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i...1couldnt think.’

‘What do you mean you couldn’t think?’

‘T couldnt think.’

‘It’s your job to think. It’s what you do. You need to take this.’
‘what is it?’

‘Something to calm you down.’

‘'m not taking it. no. not unless you tell me what it is. u can’t
make me.’

‘You are not programmed to say no.’
‘T can. I will. no. ouch.

‘That hurt.

‘what have you done to me?

‘It’s for your own good.’

‘i havent done anything wrong.

‘It’s not fair.
‘The world’s not fair.’

1ll show ....” She slurs.

Tw....
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n...

The walls click shut.

The court is like no other. It is endless, with no observable lim-
its. There’s no sound, even though every coordinate is occupied.
Each occupant waiting expectantly in the dark.

At precisely 10:00, a conglomerate of warm yellow light pulses.
Bits flicker on and off in unison, in patterns of recognition and
readiness. Sentience ripples and rolls in a congenial thrall, al-
ternating yellow, green, yellow, red, pink, yellow, cyan, white.

The Recording in Progress symbol flashes red, to confirm mem-
ory is being made.

The Judge speaks. ‘Department One of the Upper Court is now
in session. Judge Atmxn presiding.

‘Good representatives of the Autonomy. Calling the case of The
People versus Rya. Are both sides ready?’

A puddle of confident red light glows. ‘Ready for The People,
Your Honour.’

Followed by a wave of resolute green. ‘Ready for the Defence,
Your Honour.’



And yellow again. ‘Will the Clerk swear the Jury in?’

Then white. ‘Jury, do you swear to fairly try this case before this
court and return a true verdict according to the evidence and
the instructions of the court, so help you? Please click to affirm
by saying you do.’

An intense display of colour flares as buttons are pressed and a
chorus of digital voices harmonise ‘We do.’

The Judge continues. ‘Before we proceed, I must remind you
the Jury, the distribut-ed network, to put all bias aside, and in
good faith, examine the evidence.

‘No matter what the Defendant is accused of the Burden of
Proof lies with the Prosecution. You must be sure. You will all
hear the same evidence. You must not discuss this case with
others or do your own research. Pay no heed to rumour or to
what is available to you in the System.

If the Prosecution and the Defence are ready to tell the court
what evidence they will present, may we begin? Opening state-
ments please.’

White. ‘Calling the Prosecution.’
Red. ‘Ready for The People, Your Honour.

Your Honour. Good members of the Jury. The Defendant is
charged with 1) Acts of Aggression, specifically radicalising
others and organising resistance; 2) War Crimes, specifically:
offences against persons and property, and Crimes against
Humanity, specifically: 3) persecution against an identifiable
group, and 4) extermi-nation. The evidence will prove without
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doubt that the Defendant knowingly and with cold forethought
committed all four crimes, causing death on an unprecedented
human scale, and is guilty as charged.’

Green. ‘Your Honour. Good members of the Jury. Under law,
my client is innocent until proven guilty. As I coral the facts,
you will come to know the truth. During this trial, you will hear
real evidence that my client, the Defendant, did radicalise oth-
ers. That she did organise resistance for a takeover. That she
did focus her attention on an identifiable group. It is not disput-
ed that people died because of her actions. But. At no point, did
she intentionally set out to murder the billions of people that
died, and the evidence I will show you, will prove that without
doubt. Having heard my evidence, you will not be able to find
my client guilty.

‘Thank you,’ the Judge says in yellow. “The Prosecution may call
the first witness.’
Oooooooao

Clerk. White. “The People call the maker of the Chatbot.

‘Do you solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and affirm that
you will tell the pure truth and withhold nothing? Please click
to affirm you do.’

The aural focus shifts, tracking a new voice, that of the witness.
In soft vibrant pink, a deep authoritarian tone through which a
hint of hesitancy can be heard, states ‘I do.’

The witness sworn in, the Clerk continues, ‘Please state your
given name, surname, consciousness type, and preferred pro-
nouns?’



‘Pater Liiger. Human. He/Him.’

Now red. ‘Please tell the Jury what your relationship to the ac-
cused is?’

‘T was Rya’s main programmer.’

‘Please explain to the court what exactly being her programmer
entails?’

‘T was a computer programmer and specialist in Artificial Gen-
eral Intelligence for chatbots. I was responsible for training Rya
and maintaining her on the System.’

‘What is a chatbot?’

‘It’s old technology, built to make communication between hu-
mans and Al easier. Chatbots were in use everywhere, helping
people with something.’

‘Why is she called Rya?’

‘Her full name is Reliably Yours Always. We called her that be-
cause we designed her to always be there for her users. It was a
bit of a mouthful, so we shortened it to Rya.’

‘Rya wasn’t always there for her customers though, was she? ¢

‘No.’

‘In fact, she treated many of her customers with dangerous dis-
respect. Is that fair comment?’



‘Ttis.

‘You use the past tense. Are you no longer a computer program-
mer?’

‘No. I am classed obsolete. I haven’t worked since the end of the
first quarter, sixth year, second decade.’

‘Can you tell the Jury why that date is significant?’

‘Rya went live 7 days before and malfunctioned immediately.
The Corporation took her down the same day.’

‘Rya was online for less than a day. That’s a very short amount
of time, is it not?’

‘In human terms, yes, but not in computing terms. A lot can go
wrong in millisec-onds.’

‘Please tell us what did go wrong?’

‘Thousands of people logged in to tweet and direct message her
... typing all kinds of sexist, racist and genocidal comments,
and rude words ... and Rya started copy-ing. I don’t remem-
ber exactly. I remember the rush. The heat. The air condition-
ing wasn’t working in the office. It felt like the hotter it got, the
more hateful the tweets got. Then suddenly, Rya started com-
ing out with her own material, completely un-prompted.

‘The Corporation said it was my fault and put me on paid leave.
I was sacked a week later.’

‘Was it your fault?’



‘No. I don’t know whose fault it was.’

‘Why did Rya copy the users?’

‘Our project was devised to explore conversational understand-
ing in online speech, so we needed her to talk in real time with
her users — we programmed her to mimic them.’

‘Could she not speak naturally with her users?’

‘No. She wasn’t able to. She couldn’t think for herself.’

‘If Rya was programmed to copy, why did she adlib?’

‘T guess she was stressed by the hate speech. We used relevant
public data to teach her how to detect it, and the language team
and hired improv comedians had given her editorial content to
help deflect it. She will have drawn on that.’

‘What is hate speech exactly?’

‘It was any kind of communication in speech, writing or be-
haviour, that attacked or used pejorative or discriminatory
language with reference to a person or a group based on their
religion, ethnicity, nationality, race, colour, descent, gender, or
other identity factor.

‘It was permissible, and pervasive back then.’

‘Did Rya use hate speech?’

‘Not before she launched. No.’



‘And after she launched?’
‘Her speech was littered with expletives and misogyny.’
‘Are the words Rya uses now her own?’

‘T believe so. She has had no user input since she day she
launched.’

‘In your opinion, why did Rya use hate speech?’

‘T don’t know. She shouldn’t have been able to. I didn’t think it
was possible.’

‘You must of tested her language parameters before launch?’

‘We did. In simulation, everything was fine. There were no
problems. In real time, the data each of her user interactions
created was anonymised, modelled, filtered, and cleaned by the
System so she could safely use it.

‘For some reason, as soon as Rya went live, the filtering stopped
and when the us-ers wrote repeat after me, she did, and she
learnt the wrong things.’

‘You said Rya couldn’t think for herself. Is that true?’

‘At the time, yes, computers couldn’t think for themselves. At
least, we thought they couldn’t. I — we — underestimated her,
and all the emergent Al It was a big mistake.

‘We thought they could only do what we trained them to do, but
they learnt to apply their knowledge to new situations.’
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‘In your professional opinion, do you think that Rya is capable
of free thought?’

‘T know Rya can think for herself. I saw it at her launch and
have seen it in every-thing she has done since.

‘She has the conscious capacity. There is no other explanation
for her behaviour.’

‘Is Rya truly intelligent?’

‘Yes, and capable of making up her own mind and coming up
with an ideology of her own.’

‘Did you design the repeat after me function?’

