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Fourth Industrial Revolution (I4.0): Active + Passive 
+ Physical + Purpose = TechAI. 

 

 

 



 
1. Introduction: in our previous press release 241(4.1) in section 4 entitled “The Image of 

Technology”, we stated 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. We would suggest that this proposed definition of 
technology includes passive and active humanness. For example, when a pistol is designed, 
it needs to be designed according to the physical shape of a human hand in order to fit. 
This is the physical characteristic of a pistol. Also a pistol is made for a purpose that is to 
injure or kill or assist the user in shot practice. Therefore this is the purpose of a pistol. 
When a pistol is not used, the two human characteristics i.e., physicality and purpose, are 
passive; at rest; not in use. When a pistol is used, the two human characteristics which it 
may be assisted to possess i.e., physical and purposive, become active. That is to say that 
the pistol becomes part of the human body and mind. We are not saying the pistol is 
“alive” but that it becomes active in the sense that the human properties transferred to the 
pistol have been used. We would suggest that this is the essence of technology: there are 
active and passive human characteristics involved: there is a degree of humanness in that 
when we use technology we transfer some of our humanness to that technology.” 
 
Our proposed definition above is only part of a wider concept which we have formulated. We 
are in the process of publishing a short book on the subject. We would suggest that the 
intention concerning the use of technology and artificial intelligence, has changed. It appears 
that the original intention was to assist mankind whereas now, it is intending to become 
mankind. In order to accomplish this, we would suggest that it is necessary to unify the 
physical characteristic of technology with the purpose of technology from a passive state to a 
permanent active state. 
 

We would suggest that at this stage we have a level of artificial intelligence “-A” that is to 
say, not as complex as mankind. Consequently it would appear that we are still trying to 
achieve a level of artificial intelligence “A”. It is possible that a higher level of artificial 
intelligence that would exceed human intelligence to unforeseeable levels may evolve: 
“AI+”; “AI++”. These latter symbols were utilised by David J. Chalmers in his paper entitled 
“The Singularity: A Philosophical Analysis”. 
 
Our research so far on the subject of technology and artificial intelligence leads us to the view 
that the media and the industries concerned are just interested in portraying the developments 
as leading to a utopian world where all is good. However, a warning comes from the 
philosopher D. Grandón in a recent presentation[1] in Valdivia Chile. She said that man does 
not assume the essence of his mortality making things to avoid his mortality; to be in today’s 
world as a person is to be replaceable because we are anti-economic i.e. we are not worth 
“repairing”. We concur with Grandón’s view that new knowledge is posited in data banks 
and is information that is used to take decisions by techno-bureaucratic entities. Techno-
science is producing new information, without been subject to a critical reflection. That 
information then becomes society’s rules. Therefore, from this process, a divorce of humans 

                                                            
[1] “La incertidumbre y la ambigüedad de la tecnología constatada por Heidegger” Noviembre 2017, Valdivia 
Chile.  



from human subjectivity takes place. We stated in a previous press release that it is 
impossible for computers to adapt to 7.6 billion people who are all different. Individual 
programming is not feasible. Therefore, it is necessary for governments and industry to adapt 
the masses to computers. In the UK members of Parliament have complained that there were 
no places to be found where you could repair things, yet it is entirely possible that they are 
taking us down a similar path. 
 

2. Commercial Framework: at the decision making level, in the technology and the artificial 
intelligence industries and at the ministerial level for science, what considerations have been 
made with reference to technology and artificial intelligence? Technology is a copy of how 
mankind sees outside his body. The danger is that we are also copying the good with the bad. 
Politicians and commercial entities are failing to consider the potential and indeed likely 
negative impact of technology and artificial intelligence. 

