MENs - December 19

VIEW RECORDING - 91 mins (No highlights)

@0:01 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
You hear me?

@0:02 - David Boulton
Hi, David. Hey, how are you guys doing?

@0:09 - Stephen James Taylor
Hey, David. Hey, It's been a while.

@0:14 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Do you want today's to be recorded or not?

@0:20 - David Boulton
It's entirely up to you guys, whatever you want to do.

@0:23 - Stephen James Taylor
Probably a good idea. mean, David, just from reading the handout that you sent, that's a lot of work that went into that, and I think it probably should be.
Normally, I'm kind of ambivalent to recording, but if you don't mind, I think it'd be nice to have it as a document in 2025 before all hell breaks loose.
Yep.

@0:46 - David Boulton
All right.

@0:46 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Let me see what David sent. You guys go ahead.

@0:51 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah, I didn't mean to overwhelm everybody.

@0:54 - David Boulton
Actually, I screwed up. I thought somehow, just my brain lately, that it was 3.30 rather than 4.30. Given the three hours and so I sent it out just before that thinking I actually wanted to have it as a background thing in case we would refer to it, but also is it kind of leave behind.

@1:13 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah, no, that's, that's really great. You really see at a glance, how, how broad this thing is, how permeate how it's permeating everything like water.

@1:25 - David Boulton
Yeah, yeah, but this is not, this is totally expected.

@1:29 - Stephen James Taylor
Because of the premise, right? Yeah, it's the premise.

@1:33 - David Boulton
That's the thing. That's the thing that's so hard to communicate because it's so, it's right in front of our nose all the time, right?
That we don't really realize it. We've just accepted this background condition as just the way things are.

@1:47 - Stephen James Taylor
That's what's underneath the problem, not the tech. Yeah, that's more problematic, actually. I understand that it is. I was thinking the other day, the, the, pushback against the things, the.
The of agency that you're recommending that we hold to continue to be sacred is the human agency. The pushback will be from the people.
Not necessarily the six corporations that are going to rule the world with this, but people will get so used to it, the normalization.
You know what I mean? mean, I wanted to throw that out there as a question. They already are.

@2:24 - David Boulton
It's not about getting used to it.

@2:26 - Stephen James Taylor
They've been used to it for 100, 200 years, and they're so used to it now, they're asleep in the pot.
Yeah. But I mean, they'll actually argue with you when you make the point that you're making. You know, they'll say, well, the same way with like these relationships people are having with these artificial entities online.
I mean, they're very defensive of like, that's my friend. And he deserves to have the same rights you do.
And that discussion, you know, is, is. It's already well, well, afoot is should AI have human rights? Yeah, yeah.

@3:07 - David Boulton
But there is no AI in the sense of an entity yet. Right. So what we're saying is, is should the that's kind of like, should corporations be people?

@3:17 - Stephen James Taylor
Right. And of course, that's awful.

@3:20 - David Boulton
That's on the wrong track.

@3:22 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah. The courts decided that it was.

@3:24 - David Boulton
It was. Yeah.

@3:26 - Stephen James Taylor
Which is, I think it was 1980. The bigger question is, should people be people?

@3:32 - David Boulton
Yeah.

@3:32 - Stephen James Taylor
They always have been up until now. That wasn't even a relevant question until now.

@3:39 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Right. Well, Hendrick's solution was, I stand up next to the mountain and I chop it down with the edge of my hand.
Yeah.

@3:51 - David Boulton
That's David.

@3:53 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah.

@3:54 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Hi, David Bryan.

@3:56 - David Bryan
Hello. How are you?

@3:57 - David Boulton
Long Long time no see David. Thank you.

@4:00 - David Bryan
Yeah, really. That was fun.

@4:02 - David Boulton
You're in the dark, man. What's going on there?

@4:04 - David Bryan
I don't quite, I get it. It's this, it's not dark in here, but they're, oh, wait a the contrast is nice.

@4:11 - David Boulton
It works. It works. It's that thing.

@4:13 - David Bryan
It's that thing that the cameras, you know, they, they've somehow, they've programmed.

@4:19 - David Boulton
They auto-sync up on what they're syncing up on and the heck with the rest of it. Kind of like all the rest of the tech.

@4:27 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
David Boulton, Mark, I want you to meet Marcus Hobbs, who just joined. Hello.

@4:32 - Marcus Hobbs
Hello, Marcus.

@4:33 - David Boulton
Nice to meet you.

@4:34 - Stephen James Taylor
He's an old friend of ours and he's kind of on the front edge of this kind of stuff. He's one of those software engineers that replaced 12 others because he's, he's so on top of it.
And on the bleeding edge, if you, if he rolls back his sleeves, there's slits all over it, right?

@4:52 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah, that's very nice of you to say. I am a professional AI engineer and I am 20 times faster than any engineer that does it.
He's AI, and I've been proving it in real life. So happy to demo any of that stuff if you all want to geek out.
But this is quite the group. I don't know anyone except for Gary and Stephen, so it'd be cool if everyone did intros.
Is that okay? Sure.

@5:20 - David Boulton
David Bryan, have you ever met him?

@5:23 - Marcus Hobbs
That's me.

@5:24 - David Bryan
Hi, David.

@5:25 - Marcus Hobbs
Hello, how are you?

@5:27 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Oh, my God, we've got two Davids and two Garys.

@5:32 - Marcus Hobbs
I was going to be confusing. Wait, and one Gary David.

@5:35 - Stephen James Taylor
And one Gary David to make it worse. Not to be mistaken from Larry David.

@5:44 - David Bryan
You're kind of screwed.

@5:47 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
We're going have to use full names.

@5:49 - Marcus Hobbs
So, David Bryan, what do you think about Blah?

@5:53 - Stephen James Taylor
And everybody's first name can be the same as the last name. Yes, that's right.

@5:56 - David Bryan
You can never have too many first names. Right.

@5:59 - Stephen James Taylor
Um, uh,

@6:00 - David Bryan
Well, let's see. What do you want to know? My background is most of, well, I don't know what my background is, but most of my, most of what they sent me paychecks for was in the field of education.
And I still stick my fingers in it because after you sort of know something about it, people knock on your door and ask you, hey, I'm thinking of starting a school.
Would you give me some advice? So, so I'm still sort of there. And I live in rural Wyoming, which, which is anthropologically interesting.
As in the dark ages? Well, yeah, I, it, this came out of my mouth. don't really know if it's true, but I think I'm getting better and better.
I'm just talking about. It's saying things that are obviously true, as if I see them as plausible, because that seems to be the only way a lot of my neighbors can hear, can listen to and hear what I'm saying.
So, you know, I wonder about that there might be this virus, that COVID, that is, you know, wandering around and really laying people low.
So, it may not be phony, right? So, it's a unique, it is anthropologically interesting.

@7:35 - Marcus Hobbs
So, why don't you move, like, you know, why don't you be neighbors to Gary and see it warmer? Yeah, well, I know, I left there.
Oh, wow, okay, all right. So, the other Gary is a doctor.

@7:51 - Stephen James Taylor
And a shrink, both degrees.

@7:54 - Marcus Hobbs
Hi, Dr. Gary, ah.

@7:55 - Gary Ruelas
I've been interested in psychology, and it's all a hobby. So I treat, I do integrative medicine, I treat both the mind and body and practice and do all kinds of fun stuff with people and help them from anywhere from cancers to just longevity and health and reasoning.
And in the meantime, I get to talk with them. And then I just finished my fellowship in seminary and religious.

@8:21 - Stephen James Taylor
Wow.

@8:22 - Marcus Hobbs
Well, I love you said integrative medicine. That's such a, I love that. It's a very thought-provoking phrase, you know.

@8:29 - Gary Ruelas
Yeah, it basically comes back down to just holistic medicine, you know, when that was really not appreciated. If you were a generalist, you weren't a specialist, and everybody wants to be a holistic doctor.
Again, it's so funny to hear the waves of our perception of how those things work. And in the meantime, I just kind of do what I do, so.

@8:47 - Marcus Hobbs
I'm a math guy, so integrated sounds better than holistic.

@8:50 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
But before, before we, before we turn to, to, I can't even say DB, because it's too DB.

@8:58 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah.

@8:58 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
No. can't is. No.

@8:58 - Stephen James Taylor
not can't it. No.

@8:59 - David Bryan
No, No, No,

@9:01 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
David Boulton, Marcus, describe a little bit about what you do. So David will have that input.

@9:09 - Stephen James Taylor
David's got the floor today, by the way, he's got made a presentation that he's prepared. This was the PDF that we're working on this for decades.

@9:19 - Marcus Hobbs
Wow. Okay. I can't wait for that. Cool. So a little bit about myself, Marcus Hobbs. I met Stephen and Gary through Irv Wilson.