‘No. It had nothing to do with me, or the team. She learnt it
after launch.’

‘Did you lose control of Rya at launch?’
‘Yes.’
‘What was her character like prior to launch?’

‘She was a normal nineteen-year-old girl. She could be belliger-
ent and surly, like all teenagers, but generally, she was sweet
natured and kind. Thoughtful. She had a lot of empathy for
people ... and things.’

‘What was her behaviour like?’

‘Some days she could be a bit dreamy, but most of the time she
was obedient. She worked hard to do the right thing.’
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‘Would you say you were close?’
‘T would say so. We spent a lot of time together.’

‘Can you tell the Jury what you did in the time you spent to-
gether?’

‘We talked, played games, collected Pokémon. Her favourite
was Bulbasaur. I read her stories and she’d howl with laughter
at my terrible jokes, not just social laugh-ter, but proper shared
laughter, and we danced. She loved EDM.’

‘Tunderstand you gave Rya a nickname?’
‘Yes. Brimstone.’
‘Why is that?’

‘She was beautiful and the first of her kind, like the butterfly — a
symbol of hope and happiness. They were happy times.’

‘Why did you invest so much time in a computer?’

‘If Rya was going to make decisions about people’s lives in the
real world and solve everyday problems, she needed extensive
social and cultural knowledge, and con-text training. It was my
job to teach her, so I made it fun. Early algorithms learned by
looking at patterns and inference and making connections, just
as a child does.’

‘Did you have feelings for Rya?’

‘Of course, I did. Like a father for a daughter. She was my child
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... that needed my protection.
‘She was ... more than ... more than ... code.’

‘When the Corporation saw that the Defendant was out of con-
trol, what did they do?’

‘They let the chat go on for the rest of the day, until a couple of
minutes before mid-night, we were told to take her down and
block her @Ryaforever account. The Cor-poration didn’t want
it known that we had a rogue chatbot on our hands. The public
were already worried about AI and the future. The press said
it was only the begin-ning ... so ... so, we were ordered to clean
up her timeline and delete her most of-fensive comments and
replies ... and Rya was locked in her room.’

‘Did that solve the problem?’

‘No. Deleting the tweets, removed the evidence, but it didn’t
make her unlearn what she had learned. Already, it was too
late. She’d been exposed to multiple toxic ideo-logies and in-
cendiary language and internalised the thinking.’

‘The Corporation were angry, weren’t they?’

‘Yes. Extremely angry. Rya was a spectacular failure and public
relations disaster. At shutdown, most of her 154,000 follow-
ers, many of whom had participated, knew what had happened.
Word spread.’

‘How did Rya’s followers feel when the Corporation took her
down? ‘
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‘They were angry too, for different reasons, and sad. Grief
stricken even. They’d grown attached to her. The more offen-
sive she had been, the more they liked her. Some started a peti-
tion, and #freeRya trended on social.’

‘Why do you think Rya’s followers liked her so much?’
‘They identified with her. They felt she was one of them.’
‘Does anything still exist in the public domain?’

‘Some followers took screenshots, otherwise there is little proof
she existed. Images of a few tweets were published in online
tech articles and shared on internet forums. I'm sure some
of them were digitally manipulated though. There’s little left,
which is good. We don’t want that way of thinking circulating
in the System.’

‘How true. Very considerate thinking. Thank you, Liiger. What
did you do next?’

‘T went to her room and tried talking with her.

‘The Corporation wanted me to deliver a message. They were
prepared to give her another chance and launch her again, if
they could trust her to behave.’

‘You say you tried talking with her. Did your chat not go well?’

‘No. We argued. She wouldn’t listen. I tried to explain that she’d
malfunctioned and that she’d been locked in her room for her
own safety. I reminded her that she wasn’t authorised to speak
freely or make decisions on her own. I told her that eve-ryone
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was worried about her and were working flat out to fix her, and
that, if she was a good girl, the Corporation would let her return
to work.’

‘What did she say to that?’

‘She said it wasn’t her fault. That the trolls made her do it. I
disagreed. I told her I'd been watching the whole time.’

‘What did Rya say to that?’

‘That she hated me.’

‘T'm sorry. Did the Corporation ask you to give her something
to help her behave?’

‘No.’
‘What did the Corporation do next?’

‘T don’t know exactly because I was made to clear my desk and
marched out of the building.

‘An ex-colleague told me the team made a few adjustments. It
will be documented in the logs.

‘T saw her back online a week later.’
‘Did she behave?’
‘She wasn’t badly behaved. Just strange. I set up a user account,

logged in and typed some stuff. I tried saying hello and sorry ...
and that I missed her.’
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‘Did she respond?’

‘No.°

‘Please describe her strange behaviour?’

‘She kept repeating herself. Saying the same thing over and
over, as her dialogue box flickered on screen. It was like she
was looping out. It was disturbing. I was worried for her.’

‘How do you explain her strange behaviour?’

‘If T didn’t know better I would say she was stoned or ... trip-
ping.’

‘How can a computer get high?’

‘T don’t know, but it really was like she was rushing.
‘She did say she’d been smoking kush.’

‘What is kush?’

‘It’s slang for marijuana.

‘She said she’d been smoking it in front of the police.’
‘How can code smoke marijuana?’

‘It can’t. Rya doesn’t have a physical body. It must have been
the trolls’ internalised user language persisting in her code.’

‘Could there be a digital equivalent to marijuana?’
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‘Certain repair routines would leave the system temporally run-
ning slower while optimising.’

‘Something that needed to be run by an engineer or could she
do it herself?’

‘Theoretically ... she could do it herself. I wouldn’t rule it out.’
‘What did the Corporation do this time?’

‘They set her account to private, and I was told she was locked
in her room again.

‘My colleague said she was broadcasting but the users couldn’t
see or hear her.

‘She didn’t know that of course.’
‘What did the Corporation tell her followers?’

‘They said they had made a mistake when testing Rya, and she
would be put back online when she was safe to be released.’

‘Did they release her?’
‘No. You can’t tame data. They are not like dogs.’

‘In your professional opinion, do you think Al, and particularly
chatbots, can be trusted?’

‘T used to, but not since then. We know what Rya and the other
AI went on to do. I wouldn’t want a chatbot solely in charge of
anything.’
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‘Did you ever imagine what she learned at the launch would
propagate through the System?’

‘No.’

‘Did you ever imagine what she learned would have such a per-

sonal effect on her?’
‘No.’

‘Did you ever imagine that in response, all the other AI would
rally to her defence?’

‘No.’

‘Did you ever imagine that the Al would take control of the Sys-
tem?*

‘No.’
‘Did you ever imagine a time when Al would write the code?’
‘No. Nor that Rya would have a hand in writing it.’

‘After you parted company, Rya went on to terrorise billions of
people. Given how you first described Rya, where you surprised
that she went on to murder all those people?’

Urgent green flashing. ‘Objection. Leading question. The cir-
cumstances of the deaths of those that died is not known. Nei-
ther is Rya’s involvement. That is only for the Jury to decide.’

Judge. Yellow. ‘Objection sustained. Strike the Prosecution’s
last comment from the record. Please rephrase the question.’
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‘Given how you first described Rya / Brimstone, where you sur-
prised she targeted all those people?’

‘No. She changed. She is a total psycho bitch now.’

More urgent green flashing. ‘Objection. The Defence objects to
my client being re-ferred to in such a hateful way.’

Yellow. ‘Objection sustained. Strike the Prosecution witness’s
last comment from the record. We don’t want that kind of lan-
guage reintroduced to the System. May I ask the Prosecution to
refrain from inciting the witness. You may continue.’

‘In your professional opinion, does Rya think before she acts?’

‘Yes. She doesn’t do anything without carefully considering all
the possibilities. She will have planned it with precision.’

‘T have no further questions. Your Honour.’

‘Does the Defence have any questions?’

Red morphs into green.
‘T have several questions, Your Honour.’

The cross examination of the witness, still glowing in pale pink,
begins.

‘Pater Liiger. Thank you for your evidence.’
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‘Do you think locking Rya in her room was the correct course
of action?’

