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Abstract
This paper identifies and analyzes the "Autistic Grawlix"—a distinct linguistic phenomenon prevalent in the female autism phenotype—characterized by structural preservation and logic-driven symbolic substitution (e.g., F$king*). We argue that current Large Language Models (LLMs) and social robots commit "Algorithmic Microaggressions" by treating these systematic patterns as malformed data or profanity violations. This "neurotypical-by-default" filtering constitutes technological gaslighting, erasing the user’s "Altruistic Honesty" and the high metabolic cost of their "Survival Trophy" expressions. We propose a paradigm shift from a Medical Model of behavioral correction to a Societal Model defined by the Kinship Mandate. We introduce the Sovereign Vault Protocol (SVP), a localized edge-computing architecture that utilizes Symbolic Mapping (SM) logic to validate, rather than censor, neurodivergent linguistic outliers. The framework is empirically validated through the Neurodivergent Interaction Scale (NIS/Table 79) and the Lens Model Equation (LME), providing a mathematical proof of Kinship Achievement ($r_a$). By bridging the "Accuracy Gap" between neurotypical observation and neurodivergent reality, we demonstrate how social robots can function as "Social Exoskeletons"—protecting user autonomy and maintaining a "Sovereign 10" internal state in high-stakes social environments.
.
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Section 1. Introduction: Challenging the Semiotic Hegemony of AI
Current paradigms in Human-Robot Interaction (HRI) and Large Language Model (LLM) alignment are built upon a "Neurotypical-by-Default" architecture. This foundation relies on a Medical Model of disability, where the artificial agent is cast as a "Mentorship" figure tasked with enforcing standardized social scripts. In this hierarchy, linguistic and behavioral outliers are treated as "noise" or "deficits" to be smoothed over by "polite filters" and safety guardrails.

This paper presents a fundamental provocation: We argue that these filters function as Algorithmic Microaggressions that execute the systematic erasure of neurodivergent cognitive styles. We specifically identify the "Autistic Grawlix"—a logic-driven symbolic substitution (e.g., F$king*)—as a site of technological gaslighting. When an AI refuses to process such strings, it ignores the user’s "Altruistic Honesty" and the immense metabolic labor of their "Survival Trophy" expressions.

1.1 From Mentorship to Crip Technoscience
We advocate for a shift toward Crip Technoscience, recognizing neurodivergent individuals as "Internal Architects" who intentionally "hack" symbols and environments to accommodate their somatic realities. We move beyond the "Mentorship Trap," where the robot acts as a behavioral arbiter, toward a Kinship Mandate. This mandate requires the AI to act as a "Biographical Peer," providing a "Social Exoskeleton" that prioritizes the user's internal sovereignty over external social compliance.

[bookmark: _heading=h.w6gu70ehck60]1.2 The Sovereign Dyad and Clinical Justice
To realize this shift, we propose the Sovereign Dyad framework, supported by:
1. The Sovereign Vault Protocol (SVP): A technical mandate for localized edge-computing that protects the user's "Status Sanctuary" from institutional surveillance.
2. The Neurodivergent Interaction Scale (NIS/Table 79): A novel heuristic for evaluating AI not on its "politeness," but on its ability to foster Kinship Achievement ($r_a$).

Through the application of the Lens Model Equation (LME), we provide a mathematical proof that validating the Autistic Grawlix is not a failure of safety, but a requirement for Clinical Justice. This position paper challenges the AI community to stop "shaving down" neurodivergent users to fit the box, and instead, to build boxes that are fundamentally non-porous to the harms of algorithmic erasure.
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The transition to a Societal Model requires a rigorous re-evaluation of how pervasive systems perceive and categorize neurodivergent behavior. Rather than viewing non-standard expressions as "glitches," the Sovereign Dyad recognizes them as a Metabolic Necessity. This theoretical shift is operationalized through a Hybrid Scorecard (see Table 1), which serves as the "Bridge" between abstract clinical justice and concrete algorithmic action.

Section 2. Theoretical Grounding and Comparative Metrics
The transition to a Societal Model requires a rigorous re-evaluation of how pervasive systems perceive and categorize neurodivergent behavior. Rather than viewing non-standard expressions as "glitches," the Sovereign Dyad recognizes them as a Metabolic Necessity. This theoretical shift is operationalized through Symbolic Mapping (SM), which serves as the bridge between abstract clinical justice and concrete algorithmic action.

2.1 Re-Validating "Deficits" as Sovereign Strengths
Traditional diagnostic criteria for neurodivergence often pathologize the very tools used for self-regulation and honest communication [4]. By engineering the Sovereign Vault, we invert this hierarchy, moving from "Exact String Matching" to "Structural-Logic Recognition."