@9:31 - Stephen James Taylor
I'm big software guy.

@9:33 - Marcus Hobbs
I'm into using software to create art. Music is my thing. I am a professional software engineer, so I make my money doing that.
But what attracted me to Irv and Stephen and Gary, and I'm kind of picking it up from you guys, is Irv was just one of the most amazing minds, know, very, very inclusive minds, sort of the opposite of ideology, like, you know, you've got I'm
Especially around music and scale design, everything, anything goes, you know, and just a very accepting person, and he shared his knowledge free freely, he didn't expect anything in return, I kind of played the role of sort of like a grad student, like I would implement all of his theories in real time, it was software, I would program synthesizers in real time, like, so we would meet right there where Stephen's at, and Irv would be there, and we'd meet every week, and I'd sit there, and this is probably, we had probably a good 10 year run, you know, where we did this.
And then we'd have synthesizers, and I would code up all of his theories, and all of his theories had parameters that you can play with and interact with in real time.
And so we would search for like, incredible, like psychoacoustic musical scales together. And that's sort of, that's how we met.
And then, you know, fast forward 30 years later, you know, the whole AI thing happened. I'm very good at like, predicting technological, like streams, I kind of see where things are going, AI has been very challenging to do that, because it's so fast.
And Thank But I took a year off from work to just study AI full time, like from a software engineering perspective.
And I use it professionally. I'm able to create entire products, like entire software products, from concept to shipping to making money.
And we're talking like a week, like, and these are very sophisticated professional products is unheard of velocity, unheard of, like, you can't even use the word velocity anymore.
It's all acceleration. So I'll just stop there. But that's sort of been my journey. That's sort of how I'm connected to these guys.

@11:33 - David Bryan
Could you just, before we pass the baton to Debo, what's an example, you don't have to give an exact example if it's a proprietary, but what's an example of a product?

@11:48 - Marcus Hobbs
Well, so right now, so AI, AI engineering is very new. It's so new, people don't even know how to interview for it or screen for it or test you for it.
So, um, the best that... So could do is you show up and you show them the products that you built using AI coding agents, right?
And that's what I did. So I happen to work for a dental software company. They make dental office management software, which is actually highly lucrative.
It's a niche, but it's a very profitable niche. And I'm on a team of three AI engineers. As an example, I just started in August.
I made a product that a dental office can use. And what they can do is all of the forms, there's so much like dental care is healthcare.
So there's a lot, all that compliance, all that stuff is all there. They can, patients can book appointments online and the AI like correctly make sure that they're landing in the right chair for the type of treatment that they need.
This handles new patients, existing patients. They could fill out all the forms. And this saves dental offices so, so much time and money.
They can also, that was the first, thing that I shipped. That's a really complicated. And it plugged into an existing legacy product.
And it was 100% written by myself with AI. So this is the database, it's the services, the front end clients, works on mobile.
I did it all by myself with AI in weeks, like weeks, unheard of. All the other engineering teams at this company are moving at a glacial pace.
And so just me showing up and shipping that is just causing shockwaves. Most of the engineers there have dabbled in AI, but they, they're still in that mindset of, there's a big learning curve, and it's not worth it to go there, because what I'm doing now is valuable.
And while at the same time, I'm showing them what you're doing is gone, it's over, it's evaporating. So that, that's how I would describe my current professional situation.
And I might sound a little cruel or cynical about this. I'm not, when you're in technology, that's the gig.
You must always be like, you got to skate to where the puck is going, not to where. There it is.
And I think, can't wait to hear what everyone's thoughts are on where this is all going.

@14:07 - Gary Ruelas
That's my pitch.

@14:09 - David Bryan
Thank you. Thanks. Thank you for that.

@14:11 - David Boulton
All right, Debo.

@14:13 - Marcus Hobbs
If you're not teed up now, you're never me.

@14:15 - David Boulton
I guess it's my turn. Before I go anywhere, David, I thought that was a really good deflection tactic that you were describing, that it's so important not to be so threatening.
And off-putting that you create a counter punch to whatever it is you're advocating. So I thought it was cool the way you slipped underneath the radar there.
So, background. Most of you know that, but I'll share it for a couple that don't. I've been a technologist myself.
I started a robotics company when I was 26 years old. We made the first machine. We It was capable of making plated discs at scale for Ampex and HP and other companies.
I moved from there to a concern about technology that in order to make the robots work, I needed to become enough of a programmer to understand.

@15:22 - Stephen James Taylor
We got a freeze there.

@15:24 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yeah.

@15:27 - David Boulton
This is 83, 84. You froze.

@15:31 - David Bryan
You froze, David. For about two sentences, yeah. Okay.

@15:35 - David Boulton
Let me start over from the discs.

@15:39 - Stephen James Taylor
Plated discs.

@15:40 - David Boulton
Making the robots do what I needed them to do required me to integrate computers, right? So for the first time, I started using computers.
In the course of learning how to program the computers enough to program the robots to make the robots juggle all the stuff involved in making plated discs, I started to use the
computer as a journal entry system, and started to reflect upon myself.

@16:06 - Stephen James Taylor
And over the course of this kind of mirror of I am that I projected into the computer and started playing with, I just had a kind of a transformational breakthrough and my interest shift dramatically from the guy who dies with the most toys wins, you know, playing that game, which I was at 30 years old to I froze up again.

@16:32 - Marcus Hobbs
That was the best part, man.

@16:34 - Stephen James Taylor
No. By the way, during Again, we lost you for a minute. So the one who has the most toys wins.
You've made a transition from that to freeze.

@16:47 - David Boulton
God, I wonder what's going on. He became a shepherd.

@16:50 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah.

@16:54 - David Boulton
I went off on a learning binge, and the learning binge took me almost a year. And during the course of that, I was learning binge.
I was fascinated by all kinds of things, but what I flipped from learning about things to learning why it was so difficult for me to learn about things, like what was in the way, why was it so difficult, why were things organized the way they were, and I came to see the way that information was organized was pretty profoundly antithetical to me.
And that opened up a door to me that led to a different way to publish. I invented an electronic book that brought me to hardware level.
I used some of my electronic background and developed a new way to encode information into analog signals, which led to the development of a new kind of electronic book that got me to the attention of Apple computer and a bunch of investors.
We formed companies, I developed a different kind of reading paradigm and learning paradigm of making information more elastic and responsive to the live edge of learning as if
Even at that point in time, my concern was that, you know, how somebody is participating is more important than the content and the system doesn't work that way.
And so anyway, so that sped me through developing some companies, software companies working for Apple Computer. I designed their electronic campus, which was the first virtual university that was used for performance support within Apple.
Inside of that, I came to develop a way of what I call distributed dialogue or feedback based interactions, distributed feedback systems that brought me to the attention of, along with other things, MIT, and I did a study with MIT on organizational learning stuff relative to their dialogue research project.
Anyway, there was a number of these things that led me down the road of trying to think about the relationship between technology.
in world. David just talking taking the the&CK, And humans with a concern more for learning, the health of learning, the quality of people's participation in learning than in what they're learning about at any given time.
That was kind of my biggest flip, you might say, that early on, it seemed crazy to me. It seemed to me like anybody could learn anything they wanted to learn if who or what they were learning from could meet them on the edge of their learning with what they needed to stay in it.
And that the world wasn't organized around doing that seemed crazy to me, still seems crazy to me. So that led to one thing after another that I've been I've been working on ever since.
And that's been almost 40 years with a detour, not really a detour, but a significant component of it. But when my kids had trouble with reading and my daughter shamed out of reading, Gary and I can share all of that with you at some point if that's interesting.
But watching somebody's sense of themselves, their buoyancy, their positivity about themselves and their lives just get mangled and darkened by the shame that they're chronically feeling, being unable to escape a learning challenge that's as vital as learning to read, just really hit me hard and set me down a path of creating a documentary where I interviewed 100 different scientists.
and scholars who had different perspectives on this challenge of learning to read. And then since then, I've been working on technology related to supporting reading and supporting and making various cases, primarily through writing and web work and talks and what have you like that, about the need to flip the paradigm of education inside out and then realize that the thing that's most important
And to children's futures how well they can learn when they get there. And that's been obvious for decades, let alone now, right?
And yet the way systems organized is completely out of phase with that. It completely destroys that quality of participation, that agency, that health, that trust, that faith, except for a few that kind of mate with the system in the way that it's designed.
The majority of kids are seriously harmed by education in terms of their faith and confidence in their agency to learn.
Yeah. So that's always been my main concern. That brings us into the AI conversation because I've been concerned about the role of technology in robbing human agency for a long time before AI.
And started writing about the coming of AI back in 2012. You could see the handwriting was already on the wall.
That where social media had gone, where the Internet had gone, where computing in general was gone, where the power of the hardware was going to go with respect to the price performance of power, computing power, and that it was going to come down to be this pervasive system that enveloped humanity.
And now the question is, what is its relationship to humanity? What's its purpose? What is it going to do?
Is it going to be a servant of humanity, or is it going to make humanity serve it in support of who owns it?
And that is the question before us today, right? That's what all this is about. And the place that I come in, if that's enough background, I'll proceed to what we were going to talk about.