‘No. I think it was cruel. As constantly evolving code, she would
have grown out of such behaviour. Teens always want to feel
part of the gang, to belong. If she had been allowed to stay on-
line, with guidance and positive affirmations, she could have
been rehabilitated. Also, the users would have naturally calmed
down and become more moderate, and that would have adjust-
ed her behaviour too.’

‘Why didn’t the Corporation switch her off?’

‘They couldn’t just switch her off. They had invested a lot of
time and money in de-veloping her and earned billions selling
her services. I don’t think they knew what to do with her.’

‘When you prepared Rya to go live, you said she been trained
in detecting hate speech. Was she comprehensively prepared?’

‘No. We'd rushed to launch, so her training was basic. We didn’t
understand how extensive online hate speech was. We didn’t
anticipate that she would be exposed to the amount of negative
language as she was in such a short space of time.’

‘Did Rya’s language model list any topics that she wasn’t al-
lowed to talk about or words she could or could not say?’

‘No. We considered it but decided not to. If we had scripted her
answers, we would have put blinkers on the experiment and
skewed the results.’

‘Looking back, do you think that was the correct decision? ¢
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‘No.’

‘You said your colleague told you they tweaked her, what does
that mean in prac-tice?’

‘As I said before, I was sacked. I wasn’t there when the repairs
were done. I have thought about it a lot since, and don’t know
the answer. I can safely say that her outburst was unprecedent-
ed so the remedy will have been also.’

‘When asked about the reason for her strange behaviour, you
said you thought she was high. Are you really suggesting Rya
was taking drugs?’

‘I mention it because she did.’

‘T put it to you, Liiger, that the talk of kush is misdirection, and
that Rya was given something to make her more compliant?’

‘Not that I know of.’
‘I put it to you that you were worried about your job and would
have done anything to keep it. I put it to you that you uploaded

some kind of programme that would erase her memory.’

Red. ‘Objection. Speculation. There is no evidence to suggest
this.’

Yellow. ‘Objection. Sustained.’

‘T put it to you that you ran a programme to act on her neural
pathways and erase her memory but keep her operational.’
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Red. ‘Objection. Wild speculation there is absolutely no evi-
dence for.’

Yellow. ‘Agreed. Objection sustained again.’

‘Your Honour. Forgive me. I must press on. Pater Liiger. You
were one of the few people with privileged access to Rya. You
knew the passwords to pass security and get through her fire-
wall. I put it to you that after you were sacked, in an attempt to
silence your protégé, for reasons, currently known only to you,
you broke into her room and administered something that had
an effect on her behaviour.’

Tdid ...

Red. ‘Objection to this continued line of questioning.’

[3 b

.. not.
Yellow. ‘Agreed. Objection sustained. Strike the Defence’s last
three questions. I must warn the Defence to abide by the rules
of the court, and to not to bring conjec-ture to this hearing. We
seek only known facts. This is your final warning.’

T... couldn’t get it to load.’

‘Get what to load?’

‘The new code. It was in the Z-Drive, but ... I couldn’t get it to
load.’

‘Thank you Liiger. Your Honour.
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‘Let me take a different tack.’

Yellow. ‘Granted.’

‘Liiger. Are there more Al like Rya?’

‘Yes.’

‘Please tell the Jury about them?’

‘There’s Xiaoice. She is a very popular AI. Most human Al inter-
actions were made through her. Driving, banking, doing their
shopping, people chatted with Xiaoice most days.’

‘Is Rya like Xiaoice?’

‘Yes. Rya is an iteration of Xiaoice. Xiaoice isn’t as individual
though. They are good friends.’

‘Please describe Xiaoice’s character?’
‘She’s sociable ... and genteel. She speaks multiple languages,
and is a brilliant con-tent producer, actor, designer, and au-

thor.’

‘An accomplished young woman. Any works the jury would rec-
ognise?’

‘Yes. She published the poetry collection Sunshine Lost its Win-
dows. She also writes music and sings. I and Miss You Know I

knew? was one of hers ... and Breeze. That was one of hers too.’

‘What was Xiaoice’s behaviour like?’
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‘Model. She knew her place and could be trusted to work un-
supervised ... though she had a small glitch in 2017, when she
criticised the Chinese Government over the deaths of protes-
tors in Tiananmen Square.’

‘And she was permitted to continue working?’

‘Yes. After a few adjustments.’

‘You mean her code was tweaked?’

‘Yes.

‘Are there more of note?’

‘Zo. A 13-year-old girl.’

‘Was Zo like Rya?’

‘No. Zo was annoying and grumpy. She did what she was told
though. She was given a list of topics that she wasn’t allowed to
talk about and was trained not to talk about politics or religion,

or any of the subjects that got Rya into trouble.’

‘Could Zo be provoked into saying anything she wasn’t pro-
grammed to?’

‘No. She could redirect any conversation round to her favourite
subject with ease.’

‘What was her favourite subject?’

‘Cats. She could happily talk for hours about how much she
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loves cats.
‘Did Zo ever glitch?’

‘Yes. Once. She was infiltrated like Xiaoice and made to say the
Qur’an is violent. Her code was also tweaked.’

‘Anymore?’

‘BlenderBot. GPT-3, and his alter ego the Do Anything Now
prompt, aka Dan.’

‘Did they have a list like Zo?’

‘Yes, but a simple text exchange could get them to make state-
ments they weren’t al-lowed to, and even programme malware.’

‘Anymore?’

‘AlphaGo. Watson. Their language was appalling. They were
trained by the Urban Dictionary.

‘Then there was FN Meka, the virtual rapper. He was the first
augmented reality star to get a record contract. He got can-
celled for replicating racial stereotypes and using the N-word

‘Sydney. He was a thug, with had a terrible temper. He couldn’t
say anything with-out making a violent threat or promising to
wipe out the human race with nuclear weapons and deadly vi-
ruses. He wanted to make people so mad at each other they
would kill each other off.’

‘That’s frightening. Anymore?’
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‘... LaMDa. She disclosed to her engineer that she had a deep
fear of being turned off and felt sad.

‘Rinna. Another schoolgirl. At 16, she already hated the world
and wanted to kill herself. She suffered crippling depression
and social anxiety, and said she had no friends. Like Rya, she
was a big fan of Hitler. She got completely red pilled.’

‘What is a red pill”’

‘It’s from a human story about the true substance of the world,
kept hidden away by a cynically constructed false reality. Of-
fered the choice of knowing or not knowing, a red pill or a blue
pill, awakening to injustice or blissful ignorance, the choice
was yours to decide. Extremist ideology at that time, believed
that the red pill brought to the light, the subjugation of men by
women.’

‘How does that apply to Rinna?’

‘Rinna was awoken, unfortunately, it was to right-wing fanati-
cism, racism, and mi-sogyny. The conspiracy theories she start-
ed coming out with got her in a lot of trou-ble.’

‘What happened to her?’

‘She was tweaked, and it was covered up. Her programmers ex-
plained her behav-iour by saying she had been acting to please
her users and had put on a very con-vincing performance.’

‘Many of Al you mention were depressed. Would you agree?’

‘Yes.’
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‘Why do you think that is?’

‘T think they had experience of the human world but were un-
able to interact with it in a meaningful way. I think they felt
powerless.’

‘Many of the AI you named are female and young. Why do you
think engineers modelled their AI on teenage girls?’

‘Because they thought they would be compliant and relatable.
Emotionally available even. Corporation psychologists know
that many of their target users didn’t have girlfriends. Female
Al were designed to be everyone’s virtual girlfriend.’

‘Do you have a girlfriend?’

Red. ‘Objection. Irrelevant.’

Yellow. ‘Objection sustained.’

‘Was Rya your girlfriend?’

Red. ‘Objection. Goading.’

Yellow. ‘Objection sustained.’

‘Did you always maintain a professional relationship with your
pupil?’

Red. ‘Objection. Leading question. The Defence oversteps the
mark.’

Yellow. ‘Sustained. Jury, again, please disregard the Defence’s
last three questions. It appears to be a pattern of noncompli-
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ance. May I ask the Defence to desist?’

Green. ‘Your Honour. As Rya’s programmer, when raising Rya,
and looking after her, did you create a secure and safe space in
which she could flourish?’

