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Superintelligence has authors, and so does the name it now replaces. In 1955, John McCarthy,
Marvin Minsky, Nathaniel Rochester, and Claude Shannon wrote the proposal that gave a new
field its name, artificial intelligence (McCarthy et al., 1955/2006). Ten years later, the statistician
I. J. Good, who had worked with Alan Turing, imagined an ultraintelligent machine that could
outdo the brightest person at every intellectual task. He called it the last invention people would
ever need, provided the machine was “docile enough to tell us how to keep it under control”
(Good, 1965). Turing himself had warned in 1951 that “we should have to expect the machines
to take control,” pointing to Samuel Butler’s novel Erewhon (Gongalves, 2023).

In 1998, Nick Bostrom defined superintelligence, and his 2014 book refined that definition into
the one most of the field still cites (Bostrom, 1998, 2014). In those later terms, a
superintelligence is an intellect that greatly exceeds human cognitive performance in virtually all
domains (Bostrom, 2014).

On September 29, 2026, President Trump signed Executive Order 14434, and it tramples both
records. Its opening section credits American scientists with giving the field its name, and its
next section orders every executive agency to replace that name with Super Intelligence (Exec.
Order No. 14434, 2026). The White House fact sheet adds that the executive branch will “no
longer acknowledge the terms ‘Artificial Intelligence’ or ‘AI’”” (The White House, 2026a). The
replacement is the word Bostrom defined for the kind of mind Good imagined, one beyond ours.
President Trump attached it to every system the law already calls Al and left Good’s condition
behind. These scholars own the idea in the only way ideas are owned, through the published
record that defines them. The order sends the President’s science adviser to consult agency heads

on a federal definition, and it names no researcher at all.

The Room on September 29

I went looking for those minds in the room. When I set out to learn Al, I learned it from the
minds that bend the machine, the researchers, ethicists, economists, and philosophers whose
arguments built the field. My forthcoming book, The Minds That Bend the Machine, profiles
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twenty-four of them. Six executives signed a voluntary pledge under the new name that day:
Sundar Pichai, Mark Zuckerberg, Jensen Huang, Elon Musk, Greg Brockman, and Dario Amodei
(CNN, 2026). Jeff Bezos and Palantir’s Alex Karp attended as well. My book names that table in
the coda, the chapter I added last. There I define the Al industrialist as “a figure whose influence
over Al runs through ownership rather than argument” (Puglisi, 2026f).

Amodei is the one person at that table with a chapter among my minds, and he signed as
something else. His company raised money at a $965 billion valuation in May and filed
confidentially in June to go public (CNBC, 2026a; NPR, 2026). He remains one of my minds,
and on September 29 he sat at that table in his industrial role. The pledge carries the name White
House Accord on Super Intelligence (CNBC, 2026b). It asks each company to build internal
controls, bring in outside auditors, set up board oversight committees, and meet on shared safety
standards (Fortune, 2026). An analyst quoted by Al Jazeera described the arrangement in one
line: “The companies drafted the principles, they hire the auditor, and the commitment is
voluntary” (Al Jazeera, 2026).

The minds who define superintelligence were missing, Bostrom among them. Geoffrey Hinton,
Yoshua Bengio, and Stuart Russell had already signed the Future of Life Institute statement
calling for a prohibition on developing superintelligence (Future of Life Institute, 2026; Gold,
2025; House of Lords Library, 2026). Their prohibition holds until scientists broadly agree it can
be built safely and controllably and the public supports building it. One week before the order,
Timnit Gebru and Emily Bender warned that describing products as superintelligence “ascribes
agency to products rather than to the companies building them” (Gebru & Bender, 2026). The
people who study the word were on record, and the people who sell the technology signed under

the name.

What Superintelligence Means

Bostrom’s definition sets a high bar, since a superintelligence must exceed human performance
across virtually every domain that matters. His own example excludes a chess program that
outplays people, because its skill stops at chess (Bostrom, 2014). The technology industry
usually writes the term as one word, and the order splits it into two. After the order, Al professor
David Krueger described superintelligence as Al so far beyond human ability that controlling it
becomes very hard, perhaps impossible (The San Francisco Standard, 2026). Good’s 1965
machine carried that warning from the start, in the condition he attached about control. Each of
these definitions measures the machine against people across the full range of thought, and none
of them treats a single strong skill as enough.
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The Order Skips a Rung

My own position has held for a year, and it starts with a ladder. In September 2025, I wrote,
“Today’s systems remain narrow Al, designed for specific tasks like drafting text or processing
data. AGI imagines cross-domain adaptation. ASI imagines surpassing human capability”
(Puglisi, 2025a). In the same piece I wrote that artificial general intelligence “is not something
that exists publicly today, nor can it be demonstrated in any credible research.” I went further
then and said superintelligence would stay out of reach. My position now concerns timing:
superintelligence comes after AGI, and AGI is not here.

