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1. Write a one paragraph summary statement about the article characterizing the main message of the article.
The article basically expresses the author’s anxiety on the development of technologies beyond current era. His concern at the current on ongoing scientific discovery like generic engineering, nanotechnology and robotics (GNR) might one day out of control and lead to the distinction human distinction on the planet. He predicts that our future will be dominated by highly intelligent robot which can be self-replicated due to human loss of control. He also portraits that the destruction of GNR destruction is a lot more devastating than from nuclear, biological and chemical (NBC),  as GNR can be unlocked through the knowledge of scientists, which doesn’t restricted by any physical resources like NBC. He suggests that in order to move away from this path of destruction, relinquishment of technology must be enforced by government.
2. With which arguments (focused on predicting future developments) do you 
2.1. Agree 
Any scientific discovery has its risk. I agree with Joy that GNR can be more devastating than NBC if scientists in the future do not exercise their ethical conduct and governments don’t put restriction on them. 

2.2. Disagree
I have three distinct points I strongly disagree with Joy:
First, I think that robots are very unlikely to own high intelligent like human as they are created by human, or in other way word, they are subset of human. I believe they have limited intelligent compared to human brain. Besides, our complex human brain consists of billons of neuron which helps to us making decision and thinking, I think it is beyond the reach of 1 and 0 machines. Unless one day God really creates a robot then I will be convinced that it has intelligence which capable of conquering humanity. From my religious belief, God plays a major role here as he gradually reveals the secrets of our boundless universe or what we call the scientific discoveries, to human. Unless He allows the robot to dominate human, otherwise it wouldn’t happen.
I think Joy probably misunderstand the role of machine, or robot in the context of the article. We use computer to perform repetitive task where it being monitored by human. Most of the time, we use them to assist human to make decision. We rarely or never rely solely on computer to make mandatory decision. 
Moore cannot apply to human or evolution of robot as they involved more than silicon.
3. How should we react to this article

3.1. On an individual basis?
As an individual, we have learned that there is a possibility of leading destruction to humanity. Therefore, we as future scientist should wary of our surroundings in order to avoid the Joy’s predicted tragic to occur.


3.2. On a societal basis?
As a society, we should together play our role to keep our eye on the advancement of the technology to benefit humanity. We shouldn’t be ignorant and individualistic when we aware of the dawning of the potential threat such as mass destruction caused by technology. We should corporately resist the technology if it capable of destroy humane civilization. 
4. Would you consider yourself
4.1. a techno-utopist (“glorifying the future”)
4.2. a techno-pessimist (“glorifying the past”)
4.3. or how would you characterize your own position?
I wound consider myself as 50% techno-utopist and 50% techno-pessimist. I believe the technology created for the benefit of humanity. GNR exist because scientists believe that they capable improving humanity welfare especially in the area of agriculture, medical, manufacture and automation. However, every good thing can turn up to be deadly if scientists don’t police themselves, or no restriction has been put on. For example, nuclear technology has benefited many third world countries as it provides affordable energy resources. If it not restricted, I bet it can lead to the end of humanity. This applies to any of the scientific discovery.
