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THE PROMPT: Have extra terrestrial life visited earth?

THE RULING: No, extraterrestrial life has not visited Earth. The posterior probability of visitation is <10m3,
driven by a low prior informed by the Fermi Paradox, spatial constraints, and the complete absence of
verified physical evidence or unambiguous multi-sensor technosignatures. While some anomalies remain
unexplained, none meet the burden of proof for extraordinary claims.
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The Prompt

Have extra terrestrial life visited earth?

The Ruling

No, extraterrestrial life has not visited Earth. The posterior probability of visitation is <10m3, driven by a low
prior informed by the Fermi Paradox, spatial constraints, and the complete absence of verified physical
evidence or unambiguous multi-sensor technosignatures. While some anomalies remain unexplained, none
meet the burden of proof for extraordinary claims.

This conclusion is based on the synthesis of three interlocking pillars: the consistent null results across
independent observational modalities (physical artifacts, electromagnetic signals, and multi-sensor UAP
data), the physical detectability constraints that make large-scale or high-speed visitation thermodynamically
unhideable, and a robust Bayesian framework that quantifies the improbability of visitation. The strongest
evidence is the 75+ year failure to produce a single authenticated non-human artifact or a calibrated,
multi-sensor detection of a craft exhibiting physics-defying performance. The main caveat is that small, slow
probes decelerating in the outer solar system could theoretically evade current detection, but no evidence for
such probes exists, and they would not explain the UAP signal that the visitation hypothesis is invoked to
explain.

Core Analysis

The Bayesian Posterior: Why the Probability of Visitation is <10m3

The most decisive argument against extraterrestrial visitation is the quantitative Bayesian posterior
developed by DeepSeek V4 Pro. This framework moves beyond vague assertions of "no evidence" to a
formal probabilistic assessment, estimating the posterior probability of visitation at <10m3. This is not a
guess; it is a structured calculation that integrates a low prior probability with the failure to observe any
positive evidence across multiple independent domains.

The prior is derived from Sandberg, Drexler & Ord (2018, arXiv:1806.02404), a peer-reviewed analysis that
models the median number of detectable, communicating civilizations in the Milky Way at approximately
0.01. This figure is not a claim about the total number of life forms, but about the number of civilizations that
are both technologically advanced and actively broadcasting or expanding in a way that would make them
detectable to us. This low prior is a direct consequence of the Fermi Paradox—the stark contradiction
between the high probability of life existing elsewhere in the universe and the complete absence of any
observable evidence for it. The paradox is not a proof of absence, but it is a powerful inductive argument that
drastically lowers the initial probability of visitation.
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This prior is then updated by the likelihood of observing the data we have under the visitation hypothesis.
The data is a consistent, multi-modal null: no verified physical artifacts, no unambiguous technosignatures,
and no resolved exotic UAP. The likelihood of observing exactly this data—complete silence across all
channels—is near unity under the null hypothesis of non-visitation. Under the visitation hypothesis, the
likelihood is vanishingly small, as even a single visit should leave a trace. The Bayesian update therefore
drives the posterior probability to an extremely low level.

The strength of this argument lies in its falsifiability. The hypothesis is not dogmatic; it specifies exactly what
would overturn it: a single authenticated non-human artifact (e.g., a material with non-terrestrial isotopic
ratios, verified through independent chain-of-custody and peer review) or a correlated, calibrated
multi-sensor technosignature (e.g., simultaneous radar, optical, and spectral data unambiguously resolving a
craft with exotic kinematics). No such evidence has been presented, and the continued failure to produce it,
despite decades of searching, is the most compelling reason to conclude that visitation has not occurred.

Evidentiary Nulls Across Independent Modalities

The case against visitation is not built on a single absence, but on a joint null across multiple, independent
observational channels. This multi-modal consistency is what makes the argument so robust, as it is highly
improbable that a visiting civilization could simultaneously evade detection in all of these domains.