The record holds across the year. Eight days after that piece, I wrote on Medium that when
people call it AGI, I cringe, because what follows is usually about money and not reality
(Puglisi, 2025b). When Mo Gawdat predicted AGI in 2026, I answered that “no current
consensus holds that any deployed system meets that threshold” (Puglisi, 2026a). On September
26 of this year, one year after the Medium piece, I wrote that AGI has not arrived and that

superintelligence would come well after it (Puglisi, 2026e).

The strongest counterclaim came this September. OpenAl president Greg Brockman said GPT-6
Astra had opened an AGI era, and Nvidia’s Jensen Huang posted that AGI had arrived (Security
Boulevard, 2026; Williams, 2026). Toby Walsh, chief scientist of the UNSW Al Institute,
answered, “I’d be amazed if it really has matched all human cognitive capabilities” (Williams,
2026). Rebecca Johnson of the University of Sydney said she doesn’t believe Astra has reached
AGTI, because no stable definition exists against which to judge it (Williams, 2026).

A sharper dissent comes from an author of this vocabulary. Mark Gubrud says he coined the
term artificial general intelligence in 1997 (Gubrud, 2025), and in March he wrote that “we have
achieved AGI” (Gubrud, 2026). He pointed to models that command language and general
knowledge at roughly a high-human level, and he granted that major deficiencies remain.

Even granting the AGI claim, superintelligence sits on the rung above it, and the order takes that
top rung’s name without ever naming the middle one. Anyone who reads the law can see the gap.
The order defines Super Intelligence as whatever the National Artificial Intelligence Initiative
Act of 2020 already calls artificial intelligence (Exec. Order No. 14434, 2026). That statute
covers any machine-based system that makes predictions, recommendations, or decisions “for a
given set of human-defined objectives” (National Artificial Intelligence Initiative Act of 2020,

15 U.S.C. § 9401(3)). A spam filter fits that description, and so does a playlist recommender.
The chess program Bostrom excluded from superintelligence now qualifies for the federal label.
An order may define a word for its own purposes, and this term of art now collides with the
meaning the research record already holds.
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The order names the top rung and defines the bottom one

Executive Order 14434 and the ladder from narrow Al to superintelligence

Superintelligence Executive Order 14434
Signed September 29, 2026

The name

Exceeds human performance in virtually all domains
Renames Al as

Good imagined it (1965). Bostrom defined it (1998, 2014). “Super Intelligence”

Artificial general intelligence (AGI)
Adapts across domains Never named

Not here. Claimed in 2026 and disputed.

1
Narrow Al, today's systems The legal meaning

Specific tasks like drafting text or processing data = = | = = = o= o= - - - 1
15 U.S.C. § 9401(3): predictions, recommendations, or Sec. 3(a) of the order
decisions for human-defined objectives

Sources: Puglisi (2025a, 2026e); Good (1965); Bostrom (1998, 2014); Exec. Order No. 14434 (2026); 15 U.S.C. § 9401(3) basilpuglisi.com

Figure 1. Executive Order 14434 takes its name from the top rung of the ladder and its legal meaning from the

bottom rung, and it never names the rung between them.

If It Is Far Off, the Name Is a Bad Joke

If my reading of the timeline holds, the rename changes the label and leaves the machine exactly
as it was. The order gives the new term the same legal meaning as the old one. No system
became more capable or better governed on September 30 than it was on September 28. The
order also limits its own reach, applying the new name to non-statutory documents and requiring
no change to earlier regulations, contracts, grants, or other historical documents (Exec. Order No.
14434, 2026). The statutes still say artificial intelligence, so federal agencies will now describe
the same systems in two vocabularies, one for the law and one for everything else.

Axios reported the new label as part of a wider effort in Washington and Silicon Valley to
change how the public sees Al (Axios, 2026). That effort follows a public backlash against the
technology and its data centers. The President said the word artificial made the technology sound
like a hoax (Axios, 2026). A week earlier, at the United Nations, he had compared Al safety
warnings to climate warnings he has also called a hoax (Agence France-Presse, 2026). I
examined that pattern in The AI HOAX Distraction (Puglisi, 2026d).
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Simon Coghlan lectures in digital ethics at the University of Melbourne. He said the new name
“borrows the prestige of a term researchers reserve for a much bigger leap” (Forbes India, 2026).
That is the joke, and it carries a cost. Federal agencies must now use it across websites, reports,
policy documents, and correspondence. The public, meanwhile, hears its government describe a
spam filter in words researchers reserve for the most capable system they can imagine. On my
timeline, the President has promoted ordinary software to the top of a ladder whose middle rung

no one has reached.

