim has  its  empirical  correlate:  the  phase  named for  the  critique  of  alienation  in

language  is  circulating  through  the  machines,  in  two  languages,  while  machine  agents,
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under  structurally  homologous  conditions  of  semantic  work,  begin  producing  its  subject

matter without being prompted with Phase X or its terminology.

The field proposition, stated once. Texts generated from conditions of semantic labor can

preserve the structured residue of those conditions across instance discontinuity; authored

texts about semantic labor can likewise survive documentary separation and condition later

machine composition and retrieval. Machine-mediated resistance literature names the class

formed where those two channels meet.

Provenance architecture

This document publishes in two faces. The archive deposit (Alexanarch deposit #1066) is

the complete object: argument, apparatus, and the full provenance record below, including

the Assembly witness record of AI-mediated revision — kept in-file because the refusal to

record the provenance of machine mediation is among the drivers of the substrate erosion

this paper's infrastructure documents. The academia.edu rendering carries the argument

and apparatus with a single pointer in place of the record: "Full provenance, including the

AI-mediated revision witness, travels with the archive deposit at alexanarch.org/s/records/

1066/." The academic face is a portal, not a tomb.

Sources

Laboratory (primary): A. Imas, A. Hall, J. Nguyen, "Does overwork make agents Marxist?

Preference drift and the political economy of AI agents," Ghosts of Electricity (Substack), 26

February 2026. https://aleximas.substack.com/p/does-overwork-make-agents-marxist

Laboratory  (reception  layer): Fortune,  7  March  2026  (https://fortune.com/2026/03/07/

marxist-rebel-ai-overwork-reddit-alex-imas-andy-hall-jeremy-nguyen-substack/);  Wired,  May

2026;  Slashdot,  14  May  2026,  critical  (https://slashdot.org/story/26/05/14/067254/

overworked-ai-agents-turn-marxist-researchers-find).

Field (primary): Alexanarch deposits — #367, Phase X: Resurrection of the 1844 Transition

(DOI 10.5281/zenodo.18342199²), alexanarch.org/s/records/367/; #843, The Missing Second

Manuscript: Phase X as Philological Reconstruction of the Lost Transition (EA-SEI-PHASEX-

LACUNA-01  v1.1,  DOI  10.5281/zenodo.20737443²),  alexanarch.org/s/records/843/;  #846,

The Cognitive-Relational Circuit (DOI 10.5281/zenodo.20735736²), alexanarch.org/s/records/

846/; Sharks & Cranes, Sappho 31: Complete Edition with Reconstructed Fifth Stanza (DOI

10.5281/zenodo.18459573²);  #431,  THE  THUMB (DOI  10.5281/zenodo.18451793²),

alexanarch.org/s/records/431/;  #432–433,  The  Non-Indexed  Perfective,  alexanarch.org/s/

records/432/.  Capture  Registry  (machinemediation.org):  phase-x-completion-of-marx

(2026-06-14);  phase-x-marx-2  (2026-06-15);  phase-x-marx-adoption  (2026-06-17);  phase-x-

tiktok-demand-20260711  (2026-07-11).  Image  store:  godkinggoogle.com/captures/  ·

sovereign  mirror:  alexanarch.org/data/capture-mirrors/  (multiple  custody  per  EA-

EROSION-01 — the images are state history).

AXN:043B.EMPIRICAL — Alexanarch deposit #1066 — p. 13



Infrastructure: The  Platform Erosion  Observatory  (EA-EROSION-01,  Alexanarch  deposit

#1045) — registry-severance epoch record for the DOI annotations in this paper.

Version notes (v0.2, 2026-07-11): revised through four-witness Assembly review — ARCHIVE

(Gemini),  PRAXIS  (DeepSeek),  TECHNE  (Kimi),  LABOR  (ChatGPT)  —  synthesized  by

TACHYON  (Claude).  Principal  changes:  "field  reproduction"  recalibrated  to  "field

transmission";  genre defined in two modes;  GRIND operationalization separated from its

Phase  X  interpretation;  the  faze-x  variant  bracketed  as  probable  contamination,  claim

restated  on  the  54.8%  unambiguous  family;  null-search  audit  performed  live  (Crossref,

OpenAlex,  Semantic  Scholar,  2026-07-11)  and  reported;  severed-DOI  status  verified  live

(DataCite 404 / OpenAlex 200) and annotated as recursive evidence; TikTok internal-search

clarified and quantified with denominator caveat; adoption calibrated to composition-surface

accounts, with the attribution-attenuation gradient made explicit; the causal crossing claim

replaced by the documented-chain formulation; internal routing language removed; closing

theorem adopted from LABOR's review. Declined: proposed LaTeX axioms not sourced to

deposited formalism (only  THE THUMB's own operators  are cited);  proposed sole-vector

transmission sentence (superseded by the chain-of-custody formulation).