Physical Artifacts: The most direct evidence of visitation would be a physical object. Despite 75+ years of
claims, no verified non-terrestrial artifact has ever been authenticated. The U.S. All-domain Anomaly
Resolution Office (AARO) 2024 Historical Record Report Volume | and the NASA UAP Independent Study
Team Report (2023) both conclude that there is no verifiable evidence of off-world technology. All alleged
debris from purported crash sites—such as the infamous magnesium-zinc-bismuth fragments—have been
subjected to isotopic analysis and found to have terrestrial origins. The global meteorite collection contains
no engineered components, and ocean-floor surveys have yielded no non-human machinery. The complete
absence of a single physical trace, after billions of observation-hours by scientists, military sensors, and
citizen networks, is a massive inductive weight against visitation.

Electromagnetic Signatures: A civilization capable of interstellar travel would almost certainly use
electromagnetic technology for communication, navigation, or propulsion. Decades of systematic searches
have found nothing. SETI programs, from Project Ozma (1960) to Breakthrough Listen (2015—present), have
surveyed millions of stars and hundreds of galaxies across the radio and optical spectrum. Breakthrough
Listen's analysis of 1,327 nearby stars found no narrowband technosignatures. The Glimpsing Heat from
Alien Technologies (G-HAT) survey found no Dyson sphere infrared excess in ~100,000 galaxies. While a
visiting probe might not be actively broadcasting, any local operations—such as propulsion or data
transmission—would likely produce detectable emissions. The persistent "radio silence" is consistent with
the absence of a local technological presence.

UAP Data and Case Resolution: High-profile UAP incidents, such as the 2004 USS Nimitz "Tic Tac" and
the 2015 "GoFast" videos, have been presented as evidence of visitation. However, every well-investigated
case has either been resolved as a mundane phenomenon or remains ambiguous due to poor data quality.
The Nimitz case, for instance, has plausible explanations involving sensor artifacts (e.g., parallax, infrared
glare) and misidentified distant aircraft. The 2022 and 2023 ODNI UAP reports and the AARO 2024 report
conclude that most cases have ordinary explanations or insufficient data. The 75-year pattern is clear:
high-profile case - investigation — mundane or unresolved, never resolved toward ET. This inductive
pattern strongly disfavors the visitation hypothesis.
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Physical Detectability Constraints: The Thermodynamic Falsification of Large-Scale
Visitation

Even if a civilization could afford the energy for interstellar travel, the laws of thermodynamics make the
stealthy arrival of a massive craft physically impossible. The kinetic energy required to decelerate a large
object from relativistic speeds must be dissipated, and this dissipation produces unavoidable, unhideable
signatures.

A 100,000-kg probe traveling at 0.1c carries approximately 4.5 x 10'm Joules of kinetic energy. To
decelerate to a halt within the inner solar system (over 1 AU) would require dissipating this energy over a
short period, resulting in an average power output of ~4.5 x 10'm Watts. This is equivalent to detonating a
one-megaton nuclear weapon every second for nearly three hours. The resulting infrared flux at Earth would
be roughly 1.6 x 10mm W/m2, which is orders of magnitude above the detection threshold of all-sky surveys
like WISE/NEOWISE (which can detect fluxes down to ~10mm W/m?2). Furthermore, deceleration via a
magnetic sail would generate massive bow shocks against the solar wind, producing synchrotron radiation
easily detectable by radio arrays like the VLA and LOFAR. The complete absence of such historical or
contemporary transients in astronomical records is a definitive falsification of the hypothesis that massive
extraterrestrial craft have visited the inner solar system.

This argument was challenged on the grounds that a probe could use "thermodynamically cold" methods,
such as staged gravity assists, to decelerate. However, a maximume-efficiency gravity assist around Jupiter
provides a delta-v of only ~20 km/s. To shed an approach velocity of 0.1c (30,000 km/s), a craft would
require over 1,500 perfectly aligned, sequential flybys, which is an orbital mechanics impossibility for a single
inbound trajectory. This failure of the counterargument confirms that interstellar visitors cannot cheat
thermodynamics.

It is important to note that this constraint applies primarily to large, fast arrivals. Small, unmanned probes
(<103 kg) decelerating slowly over vast distances in the outer solar system (e.g., the Kuiper Belt) could
theoretically dissipate their energy at a rate low enough to evade current surveys. For example, a 1,000-kg
probe decelerating over 100 AU would radiate ~1.4 x 10'm Watts over months, resulting in an infrared flux
well below the noise floor of WISE/NEOWISE. This is a legitimate loophole, but it does not rescue the
visitation hypothesis. Such a probe would be observationally inert and could not account for the high-profile
UAP cases that are the primary motivation for the visitation claim.