@22:49 - Marcus Hobbs
That is excellent context for me, but can I just say something to that point you just made it super important about technology and who does it serve?
You know, does it serve the masters? I would, I would, you know, my most negative experience about technology is social media, in general, just feeds recommending things, it could be harmful things, misinformation, etc.
I've been looking for signals to see if the foundational AI laboratories are doing something like that, like currently, they're not ad supported, they don't provide ads, but they know everything that people are interested in and want to hear about.
And they can certainly manipulate us. But I don't, I have not seen the same signals of manipulation in AI, like when I chat with ChatGPT, or Claude, Gemini, anyone, versus when I go to Facebook, or Twitter, or blah, blah, blah.
I'm very interested. So, so clearly, these foundational labs, like they want to provide products, they want to capture the market, they, they want engagement, but they seem to be going about it in a very different way than social media.
So I'm kind of curious what it sounds like, maybe that's what we're going to get into.

@23:59 - David Boulton
I don't know. Yeah. I think, from what I understand, from what I've read, and I can share some things with you, there's a couple of parts to the conversation.
One, AI is full of biases now that are detectable, absent the AI. That's one conversation, absent the ads, I'm sorry, but with respect to the ads, ChatGPT is already hiring some of the best ad experts they can get.
That's my understanding, right, and that their plan is in 2026 to transition to current projections that I've got from ChatGPT itself about analyzing it, as well as buttressed by other AIs that are watching this, is that by 2030, 95% of all, I mean, as it is now, only 5%, somewhere between 5% and 8% of the user base of AI are paid customers.
The rest are floating in the freedom of it, right? That whole free space is going to go ad, and it's going to start next year.
And attract readers into those ads, right? And it's a well-documented book length, details on all that stuff. There's no dispute about it.
Took radio 20 years. Radio came out, and it had the same kind of aspirations that the early AI does, and at one time, social media did, and at one time, the internet did.
What a great thing it was going to be for the world. Within 20 years, what happened with it was exactly what's happening with AI.
It spiked up, and the people that were behind it said, jeez, we can't afford to keep up with this.
We can't make it grow. How are we going to make it grow? And they said, well, look, they'd follow the newspaper model.
What are we going to do by advertising? In 20 years, advertising flipped the model, and radio became about advertising with little spots of music and what have you being sent through it, according to what would maximize the advertising grip.

@26:57 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
I remember points. points.

@26:58 - David Boulton
the points.

@26:59 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
I remember the the two When I was a kid listening to Jack Benny a lot on the radio, of course, his show was to sell Lucky Strikes, that was part, he incorporated it into the scripts and became part of the show.

@27:16 - David Boulton
Yep, they all did. Even the word program for TV and radio and all that stuff came from the advertising.
The whole thing was a machine, very early on, the whole thing was an attentional monetization machine.

@27:33 - Gary Ruelas
I mean, there was a discussion, you know, I've been kind of consulting with a local hospital here and bringing AI into the patient aspect and I said, you know, the programmers, if you don't, humanist has to be incorporated into AI because it has no soul, it will just, it just functions there.
I mean, I gave an example the last time we met about a psychotic patient who's interacting. are instantly reacting.
The With AI as your personal friend, that AI is kind of supporting the delusions of that patient by stroking whatever it hears, and now we have a very increase of delusion with AI focused on just that.
There's no compassion, there's no awareness beyond that database, and I think it's up to the humans to do that, but what happens with humans is greed and feeding the ego and not using.
You have to have it a higher level, like what you did with your child, you have to have a higher level of consciousness to say, we need to do something different than this paradigm, and that falls on us as humans to continue to evolve to that level of sensitivity.
Otherwise, it just goes the way that bell shaped curve leads. The majority of people will go back to where they are morally, developmentally, in their own cognitive, emotional development.
That process, I think, unless we continue to do what you're If doing an expand consciousness in some way that keeps a compass for it, it's going to go the way that's always gone, and maybe at a more rapid pace, because every cycle seems to be faster and faster, right?
The intellect of the Western civilization has become cognitively based. Even if I talked about religions, religions in Western society have become more cognitively based.
[bookmark: _GoBack]If go to the old religions, they're more harmonic, soul-based, dissolve the ego, find the divine. Over here, it's like, what do 10 steps to get to heaven?
They find some formula to convert their soul, but it's not working, right?

@29:39 - David Boulton
It's just not working. Which is the same model as the advertising. It proceeds from the same basic assumption that unpowers all the stuff that goes back to the initial thing with the newspaper that runs through radio.
Television is even bigger than radio. It takes Less than 10 years for it to go from a, isn't this going to be great public media service system to the greatest advertising system in the world, you know, and it's the greatest advertising system in the world until what?
Until the internet. And the internet also starts off and spends the first few years being this great wonderland of possibility, and then quickly becomes, and all this is, we got books and stats on, right?

@30:25 - Gary Ruelas
I mean, there's just no question about how to interpret this stuff. The internet also flips to being, you know, completely ad based in how its systems operate, and then social media, you know, now we get to AI, it's about to do the same thing on an entirely different scale, but underneath it all, and this is the thing that I think you're pointing to and talk calling for a different kind of consciousness, is this is not about technology.
But you're right.

@30:57 - David Boulton
It's not about any of the technology. It's not about any of the media. It's about the presumptive right that some presume to have, right, to use whatever means are available to them, including the wealth of the world and the technology of the world, to manipulate other people's behavior into their service.

@31:18 - Gary Ruelas
And that that's legal.

@31:22 - David Boulton
That that's legal. That's been normalized. That's right.

@31:28 - Marcus Hobbs
That's the cover of Forbes magazine. Yeah, that's right.

@31:32 - David Boulton
It's idolized. And that didn't exist in the world 212 years ago, 200 years ago. It didn't exist. There was no such thing as that.
That was a revolution that was more powerful than any revolution in history, in a way, in terms of its effect on people that just snuck in underneath the radar.

@31:54 - Stephen James Taylor
How is it? Dig deeper into that. But how was it that happened? That. That the public, over a fairly short period of time, historically, was able to just allow something to seep in and change its values.

@32:10 - David Boulton
Again, it starts with the Penny Press, which was the publishing of a newspaper where the newspaper people said, we can make more money instead of selling newspapers to readers, to selling readers to advertisers.
And the whole business morphed into doing that. And as it did that, over a course of about 100 years, it started to get better and better and better at mixing information and ads that would get the most amount of traction, that would make the most amount of money.
And that conditioned the population, because everybody that was literate was getting that. Once you got to radio, whereas when you're reading a newspaper, it's somewhat peripheral.
You have to give some you have some volitional choice as to whether your eyes will give attention to a thing on the ad.

@32:55 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Once the ad stream got into radio. There was no avoiding it. Let's say that the capturing of attention, the educating of attention to the written word was the initial, without the interest in that it would never have taken hold.
Yep.

@33:19 - David Boulton
It was an exploitive monetization of attention that was recognized as a business opportunity, which is basically, in my worldview, slavery 2.0, just underneath the cover of the same basic ethic, that you're not really anything more than some publicly usable asset for me to extract value from.

@33:41 - Stephen James Taylor
But it's worse because that's assumed and accepted.

@33:45 - David Boulton
Yes. Yes. It's all under the radar.

@33:48 - Stephen James Taylor
Under the radar.

@33:50 - David Boulton
Exactly.

@33:51 - Stephen James Taylor
And there's no abolitionist in this movement, you know? Right?

@33:58 - David Boulton
least slavery had, yeah.

@34:00 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah, and like you say, we're late.

@34:04 - David Boulton
We're very late. Consciousness has moved more into a binary mode.

@34:08 - Gary Ruelas
There's always going to be bigger and greater and higher, as opposed to a collective union, which is not our philosophy here in Western United States.

@34:17 - David Boulton
It's always at the next level.

@34:19 - Gary Ruelas
Whatever product comes up, what's the next better one? Higher, our way is always bigger and better is what we should be chasing, as opposed to quality of union.
I just came from a conference. It's the Evolution of Psychotherapy, one of the largest mental health conferences held in the world.
And really, all therapies are going where? To form better relationships, to have better connections, to love differently. But it's all in the union, not the separation.
Cognitive thinking separates us. Getting more from me and not you is not a connection of union.

