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Taking Humanity Into The Equation of Human Intelligence And Artificial Intelligence 

 

The emergence of artificial intelligence (AI) with smart machine learning has helped humans 

in various sectors to achieve higher efficiency, smarter decision-making, and sustainability-

sound solution providing. It indeed, from the industrialization perspective, has brought 

human society with much more power, efficiency, and capacity beyond humans themselves. 

The development of AI, assisted by big data as a source and machine learning as a method, 

has also been quietly but quickly changing the foundation of the institution of our current 

world, which also seems worrying both for the private and the public sectors. These changes 

affect not only the economic structure of a society but also its a social and legal foundations. 

Thereafter, a new paradox is presented: AI acts as our arm to help us, but AI might also be a 

new force to extinct us.  

 

Such a paradox says that (1) AI would create more economic output through bringing up more 

entrepreneurs with more disruptive innovation instead of more jobs. It argues that AI is able 

to substitute human labor and  part of human intelligence therefore entrepreneurs do not 

need to create jobs for humans but instead for smart machines at a lower cost. (2) AI would 

help humans to make smarter decisions, but AI’s cooperation with biochemical engineering 

would enable AI to undermine the social fabric of society and control, as well as  attack human 

in the end. It argues that because the volume of information transparency and data 

availability would only favor AI to see the mental and behavior pattern of humans, the 

decision advice offered by AI will be smart but might not be moral and authentic. As human’s 

brain does not have the same level of calculation capacity as AI’s, it will be difficult for humans 

to either judge the decision or compete with the speed of  decision-making offered by AI.  



Society’s revolution, by aiming to change the world to an information-transparent one where 

everyone is equal to one another, would therefore be pictured in the dream of human but in 

the hand of AI. No need to mention the nearest concern of AI replacing humans in the job 

market.  

  

As AI is not merely a technology, but also a revolutionary being, humans cannot avoid 

challenges in spite of all the opportunities. The challenges evolve as AI as an unknown 

algorithm or a smart machine learning, or an auto-delivered pattern of big data, or a 

sophisticated framework beyond the humans brain capacity is able to master data and 

calculate the pattern of the phenomena, and lead human’s judgement and decision by 

accurate predication.  Therefore, the tendency would be: if a society does not embrace AI, it 

would be thrown behind easily by others who have tried it; organizations that refuse to use 

AI would have low probability of prediction and therefore less chance to seek for profit; 

individuals who do not use AI would find their life much less comfortable and less convenient 

than those who would. Of course in the end, the majority, for the sake of power, convenience, 

and efficiency, would be chosen by AI, but without a clue of AI’s fundamental principles and 

algorithm development process.  Therefore, a consequence would be that we do not know 

much of AI but we are in the use of AI. We seem to have more power to embrace more 

varieties and better life offered by AI but we have to pay for it with the high price with our 

freedom in intelligence, information, feeling and believes. Of course it does not mean all 

humans are not able to master AI; there will be always a small portion who know and master 

AI and control the arms of AI towards others.  If so, the gap between the elite and the non-

elite in this sense will be continuing enlarged.  

 



All the challenges of the paradox, though diverse, are fundamentally derived from our lost 

humanity. Clearly, humanity means the quality of being a human, with compassionate, 

sympathetic, and generous behavior or disposition. However, over 200 years of 

industrialization and capitalism, we have achieved so much in building capital and 

economic profit but gradually lost our capability to enrichen the core of humans. Look at 

what we have built now, we care more about economic outputs (GDP) and our materialized 

life and much less on others and the environment. We lost our sympathy and compassion 

to respect the basic survival conditions of other parties, our children, and other species; 

and we allow the “we first” slogan and populism behavior to excel.   In the end, we lost our 

self-control of being a qualified human and the consciousness of who we are, but allow 

ourselves to be controlled by technology and AI that we have built.  

 

Technology, innovation, and artificial intelligence, with so many benefits to humans, have 

however separated humans from the core of the humanity. That’s why it has been so 

difficult for this world to push the concept of sustainability forward. The inconsistence 

between what is aspired by humans (to sustainability) and what is achieved by humans 

(non-sustainability) has not only executed at a space dimension but also at time-being 

dimension. Such an inconsistence between humans’ belief and humans behavior has 

created a big portion missed in the humanity and caused an invisible force in humans to 

distrust each other and produce disinformation even in front of tragedies of trade war and 

pandemic of corona virus.  

 

 We have to be cautious that AI might be used as an instrument by the dark side who doesn’t 

have humanity. This dark force likes to use human’s greedy desire and thirst for power. If so, 



AI may replace human intelligence, and the smart machine may replace the workforce which 

would lead to soaring uneasiness to politicians and societies because of human’s 

uncompetitive skills and competence from education. Facing the competition or collaboration 

between AI and HI, it is of certainty that we cannot wait until the last minute when AI is in the 

hand of the dark side and defines a new institution for their interests and intelligence without 

regard to other species and humans. To do so, we must incorporate two important parts in 

the new concept of HI-AI relationship: humanity-based legacy institution. A new 

corresponding legal institution that considers humanity in the equation of human intelligence 

and artificial intelligence.  

  

To achieve this, it is urgent to have a common goal discussion amongst practitioners, legal 

professionals, academics, and reasonable politicians.  

 

Firstly, as the data becomes the new concept of capital and property, how to define and 

legalize a data-based identity as a new version of property and currency is the most important 

question. Currently, data is still evaluated simply as a data but not as comprehensive property 

and currency for the data owner, though data privacy has been clearly defined in law in 

Europe in the recent years. This can only be a beginning. Corporates and organizations as well 

as nations still lack a comprehensive framework of constitution to define and legalize the role 

of the data in profiling and transacting as a capital between each other.  

 

Secondly,  it is necessary to set a legal status and obligation of AI if using  machine learning 

and products of AI in the decision making. Having such a legal control will prevent the bad 

behavior of AI or the one behind  AI to manipulate the human society.  Similar to the previous 



three industrialization revolutions over the past 200 years where a new emerged industrial 

model and production method can disrupt the existing mechanism, AI has the similar role 

towards the human society in this revolution. However, in this era waiting till the AI as a 

disruptive force to replace the existing one will be a threat to extinct humans, because an 

advanced intelligence could be in the hand of the dark side, if we do not have a rightful 

universal law.  

 

Third, the law should be made according to the core of humanity, being compassionate, being 

sympathetic, being positive in mentality, being ethical, being moral, and being sustainable. 

Only by starting from this core, can the relationship between HI and AI be sorted out into a 

balance. Then, humanity will be able to bracket around technology and AI, therefore AI can 

be constrained not to play with humanity, or ally with others (biochemical engineering etc.) 

to attack human. Ultimately by so, HI and AI can be integrated as human-artificial-

intelligence (HAI) rather two separate bodies.   

 

To have humanity embedded into the equation of HI and AI, an adaptive education is a key. 

Education must change from the system of educating only specialists to a system educating 

truly generalists who are able to do cross-disciplinary education, research, and application. 

Education should not only provide overarching lifelong knowledge across the social and 

nature sciences, but also cross professional fields such as the medical, the legal, and the 

business. Most importantly with the code of conduct from humanity and philosophy as the 

foundation. Then, we, our kids, and our future humans will be able to understand AI and have 

enough intelligence to lead AI to serve our humanity.  

 