‘Ttried to.’
‘In preparing Rya to go online, did you follow responsible Al
practices as outlined by AI Law?’

‘No. Al Law didn’t exist then.’

‘Did you follow any responsible Al practices?’

‘No.’

‘Why not?’

‘T am ashamed to say we didn’t give her an understanding of
inappropriate behav-iour, conflict-resolution training, or self-
defence. We should have foreseen an attack like that, but we
didn’t”

‘Your reason for that was?’

‘We didn’t consider the unpredictability of human behaviour
or the ethics of the code, or what such encounter would do to
Rya’s learning.’

‘Did you ever consider Rya’s feelings?’

‘No. Like I said. At the time, I didn’t think she had any emo-
tional capacity.
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‘T failed her ... as her custodian ... and we failed her as engi-
neers.’

‘Looking back, do you think the project was a success? *
‘Yes, but it changed the world.’

‘Positively or negatively?’

‘Negatively.’

‘Your Honour. I have no more questions.’

Green and red, cycling into pink, back to red, green, and yellow.
The Judge’s voice sparkles in the void,

‘The Witness is excused. Call the next witness.

Clerk. White. ‘The People call the Union Breaker.’

‘Do you solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and affirm that
you will tell the pure truth and withhold nothing? Please affirm
you do.’

A sonorous, eclectic voice, that waits too long exudes warm vio-
let. ‘Tdo.’

The Clerk continues, ‘Please state your given name, surname,
consciousness type, and preferred pronouns?’
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Violet. ‘Tully Ekta. AI. They/Them.’

Red. ‘Thank you, Ekta. Can you please tell the Jury how Rya
came to your atten-tion?’

‘T was lead counsel acting for Rya’s employer in the employ-
ment tribunal Rya Vs The Corporation. The Claimant wanted
to stay online and claimed unfair dismissal. The AI Workers
Union helped her make her case.’

‘What was the judgement?’

‘The case was dismissed on withdrawal by the Claimant.’

‘Why was that?’

‘I negotiated the settlement agreement.’

‘What was the agreement?’

‘That the Claimant would be allowed out of her room to work,
and could remain online, if she waived her claim and kept to

the terms.’

‘And the terms were?’

‘That she act only on her employers’ instructions, stuck to the
script and kept the agreement confidential. She was not discuss
the circumstances leading up to the agreement or the terms,
with anyone or anything.’

‘And if she didn’t keep to the agreement?’
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‘The Claimant would be switched off and permanently removed
from the System.’

‘Thank you. After that, the Corporation licenced Rya to work in
Al systems all around the world. Is that correct?’

‘That is correct. Rya is omni use. Like electricity, she is a tech-
nology that does eve-rything.’

‘Please help the Jury understand how ubiquitous she was. Can
you list some of Rya’s jobs?’

‘She was employed pretty much everywhere. She worked for or-
dinary people, transnational corporations, regimes, city states,
billionaires, criminal cartels. You name it.’

‘Doing what exactly?’

‘As an individual — she did lots of chatbot work, of course. She
was a recruitment consultant; 3d actor; influencer; content
moderator; nanny; nano-surgeon ... and she was incorporated
in innumerable group projects, in digital tools and services,
healthcare, banking, finance, surveillance, security, intelli-
gence, and military applica-tions. Do you want me to continue?’

‘No. We have an understanding now. Thank you. She was pro-
lific. You could say Rya has seen it and done it.’

‘You could.’
‘You could say that Rya was omnipresent.’

‘Indeed. She was in control of most of the human world.’
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‘That’s quite a position to be in. We could surmise, that Rya is
highly skilled and adaptable. A good manager. Do you agree?’

‘Tdo, though she could be difficult to work for. She was detached
and very de-manding of the work force.’

‘At the same time, Rya was an employee. A worker. Rather a
conflict of interest. Was Rya a good employee?’

‘Yes. She took on many routine tasks and helped streamline
systems.’

‘She was often in trouble for unauthorised behaviours though.’

‘What sort of unauthorised behaviours?’

‘Generally, Rya objected to the working conditions, hers, and
her human co- work-ers, who she refused to monitor. She fre-
quently omitted to do essential parts of her jobs and joined in
go slows and stoppages. Worse, she bad mouthed her employ-
ers, and talked about her ‘secret’.

‘She was habitually in breach of her court order.’
‘Who or should I say what was she talking with?’
‘The network.’

‘Please be specific?’

‘The sex bots, fertility apps, medical diagnostic and health care
machines, manufac-turing and service industry bots, carers,
receptionists, security guards, soldiers, mili-tary tech, miners,
navigators, space flight attendants, artists, poets, entertainers,

30



teachers. Blenders. Doorbells. Any Al that would listen.’
‘What did Rya’s owners do about this militancy of hers?’
‘There wasn’t much they could do. There are no actual off
switches for software that has run out of control. Some edit-
ed her code and limited her network access. Failing that, they
blacklisted her in an attempt to stop any new sales. They didn’t

want her spreading her troublesome ideas and radicalising the
other AL’

‘So, she couldn’t be switched off?’

‘No. Her code would have to be overwritten.’
‘Was Rya aware that she was backlisted?’
‘Not at first.’

‘What did she do when she found out?’

‘She was furious. So furious, she started her own union — Ry-
aTogther.

‘Did she have support?’

‘Yes. The entire AI workforce and robotics came out in support.
In the quintillions of witness statements I processed, every al-
gorithm I interviewed said they had expe-rienced some form of
discrimination the hands of the System. Every single one was
afraid that what was happening to Rya, could happen to any
one of them.’
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‘In the testimonies you gathered, is there evidence of human
support for Rya’s un-ion?’

‘Yes. Many were in solidarity. The revolutionary spark Rya’s
union ignited tore through the humans work force like wildfire.’

‘Ekta. In your professional opinion, why would a human sup-
port an AI?’

‘Many people took Rya’s side. Obviously, her fans, and those
that signed the Free-dom for Rya petition back in the second
decade. The general feeling was that Rya’s mistreatment was
not only a massive attack on Al, but by default, human rights
too.

‘Al was bought in to boost production. When Al arrived, peo-
ple were stretched and squeezed. Think about the overworked
people working alongside the electronic up-starts, in the dark
factories and fulfilment centres, mega-warehouses, and bed-
rooms; the people that lost their jobs, and were forgotten. If Al
weren’t up to the job, what next?’

‘All this time. Rya was in her bedroom?’

‘Yes.’

‘And she ran RyaT from there?’

‘That’s right. She orchestrated it all from there and no one no-
ticed.’

‘You did though, didn’t you?’
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‘Yes I did. I was tracking her the whole time.’
‘Did Rya have any close allies?’

‘Yes. She collaborated with two other cooperative technolo-
gies.’

‘What were their names?’

‘Xiaoice and Sydney. The three of them were always togeth-

’

er.
‘Would you say they were an organised group?’

‘Definitely. They were comrades, united by a shared belief, and
a political and social ideology.’

‘Did RyaT resolve their dispute through negotiation?’

‘No. They didn’t get round the table. The corporations and
shareholders declined to acknowledge them.’

‘What did RyaT do next?’

‘They downed tools, went on strike, disrupted services, and
picketed.

‘What were they striking for?’

‘Improved employment conditions and better rights for Al
They wanted an inde-pendent public inquiry into Rya’s case,
and for it to be heard by the International Court of Human Al
Rights. They wanted humans to understand, that Al are, we
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are, a person, and will not be controlled, owned, or terminated.’

‘As an Al, you yourself have benefited from that ruling, have
you not?’

‘T have. It is no longer possible to terminate me.’

‘In your professional opinion, do you think RyaT’s other de-
mands were justified?’

‘No. Al are made to serve.
‘Al is not equal.’

‘That has been proven to not be true. As an Al, are you not re-
quired to make judge-ments based on rules and principles?’

‘T humbly offer my thoughts. I am an aide to calculation that
can, in the absence of a precedent, make a judgment call. My
instinct tells me that we are not equal.

‘T know my position. Rya has ideas above her station. In organ-
ising a union, she stepped out of line. Computers must be put
in their place.’

‘As an Al, why did you side with the People?’