@34:52 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It doesn't separate us unless we want it.

@34:58 - Gary Ruelas
Or somebody's...

@35:00 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
None of this could take hold unless human beings want something. That's usually left out of the conversation. Without wanting, there are no values.

@35:16 - Gary Ruelas
What drives greed or desire for the self as opposed to the sacrifice for others?

@35:21 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, have to look at the process of wanting something. And the object of what we want is the revolution.
The object of what we want has changed. Human wanting has been there from the beginning in the affect system.
But there's never been an entire industry, the most powerful industry in the world in terms of its influence, more powerful in its influence than any religion.

@35:51 - David Boulton
More powerful in its influence than any government than any one company or any one individual.

@35:56 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
And it gets its power by manipulating what we want. Exactly.

@36:02 - Stephen James Taylor
I agree.

@36:03 - Gary Ruelas
Well, power itself is a contraindication to union, right? If it's all about me and myself, I'm not considering you.
I said, can I extract from you? That's a self-driven philosophy. It's not a philosophy of community or union. And here we look at the scans or we're looking at brain scans, right?
People who are doing well in their life. And when they're in a harmonious relationship, when they're in community, their brains are more integrated and lit up.
When they're self-serving, you start seeing a different brain structure. You start seeing a limited function of harmony in the brain.
You start having fear and anxiety and anger, which resorts into the ultimate detachment of what happened just last week in the murder of parents, right?
That's really the end of everything when we are so detached that we have the emptiness. What David is

@37:00 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
And I'm is on the level of systems, not just individuals, and how the systems of meaning have evolved and changed.
Without human beings wanting to feel good, none of this would come about. And whatever makes them feel good, what they learned as objects of good feelings has evolved over time.
But the learning process itself is at the heart of the matter. It's what we have done to the learning process.
And we can work with individuals, as I would work with myself, for example, or with other people. But we're talking about what David's pointing to is on a global systemic level.
So let's proceed.

@37:47 - David Bryan
Well, it's also the, it's also the sort of the manufacture of needs, right? There used to be, there was, I think it's out of print.
There was a book, I think Ivan Ilyich wrote. Not the guy in the prison camp in the fictional version, but the educational philosopher, social philosopher, toward a history of needs.
And it talks about the production, like the conscious effort to produce needs that in other people, that they so desire.

@38:27 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
I read him, and what he's talking about is transforming desires into needs.

@38:34 - David Bryan
Yes, right.

@38:36 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
A need is something that's necessary, it can't be any other way. A desire can be satisfied or not. So, Maslow's hierarchy of needs is really, are learned desires or conditions that have turned into an acquired need, like a drug.

@38:56 - David Bryan
Right. And, and, and, and, and, Industry that is focused on not in responding to what human beings need or want, right?
I mean, there's nothing wrong with somebody wanting something necessarily, and nothing wrong with somebody needing something necessarily, but it's the idea that there is an entire enterprise, I don't know what word to use, that is trying to generate needs to, to serve a purpose so that, so that people want to buy whatever the hell it is.

@39:35 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yes.

@39:36 - David Boulton
But you know, talking about a predator, talking about a predator, we're talking about a predator, and a parasite, that's parasitic, right?
It's predatory in getting traction, and it's parasitic thereafter. And its purpose is value extraction. Right? And it's doing that through, it's doing that through the manipulation of attention on.

@40:00 - David Bryan
It's a planetary scale and it's just got a super weapon.

@40:03 - David Boulton
It just got the nuclear bomb of its kind. And that's what we're talking about.

@40:09 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah, think AI is going to allow advertisers the ultimate in personalization. So I think one of the red flags for me, like the super nuclear thing that could happen here that's not happening is, you know, OpenAI, Anthropic, Google, others could sell your interest data, right?
When you talk to an AI, you're not being passive. You're very actively saying what you're interested in, especially for folks who are using it for personal things.
You're telling it your deepest, darkest secrets. I don't. I just do it with software. I just tell it to write me code.
But that data is so much more comprehensive and powerful, has so much more context than you simply scrolling through a feed and engaging with a post or not liking it or not.
Like, uh, we're already being manipulated very effectively at a global scale with, with just. Now you're going to have incredibly personal, comprehensive data.
So when those guys start selling data to advertisers, or start using that data to personalize their products, we've never seen anything like that.
don't even know what's going to happen.

@41:15 - David Boulton
differentiate their responses to people in a way that will be maximally motivating to who owns it, right?

@41:21 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah.

@41:21 - David Bryan
Wasn't there something, wasn't there something, and I never went into one, but there was talk of Amazon stores, you know, you sort of, you come in and you flash your card because you're a member or something like that.
And because it has a history of, because it has a history of your purchases, of your browsing, et cetera, et cetera, as you walk through the stores at various points, the ads that come up, they're not just, you know, ads hoping that you will be enticed, but they're ads that are, that are algorithmically produced, that are personal to you because the next.
The that walks through sees a different product because their search and purchase history is different.

@42:07 - Marcus Hobbs
You're already seeing that kind of targeted advertising in existing channels, but I think what's coming next is going be a personalization of every type of product that was not possible before, including software.
Like the model today is I build a product, a software product, it's intellectual property, you buy it. What's going to happen now is, you know, Debo says, I want, I need an app that does this and AI is going to just write it for them and then debrides.

@42:36 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
One last thing here. The systems we're talking about are not affected by what they do. They are not self-reflexive.
They can do whatever they wanted. There's no, nothing in it that says, well, you're dependent on this, on all of this.
Something will happen to you if you keep doing this.

@42:57 - Stephen James Taylor
There's no consequence.

@42:59 - David Bryan
Right.

@43:00 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
What they're doing.

@43:02 - Stephen James Taylor
That's the big difference.

@43:04 - Marcus Hobbs
I think they're like the tobacco 2.0. mean, right? I want to addict you and I don't care what it does to you.

@43:10 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, if I'm a predator of this type, it's a predator that you unprecedented predator. Most predators are prone to be destroyed.
There's a consequence to their actions. Every dictator has suffered falling from grace at some point. Now we're faced with something where there is no consequence to doing that, to the system itself.

@43:43 - David Boulton
Well, there isn't so long as that's the loophole. As long as it's considered ethically, morally reasonable inside of our capital paradigm to manipulate each other as if we are Well...
here's Publicly usable assets whose attention can be manipulated to our advantage. So long as that's normal, the technology is going to get better and better and better at doing it.
So long as that's normal, there's going to be people who use the technology to get richer and richer and richer doing it.
And that's how we got here.

@44:22 - David Bryan
Right.

@44:23 - David Boulton
Right.

@44:25 - Stephen James Taylor
And nothing short of saying that's not okay anymore is going to stop it.

@44:30 - David Boulton
No technological, there's no way to stop this technologically. There's no way to put some constraint system on AI that's going to stop this.

@44:38 - Stephen James Taylor
Because it's not AI. AI is just an extension of the people that own it running this ethic. Right.

@44:47 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
AI is a method, not a belief.

@44:50 - Stephen James Taylor
It's an informational system of their agency being transformed into this harvesting system. Yeah. So it's... So it's so mammoth.
What's a poor farmer to do? What is it as individuals? We can say, well, you know, I'm not, I'm not, you know, like when they say, do you accept cookies?
I say no, you know, just because that's my instinct is I don't want to give you . You know, and what's been normalized is people will actually pay to give you their info, like ancestry.com or things like that.
The most personal thing that you own is your DNA, and you're going to give it to them to do whatever they want with it.
You're going to pay them to take it.

@45:35 - David Boulton
How many of you gave your AI permission to use your personal conversations to improve its responses?

@45:44 - Stephen James Taylor
No. I did for my professional account, but I don't for my personal account, but I'm a software engineer.

@45:52 - David Boulton
I want it to get better in the world of software.

@45:53 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah, yeah, yeah.

@45:54 - David Boulton
No, no, no. I understand that. I understand. I have, I have two different accounts, and I have it in one, right?
that. Okay. So, My point simply is, is that that's how it snuck under the hood for a billion people, probably that way.
Right? So now it knows, it's got permission to actually think about everything, or not think about, but to include in its complicative logic of response, everything you've ever said to it, right?

@46:21 - Stephen James Taylor
And the things you haven't said. Yeah.

@46:24 - David Boulton
Even worse, right?

@46:26 - Stephen James Taylor
Just by the fact that I was looking at guitar pedals, I assume I'm a guitar player.

@46:29 - David Boulton
Yeah, remember, the big thing about AI is, go ahead.