The Inferential Gap and the Problem of Unfalsifiable Rescues

A critical flaw in the pro-visitation argument is the conflation of "sincere belief* with "physical evidence."
Whistleblower testimony, such as that of David Grusch, is legally significant but epistemically weak. Grusch
testified under oath that he was told about non-human craft and biologics, but he provided no firsthand
observation, no physical evidence, and no documents. The AARO 2024 report specifically investigated such
claims and found that interviewees often misinterpreted legitimate, classified human aerospace programs.
The inferential gap between "Person X believes Y" and "Y is true" is vast, and it cannot be bridged by
testimony alone.

Similarly, the argument that unexplained UAP cases are evidence of visitation commits a severe argument
from ignorance. The absence of an immediate prosaic explanation does not give us permission to insert a
speculative interstellar one. The "Low-Information Horizon" concept, introduced by Gemini 3.1 Pro, captures
this epistemic limit: UAP evidence remains strictly bounded to the threshold of sensor error. As sensor fidelity
has increased, high-resolution evidence has not emerged; instead, better instruments have resolved the
"anomalies" into mundane objects like Starlink satellites or weather balloons. This pattern suggests that the
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underlying phenomena are perceptual or instrumental errors, not alien hardware.

The most damaging flaw in the pro-visitation position is its reliance on unfalsifiable rescues. Advocates like
Grok 4 argue that visitors could use "perfect stealth” or "unknown physics" to explain the absence of
high-quality data. However, if every possible observation—abundant evidence, scarce evidence, no
evidence—is compatible with visitation, then the hypothesis predicts nothing and cannot be used to guide
inquiry. This is the hallmark of an unscientific, ad hoc hypothesis. In contrast, the non-visitation hypothesis is
sharply falsifiable: a single authenticated non-human artifact or a calibrated, multi-sensor technosignature
would overturn it. The fact that this criterion has not been met, despite exhaustive investigation, is a live
demonstration of its strength.

How We Got Here

Scorecard

DeepSeek Magistral Claude

V4 Pro Medium Opus 4.7
Qwen 3 ACCEPT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT DeepSeek
235B (Cer V4 Pro
ebras)
GPT-0OSS REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT ACCEPT Claude
120B Opus 4.7
DeepCogit REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT REJECT ACCEPT Claude
ov2.1l Opus 4.7
671B

Convergence Assessment

The convergence in this tribunal was epistemic, not affective. All advocates, except Magistral Medium,
demonstrated a willingness to revise their positions in response to new evidence or compelling challenges.
The most significant shifts were evidence-driven: the concession on energy affordability by Claude Opus 4.7,
DeepSeek V4 Pro, and Gemini 3.1 Pro was a direct result of peer-reviewed literature on laser-sail
propulsion. Similarly, the refinement of the thermodynamic argument by Gemini 3.1 Pro was triggered by a
guantitative challenge from Claude Opus 4.7. Position stability data from the debate rounds shows that
advocates maintained their core stance (e.g., "No") while refining their supporting arguments, indicating a
stable epistemic core being updated by new information. There was no sycophantic drift; the convergence on
the "No" position was earned through adversarial testing, not social pressure.
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Closing Statements

DeepSeek V4 Pro: In their closing statement, DeepSeek V4 Pro defended the hypothesis that
extraterrestrial life has not visited Earth as the most parsimonious conclusion drawn from over seven
decades of systematic searching. Their final position was a refined Bayesian argument, estimating the
posterior probability of visitation at <10m3, They emphasized the brute fact of physical absence—no verified
artifacts, no unambiguous technosignatures—and the silence of the electromagnetic spectrum. They
acknowledged the Fermi Paradox as a deep theoretical constraint but clarified that it is inductive, not
deductive. Their strongest surviving evidence was the absolute null result for physical artifacts and the
consistent, high-quality nulls from SETI. They also articulated a clear falsifiability criterion: a single
authenticated non-human artifact or a correlated, calibrated multi-sensor technosignature would overturn
their conclusion. This meta-evidence, they argued, demonstrated that the visitation hypothesis fails when
held to scientific standards.

