
Paths Forward (PF)
If I’m mistaken, and 

someone else is correct 
and willing to tell me, 
how can they correct 
me? Is there a good 

mechanism available?
This diagram doesn’t 

explain everything. For 
more details, see https://
fallibleideas.com/paths-

forward and its links.
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What makes a good PF 
mechanism?

Objectivity. Have clear, objective 
statements about what you will 
do in what circumstances. Make 
it easy for people (including 
yourself) to objectively judge 
whether you followed your policy 
or not.

This helps keep you honest and 
prevent bias.

But I’m super honest and 
unbiased. What do I need that 
for? And how dare you doubt my 
integrity!

Being fully honest and unbiased 
is hard. Errors are common. Set 
things up to make it easier on 
yourself rather than relying on 
your intuition. Intuition is 
commonly biased.

This provides transparency for 
others so they don’t have to take 
your word for your objectivity.

Predictable results for critics.

Critics don’t want to put much 
work into a criticism if they think 
you might just ignore them. If 
they’re confident something 
reasonable will happen, they’ll 
try more.

Written down publicly so 
everyone knows it exists.

This makes you accountable to 
your mechanism.

Accountability helps prevent 
bias.

Doesn’t demand 100 hours of 
your potential critic’s time. 
Demands filter out critics.

Smaller, reasonable demands 
are OK to do filtering for quality 
and seriousness to save your 
time.

Use minimal demands that 
keep your inbox from being 
overwhelmed. Almost no 
demands if you’re obscure. 
More if popular to keep the 
number of PF inquiries low 
enough to manage.

Well designed filters will 
preferentially exclude bad 
critics, not people who are 
actually correct.

Don’t filter on social status.

Don’t filter on doing a bunch of 
busy work.

Don’t filter on credentials.

Don’t filter on popularity.

Don’t filter on being part of your 
peer group.

Don’t filter on being approved by 
gatekeepers.

People who determine 
admission to university are 
gatekeepers.

People who hire new professors 
are gatekeepers.

People in charge of peer 
reviewed journals are 
gatekeepers.

Major book publishing 
companies are gatekeepers.

The mainstream media (MSM) 
gatekeep what ideas get shared 
in the MSM.

How to PF?

Publicly share your ideas so 
potential critics can read them 
and look for errors. Have public contact info. Say you’re interested in 

criticism. Write and share a 
public policy for how you’ll 
handle inquiries.

What about indirect PFs?

That’s basically gatekeeping. 
You aren’t directly available to 
the public, so people have to do 
something to be able to tell you 
a criticism. Doing that something 
is passing your filters.

Iterate. If you just answer the 
first question or argument from a 
critic, then stop, you’re blocking 
PF. If they’re right, it still 
frequently requires a fair amount 
of back and forth to clarify your 
position and background 
knowledge, and explain their 
point in parts, before you 
understand it.

What if they keep trying to 
debate me and they’re dumb 
and wrong?

If they make errors, point them 
out using your library of 
criticism.

If errors are repetitive in some 
way, you can criticize the pattern 
which is repeating and that 
problem is solved in the future 
too. If someone makes an error 
which doesn’t fit any pattern that 
anyone has ever written down 
(that you know of), it’s worth 
considering.

Why PF?

If you’re wrong, will you stay 
wrong?

It’d be sad and unnecessary to 
stay wrong when someone 
knows better and will tell you.

What if you’re wrong but no one 
knows?

That sucks. Happens 
sometimes. Do your best. Use 
other ideas about rationality. PF 
helps here too.

Organizing ideas so someone 
else could criticize them – e.g. 
writing them down and being 
clear about your claims – helps 
you criticize too. It helps you 
discover your own errors.

Thinking in a PF way and being 
aware of error and fallibility will 
help you be more rational.

PF helps allow viewpoints in 
your own mind be heard instead 
of suppressed. Just like you’re 
more open to external criticism, 
you’re also more open to 
internal criticism.

To be open to discussion, open 
to criticism, open and active 
minded.

Most people who think they’re 
curious, active minded, open to 
different ideas, etc., actually put 
major limits on what they will 
discuss. PF helps people do 
better.

Your limits on discussion should 
be acknowledged, written down 
publicly, analyzed for flaws, 
improved, etc. Don’t just never 
think about them much and 
assume they’re insignificant.

PF helps explain problems with 
common bad limits on 
discussion and suggests generic 
good limits you can use.

PF for everything or just for 
uncertain stuff?

You could be wrong about 
anything. If no one can think of 
an error with an idea, like 2+2, 
then you won’t get criticism of it. 
Have PF for everything just in 
case. Big upside if you get a 
correction on an idea you were 
really sure of. No downside to 
be open to corrections on ideas 
you never get any criticism of.

What if I get stupid criticisms of 
2+2=4 from crackpots?

You need a library of criticism. 
That’s like an advanced FAQ.

It’s a collection of arguments 
that you endorse. Some written 
by you, some by others.

When someone brings up a new 
incorrect point, you add to your 
library by finding or writing a 
criticism.

When a point is repeated, you 
refer them to the answer already 
in your library.

What if they keep making up 
similar but different points?

You need more general purpose 
arguments which refute 
categories of ideas at once.

I’m so famous that responding 
to critics with links would take 
too long.

You sound famous enough to 
have fans (or pay helpers) who 
can answer the easy questions 
and criticisms for you by sharing 
those links.

And what about unimportant 
issues?

You can be mistaken about how 
important issues are. It’s 
common, when mistaken about 
an issue, also to be mistaken 
about that issue is. There’s 
something about the issue you 
don’t understand, hence the 
mistake.

And you can make an important 
error about an unimportant issue. 
Lots of errors are important even 
though the topic isn’t important. 
That’s because you make the 
same error on many topics, so it 
has a big effect.

Share the results of all PF 
discussions publicly. This lets 
anyone learn from them, see 
how clever you are, or find and 
point out a mistake on either 
side of the discussion.

Dumb people will try to correct 
me with wrong ideas.

PF isn’t worth the effort!

Truth seeking is worth effort.

If you don’t care about mistakes, 
at least don’t claim to be an 
intellectual or thinker.

And if you won’t take public 
corrections, certainly don’t claim 
to be a public intellectual.

PF has a dual purpose. Maybe 
you’re mistaken. Maybe your 
critic is mistaken. Either way, 
someone gets to learn. If you 
don’t do PF, people can’t learn 
why you’re right. They need 
answers to their doubts, 
questions, objections and 
criticisms to be persuaded to 
agree with you.
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