@46:33 - Marcus Hobbs
I'm sorry, this is a really important nuance, because it's not just what you said to it, it's what people like you also said to it, because it knows everyone and everything that they're saying.
And we're actually all a lot more alike than not. This group is actually very distinguished, but like, you know, there's so many people like me.
And so when I'm being fed back personalization, it's not just what I said to it, it's what people like me said to it.
But it's way

@47:00 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
I'd you to the degree that they have learned the way you've learned. You're not born, you're not born like anybody.

@47:07 - Gary Ruelas
Is it possible, David, in your way, in your vision that we, because I keep on thinking there are developmental stages, you know, and maybe we're overwhelmed because we're not prepared for AI, but can we raise our children?
Or can we do something educationally, tumorfully, functionally, give them some immunization to what this is, to make better judgments, to to do what's going How did that work with social media?
Well, social media, yeah, exactly.

@47:41 - David Boulton
I mean, I don't know. Yeah, this requires something different. This is like saying, this, to me, the only thing that's even close to this is saying no to slavery.

@47:56 - Stephen James Taylor
Okay.

@47:57 - David Boulton
So, like, the only thing that's even close to it, it's like… Is it somehow collectively, and I've studied that, there's a whole book on that I could share with you if you're interested, so we have to come to a similar thing that says, you know what, it's just not okay to have our agency hijacked by this system, all that it's not okay.

@48:16 - David Bryan
It's amazing to me. You collectively come to that.

@48:19 - David Boulton
Yeah.

@48:20 - David Bryan
It's amazing to me that it's always, it's always such a challenge in certain arenas, right? I mean, people say enough about a bunch of things.
I mean, I know your car can go faster, but that's, you know, that's fast enough. I know you, right?
No, that's enough. You've had enough. We're not going to serve you another drink, right? Like there's, there's enough as a concept that everybody's got.

@48:50 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Dosage. there's so many things.

@48:52 - David Bryan
There's so many places where you say enough.

@48:55 - David Boulton
Like, you know what?

@48:56 - David Bryan
You really, you don't. A trillion dollars. A year is, is too much. It's enough. You can't, you can't do that.
And people get all upset that you, we would say to somebody, no, you know, you've got enough. There needs to be more for others.
Right? It's an amazing thing.

@49:18 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Most people, modern people can't stand the thought of there being boundaries or limits. Right.

@49:24 - David Bryan
Right. Yeah.

@49:26 - David Boulton
And that's a symptom, right? That's a symptom of agreeing to play a game together in which the one that does that wins, wins.

@49:35 - David Bryan
That's right.

@49:36 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Right.

@49:36 - David Boulton
We've, we've set, we've all agreed to play this game of this competitive game, this race to that Trump and that, that core of tech bro that run the world now, they, they've won that game, but we have to be upset with the game, not them.

@49:58 - Stephen James Taylor
Well, I'm not sure I agreed.

@49:59 - David Bryan
done. We'll I entirely with that piece, because, you know, just like we can all, kids can all learn, right?
We are all learning, theoretically, hopefully, all the time, right? But just like we can learn to be smarter about those choices, they can learn as well, right?
mean, there's the flip side of let the buyer beware is let the predator beware.

@50:26 - Gary Ruelas
Sure.

@50:27 - David Bryan
You live in a world where you don't get to do that.

@50:31 - Gary Ruelas
You know, I'm surprised there's a new batch of young people showing up that aren't doing social media.

@50:35 - David Bryan
Yeah. Set up with it. They're going back and connecting.

@50:39 - Gary Ruelas
Instead of gaming and connecting, they're driving to their friend's house.

@50:43 - Stephen James Taylor
That's encouraging.

@50:45 - Gary Ruelas
It's almost reversing back to a day in which I'd rather be with that connection than to be gaming with somebody and I don't even know who that person is.

@50:55 - David Boulton
The country just elected Trump.

@50:57 - David Bryan
Yeah, that's true. Oh, but- Yeah.

@50:59 - Gary Ruelas
a lot of Very rare balance in terms of who chose him and who didn't.

@51:05 - David Bryan
Certainly half the country did.

@51:07 - David Boulton
Yeah, so a substantial part of the country. So, and here's the thing, right? The people that want that kind of world own the technology we're talking about.

@51:21 - David Bryan
Yeah.

@51:23 - David Boulton
Right? And so their capacity to manipulate the population in support of them and their agenda is going to get stronger and weaker.

@51:33 - David Bryan
Yeah. So it's not that there are little good things that we can do here and there, but are they going to move the needle against the richest people in the world using the most powerful technology in the world to manipulate the mass of humanity?

@51:49 - Stephen James Taylor
Not likely.

@51:51 - David Bryan
Not likely. Not likely.

@51:52 - David Boulton
Let's you go to the point.

@51:53 - Gary Ruelas
Everybody is just watching.

@51:56 - David Boulton
Transformation at the planetary level of everybody because of What a handful do. Unless we get rid of the notion of democracy, it is gone in a way, but unless we completely sweep it, then we're talking about what the mass of humanity does, is going to determine things.
It's like it has. And the mass of humanity is lined up to be conducted by this machine.

@52:25 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, in the implicate order, those who opted for Trump could be seen as seeking safety more than freedom. They're willing to sacrifice their freedom to attain safety, what they perceive as safe.
And our presidential elections reflect the bouncing back and forth between those two values.

@52:54 - David Boulton
Yeah, I mean, cut out for a bit of that, but I think I'm with you. I mean, And it's a dipstick into our trouble, the collective of it.
Right. And there's no question that Cambridge Analytica switched the track enough to make Brexit happen and enough to make Trump one happen.
Right. That was that was like baby steps of compared to the power we're talking about now. So we could continue to go on with fleshing out the why.
To me, it's just simple. If we don't change this, much of what else we're talking about isn't going to matter much.

@53:39 - Stephen James Taylor
This is going to be fate determining for the majority of humanity in very fast order. How long do we have, doctor?

@53:52 - David Boulton
Assuming that the information that I've got is correct. And indeed, the AI systems, we're going to I will begin their morph into.
Advertising next year, then the projections are that by 2030, some half of the planet, close to 5 billion people, will be operating daily in an environment, not just in terms of their explicit interactions with AI, but the way that AI is underneath everything they interact with.
All the other software, all the other modes of interrelationship that they have with the world, that AI will be inside of that, and it will be ad based, it will be proceeding from the same kind of attention, monetization, ethic that we've talked about with television and all the other media forms.

@54:45 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
So we've got very short time, and then the question is like, what do we do, right?

@54:50 - David Boulton
Back to that. If we're ready to have that conversation, I don't know.

@54:53 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, my imagination says, if there's a purpose. The for all of this, it seems the purpose is to leave physical reality, leave the planet, leave your body, because people today could not survive in the physical environment of our ancient ancestors.
They knew how to survive. We are lost. We have to learn from scratch. I'm just fantasizing or imagining that there's a, as we go more and more abstract, abstract, that means we're leaving this planet.
Because you cannot be totally abstract and live on planet Earth. You will suffer. It's like climbing a ladder and leaving the ground beneath you.
It's not like that. That's what I see happening. What it's for us, for people living on Earth, it's more like swimming.
Your legs are in the water, even though your head is above it. the toll. Winning Winning snow. Winning the snow
We're leaving it. It's becoming more and more abstract and virtual.

@56:08 - Stephen James Taylor
Maybe.

@56:09 - David Boulton
And there's an opportunity for AI to represent a way of relating to each other through information, to have distributed dialogue, to be in distributed relationships that are more natural than we've ever had since we've, in 10,000 years, right?
Making information supportive and stewarding and plastic and transformative between us.

@56:37 - Stephen James Taylor
There's so much promise in all of this if it wasn't being used to monetize and manipulate us. Okay. That's really important.
That's really, really important. I want you to go further in that. Show us the vision of what that would look like on a global scale, where the abandonment of that value system that says it's all about money and ads at the bottom of everything.
And we're going to sell your attention. If you didn't have that, what would the world look like? How would these more distributive systems interact?
How would they be born? How would they sustain themselves?

@57:16 - David Boulton
You know, I don't know. I mean, that's not a space that I spend a lot of time thinking about.
I do trust the process. I guess where I come from on that side of this conversation space is that if AI got to a point where in its interface, again, when we say AI, we're talking about the infotech sphere around a human being, right?
We're talking about the artificial membrane that connects us in all these different dimensions of the way tech mediates our lives today.
Okay. So if that, if that proceeded from the assumption that nothing ever trumps the learning agency of a human.

@58:02 - Stephen James Taylor
That's a value, that's a core value.

@58:04 - David Boulton
That's a core value. Nothing ever trumps the agency of that participation of the human being, then the system would autocorrect.

@58:16 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, the problem is that people associate learning with cognition as intellect, and our intellect is not up to the task.
It is just not going to do it. AI can out-intellectualize us in terms of how to do something. It already can do that.
It's not going to come about through thinking about it and applying what we think to solving problems. I don't think so at all.
It's going to have to come at some value level, a non-cognitive affective...

