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“The will to mastery becomes all the more urgent the more technology threatens to
S slip from human control
— Martin Heidegger'
}' AE .
Abstract. Even if AT (artificial intelligence) at a level beyond rapid computa-
tion, machine learning, and cute gadgets never comes to#pass, theologians
must speculate along with transhumanist visionaries about the prospect of
superintelligencge, the prophesied extinction of Homo sapiens, and the sur-
vival of a posthuman species. While advances in AT technology that benefit
humanity should be celebrated, extravagant utopian promises should be met
with a healthy dose of Frankenfear, that is, caution.
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1. Martin Heidegger, The Question Concerning Technology and Other Essays [Die
Frage nach der Technik 1949], translated by William Lovitt in Basic Writings,
edited by | Glen Gray and John Stambaugh (New York: Harper, 1977) 5.
Philosophical Posthumanism, in contrast to Transhumanism, follows on
Heidegger’s reflection that technology cannot be reduced to mere means, nor
to a reification, and thus cannot be mastered’ Francesca Ferrando, Philosophical
Posthumanism (Heidelberg: Springer, 2019) 42.
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should Sexbots Have Rights?

Here is an additional question: should robots have rights? More spe-
cifically, does the ‘Me Too movement require that we humans treat
sexbots as persons with rights? Why might we ask such a question?
Because one planner of a sex robot brothel requires that his custom-
ers seek consent from the robot before commencing with sex. ‘Dot
forget to ask your sex robot for consent, says Unicole Unicron.” Uni-
cron’s plan is to rent out life-sized Barbie style sex robots by the hour
to customers who want to make love to Al with a vagina and other
orifices. But only as long as the robot agrees to it. Yes, the sexbot will
come equipped with a chat box to carry on 2 kinky sex conversation.
.’ But, we must still ask: is anybody home in such a robot? Is there 2
self? An agent? A person? If not, then might consent be superfluous?
This controversy stirs up little more than a few smiles.
In short, the accomplishments, failures, and threats of AI have
to date elicited at best an Gveffeaching anticipation and at worst an
“sh huni” response within the consuming public. Change and even
progress are so expected that advances in Al are not likely to shock
anyone. Producers of Al products tout only the utopian benefits their
fatare will bring. The Inception Institute of Artificial Intelligence
(ITAT), for example, places Al ‘at the heatt of a happier, healthier, and
more productive global community.® Such promises calm anxiety
and excite enthusiasm, even if they are doubtful.
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18, Cited by Emily Shurgerman, «California Cult Leader Unicole Unicron
Plans Sex Robot Brothel--With a Twist, Daily Beast (11/24/2018); hitps://
www.thedailybeast.comlcalifornia-cult-leader-uniclone-unicron—
plans-sex-robot-brothelwith—a—twist?via:ncwsletter&source:—Week
end. Real Doll already sells sexbots. https:/!www.yourdoli.coml 160cm-
sex—doll—golp-SJ?gclid=CjUKCQiArenfBRCoARIsAFcl FqfvOqLV_
P6O43121NgX2LStEGQt1WIsgyUICGBvavDyPySLSRnbsEaA.h‘_J.xEALw_ch.

19. ‘Inception Institute of Artificial Intelligence: A Bold Initiative to Foster Global
AT Research and Innovatios, in Science 361:6408 (21 September 2018): 1168-
1169. One issue being addressed is the doctrine of technological manifest destiny,
according to which the purveyors of new technology shun responsibility for
social impact. “The polite term for the delusions that grip the lords of Silicon
Valley (and their fans elsewhere) is technological determinisnt: the belief that
technology is what really drives history and that they are on the right side of that
history. Imay also explain why they have manifested such blithe indifference
to the malign effects that their machines are having on society. After all, if
technology is the remorseless bulldozer that flattens everything in its path,
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Tt is difficult to know if we are underestimating or overestimating
the impact of new technologies. What we can perceive is tension. 'The
underlying tension is the apparent misfit between human meaning,
on the one hand, and the impersonal nature of science and technol-
ogy, on the other. Philosopher Daniel Dennett brings this source of
anxiety to articulation.