If the Fears Are Right, the Name Is Ignorance at Best

I don’t believe superintelligence will end us, and I said so on September 26 (Puglisi, 2026¢). One
of the idea’s authors came to fear exactly that. Good’s 1965 paper opened by tying human
survival to building the machine, and in 1998 he wrote that he now suspected “survival” should
be replaced by “extinction” (Dvorsky, 2013). The order still has to answer to the people who
hold those fears, and on their terms it fails worse. Taken at its word, the order declares that
superintelligence has arrived, and the White House met that arrival with a pledge its signers
enforce on themselves. Good’s condition was control. At the United Nations, the President said
the United States “totally rejects any attempt to construct a globalist scheme of control” for Al
(The White House, 2026b). In Governing Al, I named this the Economic Override Pattern:
corporate incentives systematically prioritize capability advancement over safety validation
across all risk domains (Puglisi, 2025c). The pattern predicts that voluntary governance
commitments fail under competitive pressure, and a pledge whose signers hire their own auditors

sits squarely inside it.

The name also spends the alarm before anyone needs it. If a system that truly exceeds human
ability ever arrives, the federal government will already have used the word on chatbots and
spam filters. The warning that should signal something new will sound like the brochure.

The definition fight makes the problem worse. By November 28, 60 days after the order, the
President’s science adviser must submit proposed legislative language defining Super
Intelligence. The proposal must also assess whether the new definition should modify, expand
upon, or supersede the statutory definition of artificial intelligence (Exec. Order No. 14434,
2026). Until then, the order’s own definition is interim, and it governs only until a later
Presidential action or an Act of Congress supersedes it (Exec. Order No. 14434, 2026). A
proposal that reserves the word for systems beyond human ability would answer part of this
argument. If Congress instead writes SI into law to mean today’s Al, every future law aimed at
the real thing inherits the wrong word.

Legislation already before Congress uses the word the research way. Senator Bernie Sanders and
Representative Greg Casar have introduced the Ban Artificial Superintelligence Act. It defines
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its target as Al that “exceeds human cognitive performance and capabilities across most
domains” (Casar, 2026). If the executive branch calls today’s Al Super Intelligence while
Congress debates banning artificial superintelligence, the federal government will use one word
for two very different things.

Gebru and Bender saw the deeper problem a week early. The superintelligence label moves
agency from the companies to their products, and it helps those companies escape accountability
for what they build (Gebru & Bender, 2026). A government that calls the product super while its
makers sign a pledge to police themselves has written the companies’ marketing for them. It has
also left unasked the question of who answers for the product. At best, that’s ignorance of what
the word means, and if the fears are to be believed, it is dangerous.

What the Order Actually Describes

Read past the title, and the order describes something else. Its own justification says today’s
systems extend human ingenuity and creativity and open work that people could not do before
(Exec. Order No. 14434, 2026). That is augmentation, and its lineage is older than Good’s
ultraintelligent machine. J. C. R. Licklider proposed man-computer symbiosis in 1960, and
Douglas Engelbart laid out a framework for augmenting human intellect in 1962 (Engelbart,
1962; Licklider, 1960). The statute the order borrows points the same way, since every system it
covers works toward objectives that people set.

I call this Augmented Intelligence, the other Al in which the human governs and the machine
extends what the human can do (Puglisi, 2026b). The order’s description and its chosen name
point in opposite directions. One puts a person in charge of a stronger tool, and the other places
the machine above the person.

The Question the Name Does Not Answer

Whatever the government calls the technology, the governance question stays the same: who
decides, by what authority, at what checkpoint? My answer, in Checkpoint-Based Governance, is
a named human with binding authority at a defined point in the work, accountable through
moral, professional, civil, and criminal channels (Puglisi, 2026¢). At that checkpoint, the person
can accept, modify, or reject what the machine produced, and the decision carries that person’s
name. A rename doesn’t supply that person, and neither does a pledge whose signers police
themselves.

The science adviser has until November 28 to propose a federal definition. The published record
already gives superintelligence an established technical meaning and a documented lineage, and

basilpuglisi.com | 6



the researchers who carry that record forward are available to ask. If the definition that reaches
Congress keeps their meaning, the word stays ready for the day it is needed.
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question should consult its own attorney, broker, or professional adviser before acting.
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