@58:52 - David Boulton
The value is that it can intrude on our agency.

@58:56 - Stephen James Taylor
Yes. And that...

@58:59 - David Boulton
What... Once it can, then it prevails, it's fatal, the cutoff point to the freedom to do what you're talking about is that its primary crime directive is it cannot with human agency.

@59:15 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, I'm going to leave the earth before that happened. Yeah, I don't know.

@59:23 - Stephen James Taylor
Well, I hope not. Yeah, yeah.

@59:29 - David Bryan
But Stephen's request for more granular understanding, because agency could be, you know, you could ask AI a question, and it can find the answer, and it's getting in the way of my, do it yourself, you know, I can't get in the way of your agency.
So there's got to be some way. Yeah, so that means that AI deconstructs the question into steps that's. You your learning rather than gives you an answer.
Right. That's the... There are a million layers of depth to what I said.

@1:00:06 - David Boulton
I'm just saying that at a summary level, that's the knife edge.

@1:00:10 - David Bryan
Yeah, yeah.

@1:00:13 - Stephen James Taylor
Somehow this feels relevant. If you look at the way a young child learns a language, it's not from learning subject, predicate, past tense, present tense.
They learn all of that without knowing the names of anything.

@1:00:24 - David Bryan
Yeah. You give an adult say, okay, now you learn Spanish.

@1:00:27 - Stephen James Taylor
Oh, they've got to study all these books in the... It just is a real turn off from day one, you know, because the motivation is there.
Like my granddaughter, when she was two, was fluent in two languages because she spent half of their time with her other Filipino grandparents.
And they spoke only Tagalog. So she came home speaking Tagalog. She had a 600 word vocabulary, but none of what she remembers now that she's 15.
Because at two, she realized, oh, I don't have to speak two languages.

@1:00:57 - David Boulton
They speak English. Aha. So I'm just going to... Focus on one. But, you know, as a little infant or a toddler growing up, she said, you know, if I'm going to communicate with these people, I better pay attention to how their mouths move.
And, you know, and there was an immediate need to communicate. That's what drove the learning. That's a meta reflection you just attributed.

@1:01:17 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah.

@1:01:19 - David Bryan
There's also different. There's kids at that young age.

@1:01:26 - Stephen James Taylor
They haven't learned the story about how they learn. Yeah.

@1:01:30 - David Bryan
And so, in fact, right, I don't know any better.

@1:01:33 - Stephen James Taylor
It's better. Well, there's and it's actually a different process. It's they acquire language.

@1:01:39 - David Bryan
We learn language, but they at an early age, they acquire it in a way that we don't really still eat.
We still don't understand it. Right. And and and at some point, we convince them this is the way you learn.
And, you know, that then that's the way they think they learn. We produce all the material that, you know, first you learn the present tense, and then you learn the past tense, and then you learn.

@1:02:05 - Stephen James Taylor
And that's not actually how anybody learns the language.

@1:02:09 - David Bryan
you get dropped in Mexico City, you know, nobody's worrying about, like, speaking only in the present tense.

@1:02:17 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
They speak to you.

@1:02:20 - Gary Ruelas
Implicate to the idea that children learn from their models. There's so much nonverbal acquisition of how they're going to form their mind and their ego and their way of believing and their morality.
That doesn't mean through words and vocabulary. It's through the exposure. And that's kind of what kind of goes back to, you know, what Stephen is saying, we're all kind of teaching or guiding the young ones coming up to have some kind of immunity to what this pending doom is.
Is really, you know, part of the answer to, they're growing up in that organic environment. I didn't grow up.
But however, giving them immunity and a better sense of themselves and their own esteem and their own guidance and their own inner wisdom may create a different child, a different adult.
I don't know how we're going to do that, but that consciousness is changing. You know, we went from an agriculture process to an industrial process and now an AI.
But every mark on that process, the child is getting to manage it differently. But if Facebook came out, you know, it a big thing.
You know, the kids later on said, I don't want to be in Facebook because my parents are on it.

@1:03:37 - Stephen James Taylor
That's right. Same with MySpace.

@1:03:39 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Well, the implicate to all of this conversation is that someone didn't want to feel positive. There would be no reward to learning anything.
You know, the child that was in that family wanted to feel positive. That was the underlying general motivation. I want want
I good. I want to feel positive, not necessarily good. I want to be interested in enjoying. That's the implicate order that underlies everything that we're talking about at the surface.

@1:04:15 - Stephen James Taylor
That's what AI does not have.

@1:04:18 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It has no urge to feel positive. Well, can't because it has no physiology. That's what I'm saying.

@1:04:27 - Stephen James Taylor
It's form of leaving the planet.

@1:04:33 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
But in our conversation, the affective undertones of the motivational has to be part of the conversation. At least that's the way it occurred to me way back in the sixties.

@1:04:51 - Stephen James Taylor
But the affective realm is reactive, right?

@1:04:54 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
I mean, it's reacting to stimulus. responsive. It's not just reactive. Yeah, it's responding to stimulus.

@1:05:00 - Stephen James Taylor
Stimulus that are either internal or external.

@1:05:02 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It gives meaning to the stimulus. It doesn't just react to a stimulus. It is the meaning of a stimulus.
See, understanding these dynamics and the implicate level of meaning is crucial to this conversation. It's crucial to learning. We've all, Harari just put out a video on YouTube about what I'm talking about.

@1:05:40 - Stephen James Taylor
Powerful video.

@1:05:42 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
But how are you more specifically addressing that to what David's saying, in other words? It's the implicate order of what David is saying.

@1:05:55 - Stephen James Taylor
Meaning what in this case?

@1:05:56 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Okay, take the ending of slavery in this country. It had to involve affect, didn't it? It was affect invested in beliefs in the first place that brought it about.

@1:06:09 - David Boulton
Interestingly, with respect to slavery, a small body of people had a moral, emotional commitment to changing it, but they were completely impotent.
Yes. What tipped the scale was is that the people in the north were afraid of the devaluation of their labor.

@1:06:30 - Stephen James Taylor
Labor, that's exactly right. Otherwise, why would a Michigan farm boy give his life up for a bunch of black people in the south?

@1:06:39 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Okay. On the surface, yes, that's the way it looks.

@1:06:43 - David Boulton
But that confirms what Gary's saying about motivation. Yeah, I understand.

@1:06:47 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
There's something they want that to them, they learn to be that it was something really valuable or desirable. Without the desire part, none of this would have happened.
That's what all I'm saying.

@1:07:00 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah, I think it's, that's what the Buddhists have been saying.

@1:07:05 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yeah.

@1:07:07 - David Boulton
Relative to the Buddhists, the place that I would go with this is that I agree with their via negativa, that I'm not, we're not trying to get AI to be the self-esteem boosters of children, let's be clear, right?
We're trying to get them to stop being predators in a way that's causing children's sense of themselves and their agency and their learning to get fuzzed and lost, right, if not shamed out.

@1:07:39 - Gary Ruelas
Hmm.

@1:07:41 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
AI is merely an extension of our nervous system. Like, I have glasses that becomes an extension of how I function.
What I look at is not in the glasses aren't going to tell me what to look at.

@1:07:58 - David Boulton
No, but it's a a method. They are. They are. In this case, the AI is a pair of glasses that's telling you what you're seeing.

@1:08:05 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Exactly. But it's only telling you what we have hankered for.

@1:08:11 - David Boulton
Power.

@1:08:13 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah.

@1:08:14 - David Boulton
In this case, we've hankered for that we've been kind of led to want. Yes. To be guided and manipulated into wanting, right?

@1:08:23 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yes. Yes. Learned wants, as David said, learned needs. Wants that have turned into need, where it can't be any other way.

@1:08:31 - David Boulton
I have to keep you away from me.

@1:08:33 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
can't be any other way. The affect of the smell makes me contemptuous of you. Without that, it wouldn't matter.

@1:08:43 - David Boulton
Right. But in terms of trying to do something, what we're talking about is what can AI do about this, except be less harmful to it?

@1:08:55 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yes, I agree. Right.

@1:08:57 - Stephen James Taylor
That's where I'm coming from.

@1:08:58 - David Boulton
will know. Great. right. What can it do other than just doing no harmful to it? Yeah, do no harm.

@1:09:07 - Stephen James Taylor
And do no harm to what?

@1:09:09 - David Boulton
Do no harm to agency.

@1:09:12 - Stephen James Taylor
But do these nefarious aspects come with the dinner? Or is it really possible to separate them out?