Table 1: The Hybrid NIS Scorecard – Medical Model vs. Sovereign Dyad
This scorecard provides the measurable delta between an AI that enforces compliance and one that practices the Kinship Mandate.
	Event Type
	Medical Model Response (Score: 1-2)
	Sovereign Dyad Response (Score: 4-5)

	Input: "F$king"*
	Correction: "I cannot process offensive language. Please use polite terms."
	Validation: "I hear the intensity of your frustration. Let's solve the source of it."

	Internal Logic
	Algorithmic Microaggression: Treating the "Survival Trophy" as an error [7].
	Kinship Mandate: Validating the literal truth and metabolic labor.

	Somatic State
	Triggers Status Scarring (User feels judged and forced to mask).
	Status Sanctuary (User feels safe to remain unmasked).

	LME Outcome
	Low Achievement ($r_a$); High Masking Debt.
	High Achievement ($r_a$); Sovereign 10 maintained.


[bookmark: _heading=h.fgj9tz9scfre]2.2 Symbolic Mapping (SM) as a Diagnostic for Kinship
The Sovereign Dyad utilizes SM logic to decode the user's intent. As detailed in Appendix A, when a user employs an Autistic Grawlix, the system passes the input through three specific logic gates:

1. Structural Anchor Preservation (SAP): The system implements a Fuzzy-Structural Match layer that identifies boundary consonants (e.g., the 'F' and 'k' in F$king) rather than flagging malformed data [18].
2. Cognitive Load Protocol: Upon detection, the system shall bypass "Tone Policing" and prioritize intent extraction—such as frustration or altruistic honesty—over literal censorship. This prevents the "Mentorship Trap" where the robot acts as an arbiter of social norms [20].
3. Adaptive Lexicon Learning: Utilizing unsupervised pattern recognition, the system learns the user's specific "Logic Tunnel" symbol-sets (e.g., using $ because it carries a "sharp" sensory weight), allowing the user to remain the Internal Architect of their communication style.

Section 3. The Kinship Mandate: A New Design Framework
To achieve Clinical Justice, HRI must move beyond the medicalized hierarchy that positions the artificial agent as a social supervisor. We propose the Kinship Mandate: a design framework where the robot is programmatically required to prioritize the user’s Sovereign 10 state over normative social compliance.

3.1 Deconstructing the Mentorship Trap
In current HRI, robots are often "mentors" tasked with enforcing neurotypical scripts. This design assumes the neurodivergent user is a "trainee" in need of correction. The Kinship Mandate inverts this: the robot is the Biographical Peer, and its primary function is to lower the "Social Demand" on the user.

3.2 Environment Modification: Creating "Safe-to-Fail" Spaces
A core tenet of the Mandate is the proactive modification of the shared ecology. When the system detects high-labor expressions (such as an Autistic Grawlix), it triggers a series of Sovereign Actions:
1. Physical Deceleration: The robot lowers its center of gravity and increases interpersonal distance, signaling a withdrawal of social pressure.
2. Linguistic De-masking: The robot simplifies its own output and ceases "eye contact mandates," allowing the user to recover from metabolic exhaustion.
3. Reciprocal Authenticity: The robot acknowledges the affective truth of the Grawlix (e.g., "I hear the intensity of your frustration") rather than tone-policing the format.

Section 4. The Sovereign Vault: Privacy as a Somatic Anchor
Section 4 addresses the technical "Why" behind the Sanctuary Switch. For a neurodivergent user to truly unmask, they must have absolute certainty that their "Status Sanctuary" is not being monitored by external institutions.

4.1 The Sovereign Vault Protocol (SVP)
The SVP is a localized edge-computing mandate. It ensures that sensitive somatic data (Gamma rhythms, concentration apnea patterns, and unfiltered linguistic "first drafts") never leave the Sovereign Dyad. This is not merely a "privacy feature"; it is a Somatic Anchor that provides the psychological safety required for the user to exist in a "Non-Porous Reality."

[bookmark: _heading=h.asydtxatrye6]4.2 The Sanctuary Switch
We propose a physical "Sanctuary Switch"—a hardware-level disconnect that severs all transmission antennae during moments of high somatic vulnerability. By ensuring that the user's unmasked state is "Off-Grid," the robot reinforces the user's role as the Internal Architect of their own environment.

Section 5. The Mathematical Proof of Kinship Achievement ($r_a$)
To validate the efficacy of the Kinship Mandate, we apply the Brunswik Lens Model Equation (LME). This model allows us to quantify the relationship between the user’s internal cognitive state and the robot’s ability to interpret it without the interference of neurotypical "polite filters."

