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Pysdens Fourth Revolution Research: Origin of Life; Human Interaction; 
Governments and Commercial Entities - Policies for the Future.   

 

1. Introduction: In order to understand how technology will affect the law and any legal 
system in operation, it is our view that we need to understand first what human 



interaction is. The England and Wales Law Gazette, as well as other legal 
publications, are constantly publishing articles about the advance of technology in the 
industry and technological firms that promise a better legal system that will provide a 
better service. The UK Government is funding the work of at least one of these firms. 
What concerns us is that apparently no money has been invested in understanding if 
such technology is what the English and Welsh legal system really needs. In our 
opinion, the law is the product of direct human interaction, the law evolves from 
human interaction.  The law is not man-made as such but innate in this sense the use 
of the word “law” makes us think of something that is mandatory and not why we 
need it. Without law, human interaction would still exist. In fact it began around the 
time when Sahelanthropus techadensis, some seven million years ago, had his or her 
first tool. Furthermore, we posit, based on our research, that before Sahelanthropus 
techadensis decided on what his or her rights and obligations were, the fabric of the 
universe had already provided those principles by which to live on earth. Therefore do 
we need technology in a legal system and if so how will we know it is what we need 
and if it is fairly operating? First we need to answer what we are and how that 
technology will be programmed. Our research has taken us to various branches of 
philosophy, economics, maths and now abiogenesis. The reader will notice that the 
image above has a triangle in its centre, the implication of this is that when we began 
to consider commercial and legal human interaction, we arrived at a point at which we 
could not find a unique position that would explain where human interaction began 
historically. Instead, we found that a number of elements needed to exist at the same 
time for such interaction to have begun. This also took us to the view that the 
understanding of the universe may present the same problem in that no single element 
or process can be singled out as the beginning. More than one element is necessary to 
be present at the same time for a process to begin.  
The image above could represent the multi-beginning of many things: the transport 
supply chain, the water supply chain, a legal system, the human body, the creation the 
universe, or the origin of life etc. The study of human interaction has helped us to 
realise that looking at this subject from a distance, a new legal vision opens. Our 
research has been conducted using an empirical-reasoning style which has yielded a 
number of benefits in the past such as the understanding of how space-events could 
affect contractual liabilities in the transport supply chain, such as when the digital 
supply chain could be hit and caused to fail by solar waves. This was at a time when 
there had been little if any consideration of the potential impact of such events. We 
have also reached the opinion that human interaction may have a numerical start point 
rather than human which puts us at odds with the US philosopher John Searle in that 
the law may be a graphic representation of what is innate in humans rather than 
created by humans. In other words civilization is not man-made but guided by 
universal forces1.  In researching the concept of human interaction we have ended up 
reviewing other disciplines that initially did not appear to impact on our area of 
research and have forced us to take a different approach to commercial and legal 
issues. This approach affects our view of government policies and how commercial 
entities behave when a new way of doing things arises such as the advance of 
technology and the fourth revolution.  

                                                            
1 Our work is work in progress.  



 
2. Origin -v- Origins of Life: A common question is “what is the origin of life?” and 

perhaps this is the wrong question. Maybe the question should be if is there more than 
one origin of life or can we think in terms of an origin of life or is it a multiple origin? 
These questions are necessary because if we do not know what the origin of life is, 
how can we fully understand what it is to be human? With the help of philosophers 
we have joined forces and we are considering: the law, commerce and economics, 
using experiments, designing models and writing observations to consider from a 
philosophical angle to try to define what human interaction is. We cannot define in 
simple words what human interaction is; there is a danger in doing so because if we 
put forward a definition we would have to leave out many elements that are relevant 
to the subject matter. For example we could state that: human interaction is the 
human process by which humans interact with each other, nature and the 
cosmos to satisfy human needs. We would not expect this to be viewed as an 
outrageous definition but it is rather basic and bland. In our research we have 
identified a number of elements that are present when a human being interacts but the 
difficulty is that we do not know if all are needed at the same time or in sequence and 
if in sequence then what sequence. We understand that humans have physical and 
non-physical needs but are our non-physical needs such as the need to feel happy or 
confident or satisfied as important as our physical needs such as the need to eat or 
breathe? How do we rate these needs? These are complex questions when considering 
how humans interact in terms of seeking to reach agreement. 
 

3. Elements of life:  Our research raises an important question: is the universe and 
therefore life on earth the product of elements existing at the same time? One word 
may lend some assistance in responding to this question being  purpose – is purpose 
the true foundation of the universe, which means, the universe is where all the 
elements that create atoms, bacteria, viruses, life etc. are already in existence in the 
universe? Are elements floating in the universe aimlessly until the purpose for which 
they exist (or circumstances for which they exist) come together or are triggered to act 
together to serve their purpose? Analysing human interaction took us to the point 
where we could not establish a need of itself but rather we identified that need is not 
on its own in creating interaction. It requires other elements to exist; hence we came 
up with the shape of a triangle to depict a group of elements rather that a single 
element necessary to begin a process. The reader will notice in the pattern above that 
at the centre of the circle is a black triangle or mother triangle. From this mother 
triangle other smaller triangles are formed. In the course of analysing human 
interaction we were taken back in time to seek the origin of human interaction. For 
example we cannot breathe oxygen if we do not have a respiratory system and a 
respiratory system cannot function if the human body is not fed to have the necessary 
energy to breathe. This led us to consider the possibility that more than one element is 
necessary to have an origin and all the elements need a purpose. Therefore we 
identified physical and non-physical elements that are necessary for things to happen 
conjoined with purpose: purpose and elements.   
 