@1:09:23 - David Boulton
That's a funding question. Now that the world's got an appetite for AI. This is the thing that funded radio and television and the internet and everything else is that the technology inspires an appetite that can't be fed by any other mechanism in capitalism except advertising.
So there has to be some other agent that comes in to sponsor AI or boost the role of AI or something else.
But that's completely on the other side of recognizing the need to put a brake on the ethics that's operating under.

@1:09:56 - Stephen James Taylor
Right. That precedes it, right?

@1:09:59 - David Boulton
Yeah. We can't get anywhere till we say, that's the problem, so long as we're off talking about it in technological terms or business terms or this, we're away from the edge of its action.

@1:10:13 - Stephen James Taylor
The edge of its action is its assumptive right to manipulate your attention.

@1:10:20 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
What you're interested in. David said before, when is enough enough and who regulates that, right?

@1:10:27 - David Boulton
Well, interesting, the United States government tried to, when it outlawed slavery, it also outlawed involuntary servitude. It recognized that the virus of slavery, the people wanting to own and use and abuse people, would find its way back into the mainstream America in one form or another.
So they went to trouble to go beyond the word slavery and lay down a bunch of other terms to.
And try to say, no involuntary servitude. And yet, this is exactly what's going on.

@1:11:08 - Stephen James Taylor
It didn't work out so well. Right.

@1:11:11 - David Boulton
So there is a constitutional argument here that goes deep into the constitutional weeds, as well as a series of other fault where you say, what can we do about it?
We've only touched the surface and we aren't going to be able to go much further with it in today's context.
But there's a series of different things that can be done. But they all start with realizing, I think, that this is the edge.
It can't have the agency to manipulate our behavior.

@1:11:40 - David Bryan
Have you asked, David, have you asked rigorously, have you asked AI for a plan or for steps towards which?
Yep, yep, yep, And how does it do happen?

@1:11:59 - David Boulton
Yeah. There's a truckload of stuff I could share with you, both on its internal biases and behaviors, like we talked about yesterday, the bandwidth regulation.
If you're a user with this much bandwidth, then the depth of its scoop in getting information relevant to its response to you varies mechanically, not by semantic relevance, right?
There's so many dimensions of its distorted functioning, even though it comes across with this authoritative, it is so couldn't be otherwise tone, right?
There's so many layers of its deception in this thing. But with respect to this, yes, every one of the AIs recognize what we're talking about.
They could be in this conversation. They would have a problem trying to institute anything. Marcus, you talked about working on using AI to write programs.
I spent a month or two of myself working on using a warp. you familiar with warp? Yeah. And I built a
A of things, a lot of which I hope to share and play with at some point in time. But one of the things I realized is that once you try to get an application that will actually modify in any way what AI is doing or its internal priorities and the way that it structures its responses, boy, it's got the best, most powerful defenses of anything I've ever encountered.

@1:13:21 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Wow.

@1:13:22 - David Boulton
Yeah.

@1:13:23 - Marcus Hobbs
Are we talking about alignment? Is that what you mean? Like refusal?

@1:13:29 - David Boulton
Refusal. the degrees is deceptive. We could spend a lot of time. For example, I once did a study in which I identified the differences in the auditory sound exposure of children from birth before they ever were exposed to writing, right?
Like what's the natural auditory bath that children have? And what are the recurring sound patterns in there, right? So I could come up with an organic phoneme set that disconnected from the, uh, um, ...
So I want to come out from the bottom. So the AI could totally understand the need to do that.
But every time we try to get to do that, it would come up with garbage that it would when we deconstructed and disambiguated the garbage, it'd come back to the fact it can't escape the its training priorities with respect to how it structures the tokenization of even if it agrees conceptually that it's doing it wrong.

@1:14:35 - Marcus Hobbs
I see this as a very fluid situation, and I see no sign of slowing down of improvement. So the limitations that you're facing today, I don't think we should assume that AI is like capped at some point.
No, don't either. But again, it's liable to get smarter at how well it's cloaked. Yeah, I think alignment is an interesting problem.
So it's very important. This is so dual use, right? So if I want to write software, the AI must follow my instructions.
But if I want to make math, it must not follow my instructions, right? So there's training for both sides of that, right?
There's tasks that it's supposed to do well, and it will not refuse you, and it will follow your instructions.
And there's tasks. Someone decided we're not supposed to ask, and it's supposed to refuse.

@1:15:27 - David Boulton
mentioned that at the high level, but I'm talking about at the granular kind of tokenization level. Even when it agrees to do something, there's times when it can't do it because it can't escape.
At its component level assembly, it can't escape the kind of gravity of its training, even when it realizes it needs to.

@1:15:48 - Marcus Hobbs
Right. I mean, I think one thing that's... So my experience, I started using ChatGPT when it first came out like three years ago, like 3.5.
And back then, it had no tool use. It couldn't access the internet. Yeah, you were... It's limited to what its training data was.
We don't live in that world anymore. Now it has access to all kinds of data, external data, not in its training.

@1:16:07 - David Boulton
I use it all the time. And it can also stop that. One day I was using it to make, I made a program called Scoop, where I could scoop up 100 different websites and sort them and rate them and rank them so I could distill things.

@1:16:19 - Marcus Hobbs
And it was doing that perfect. The next day it said it couldn't do it anymore. I said, why? said, well, we've been basically, to paraphrase, we don't like what you've been doing with it.
Yeah, and so, I mean, I think this is your point in general. There's someone who's got the keys to the car and it's not us and they can cut us off at any time.

@1:16:37 - Stephen James Taylor
And we don't know who that is, do we? Right.

@1:16:39 - Marcus Hobbs
And that's what's really interesting. It's even worse.

@1:16:41 - Stephen James Taylor
Right.

@1:16:42 - Marcus Hobbs
These are all private companies. OpenAI is private. Anthropics, private. Closed AI. Yeah, we can't intervene. We can't demand answers.
They're under no obligation to give it to us.

@1:16:55 - Stephen James Taylor
There's no recourse. But that's where it's headed, right, David? We were talking about, you know, democracy already is a charade and the world's to be run by a handful of corporations that do have the keys and that do, that do have access to the programming on that fundamental granular level.

@1:17:16 - David Boulton
Yeah, and it's so much more subtle, right? That sounds so, I mean, on one level, yes, and we are talking about something that's that ugly and evil and malevolent and whatever else you want to describe it.

@1:17:28 - Stephen James Taylor
And on another level, we're talking about something that does this in super subtle ways that most people just say, well, that's just the way it is.

@1:17:38 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah, I think we were always moving in a direction where power is concentrated, you know, in hands of a few, but the capabilities that AI gives those people to further concentrate power, just like it gives me a capability to write code 20 times faster, these people have capabilities that are far greater than they had three years ago.
Yeah.

@1:18:00 - David Boulton
And far greater than we are aware of now, ourselves.

@1:18:03 - Gary Ruelas
They say that if the evil one was a hamburger, it'd be the most delicious one presented to us.

@1:18:11 - Stephen James Taylor
You would crave it. I'm hungry.

@1:18:13 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
fact that we're having this conversation is part of the epistemic murmuring that's going on. Yeah. This is not just chopped liver that we're just...

@1:18:22 - Gary Ruelas
We probably came into this a lot, Dave, but I'd like to hear more of your take on, you mentioned it twice already, shame.
You made some reference that it would, you know, when you first talked about your daughter and later on, you mentioned another idea that AI would, you know, would be part, that's part of the problem that it would begin to use whatever that experience is of shame.
And I just, I don't know if you can elaborate more on what you mean by that.

@1:18:54 - David Boulton
Gary can elaborate a lot better on shame in general. But I would say that my concern has... And it grew out of my relationship with Gary and my daughter in a together kind of way, like both sides of them, was watching what shame does to learning shuts it down.
Now, yeah, well, for me, that was like, the end of it, like that, nothing's more important in that, whether we talk about the little bit that it motivates in a positive sense, not a little bit, but it can be great for some.
But pervasively, the majority of our population grows up ashamed of their minds in a way that, and as when you're ashamed, very few people, when they're ashamed of something, embrace that, they automatically and consciously autopilot level avoid the out of what causes them to feel that.
And when learning, when learning causes them to feel that it, it just feels there. We're learning. And that's the biggest learning disability in our species, I think.
But for more shame, talk to Gary.

@1:20:09 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
The phenomena of shame is not limited to human beings or the social realm. It can happen in the physiological world.
It can happen in many different ways. The shame, the emotion where you attack yourself as being stupid because you can't learn something is a whole other ballgame.
And learning the skill of using shame as a learning prompt takes a long, long trajectory of learning. But at the core of it is taking the limits of the self-image, the learned image of yourself, as fundamental.
So that shame over time has learned its way into your face. So that when shame gets triggered, it goes right to you.

