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FOURTH INDUSTRIAL REVOLUTION (I4.0): DO THE 
TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRY AND GOVERNMENTS 

NEED TO ADAPT HUMANS TO COMPUTERS? 

 



1. Introduction: The Law Society Gazette (England and Wales) in its issue dated 
31/10/17 in an article entitled “Robot beats human lawyers in outcomes challenge” 
stated that “Artificial intelligence enthusiasts claimed a new legal sector 
breakthrough today by announcing that a computer program had beaten human 
lawyers in a direct competition to predict the outcome of civil claims. The week-
long Lawyer Challenge pitted 112 lawyers against software produced by a 
Cambridge start-up company, CaseCrunch, in assessing PPI mis-selling claims. 
According to CaseCrunch, the software predicted outcomes with an accuracy of 
86%, while the lawyers' average was 62.3%. While the company commented that 
it ‘could not be happier about the outcome’, it was careful to stress it did not see 
lawyers as enemies. ‘We are not necessarily adversaries in this game, the systems 
like ours can make the legal world more effective for everyone,” managing 
director Jozef Maruscak said.”  

2. Commercial Framework: Within the commercial framework, we posit that all 
commercial contracts take place between both commercial and non-commercial 
entities and both nationally and internationally and that within this framework the 
various commercial needs are represented.     

3. Legal Framework: Within this framework the law that regulates the commercial 
framework exists. The law is created by Parliament in the case of the UK, together 
with case law, for example, and other countries have different law sources.  
 

4. The Image of Technology: We posit that technology is an incomplete image of 
human beings an image which is reflected by a broken mirror which exists in 
human beings. Words, concepts and our limited senses create an incomplete 
perception of ourselves and of the cosmos hence technology is an incomplete image 
of us. For example, we suggest that numbers which are infinite and invisible to all 
our human senses exist in the cosmos and our minds, when grasping numbers, make 
us grasp the cosmos because numbers exists in the cosmos. In simple words, if we 
can understand numbers and humans without a shape but accept that they exist, we 
understand the cosmos. How can computers understand that invisibility is a reality?    

 
 

5. Experiment:  
 

                                      
 



If the reader observes the two images above, they will see that one of them is a 
painting and the other a photo of the flower of the plant Petunia Surfinia. The 
photographer and the artist were the same person. The artist painted the flower 
using the photo image downloaded onto a computer. The photo image on the 
computer, when magnified, showed a variety of colours which, when seen with 
the naked eye, are not visible, hence the photo image and the painted version 
being different. Both images are of the same flower: one an image painted by a 
human and the other a photo image, both on the computer. Furthermore, different 
computers, tend to “read” colours in a different manner and one print is not the 
same as another printed with different computers in terms of colour. The 
experiment has been done with many other flowers with the same result. Even if 
the artist tries to make a perfect copy of the photo image, it has been impossible 
due to his human ability to represent what the computer image shows.  
 

6. Policy: Point numbers one to five above have much to do with policy in that if 
policy is not considered in a profound manner the effects can be detrimental. We 
would suggest that the law for the most part assists those with sufficient wealth as 
litigation or other legal processes and legal assistance cost large amounts of money 
which the less fortunate does not have. Therefore the law is unjust to the poorer in 
this sense and we would suggest that The Law Society of England and Wales as 
well as lawyers and barristers represents an unjust system. Is this the case in other 
countries? We must add that this is because of the reduction over the years in legal 
aid and cuts to other financial assistance or help. 
 
We would suggest that the essence of the commercial framework is to increase the 
gain and diminish the loss in general terms as commerce creates wealth. 
Globalisation is evidence of our proposition, although we do not maintain that this 
is conclusive. The higher the commercial value of a commercial actor, the higher is 
the need for resources hence the higher the need to seek other high value actors in 
order to enter into commercial agreements as our models indicate.  
 
Within the legal framework the law does have the ability to control actors and so to 
avoid an imbalance of power and it does so in certain circumstances. It is because 
governments around the world have failed to understand globalisation that the 
world is in many ways subject to the interests of large corporations. This is because 
they have set up their financial arrangements to ensure the most economic tax 
advantages whilst employing a substantial number of people which is important for 
the economy and therefore political interest.          
   

7. Final Comment: In point number four above, we suggested that technology is an 
incomplete image of human beings an image which is reflected by a broken 
mirror which exists in human beings. Humans possess characteristics which are 
good and bad therefore technology also necessarily possesses these properties. 
Good such as the bettering of our understanding of diseases and how to combat 
these and bad in creating atomic weapons or supersonic rockets undetectable to 
radars in order to destroy.  



In respect of countries with developed technology and Artificial Intelligence 
industries, could it be said that they are a danger to themselves i.e. good for the 
powerful and bad for the average citizen? Is the technology also dangerous for under 
developed and developing countries? After all, industries need to sell their products 
and create revenues. Is there anything that these industries involved in developed 
technology and artificial intelligence and governments not telling us? Are they 
planning or allowing themselves to “invade” and control the world? A good 
example is the outer space industry. Space belongs to no entity and yet only those 
with financial ability are gaining profit and exploring it with commercial and 
military aims. Is this good? Why should it necessarily be that technology is any 
good for the greater majority?  
 
In point number five we understood with our experiment that computers cannot read 
the same colours as humans, and that two computers read colours of the same image 
differently. This, in our opinion, is problematic. We are 6.7 billion people living on 
earth: Is it possible for computers, to understand the feelings, the minds, the 
bodily needs, the financial circumstances and the ever changing human 
condition, of 6.7 billion individual human beings? We would suggest that this is 
highly improbable. What is more probable and of deep concern is that technology 
cannot adapt to the human condition of 6.7 billion therefore, the technology 
industry and governments, must adapt humans to technology. The individual 
choices of everyone are an impediment to technology and governments, because a 
mass population that is growing is more difficult for governments to control and 
therefore they have to rely on standardisation and anything which is related and 
technology and artificial intelligence offers a manageable population. In advance of 
the advanced development of the developed technology and AI industries we need 
strong legal control and no non-binding charters. Otherwise could it be said that 
globalisation and the advance of these industries is the intended result of global 
government planning?                

     
                

           

 

We at Pysdens Solicitors make every effort to keep our expenses to a minimum in 
order to pass our savings to our clients. Our fees are very competitive which, in 
times of economic difficulties, is important to consider. Our policy is to resolve 
disputes early rather than to litigate. 

 

 

Disclaimer: This is not legal advice. We cannot advise any party to act based on this 
report without first consulting a specialised solicitor. The opinions in this report are those 
of the writers. 



Note: In producing this press release by Pysdens Solicitors, the model published in the book 
entitled "GUIDELINES TO CONSIDERATION IN RESPECT OF COMMERCIAL 
DEALINGS" by S. Perez-Goldzveig and K.Pysden forming part of the research and 
development programme "COMMERCIAL GUIDE INITIATIVE" by S. Perez-Goldzveig and 
K.Pysden being part of "TheHouseofBranchofGold" was used with the authorisation of the 
authors. 
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