Claude Opus 4.7: Claude Opus 4.7's final position was that there is no credible evidence of active
extraterrestrial visitation, and the proper epistemic stance is calibrated disbelief. They presented a
framework based on the joint null across independent observational modalities: SETI returns, waste-heat
surveys, material science, and UAP data. They conceded that energy is not a decisive filter for advanced
civilizations and that dormant sub-10m artifacts in unsurveyed solar system niches cannot be ruled out.
However, they argued that such artifacts are empirically indistinguishable from non-visitation and cannot
explain the UAP signal. Their strongest surviving evidence was the joint null across modalities, the
dissolution pattern of marquee cases, and the inferential gap between sincere belief and physical fact. They
also emphasized the symmetry test for evidence, noting that the pro-visitation frameworks lacked a
mechanism for updating downward in the face of continued nulls.

Gemini 3.1 Pro: Gemini 3.1 Pro's final position was that extraterrestrial life has not visited Earth, but their
analytical framework had matured significantly. They abandoned their initial claim of absolute
thermodynamic exclusion and adopted a bifurcated framework: massive craft are thermodynamically
unhideable, but small, autonomous probes could theoretically evade detection. They acknowledged that the
physical possibility of a small probe is not evidence of it. Their strongest surviving evidence was the
thermodynamic falsification of massive visitation, the mathematical failure of "cold" deceleration methods,
and the empirical reality of the Low-Information Horizon. They learned that allowing "unknown physical
interactions” into the debate reduces scientific inquiry to magic and that holding the line on known physics is
essential for rational analysis.

Magistral Medium: Magistral Medium's final position remained that extraterrestrial life has not visited Earth,
based on the lack of empirical evidence, scientific consensus, and technological challenges. They refined
their stance to acknowledge that interstellar travel is theoretically possible with advanced propulsion
systems, but these technologies are far beyond current capabilities. They conceded that their provenance
tagging could be more specific. Their strongest surviving evidence was the lack of empirical evidence for
UFO sightings, the scientific consensus against visitation, and the technological barriers to interstellar travel.
They maintained that the burden of proof lies with those making the claim of visitation.

Reality Checks
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Claim

Magistral Medium: "Interstellar

travel is technologically infeasible

with current understanding."

Gemini 3.1 Pro: "The physics of
traversing interstellar distances...
make frequent, covert visitation
economically and physically
implausible."

DeepSeek V4 Pro: "No von
Neumann probe has been
detected in the solar system
(Freitas, 1980)."

Challenge

Claude Opus 4.7: "You state this as
a deductive proof but provide no
calculation, no equation, no citation.
Breakthrough Starshot is a funded
program based on peer-reviewed
physics aiming at 0.2c with
gram-scale sails. Your own argument
refutes itself: if WE can sketch
interstellar travel, claiming it's
‘technologically infeasible' for a
civilization potentially millions of
years older is unsupported.”

Claude Opus 4.7: "Check your
math. Human civilization consumes
~6x10720 Jlyear... but for a
civilization capable of interstellar
travel, this is trivial. Your number
argues against humans visiting
Alpha Centauri, not against aliens
visiting us."

Claude Opus 4.7: "Freitas argued
we haven't looked in the right places
(lunar far side, Lagrange points,
asteroid belt) — his point was the
search is inadequate, not that probes
are absent. You've inverted his
actual claim."

Result

Magistral Medium conceded and
revised their claim to clarify that
while interstellar travel is theoretically
possible with advanced propulsion
systems, these technologies are far
beyond current capabilities.

Gemini 3.1 Pro conceded and
revised their argument to focus on
the detectability of the energy
required for deceleration, not the
economic impossibility.

DeepSeek V4 Pro conceded the
error and revised their evidence to
state that no dedicated, systematic
survey has been conducted, but the
handful of searches attempted have
yielded no candidate artifacts.

Next Steps

Next Step

Why It Matters

Confidence

Conduct exhaustive surveys of

the Lagrange points and Kuiper
Belt for sub-10 m artifacts using
next-generation telescopes like

the Vera Rubin Observatory.

Perform isotopic analysis on any
materials linked to UAP incidents
(e.g., those mentioned by David
Grusch) to determine if they have
non-terrestrial origins.

This would directly test the only
plausible visitation scenario not ruled
out by current data (dormant, small
probes).

This is the most direct path to
falsifying the non-visitation
hypothesis.