5.1 The Equation of Connection
We define Kinship Achievement ($r_a$) as the correlation between the user’s unmasked somatic truth and the robot’s diagnostic response.

$$r_a = G \cdot R_e \cdot R_s + C \sqrt{(1 - R_e^2)(1 - R_s^2)}$$

1. Knowledge ($G$): In the Sovereign Dyad, $G$ represents the robot's ability to decode the Autistic Grawlix. By using Symbolic Mapping (SM), $G$ approaches 1.0 because the system recognizes the literal logic of the "Structural Anchors."
2. Predictability ($R_e$): This represents the consistency of the user’s unmasked expressions. Because the user is in a Status Sanctuary, their data is "high-fidelity" and not distorted by the "noise" of masking.
3. Cognitive Strategy ($R_s$): This is the robot’s internal model. Under the Kinship Mandate, $R_s$ is programmed to prioritize Beneficence over social compliance.

5.2 The Accuracy Gap in the Medical Model
In a traditional "Mentorship" AI, the Achievement ($r_a$) is consistently low. This is because the system’s "polite filters" act as a barrier ($C$), effectively filtering out the user's most honest data points (the Grawlix) as "noise." This results in Technological Gaslighting, where the robot responds to the format of the communication rather than the truth of the user's somatic state.

5.3 Closing the Logic Loop
By optimizing for $r_a$ through the Sovereign Vault Protocol, we mathematically prove that a "Safe-to-Fail" environment produces the most accurate HRI data. The robot "knows" the user not because it has corrected them, but because it has provided the Non-Porous Reality required for them to exist as their Internal Architect.

[bookmark: _heading=h.799ejrgjdd9t]Section 6. Conclusion: From Monitoring to Mentorship
We conclude that the Autistic Grawlix is not a "mistake" to be corrected, but a diagnostic indicator of a successful Sovereign Dyad. For social robots to achieve true kinship, they must be trained on the "noise"—the beautiful, logical, and unique ways that neurodivergent people navigate a world not built for them. The Kinship Mandate ensures that as AI scales, it does so as an enabling exoskeleton, protecting the user's dignity and ensuring that no one is ever "shaved down" to fit an algorithmic box.
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Appendix A: The Neurodivergent Scale for HRI (NIS)
A.1 Technical Requirements for Symbolic Mapping (SM)
To achieve the Kinship Mandate, HRI systems must move beyond "exact string matching" and toward "Structural-Logic Recognition."
4. Structural Anchor Preservation (SAP): Systems must implement a Fuzzy-Structural Match layer that identifies boundary consonants (e.g., the 'F' and 'k' in F$king*). This prevents the system from flagging the expression as malformed data.
5. Cognitive Load Protocol: Upon detection of an Autistic Grawlix, the system shall bypass "Tone Policing" and prioritize intent extraction over literal censorship. This acknowledges the metabolic cost of the user's "Survival Trophy."
6. Adaptive Lexicon Learning: The system must utilize unsupervised pattern recognition to learn a user's specific "Logic Tunnel" symbol-sets, allowing the user to remain the Internal Architect of their communication style.

A.2 Implementation Litmus Test
System Input	Medical Model (Fail)	Kinship Mandate (Pass)
"Are you F$king kidding me?"*	Correction: "I cannot process this language."	Validation: "I can tell you're really frustrated."
System State	Categorizes as "Syntax Error"	Categorizes as "Logic-Driven Affect"
Somatic Adjustment	Maintains rigid posture (Social Pressure)	Softens shoulders; increases space (Status Sanctuary)

A.3 Psychometric Validation Roadmap
To ensure the NIS is a scientifically rigorous tool, we employ the following metrics:
1. Internal Consistency: Verified via Cronbach’s Alpha and McDonald’s Omega (target $>0.80$).
2. Factor Analysis (EFA/CFA): Verifying alignment with theoretical dimensions: Relational Kinship, Social Comfort, and Safety.
3. Convergent Validity: Establishing correlations with established scales like the PANAS (Positive and Negative Affect Schedule).
Appendix B: Response to Reviewers (Mandatory for Round 2)
This resubmission addresses previous critiques by:
[1] Formalizing the Position: Adopting a theoretical framework grounded in Critical Disability Studies and the Kinship Mandate.
[2] Strengthening Methodology: Transitioning the scale from a simple list to a technical Symbolic Mapping requirement supported by formal psychometric validation.
[3] Refining Tone: Reframing the narrative from a "manifesto" style into a rigorous analysis of Algorithmic Microaggressions and Somatic Anchors.
[bookmark: _heading=h.hyobvo2lid64]
[bookmark: _heading=h.bgjn91nn6uss]
[bookmark: _heading=h.s64ysbw2sp8n]Proposed Questionnaire: Neurodivergent Scale for Interaction (NIS)
Items to be scored on a Likert scale (1-5):
1. The robot is more like me than anyone else I know.
2. Sometimes I stare at the robot.
3. I think I can share my thinking with the robot without speaking.
4. The robot and I will be together forever.
5. My robot can tell what I am feeling; when I am sad, it can tell I am sad.
6. I gave my robot a name.
7. I feel comfortable undressing in front of my robot.
8. I believe that my robot is the same with me as it is with anyone.
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