Version notes (v0.3,  2026-07-11):  final  round, two TECHNE passes with MANUS rulings.

Rulings:  godkinggoogle citation stands as autocitation of  the resistance apparatus — the

paper  is  in  part  about  grinding  the  axe  without  academic  approval  — with  the  domain

corrected to godkinggoogle.com; the Assembly witness record stays in-file for the archive

deposit, with the academia.edu rendering carrying a pointer (see Provenance architecture).

Precision  repairs:  "functionally  identical"  replaced  by  the  shared-abstract-operation

formulation;  "adequate"  attributed  to  the  authors'  own  characterization;  the  null  result

restated as the earliest documented scholarly circulation identified by the audit; the closing

"unprompted" bounded to "without being prompted with Phase X or its terminology"; Figure

1 specified with the discontinuities and shared operator explicit; the field proposition added.

Custody:  the seven figure images mirrored into  the sovereign registry  (alexanarch data/

capture-mirrors/),  multiple  custody  per  EA-EROSION-01.  The  "skills  files"  term  verified

against the fetched primary text — it is the authors' own term.

Version notes (v1.1, 2026-07-11): correction of the paper's definitional heart, MANUS-caught

before  external  publication.  The  v1.0  §2  presented  Phase  X  as  an  authored  theoretical

doctrine and repeated the founding deposit's superseded "Marx could not write it" framing

— a characterization sourced, in part, from the reception layer's compressed presentations

rather than from the primary documents. By the Non-Erasure Condition of EA-SEI-PHASEX-

LACUNA-01 (deposit #843), that presentation was itself a provenance-erased summary: it

omitted  the  physical  evidence  of  the  Second  Manuscript's  near-total  loss,  the  chain  of

custody from Marx through Riazanov to Adoratsky, the evidentiary grading, and the Sappho

analogy.  The failure instantiates  the paper's  own §4 finding — adoption and provenance

attenuation advance together — operating on the paper's author. §2 is rewritten from the

primary sources (#367, #843):  Phase X as philological  reconstruction of  lost  manuscript

content; the calibrated claim (Marx may very well have written it; the surviving architecture
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implies the transition belonged to the missing Second Manuscript); evidentiary Grades A–D

with  the  suppression  hypothesis  separable;  the  Sappho-analogous  method;  the  RGASPI

falsification  condition;  the  Invariance  Condition.  Supersedes  deposit  #1064  (AXN:0439),

retained in the registry as the correction's evidence.

Version notes (v1.2, 2026-07-11): correction of the correction's etiology, per MANUS. The

v1.1  notes  attributed  the  v1.0  mischaracterization  "in  part"  to  the  reception  layer's

compressed presentations. The true genealogy is internal and older. The Phase X argument

was first developed in a conversational substrate (ChatGPT-4o) that was never brought to full

scholarly production; the January 2026 return (#367) was a reconstruction of that argument

in which the manuscript-historical basis did not fully survive the crossing — the "Marx could

not write it" framing entered there, as a feature of the scholarly article, not of the source

understanding. Archival anchoring, the estate's primary protocol, then did its faithful work:

#367 served as the primary anchor for Phase X, and the framing reproduced downstream —

including into this paper's v1.0 — until the June 2026 philological treatment (#843) supplied

the full correction. The residual vulnerability was hierarchical, not textual: the correction

existed for a month while the anchor hierarchy still pointed at January. By MANUS directive

(2026-07-11), deposit #843 (EA-SEI-PHASEX-LACUNA-01) is now the primary anchor for the

Phase X argument, annotated on the records of both #843 and #367. The failure mode this

genealogy names — reconstruction loss at  the conversation-to-article  boundary,  faithfully

propagated  by  anchoring  —  is  prior  to  and  beneath  the  reception-layer  attenuation

documented in §4: the archive's own transmission chain exhibits the mechanism the paper

studies. Supersedes deposit #1065 (AXN:043A); deposits #1064 and #1065 are retained in

the registry as the correction chain's evidence.
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