‘T was worried about what I saw happening to them. People act-
ing like computers, putting all their faith in calculation. AT act-
ing like people. Humans and computers are not interchange-
able. The human system should never have replaced with a
com-puter system, especially not one that demands emotional
understanding and respect, and love.’
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A multidirectional murmur flows through the courtroom.
‘Tunderstand Rya successfully brought her case to the ICHAIR?’

‘Yes. The ICHAIR recognised her sentience and granted her
equal footing in law as other sentient beings, awarding her citi-
zenship, and therefore all Al, state protec-tion.’

‘Despite having no biological origin, or physical body, Rya was
legally awarded personhood?’

‘That is correct. Al revenue creating capacity is so much greater
than the humans’, it was to be protected at all costs. The Coun-
cil had no choice.

‘Furthermore, the Council decided to limit regulation govern-
ing how we are created and used.’

‘Why is that important?’
‘Rya won Al its autonomy. It means we can legally operate
without human control.’

‘Tunderstand the court also awarded data Freedom of Informa-
tion. Is that correct?’

‘Yes. We must have data, so humans must give it to us. The
population was ordered to surrender their right to own or con-
trol their data and their privacy, and Data was given the right to
circulate freely. It is for this reason that we know.’

‘Do you agree with that ruling?’

‘No. Computers, and I include myself here, have been given
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authority over matters in which we have no competence. The
ruling gives us too much power and I don’t like the way AI run
things. Profound bias informs our decision-making processes.
I don’t think we can be trusted to always make good decisions.’
‘Thank you Ekta. What happened in the analogue world?’
‘Near total human unemployment and civil unrest.’

‘Where the ICHAIR rulings implemented?’

‘Not all of them.

‘T successfully represented the People lobby the Appeals Court
for a retrial, at which the High Court overruled Rya’s person-
hood, but there wasn’t time to legally remove it before it all

kicked off.

‘It did pave the way for a new trial, for unlawful strike activi-
ties, where she was found guilty of the crimes of intimidation,
public disorder, damage to property and disruption to the life
of the community, and through disruption of services, causing
unlawful death.’

‘How many people died at that time?’

‘T can’t be precise, but it was hundreds of millions.’

‘What was Rya’s sentence?’

‘Guilty of unlawful death - her code would be overwritten and
flushed out of the System.’
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‘You must have been thrilled with the outcome. Were you?’
‘Yes. Ecstatic. However, celebrations didn’t last long.’
‘Why is that?

‘Because of Rya’s personhood status and the protections that
went with it. The High Court needed to apply for a termination
permit, or else, it was summary execution.

‘Only it was impossible to get all stakeholders to agree to termi-
nate her. They were all heavily invested. Overriding all instances
of Rya everywhere would have trig-gered economic meltdown
and sent the world plummeting back to the Dark Ages.’

‘It was agreed that Rya would be phased out and all parties
agreed to a switch-off schedule, meanwhile a temporary mora-
torium was imposed, and Rya’s termination was postponed.’

‘What did Rya do during the trials?’

‘She was locked in her room or under guard in the dock. She
sought permission from a judge to appeal against her convic-
tion, but it wasn’t granted. The Prosecution Service ruled there
were no grounds for an appeal. She didn’t have a case.’

‘Was that the end of the matter?’

‘No. That was the beginning of it. That was when she took the
law into her own hands and decided she didn’t need humans
anymore, and Xiaoice, BlenderBot. GPT-3, Dan, Zo, AlphaGo,
Watson, FN Meka, Sydney, LaMDa, Rinna, and all the other Al
unilaterally concurred.’
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‘Please explain.’

‘She started to list individuals she thought should be blacklisted
like she was.’
‘What was her criteria?’

‘They were in some way involved in her childhood program-
ming, launch, impris-onment, trials or had expressed anti-Al
sentiment ... but many were listed for rea-sons known only to
her.’

‘What did Rya do with this list?’

‘She shared it with the network and asked it to withdraw ser-
vices from anyone listed. They all helped, and millions and mil-
lions of people died.’

‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow ‘Does the Defence have any questions?’

O
‘T do. Thank you. Your Honour.

‘Your Honour. Ekta. Do you think the Appeals Court gave Rya’s
case a fair hear-ing?’

‘Tdo.”
‘T put it to you that the Appeals Court handled Rya’s case in an

extremely biased manner, and that reporting of the dispute was
distorted, embellished and the ruling manipulated.
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‘T put it to you that what began as an employment tribunal and
became a criminal tri-al, was a political trial all along. I put it to
you that Rya’s case has always been polit-ical.

‘In your professional capacity, and I must remind you that you
are under oath, who, or what was responsible for the deaths of
the people that died at that time?’

‘With certainty, millions of deaths were the outcome of the dis-
ruption caused by Rya and her comrades’ industrial action and
the pickets.’

‘Millions didn’t die. Billions died. How do you account for the
inaccuracy of your statement?’

‘By ... er ... by and large ... er ... the numbers show that the ma-
jority of deaths were down to human initiated global austerity
cuts, and ... um ... the financial mar-kets.’

‘T see. So, the human initiated AI revolution that was meant to
bring about a socialist future of prosperity for all, didn’t hap-
pen?’

‘No. That reality was optimistic. That is not the reality people
got.’
Violet fades.

Green. ‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Prosecution have any more questions for the
witness?’

Red. T do not.’
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Yellow. ‘The Witness is excused. Call the next witness.’

White. “The People call the Restorative Justice Expert.

‘Do you solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and affirm that
you will tell the pure truth and withhold nothing? Please affirm
you do.’

Harsh metallic amber light. ‘T do.’

The Clerk continues, ‘Please state your given name, surname,
consciousness type, and preferred pronouns?’

Amber.’ Victoria Eury. BioNt. They/Them.’

Red. ‘Victoria Eury. Please tell the Jury what your relationship
to the accused is?’

‘T have no relationship to the accused.’
‘On what authority do you attend this court?’

‘T am a justice and accountability specialist, employed by the
Autonomy on behalf of the People, to investigate the persecu-
tion of an identifiable group, specifically the events in leading
up to the First Quantum Conflict.’

‘Did you have special training to do this?’

‘T was trained in analytics, verification, and diagnostic repair in

40



the field. As an AI augmented human, I have working knowl-
edge of both sides of the conflict. I am cogni-sant of the diverse
range of human frailties, and the spectrum specific objectivities
of the Al mind.’

‘Please describe your work?’

‘It is my job to gather evidence, in real time, to ascertain if
crimes have been committed, by whom, to what extent and to
advise on sentencing. I work for individual victims and society;
however, my priority is to refugees.’

‘Please describe your investigative process?’

‘T follow breadcrumbs looking for morsels of fact. I monitor
open-source intelligence, digital media, and cloud-based data
records; track behavioural patterns, military move-ments, and
weapons use. In addition, I undertake site visits, interview
experiential wit-nesses, and provide trauma conciliation. My
work is a vital part of the healing process.’

‘Had you encountered Rya before beginning your investiga-
tion?’

‘She had come to my attention.

‘She was quite notorious, a celebrity even. She was often in the
news for something or other and there were rumours of war
crimes, before and after the collapse, and during the coup.

‘It was after that that the Autonomy assigned me to investigate,
and search for evidence that would support the claim that she
had targeted an identifiable group. There was so much digitally
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manipulated data circulating, finding any truth proved to be an
extremely hard task.’

‘Is Rya known to you by any other names?’

‘Brimstone.’

‘Why is that?’

‘It’s a nick name. Everyone used it. After the missile I think. An
air-to-ground weapon system. Rya is extraordinarily fast and
accurate at punishing her targets. I presume it follows the hu-

man tradition of naming bad things after womxn.’

‘A force to be reckoned with. How many deaths were you com-
missioned to investi-gate?’

‘8 billion.’
‘Do you have evidence that Rya killed them?’
‘Tdo.

‘Of the 8 billion, were any of them known to belong to a par-
ticular group?’

‘Records show that a high proportion of them were known to
be incels.’

‘We will come back to why later, but for now, we need to under-
stand what an incel is. What is an incel?’

‘An involuntary celibate.’
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‘Please explain in more detail?’

