
1. write a one paragraph summary statement about the article characterizing the main message of the article?

My initial responses to the article were ranging from one that I agreed to, to the ramblings of a fearful man. The message of the author is all but optimistic of our survival. Joy considers the group of 3 (robotics, genetic engineering, and nanotech) will be “humankind’s” undoing. In short the author is not sure “if we can play god”.

2. with which arguments (focused on predicting future developments) do you 
2.1. agree 

  I agree that all these technologies have placed a tremendous opportunity in our hand but not at a cost (if there is one it will be less than the benefits given).


2.2. disagree

I disagree the doomsday scenario he predicts. The reason why it will be prevented is because of what I consider the side-effects of the human factor. The rate of technology will allow the possibility of such technologies become a norm. It’s the societal affect that will prevent the prevalence of such technologies to be used for ulterior purposes.

Consider the Cold war scenario, the superpowers didn’t manage to blow themselves up even though there were hundreds of miscreant variables ( to cite some: Soviet captains allowed to shoot ICBM’s without a permission or U-2 infringement by US or even the Cuba Crisis). Think with the technology like robotics that will mostly become a norm in some near future, the responsibility will more or less become on a personal level. There will be misuse (as of any technology) which will be prevented by societal rules. With each new technological advancement, there is all but degradation of society and this is what will prevent technology to go out of hand. 
Joy’s basic assumption is that we would be run over by faster and meaner competitors. But he fails to raise the question? Is not that what we are destined to become in the evolution cycle?

To give an example: What makes us different that other animals? Is it the ability to think or reason? Yes but more importantly it is our ability to make tools which we and only some chimps do. Tools have been a mainstay for our civilization and that will help augment the next evolution for us. 

People always had a big notion of protesting when tools of vast power were put into place. To cite some examples: When the first locomotive was inaugurated, people did die of shock (heart attack). Atom bombs stocks on earth are enough to destroy multiple such earths, but still fortunately we haven’t blown ourselves up. The first mill machines were the reason why thousands of people died of starvation due to loss of jobs, still we survived. Thus technology has always been a means to end to a better future, a necessary end.
What Joy fears most I think is listed below in degree of fearfulness
1. Tools that are supremely powerful

2. Tools that cannot be trusted with individuals

3. Tools that are self replicating and would outwit their human peers.

I guess thinkers like Joy are worried about the implication of the newer ‘tools’ overcoming the human element.  But rather I consider these newer ‘tools’ will help augment the next evolution phase of humans. He is also worried by the so-called intelligent agenda the machines might undertake; even a possible elimination of the weaklings (humans). But consider that, knowledge has been used as a means to end, but in the end every time positive societal agenda has prevailed, whether it was by partial ban on nuclear proliferation or by disbandment of major global wars in the last 50 years due to technological mutual self-destruction guarantee. I guess knowledge of the 3 techs might be misused but general society will prevent most things to go critical. Will machines become more intelligent than humans and eliminate them? I guess the answer might lie somewhere in middle. Biological networks (humans) are the best suited for survival right now but our evolution hasn’t kept in pace with the amount of tools we have generated to help our survival. Intelligent machines may be the next step of our own evolution and that aspect of which I believe would prevent the mutual destruction of two intelligent species as there is a realization that they can never be as good as the other species. 
3. how should we react to this article

In general my response has been neutral to this article. Doomsday situation have always been predicted by people in different eras but human spirit has always risen to the challenge. Such advanced technology in our 2006 society is akin to “giving a nuclear bomb to a middle-age (1000-1500 AD) tyrant”.  When such technology becomes prevalent the then prevalent societal change would allow the usage become usable with minimal fear of misuse.

3.1. on an individual basis?
On an individual basis it is important to realize that with any technology there is a responsibility associated. As an individual we have been slow to realize this responsibility; for example consider the usage of high amount of electricity, simple parsimonious use will go to a long way saving non-renewable sources of energy. Such technology will require responsibility on the part of the user.


3.2. on a societal basis?
I am least worried about the societal basis as society in general has prevented so far total human race destruction. There have always been able-mind people who guide society in the right path preventing mass calamity to happen. Society has risen to the challenge of accepting newer and fancier technologies and it will do so in the near future.

To be frank: I am more worried about people lazing around and living 200 years in perfect health( and in turn forgetting to devote more time to science and technology) than the 3 technologies causing the destruction of human kind.


4. would you consider yourself
4.1. a techno-utopist (“glorifying the future”)- I Guess so. Science can be uniting factor for many nations around the world. Genetics has the possibilities to cure say any disease in future, preventing so many deaths around the developing world. Nanotechs have the ability to design superstructures that can possibly solve wear and tear associated with normal buildings. Robotics can possibly help to explore other worlds and go places where our biological structure cannot possibly survive.
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