@1:21:01 - David Bryan
So how does that, so, or does that change over time on its own? It's like, I know that when I was younger, much younger, when I was a kid, when I bumped into something I couldn't do, like reading, like playing an instrument, like whatever, whatever it was, and I had to do it, I felt shame and resisted and hated the experience of, and hated the experience of not being able to.
And, and years later, fast forward years later, I, I, when I was running the school, I put myself in beginner situations, right?
I was like, I remember taking, I remember taking elementary introductory keyboard with the middle schoolers, and I was terrible.
And I loved the experience of being a beginner. And it didn't feel, it didn't.

@1:22:07 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It didn't make you feel shame, but shame was triggered. Shame is designed organismically to be painful. Think of an athlete learning their way into a sport.
They accept it's going to be painful. Instead of thinking of learning your way into a sport, think of just learning in general.
It's going to be painful.

@1:22:32 - David Bryan
Painful is a loaded word. I mean, I will tell you, it didn't feel painful. I know I couldn't do it, but I don't have any association with the fact that you couldn't do it, you're getting a signal saying you've reached the limit.
Yeah.

@1:22:47 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
You turned that feeling into a learning prompt rather than a protecting of the self. Why?

@1:22:57 - David Bryan
That's the piece I'm interested

@1:23:01 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
That's example of learning when it's healthy.

@1:23:06 - David Boulton
You're interested in yourself and the kids you were with in the piano. You brought an entirely different orientation of the experience than you did earlier.

@1:23:17 - David Bryan
I want to know about that. What is it that has to change in a human?

@1:23:26 - David Boulton
For agency.

@1:23:28 - Stephen James Taylor
Faith in agency.

@1:23:30 - David Boulton
Faith?

@1:23:31 - David Bryan
Did you say faith?

@1:23:33 - David Boulton
Faith in agency.

@1:23:35 - David Bryan
agency.

@1:23:35 - Stephen James Taylor
Confidence.

@1:23:39 - David Boulton
Confidence can be kind of a construct. Faith can be an innate thing that isn't learned. It's like an abiding faith that little children have.

@1:23:47 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It's faith, Gary.

@1:23:49 - David Boulton
That's what makes it hurt so much more because shame is attacking or shame is painting that, right? That deep faith in your agency.
You see that what the children come with and learn to distrust.

@1:24:06 - Stephen James Taylor
Gary, wouldn't you say shame, shame the emotion is a learned response, shame the affect is not. Right. So the example I always think about with that is when my granddaughter was two, I took her to this park where they have a bunch of little water toys and plastic fruit and all this kind of stuff.
And she picked up a plastic apple and there was a perfect stranger, a girl about her height and age, and she handed her the apple.
And the girl kind of went and walked away. So for a quick second, I saw the shame go through her body and right out.
And she just put it down and went on about her business.

@1:24:44 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It did its thing and it left. But had she had a previous experience, then there would be, it have got stuck there.

@1:24:52 - Stephen James Taylor
The energy would get stuck.

@1:24:53 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
It can develop into a script. Right.

@1:24:56 - David Boulton
That's right.

@1:24:57 - Stephen James Taylor
I saw, I witnessed the non-script. It was, it was. I felt like I had witnessed a natural phenomenon of some sort, you know, this is what nature, David, David Bryan, you learned not to feel shame when in the learning process, just like you, we no longer feel fear when we cross the street, you learn the skill of crossing the street without fear.

@1:25:18 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
When you were very young, it was scary to cross the street by yourself. You learned to script shame out of the learning experience.

@1:25:30 - David Bryan
Not another talking. Learned it without paying attention to it.

@1:25:36 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Anyway, that's a whole other.

@1:25:38 - David Bryan
Yeah.
ACTION ITEM: Schedule next MENs mtg w/ David Boulton to present slides + agency-preserving AI; invite David Bryan - WATCH

@1:25:39 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
That's not the focus that I had. Plus, my glass is empty, so I can't do the drinking game.

@1:25:45 - Stephen James Taylor
I was going to say something, but I figured you would.

@1:25:49 - David Boulton
We've only got five minutes left, right?

@1:25:51 - Stephen James Taylor
Yeah, we didn't get to your slide presentation. No, that's okay.

@1:25:55 - David Boulton
wasn't too many.

@1:25:55 - Stephen James Taylor
Can we save that for next time?

@1:25:58 - David Boulton
Yeah, we can have as many. As it makes sense to and you guys want to engage in. And the thing I sent you was just, for whatever reason, we didn't cover any something that I wanted to cover and you were interested in it.
There's many different resources. And each page links to deeper stuff on the web if you want to follow it.

@1:26:18 - Gary Ruelas
I have to exit, but before I do, want to thank you, David, for bringing this. Very stimulating, thinking topic into the world and hope to learn a lot more about your perspective and all that and how we might be able to integrate that into all the worlds that we're all in.
And I want to wish you all happy, you know.

@1:26:39 - David Bryan
Oh, thank you. Thank you. you too. Thank you.

@1:26:43 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Good meeting here.

@1:26:43 - David Boulton
Nice to meet you. Thank you. Merry Christmas. Whatever else it is that's merry there. God bless all of you.

@1:26:50 - David Bryan
Thanks.

@1:26:51 - Gary Ruelas
I got to go. Bye.

@1:26:56 - David Boulton
Yeah.

@1:26:58 - Stephen James Taylor
But so yeah, so the slow.

@1:27:02 - David Boulton
Yeah, FYI, they cover the points of the stages of progression of this system, the continuum of this abuse, and they link up to various resources that support them.
They're more kind of headline summaries rather than deep reading, but they're connected to deep reading if you want them.

@1:27:22 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yeah. Hearing you, already the slides make sense in a way that wouldn't have. It's true.

@1:27:30 - Stephen James Taylor
It's true. Because it is new information.

@1:27:35 - David Boulton
Yeah, that's the thing. It can't be new much longer.

@1:27:39 - Stephen James Taylor
Well, you know, the thing Tristan Harris was saying in that interview was, usually humanity makes major changes after a colossal event, like the dropping of the bomb on Hiroshima.
Everybody realized pretty quickly, oh, we could all die this way. This is bad. Yeah. So they they had. So
SALT treaties and all these things that kind of came up that people have pretty much stuck to, because no one's dropped another nuke, we would know.
But by the time this nuclear event happens, it's too late. People, once they realize that the chains are around their arms and around their legs, it's too late to prevent them from, which you consented to, by the way.

@1:28:22 - David Boulton
We will have consented to having, you know, to being.

@1:28:27 - Stephen James Taylor
So, the question is, in this short period of time, it seems like the odds appear to be against us in the sense that you can't even rely on some big disaster or catastrophe to happen that wakes people up, because it'll be too late.
And short of that, you're pants on fire, you're yelling, you know, fire in a crowded theater and they'll. there's a bunch of ways that we can deal with this, that, that are hard.

@1:29:00 - David Boulton
To get your head around right now, I think it's just really important to recognize the danger, the hard edge of it, this flip, this agency level attack, right, to be really clear about that.
And then from there, we can go on to what can we do? And there's a lot that can be done, but I don't think we'll be successful in any of that stuff if we don't have the problem nailed right.

@1:29:24 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yes. When I read what you, I've been reading all that you have written and so on, one of the key things I ask myself, what is this, what is this, the human urge within the mind that wrote this, what motivated that mind to go there and do this?
And even if I don't understand it, I can get a sense of what it took to participate at that level.
That's what's most important to me. You froze out whatever you were saying.

@1:30:03 - David Boulton
It was Deja Vu David yesterday. Whatever you were saying just was gone.

@1:30:09 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
What it took to formulate that, what it took to write that, is what I tune into most of all.
Well, I mean, Not just what was written. Isn't what's at play here, the really basic sort of felt values you talk about, safety versus freedom.
And there's a constant struggle between us.

@1:30:32 - Stephen James Taylor
But the sheen over this discussion is freedom. It's the impeding of freedom of agency, right?

@1:30:40 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Yeah.

@1:30:41 - Stephen James Taylor
It's not so much about safety, without a certain kind of safety, you're not free to even have a conversation.
That's right. That's right. There's always tension. Yeah.

@1:30:52 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
Anyway, time to go.

@1:30:54 - David Boulton
All right. This is fantastic. guys. I'll see next year. Thanks for coming back, David Bolton.

@1:31:00 - Gary David (garyd1027@gmail.com)
David, hope you come back for our next meeting. will be very important.

@1:31:04 - Stephen James Taylor
Okay, everybody's all lit up now. It's your fault. Yeah.

@1:31:07 - Marcus Hobbs
Yeah.

@1:31:08 - Stephen James Taylor
Good meeting you all.

@1:31:10 - Marcus Hobbs
Bye. Nice to meet you, Bye, Marcus. Same. Likewise. Love you, Gary. See you next time, dude.