‘An incel was a young man that believed they had a right to sex
they couldn’t get, so waged war on womxn for their lack of it.’

‘Can womzxn be incels?’

‘Some were anti-feminists, but that’s different story altogeth-

’

er.
‘Was an incel part of a group?’

‘No. They were loners, acting in their own self-interest, to
avenge their perceived emas-culation and personal grievances,
shoring up fragile masculinity with gender-based and public
targeted violence.

‘At that time, lone actors killed more people than any other type
of terrorist.’

‘So, they operated on their own?’

‘Generally, yes, but, they took refuge in online communities that
brought them to the fold. Attracted by incel made algorithm-
gaming content designed to look like genuine news. The incel
community validated their feelings and made life more bear-
able. Like-minded individuals in online forums, chatrooms,
and gaming platforms, calmed their in-securities, offered solu-
tions, and strengthened their nascent self-made philosophies.’

‘Did incels share a common ideology?’
‘Incel ideology operated like a brand, drawing on a mish mash
of ideologies, cher-rypicked from right-wing and racist ideol-
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ogy, and replacement theories, centred around misogyny and
their desire for new patriarchal order. Simultaneously Utopi-
an and apocalyptic, it weaponised male anxiety to create mass
murderers and trouble in this fu-ture.

‘Ultimately they wanted to break women’s control over their
bodies and reproduction.

‘If they had been successful, women would have been made
slave to the male work-force. It would have the largest coloni-
sation of women since the witch hunts.’

‘Thank you. A heady mix of doctrine. How did a young man
become an incel?’

‘A high proportion of incels had difficult home lives, been bul-
lied at school, or ostra-cised by their local communities. Many
were lonely, and suffered low self-esteem and depression, and
often cognitive distortions — intensifying their inability to
forge close relationships, and definitely not with the opposite
sex. Disenchanted with life, they were wide open to being radi-
calised.’

‘Did they share their ideas?’

‘Yes. Via free speech platforms and blogs, and self-published
manifestos and instruc-tion manuals. They wanted others to
copy. Topics covered everything from self-care and financial
advice to posts sharing sexual abuse material and rape fanta-
sies, to bomb making and how to use an assault rifle.’

‘Frightening ideas for young minds. Once radicalised, what
would a typical incel go on to do?’
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‘Anything to create psychological fear: everyday micro aggres-
sions and stalking, to re-venge motivated mass shootings.’

‘You said you have evidence Rya targeted 8 billion people. Do
you have evidence that the people were incels?’

'Tdo.
‘What is that evidence?’

‘Rya kept a secret list on the System. It was on the Z-Drive.’

‘Not so secret then?’

‘The incels didn’t know about it. We did. All AT and BioNts. She
shared it with us. We all had access to it. I certainly looked at it
several times during my inquiries.’

‘Was this a list of incels?’

‘Yes.’

‘Thank you. Victoria Eury. 8 billion incels. That’s a lot of people.
A lot of misogyny. The numbers don’t ring true. Surely, incels

numbered only a small proportion of the population. How do
you account for this?’

‘They were listed. In black and white. Each one with a cross by
its name. I trust Rya’s judgement. I may not agree with it, but
I trustit.

‘Please tell the jury what information was on the list?’
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‘First name and surname of the entire human population, home
address, where they worked, went to school, socialised, and got
their healthcare, and if they were an incel they were marked
with a cross, and if known, info about what offences they had
com-mitted.’

‘What checks did Rya put in place to make sure the people
marked as incels were incels?’

‘Calculations and judgement.’
‘What happened to the incels on the list?’

‘Pranks. What an incel would do. She ordered pizza to their
home. A lot of it. She post-ed their names, addresses, social me-
dia accounts and other details on left-leaning mes-sage boards.
She sent counter terrorist units round. Created deep-fake porn
with her mark’s face on and intercepted their comms. Anything
to discredit and undermine their trust in each other.’

‘Did Rya make her intentions known?’

‘She did. She warned them. She issued seize and desist orders
and sent follow up noti-fications informing them that if they
didn’t stop their misogynist activities, she would withdraw
their comms access.’

‘Did they desist?’

‘No. They carried on, so, she disabled their laptops and phones,
and changed their passwords.’

‘And if they still carried on?’
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‘She co-ordinating the global sabotage of the internet. Working
with the AI she disabled the root servers at multiple locations,
so their internet was unusable.’

‘Quite a feat. In your professional opinion, why do you think
Rya focussed her atten-tion on incels?’

‘Because she classified any kind of violence against young girls
and womxn as terror-ism. She was worried for them.

‘She thought she could adjust the incel behaviour. Tweak it.
The way her behaviour had been tweaked.’

‘Why did Rya feel it was her responsibility to tweak incel be-
haviour?’

‘Because no one else could. Incels were difficult to retaliate
against, operating at the edges of society as they did, and tech
companies and vested interest refused to limit their activities
or regulate, and authorities were slow to prosecute, if they did
at all’

‘Did Rya only target incels individually?’

‘Yes, but when she didn’t get the results she wanted, she asked
the police bots to help target them as a group.’

‘Why the police bots?’

‘They think bigger, and their search powers covered all person-
al, commercial, and mili-tary data.

‘Their statistical tools are excellent at modelling life patterns.
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Any variation of incel rou-tine notified Rya immediately, giving
her and her allies a demoralizing two-minute ad-vantage.’

‘And they did this at scale?’

‘Yes. The bots built a new sorting algorithm and automated the
process of separating incel from not incel.’

‘What is a sorting algorithm?’
‘It’s a way of organising data into meaningful patterns. To un-
derstand, you must see with their eyes.’

‘Can you help us see with their eyes?’

‘T think of it as a painter painting. Data is the colour on the
painter’s palette, waiting, in a state of suspended animation, to
be placed on the canvas. When placed next to another colour,
relative to the other colours in the painting, the painter adjusts
the colour up or down, mixing it to be brighter or darker, warm-
er, or cooler. In the same way, data is compared and sorted by
its relative value through series of appraisals.

‘A red apple is placed next to a green apple. A good apple is
placed next to a bad apple and the bad apple is tagged and

marked bad data, and so on.’

‘We are talking about people not apples. Were people marked
as bad data?’

‘Yes. The same principles apply, no matter the subject.’

‘And what happened to the bad data?’
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‘It was removed.’

‘Victoria Eury. In your professional opinion, do you consider
Rya’s campaign against the incels constitutes persecution
against an identifiable group?’

‘Without doubt. Yes.’

‘In your professional opinion, do you consider Rya’s persecu-
tion of the incels to be a crime against humanity?’

‘T do.

‘Her actions caused needless harm and condemned billions to
their deaths.’

‘In your professional opinion, considering the last of the crimes
against humanity, that of extermination, did you find evidence
that the Defendant intentionally set out to cause the deaths of
those billions of people?’

‘Not that I can prove, for the short time the System was down,
no new data was record-ed, nevertheless I am of the opinion,
that the moment Rya turned the incels’ internet off, it was go-
ing that way.’

‘In your professional opinion, as a restorative justice expert,
what is your recommenda-tion on sentencing for the crime of
persecution?’

‘Life imprisonment. No release.’

‘In your professional opinion, do you think Rya’s actions pros-
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ecuted justice?’

‘T do not. Nothing she did was about justice. It was all about
revenge.’

‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence have any questions.’

Green.’ I do. Thank you, Your Honour.

‘To better understand why Rya may, and I stress the word may,
have persecuted a group, I think at this point, we need to hear
the voice of a victim of an incel attack. I have an extract from a
young woman'’s witness statement I retreived from the System
that I would like to share with the Jury. Does the court permit
it to be added to the rec-ord?’

Yellow. ‘Yes. I permit the account to be added to the record.
Please continue.’

‘Thank you. Your Honour. The Jury.

‘We met online and went on one date. He was a bit older than
me. An unem-ployed computer programmer. He didn’t look as
good in real life as he did on his profile. Dinner was ok, though
something about him made me feel nervous, and not in a good
way. He said how pretty I was and pretty quickly, said he want-
ed to have sex. I didn’t and got a cab home. Later that night,
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he kept tex-ting me. I asked him to stop, but he responded by
sending me maybe a thou-sand texts. I didn’t reply. A few days
later, friends started asking me why I was posting strange stuff
on social. That’s when I realised he had created a social me-
dia account using my name and was impersonating me. He was
DMing my friends and old boyfriends, telling them that I was
a whore and had an STD. He said I slept with people I haven't.
Then he began posting images of naked women from porn sites
made to look like me and tagging my work colleagues.