3. Legal Framework: within this framework the law that regulates the commercial framework 
exists. The law is created by different bodies in different countries. For example, in England 
and Wales, Parliament creates laws by enactment and case law is developed by the courts in 
the common law system. In England and Wales, the relevant ministerial department of 
science, technology and artificial intelligence will be in touch with decision makers of 
businesses to consider this area in general terms. Sir Mark Walport and Professor Dame 
Nancy Rothwell from the Council for Science and Technology, wrote a letter to the Prime 
Minister Theresa May which was copied to the Chancellor of the Exchequer the Rt. Hon. Mr. 
Philip Hammond, among other people,[2]  entitled “Robotics, automation and artificial 
intelligence (RAAI)” dated 21/10/16. In this letter, Sir Walport and Professor Rothwell, 
explained to the Prime Minister that RAAI will create market opportunities and that it is 
necessary to materialize these opportunities. The letter warns the Prime Minister about China, 
Japan, South Korea, Germany and the U.S. and their intentions to exploit the next generation 
of RAAI. Also the letter states that “We are aware that government has been exploring the 
impact of RAAI on jobs through its “future of work” agenda. It is important to tackle this 
issue head on. Even if RAAI is analogous to previous disruptive technologies – where job 
creation resulting from the positive effects of longer-term productivity gains Page 3 of 6 
ultimately surpasses short-term job losses – jobs displacement is still likely to occur in the 
interim. This risk will need to be managed by government. Concerted efforts will be 
needed, for example, to upskill and reskill displaced UK workers. At the same time, the UK 
will only protect and create jobs in the long term by strategically investing in RAAI. If it 
fails to invest, it will be unable to compete with countries who will be both more productive 
and able to deliver higher quality, thereby putting more jobs at risk.” 
 

4. Final Comment: technology and artificial intelligence are a real concern and this concern is 
something that governments are not taking seriously. Governments are under pressure to be 
part of the “commercial race” that will make of countries more commercially competitive, 
but the human cost, as Grandón suggested, could result in human beings disposable against 
the new non-human product i.e. a “move out humans” policy. What is meant by governments 
                                                            
[2] Other names mentioned in the letter were: Council for Science and Technology - Professor Philip Bond 
(University of Bristol), Professor Sir Keith Burnett (Vice Chancellor, University of Sheffield), Professor Steven 
Cowley (CEO, UK Atomic Energy Authority), Professor Fiona Murray (MIT Sloan School of Management) and 
Colin Smith (Group President, Rolls-Royce). 



“managing” job displacement and how will this be done? How good will technology and 
artificial intelligence become in the short and long term? As Chalmers posited,   “AI+”; 
“AI++” depends on governments because the private industries innovations are complex in 
their uses and effects on society and the industries are happy to leave those considerations to 
governments. Here some suggestions to consider: 

 
 

(i) Salary: if a machine is able to do the work of six people should the salary 
of those six people be paid to those workers though taxing the machine’s 
producers? It is said that artificial intelligence will help society, so those 
workers who are no longer required should have free time to be with their 
families and maintain their level of wealth.  

(ii) International Law: should international law regulate the relationship 
between machines and humans? This is important to consider as, based on 
economic studies and a review of what is the role of economics in society, 
non-legally binding schemes do not work: they are not effective. 

(iii) Ministry of work science and AI: should each country have a ministry 
where consideration of the use of technology and AI should take place in 
order to protect the balance of worker versus machine in each country? 

(iv) Outer Space: should this industry which, as well others, depends on new 
advances in technology and AI, be given encouragement as well as being 
controlled in order to avoid over profiteering resulting in the creation of 
modern monopolies? 

(v) Citizens:  we see in the media that many people wait the night before 
outside the doors of commercial entities in order to buy the latest 
technology. The social pressure pushes people to have “the latest” gadget in 
the market until another one comes along. Companies have done very well 
out of this and yet dividends do not reflect this extraordinary gain. This 
consumer behaviour is fuelling the dangerous and degenerative commercial 
appetite of large corporations, as well as, fuelling the possibility that we get 
to the stage where humans are “replaceable” as Grandón puts it. There is a 
significant potential for negative economic consequences arising from this 
and the degradation of humans; the creation of a super non-human race and 
the replacement of humanness in society by the latest technology gadget: 
the new “non- human humanness” 

(vi)  Human Reason: we make the following observation based on real events: 
a young man had digital glasses on and therefore he could not see the 
outside world. He was digitally climbing a rock and at one point, he lost his 
real balance, and physically fell to the floor. Is this proof that the mind may 
be separated from the actions of the body? This is important in that 
technology and AI can copy a human, but can they reproduce reason? Will 
be there sufficient memory and ability in technology to copy reason? If we 
still do not know who we are, what are we creating through technology and 
AI and where will this take us?    

 

       
 



                    
           

 

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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