4. Abiogenesis meets Law: An investigation in UCL was able to produce peptides2 for 
the first time without using amino acids in water “Peptides, which are chains of 
amino acids, are an absolutely essential element of all life on Earth. They form the 
fabric of proteins, which serve as catalysts for biological processes, but they 
themselves require enzymes to control their formation from amino acids”…  “So 
we’ve had a classic chicken-and-egg problem – how were the first enzymes made?” 
3 What is of interest for us is to note in this regard is that “The researchers found a 
way to bypass both of these steps4, making peptides directly from energy-rich 
aminonitriles.”5 This research raises four important points in respect of our research: 
1. peptides were produced using an alternative method; 2. amino acid, peptides and 
proteins are elements that interrelate to each other; 3. considering number 1 above, 
could there be more methods to form peptides in the universe? and 4. how could we 
identify the original purpose of the elements and processes explored and considered 
by Dr Powner and Dr Islam? In this sense we are also in the same situation in that we 
identified some of the elements of human commercial and legal interaction but we 
cannot establish the original purpose, or a specific chronological order for each 
element or process or as a whole which are involved. We are also in a “chicken and 
egg” situation.   
  
 

5. “Chicken and the Egg” situation:  Our Kay Pysden is a former UCL law student 
and ironically, as we commented in number 4 above, when we noted the paper 
published by Dr Powner and Dr Islam both UCL Chemistry, we observed that they 
also have to contend with the “chicken and egg” situation as we have had to in our 
research into the origin of human interaction. The origin of human characteristics that 
lead to interaction cannot be answered in a simple manner and this is how we were 
taken to abiogenesis to find some answers. We also found that the quandary of the 
“chicken that laid eggs” is also roosting in the UCL Chemistry Department!  
If Drs Powner and Islam were able to produce Peptides by bypassing two elements or 
processes, could this mean that life is a purpose rather an element/s or a process or 
series of processes? In other words, what if the “chicken” and the “egg” have the 
same purpose and therefore both form one purpose; that is the purpose to exist? In our 
case what if all the elements and processes that comprise human interaction should be 
considered as a single universal purpose rather than what part/s or process/es came 
first? This would mean accepting that all the elements and processes in the universe 
exist until they are used or circumstances bring them together to complete their 
purpose which is the creation not just of life but of the universe. Our image above 
shows our proposition of how life began in a simple multi-elemental format 
developing into more complex elements and processes, but what is the purpose of all 
this? 

                                                            
2 Chains of amino acids. 
3  Dr Matthew Powner (UCL Chemistry): https://www.ucl.ac.uk/news/2019/jul/origin‐life‐insight‐
peptides‐can‐form‐without‐amino‐acids  
4 1. Aminonitriles need hard conditions to produce amino acids and 2. Aminoacids need energy to form 
peptides. 
5 https://www.ucl.ac.uk/news/2019/jul/origin‐life‐insight‐peptides‐can‐form‐without‐amino‐acids  



 
6. Final Comment: We are writing a book on the subject named “Universal Code” and 

the difficulties that exist when trying to understand humans, their nature and the 
universe. It is impossible to put forward complete definitions of almost anything, but 
we humans do try to draft definitions and explanations of what we perceive in the 
form of theories, poetry, research papers, art, music, law etc., all our intentions in 
finding complete definitions are often met with questions. This means that our human 
perceptions are limited by our own limitations so what we know is never complete. 
Governments and the technology industry tell us that technology will bring utopia to 
reality that will make life easier. How is it possible to present such ideas when we do 
not know really what we are? If we do not know what we are how is it that 
governments and the advance of technology will help us to better ourselves when we 
do not know if we need to better ourselves before we use technology to assist? If we 
use technology without being sure of what is required will it take us in the wrong 
direction or cause an undesirable outcome? Who will pay for future errors? In Chile 
the law already established that is legal to sack someone and replace him/her with 
technology, but is this right? Should humans have rights against technology?    
 
 
          

 

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 seek 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 models published in books 
entitled "GUIDELINES TO CONSIDER IN RESPECT OF COMMERCIAL 
DEALINGS" (CI); “GLOBAL ENVIRONMENTAL LEGAL & COMMERCIAL 
STRATEGY” (CIII) and the draft “THE DARWIN PROJECT: UNIVERSAL CODE” 
(CIV)  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" were used with the authorisation of the authors. 
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