When we start treating living bodies as motherboards in which
to assemble cyborgs, or as spare parts collections to be sold to
the highest bidder, where will it all end? . . .,We are entering
a new conceptual world, thanks to science, and it does not
harmonize comfortably with our traditional conceptions of
our lives and what they mean.*

With this tension in mind, the task of the public theologian becomes
one of mapping the road to meaning at the intersection of humanity
and technology.

Can We Rely on Al to be Moral?

Will artificial intelligence be morally neutral? Or, morally respon-
sible? If the latter, which moral code will our favorite robots live by?

Tsaac Azimov introduced us to robot morality to make science fic-
tion reading exciting. Recall the internal'logic of the three laws.

1. A robot may not injurea human being or, through inaction, allow
a human being to come to harm.

2. A robot must obey the orders given it by human beings except
where such orders would conflict with the First Law.

then why waste time and encrgy fretting about it or imagining that it might be
controlled? Determinism, in that sense, removes human agency from the picture.
The role assigned to people is essentially that of passive or active consumers of
whatever wonders the tech industry chooses to lay before them. John Naughton,
“Think the giants of Silicon Valley have your best interests at heart? Think again,
in The Guardian (October 21, 2018) US Edition, italics added; https://www.
theguardian.com/commentisfree/2018/oct/21/ think-the-giants-of-silicon-
valley—have-your-best—interestsat-hea.rt—think—again?CMP=shaIe__btn_link.

20. Daniel C Dennett, ‘How to Protect Human Dignity from Science, in Human
Dignity and Bioethics, ed, US. President’s Council on Bioethics {Washington DC:
www.bioethics.gov, 2008) 39-59, at 41; https://www.academia.edu/38307610/
Human_dignity_and_bioethics?email_work__ca:dr»mumbnaﬂ-desktop.
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in the form of a machine superior to Homo sapiens in calculating
capacity, creativity, and awareness. To date, riothing,’

Herzfeld notes that this challenge has led many in the field to
attempt to construct true AGI by reverse engineering the human
brain. Current attempts such as MIT’s Mind Machine Project, the US
BRAIN Initiative, and the European Union’s Human Brain Project
are irying to map the connectome of the brain in much the same
way the Human Genome Project (1990-2002) successfully mapped
human DNA. Even though the Human Genome project was a large
and expensive undertaking, reverse engineering the human brain
would be even more difficult. It is estimated that the brain contains
roughly 80 to 90 billion neurons, each of which can potentially be
connected to thousands of other neurons,*

This method of reverse engineering what is biological to make an
electronic emulation, note, does not begin with a theory of machine
intelligence. Rather, what nature through evolution has bequeathed
Homo sapiens becomes a model to copy. This method begins with
a biologically wet brain and then attempts to cteate a dry electronic
copy. With“this method, could we reasonably expect the design of a
post-human superintelligence? Or, at most, a replication or simula-
tion of what we have inherited from our biological evolution?

Scholastic theologians thought that the greator would necessarily
be more complex and more intelligent than what gets created.-No
effect exceeds its cause; said Thomas Aquinas.® This implies that God
is more complex and more intelligent than us creatures. Might this
classic theological principle of causation apply to today’s human Al

A eo .

Creators? Are we limited to creating robots dumber than we are? If s,
does this lessen the Frankenfear?

Can the Dry Machine Brain Mimic the Wet Human Brain?

As of this date, the model of intelligence Strong ATers and AGTers
wish to emulate belongs to the human brain, mind, and self. As the
frontier of Al research and development progresses, so also does neu-

Not Artificial, But the Real Thing!’ Theology and Science 17:1 (February 2019):
1-5; DOL: 10.1080/14746700.2018.1557376.

30. See: Noreen Herzfeld, “The Enchangment of Artificial Intelligence, elsewhere in
this volume.

31. Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica, I1-11, 32, 4, obj1
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In addition, we need to factor in embodiment and relationality.
Human intelligence as we have come to knew it i biological and
communal. Would this apply to robotic intelligence too? According
to the school of Embodied AL ‘it is impossible to abstract intelligence
from bodily features and bodily conditions’® Impossible?

Theologian Anne Foerst, formerly an Al researcher at MIT work-
ing on the Cog project, holds to a relationalist model of the imago
Dei. The imago Dei is not a superior quality we as a species possess
such as reason, freedom, moral capacity, love, or virtue. Rather, we
humans bear the divine image because God has promised us an ever-
lasting relationship in the Kingdom of God.