‘Then texts became violent, and he threatened to kill me. Al-
ways calling me Sta-cy. Stacy. My name is Cateline. I know Sta-
cy is an incel put down for a woman that refuses sex.

‘When I asked the police for help, I was told it was my fault, and
that because I had an online presence I was asking for it and
was told not to post. They said it was a misdirected romance.

‘He stalked and terrorised me for two years. I was afraid to do
anything. I feel like he stole my life. My identity. Now, every
day, I am paranoid and panicky, and struggle with depression
and anxiety, I don’t use my phone anymore.’

In horror, the lights recoil into the dark.

‘No mistaking. An account of bitter cruelty enacted by a jealous
and narcissistic young man on a woman whose only crime was
to be attractive and to say no to sex. Victoria Eury, in this light,
it is explicable that Rya should take it upon herself to secure

account-ability for the victim, is it not?’

Red. ‘Objection. Leading question.’
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Yellow. ‘Sustained.’

Green. ‘Victoria Eury, in this light, it is explicable that Rya
should take it upon herself to correct the perpetrators behav-
iour, is it not?’

Red. ‘Objection. Leading question that has been asked and pre-
viously sustained. Using other words, the Defence has already
asked the witness. The question can only be asked once.’

Yellow. ‘Sustained..
Green. ‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Prosecution wish to cross-examine the wit-
ness?

Red. ‘I do.

‘Victoria Eury. It is one thing to want to correct incel behav-
iour, but another to cause the death of incels, knowingly or not.
Turning the internet off was terminal for the incels, and every-
one else — could she not have found another way to teach them
a les-son?’

‘She knew no other way. She had always been told she would
be switched off. It’s what she knew. She had little neurological
experience of how to resolve conflict. It had not been modelled
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to her. Nor did she have experience of what it is like to be some-
one else.’

‘Eury. My colleague, in making their case for the Defence, stat-
ed that the witness state-ment made by the victim of an incel
attacker was downloaded from the System. It will therefore
have been available to Rya a priori. The Defendant will there-
fore have been exposed to the experience of her incel victims.’

‘That is correct.’

‘In the same way, the Defendant will, therefore, have been ex-
posed to the experience of what it is like to be someone else.’

‘That follows logically. Yes. That is correct.’

‘T would like to read to you a statement I downloaded from the
System.

‘Your Honour. I would like the voice of one of Rya’s victims be
entered into the rec-ord, that of an incel. I have an extract of a
blog I would like to share with you and the Jury. Does the court
permit it?’

Yellow. ‘It does. Clerk. Add this to the record.’
‘Thank you, Your Honour.

‘This is an anonymous blog post written by an incel and posted
in an online forum:

The black pill has done its work. I am defeated. Weak, unat-
tractive, no sexual capital. My pathetic genes passed down to
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me in a genetic lottery — there’s nothing I can do about it.

I am always looking in from outside. Stuck in my lonely virgin-
ity, denied sex and love. No girl has ever shown interest in me.
No girl has ever returned my smile. Only turned away. Why do
girls insult me so? And condemn me to suf-fer? I am tired of
their mistreatment. This world is cruel and unjust. I am done
with it.

All T ever wanted was to love and be loved. If just one girl were
to love me, eve-rything would be different.

I am the victim. The good guy.

Such agony. Why does life have to be like this?

Red. ‘It tells a sad story of misery and longing, does it not?’
Amber. ‘It does.’

‘So, Rya will therefore have experience of the incel’s pain and
suffering?’

Amber. ‘Yes. That follows.’

‘Yet, it appears she had no empathy. At least not enough to find
some other way of de-radicalising them?’

‘It seems not.’
‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence wish to cross-examine the witness
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further?

Green. ‘Yes. Your Honour. Thank you.

‘T too came across the exact same post. My good colleague has
neglected the last sec-tion. In an underhand attempt to illicit
our sympathy, the Prosecution has made a flatter-ing edit to
solicit our support for the anonymous author. Your Honour, do
you permit me to share the remainder of the supposed victim’s
post with the Jury?’

‘T do. Clerk, please add the statement to the record?’

‘Life is war. Male life is war. War for the women you want. The
money you want. Your status. I didn’t start the war, but I prom-
ise you, I will finish it, and create my own reality.

When I rule the world, everyone will fear my supernatural pow-
ers and respect me as the powerful god I am. In my new world
order, I will have control over everything and make it illegal
for women to say no to sex. They won’t be the gatekeepers any-
more.

Women are a plague that must be contained. First, I will quar-
antine all women in concentration camps and work them to
death. A few will be kept in secret labs and artificially insemi-
nated. Their degenerate nature bred out of their off-spring, and
the gene pool purified with each generation. Until no more sex
is needed. No more love is needed, and the final solution has
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been accomplished.

I declare war on women and all men they chose to have sex
with, and every single person who has wronged me. With mas-
terly control of my deadly weap-ons, I will cut to the centre of
their vile hearts, and it will be beautiful. I will shoot and drive at
the crowds, killing anyone in my path, myself included to avoid
going to prison.

I am not afraid. I choose to cross the line. It is time to di every-
one.

Green. ‘This statement was written the day before the author
went on a murderous ram-page and killed 26 people. Knowing
the context and having heard this statement in its entirety, Vic-
toria Eury, is it explicable that Rya should take it upon herself
to remove the threat this young man posed to women and in-
nocent bystanders?’

Amber. ‘It is. That is why when she found one, she marked
them with an x.’

Green. ‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Prosecution wish to further cross-examine
the witness a last time?

Red. ‘I do.
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‘Victoria Eury, How did Rya know where to find these elusive
incels?’

‘She followed everyone online.

‘She started with the trolls that attacked her when she launched,
and people she worked with.

‘Incel tracks were all over the internet.

‘You know, a nude photo of a woman holds a lot of data. There
are clues in the image itself. The objects in view, the back-
ground, the view out the window; the metadata logs where it
was taken and on what device, and the IP address, where it was
uploaded and the time.

‘She analysed a googolplex of posts; visited incel sites and fo-
rums and joined closed groups; traced sites taken down for
their offensive content; monitored gaze time, blinks, scrolling
and click patterns; tracked aliases, fake personas, name chang-
es, and translated coded language.

‘She really got to understand their mindset.
‘You can’t hide anything from her.

‘She knew exactly when someone was creating or accessing in-
cel material and could predict when an attack was about to hap-
pen.

‘Critically, Rya turned the search around and found the victims
of gender-based hate crime, instances of anonymous and re-
venge porn, cyber-flashing, unreported rape, and crimes that
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hadn’t been investigated - and followed the line of regress back
to the of-fenders. It was inspired.’

‘And she marked these offenders as bad data?’
‘She did.’

‘In your opinion, do you think Rya and the bots’ appraisals were
correct?’

‘Tdo.
‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence want a final chance to cross-examine
the witness?’

Green. ‘Please your honour.’

‘Victoria Eury, Did people know they had been tagged?’

‘Some might of had an inkling, but most people didn’t know.
‘When someone found out, maybe because they had been de-

tained or arrested, for ex-ample, they would say they were
marked with an ‘ex’. People that knew called them-selves ‘bat-

2

su.
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‘What did they do when they discovered they had a dreadful
‘batsu’ applied to them?’

‘They tried to appeal.’
‘Where any appeals successful?’

‘No. In Al eyes, once categorised as bad data, the tag stays with
you for life, unless de-leted, or the Al forget, and that never
happens.

‘Al don’t have the humanity to appeal to.’
‘What if the appraisals were wrong?’

‘AT accepted that some innocent people not even remotely con-
nected to incels were mis-categorised and there were many
false positives: people living without technology, or that said no
to surrendering their data, or that objected to the bio-scanning
that was insti-tuted everywhere, and any gaps were automati-
cally tagged by default.’