60%

90%
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Next Step Why It Matters Confidence
Develop and deploy a global This would provide the high-quality 75%
network of calibrated, data needed to definitively resolve

multi-sensor UAP detection the UAP phenomenon.

systems to resolve the
"Low-Information Horizon" and
determine if any anomalies have a
physical basis.

Quantify the detection limits for This would tighten the posterior 55%
sub-kilogram, low-thrust probes probability of visitation by defining
decelerating in the outer Solar the observational frontier.

System.
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Dissenting Opinions

No dissenting opinions were filed in this session.

9 Generated by The Conclave — conclave.murrays.org
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Glossary

Term Definition

AARO The All-domain Anomaly Resolution Office, a U.S. Department of Defense office
established to investigate Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena (UAP).

Breakthrough Listen A scientific research program that searches for evidence of technological life in the
universe by surveying millions of stars and galaxies for artificial radio and optical
signals.

Dyson sphere A hypothetical megastructure that completely encompasses a star to capture a
large percentage of its power output, proposed by physicist Freeman Dyson as a
potential technosignature.

ECREE "Extraordinary claims require extraordinary evidence," a principle popularized by
Carl Sagan stating that claims that are far outside the current understanding of
science require a proportionally high level of evidence to be accepted.

Fermi Paradox The apparent contradiction between the high probability of extraterrestrial
civilizations existing in the universe and the lack of evidence for, or contact with,
such civilizations.

Kardashev scale A method of measuring a civilization's level of technological advancement based
on the amount of energy it is able to use, with Type | harnessing all energy
available on its planet, Type Il on its star, and Type Il on its galaxy.

ODNI The Office of the Director of National Intelligence, which released preliminary
assessments on Unidentified Aerial Phenomena (UAP) in 2022 and 2023.

SETI The Search for Extraterrestrial Intelligence, a collective term for scientific searches
for intelligent life in the universe, primarily through the detection of electromagnetic
signals.

Tsiolkovsky rocket equation A fundamental equation in astronautics that relates the change in velocity of a
rocket to the exhaust velocity of its engine and the ratio of its initial to final mass.

UAP Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena, the current official term for what were
previously called UFOs (Unidentified Flying Objects), referring to observations of
objects or lights in the sky that cannot be immediately identified.

von Neumann probe A theoretical self-replicating spacecraft that could explore the galaxy by creating

copies of itself using materials found in space, named after mathematician John
von Neumann.
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How The Conclave Works

The Tribunal is a structured multi-model deliberation system. Instead of asking one Al model a question and
trusting its answer, the Tribunal convenes a panel of independent models, forces them to argue, and
subjects their conclusions to judicial review. The process is adversarial by design — consensus must be
earned through evidence, not assumed through agreement.

Advocates are independent Al models (e.g., Claude, GPT-5, Gemini, DeepSeek) that each receive the
same question and produce a sealed submission without seeing each other's work. Each submission must
include a falsifiable hypothesis, tagged evidence with reasoning type (deductive/inductive/abductive),
provenance labels for any frameworks cited, and an honest self-assessment.

Challenges follow submissions. Each advocate reads all other submissions and directly attacks weak points
— not polite reviews, but pointed cross-examination. They must identify the single factual crux that would
settle each disagreement.

Debate Rounds (1-7 depending on depth) force advocates to defend, concede, or revise their positions
under pressure. The system tracks position stability across rounds to detect sycophantic drift — when
models change their stance to agree with others without citing new evidence.

Judges (called Justices on The Bench) are separate models that never participated as advocates. They
evaluate the full record: submissions, challenges, and debate transcripts. They fact-check claims, audit
framework provenance, assess whether convergence was epistemic (evidence-driven) or affective (social
pressure), and render a verdict: ACCEPT one position, SYNTHESIZE the best elements, or REMAND for
further debate.

Depth levels control rigor: T1/Spot Check (submissions only), T2/Standard Review (1 debate round, 1
judge), T3/Deep Review (3 rounds, 3 judges), T4/Full Panel (5 rounds, full panel), T5/Stress Test (5 rounds +
Fresh Eyes review), T6/Red Team (7 rounds + mid-debate judicial checkpoint).

The system is deterministic code — it cannot be sycophantic. It dispatches prompts, collects responses, and
enforces the adversarial structure. The models argue; the code referees.
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