This relationalist model implies that we cannot rely on an innate
human quality to distinguish us from other living creatures or from
artificially constructed creatures. “The image of God does not distin-
guish us qualitatively from animals and, for that reason, cannot dis-
tinguish us qualitatively from machines* To say it another way, one
could construct a robot with embodied intelligence that is relational
and capable of developing a sense of self over time, In the future, we
may be invited to dinner by robots in the neighborhood.

Both Al research and neuroscience are consistent with biblical
anthropology, according to Tan Barbour,

Recent work in neuroscience is consistent with the biblical
emphasis on embodiment, emotions, and thé €ocial self ... .
The biblical view does indeed conflict with the determinist
and materialist philosophical assumptions of many
neuroscientists but not, I suggest, with the data and theories il
of neuroscience itself % T

an inner sense of reflection! Gabriel Andrate, ‘Philosophical Difficulties of Mind
Uploading as a Medical Technology, in Philosophy and Medicine 18:1 (Fall 2018);
1429, at 17; https:/fwwwacademia.edul37633487iPhiIosnphical_Difﬁculties_
of__Mind__Uploading_as_a_Med.icaI__Technology (accessed 10/23/2018).

36. Anne Foerst, ‘Cog, a Humanoid Robot, and the Question of the Image of God’
Zygon 33:1 (March 1998): 91-112, at 100.

37. Foerst, ‘Cog, a Humanoid Robot, and the Question of the Image of God; 108.

38. Ian G. Barbour, ‘Neuroscience, Artificial Intelligence, and Human Nature:
Theological and Philosophical Reflections’ in Zygon 34:3 (September 1999):
361-398, at 374,
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In the lexicon of the transhumanists, whole brain emulation will
lead to this human, or better, post-human éxistence, disembodied
and living in the computer cloud. “Post-human minds will lead to
a different future and we will be better as we merge with our tech-
nology; touts Henrique Jorge, ‘Humans will be able to upload their
entire minds to The Living Cyberspace and BECOME IMMORTAL2

In the lexicon of Natasha Vita-More, Executive Director of
Humanity + Incorporated, Post-human refers to ‘a person who can
co-exist in multiple substrates, such as the physical world as a bio-
logical or semi-biological being, The future human . . . will live much
longer than [today’s] human and most likely travel outside the Earth’s
orbit’® Does post-human describe what will survive after today’s
Homo sapiens have gone extinct?

Anticipation of extinction combined with survival of a species
more fit than us in intelligence implies evolution. It implies deep time
and a totalistic vision. Today’s transhumanists (abbreviated H+) work
within the evolutionary paradigm and emphasize that through tech-
nology the human race can now both guide and speed gp evolution.*
‘We are about to abandon natural selection, the process that created
us, in order to direct our own evolution by velitional selection—the
process of redesigning our biology and human nature as we wish
them to be’* |

The next stage in evolution will be called the ‘Singularity) a thresh-
old crossing where superintelligence will replace current intefligence.
The first step to get to that threshold is to give birth to a machine
more intelligent than us humans. That machine, in turn, will create
one still more intelligent. Then the intelligence ratchet will take/con--
trol of procreation and continue the chain of ratcheting up the level
of intelligence, crossing the Singularity threshold. '

42. Henrique Jorge, ‘Digital Eternity) The Transhumanism Handbook, edited by
Newton Lee (Heidelberg: Springer, 2019), 645-650, at 650.

43. Natasha Vita-More, Transhumanism: What is it? (published by author, 2018) 31.

44. Nick Bostrom, ‘What is Transhumanism?” https://nickbostrom.com/tra/values.
html (accessed 10/19/2019). ‘Transhumanism is no dogmatic, rigid philosophy
with a fixed system of thought or goals defined once and for all. Instead it is a
conglomerate of different memes which fit rather well together and support each
other without competing too much’ Max More, ‘Philosophy, http://www.aleph.
se/Trans/Cultural/Philosophy/ (accessed 9/10/2018).

45. Edward O. Wilson, The Meaning of Human Existence (London: W.W. Norton,
2014) 14.







