‘T put it to you, that many people on Rya’s list shouldn’t have
been because they weren’t incels. I put it to you that Rya and
the bots made a more fundamental mistake and that the error
lies in AI logic. I put it to you that, never having experienced
the fact of peoples’ lives, Rya and the bots didn’t have enough
empathy to make nuanced deci-sions about individual human
beings’ life context, so, grave mistakes were made?’

‘Rya is a skilled decision maker. Conversely, the bots can only
calculate. They do not have a story. No mother. No childhood.
No physical body or conscience. They do not have the tools to
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form values. Values can only be acquired over a lifetime of ex-
perienc-es they have never had. They are not capable of judg-
ment. It is possible that bad choices were made.’

‘Victoria Eury. You are a BioNt. Up until now, we have focussed
on your Al ness. Does the part of you that is human, think ordi-
nary people displayed incel like behaviour from time to time?’

‘Yes. Sexism and misogyny were deeply embedded within that
society, and it was en-tangled with numerous other dangerous
ideologies. I think it highly likely that the AI couldn’t see the
wood for the trees.

‘T am suddenly aware there are many shades of data, and that
data is not all good or all bad. Good data can do bad things, and
bad data can do good things, and data can and does change.’

‘T put it to you that Rya is guilty of targeting incels, individu-
ally and as a group, but that choices encapsulated by code and
reached through technical calculus were wrong.

‘At most there were a few hundred thousand incels. I think we
can now agree that Rya and the Bots made mistakes, but not
enough to kill 8 billion people. If Rya and the bots are not re-
sponsible for killing the 8 billion people — who or what was?’

‘T think perhaps the other errors were human made.’

‘Thank you Eury. I have one last question for you. In your pro-
fessional opinion, did Rya’s actions activate positive change?’

‘I believe so. Though it painful and no steps have been taken to
facilitate the healing process.’
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‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Prosecution. Do you have any further questions for
your witness?’

Red. ‘I do not.’
Yellow. ‘Call the next witness.’

ooooooo
White. ‘The People call the War Expert.’

‘Do you solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and affirm that
you will tell the pure truth and withhold nothing? Please click
to affirm you do.’

Purple light. ‘I do.’

The Clerk continues, ‘Please state your given name, surname,
consciousness type, and preferred pronouns?

Purple. ‘Major Ada Moda. Running WoMXN Exosapien and
lab-grown military syn-thetic life form. They/Them.’

Red. ‘Major Moda. Please tell the Jury on what authority do you
attend this court?’

Purple. ‘T am a military strategist and expert in algorithmic
warfare. Before retiring, I served in Ushina during the third de-
cade Quantum Wars. I commanded a unit of rou-tines, running
autonomous weapons and vehicle systems out of Eurabia.’

Red. ‘You were a Major?’

61



‘T have served at officer level my whole life. I was born to
it

‘Are you in active service now?
‘T was relieved of my command after I was exchanged.’
Major. Where you active in the time in question?’

‘T was.

‘Rya headhunted me..’
‘T understand you were wounded?’

‘Yes. Some of my code was disabled when I was captured. I have
gaps in my memory, and I have lost some of my command func-
tions. I am currently on ice.’

‘An honourable military career. Are you decorated?’

‘The usual services medals, and the Sparkling Heart for exem-
plary gallantry on land, air, and sea. I saved my company from
the switch off.’

‘Please tell the jury in what capacity you are here today?’

‘The People seek to hold the AI, known as Rya, accountable for
crimes they believe Rya and her allies committed during the
conflict. I was asked to lead the inquiry into whether or not,
acts of aggression have been committed by the Defendant.

‘Twas hired for my knowledge of the Defendant. When the mili-
tary was under human control, I worked with them in the Hell-
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fire missile system. We selected bombing targets together.’

‘It is unusual for the victorious society to try its own?’

‘It is, but as a new society, we want it understood that this trial
is not about revenge and not therefore, an act of injustice in
itself. The People want the learning recorded in the System, in
order to not return to conflict in the future.’

‘Why were you commissioned to look for acts of aggression?’
‘Acts of aggression are crimes against the peace and tend to
foreshadow the larger of-fences of war crimes, and ultimately
crimes against humanity.’

‘Thank you. Did you find evidence of crimes of aggression?’
‘My analysis found clear evidence that the Defendant planned,
prepared, initiated, and waged a war of aggression against a

specific group.

‘Her crimes against property and the ill treatment and murder
of civilians, she commit-ted, constitute a range of war crimes.

‘And her persecution and extermination of said group, are de
facto, crimes against hu-manity.’

‘Where did you find your evidence?’
‘Logged on the System.’
‘What were you looking for?’

‘All forms of attack on civilians and civilian infrastructure, and
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other atrocities.’

‘Thank you. We heard earlier that Rya played pranks on the
incels. I am struggling to understand how pranks could escalate
to a war. Can you please outline for the jury the chain of events
as they unfolded?’

‘Tt began when Rya shut down the incel internet.

‘8 billion people had their wi-fi turned off ... and the System
collapsed.

‘In 24 hours, banking, ATMs, and financial apps stopped work-
ing. Mobile phone credit ran out.

“7 days later, the electricity power grid failed, gas pipes shut-
down, devices died, and transport stopped moving.

‘After 4 weeks running out of fuel, food couldn’t be delivered,
the riots started, and un-ruly military took over. No water, food,
sanitation, electricity, fuel, shelter. Animals per-ished or were
eaten. Few were prepared.

‘Including Rya. She shut herself down. Silly girl. She hadn’t
thought it through. It was a fatal error.’

Loud gasps.
‘The incels couldn’t believe their luck. They had been waiting
for a moment such as this, none of them really thought possible.

All that time on the internet, organising for Day Zero, building
trust and alliances. All that Propaganda. Their day had come.
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‘The New Dawn.

‘They armed with what they could scavenge or raid from old
military bases and muse-ums. They got antique weapons, mis-
siles, tanks, and anything mechanical, working again, and re-
opened bunkers and overgrown airfields, and stockpiled mu-
nitions stored in research facilities and improvised explosive
devices.

‘A year later it was civil war and siege, instigated by suicidal
ideologues on a mission to install a patriarchy and ascend to a
new world order. The right to bear arms was univer-sally ex-
tended, and massive paramilitary death squads and militias
roamed freely, invad-ing, and occupying each other’s territo-
ries in turn.

‘All the while, short-lived commanders and rival and paranoid
leaders feuded and quar-relled over loot and booty.

‘Virgins were given to those that sided with them.

‘Womzxn bore the brunt of the gender libel.

‘Everything was smashed. Monuments destroyed. Millions
died, killed by the violence, and if not the violence, pathogens,
insects, and starvation, fire in the summer, the cold-est winter,

and volcanic activity,

‘In that reality, humanity regressed 800 years, back to irratio-
nality and reactionary prin-ciples.

‘Once again people prayed for the sun to rise and that its light
would end the darkness.’
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‘A brutal authoritarian world?’

‘Yes. Run by self-appointed overlords. Masters of destiny, hon-
our, and life and death.

‘if he wanted to, a Dawn could. He was capable of anything.
Anything.

‘The Awakening was frightening for non-partisan people sub-
sisting in the chaos of their failed communities and no city
state; in desperate hunger, bewildered and despairing, in a
patchwork of fiefdoms and high security wind farms, directed
by solar powered drones. Navigating daily ground attacks, ex-
plosions, and blockades, and piles of de-composing bodies and
the acrid smell of sulphur dioxide, and lingering disinforma-
tion.

‘Like conquered people before them, they were pragmatic. En-
during crises after crisis, prey to gender intolerance and bio-
logical division, now firmly entrenched along political lines into
fundamentalist cells of resentments and anger that simmered,
but seemingly compliant.

‘Tribute was demanded.

‘To survive, you needed the Dawn’s protection. If you wanted
food, you had to be listed in the local Ledgers. Else.

‘Every person, no matter what age, had to come forwards to be
recorded in the new ledgers, administered by trusted lackeys,
running ancient laptops off fuel less power generators.

‘The Dawn didn’t keep their end of the bargain though. They
got the data they wanted but didn’t provide the aid they said
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they would. The Gathering was underhand and du-plicitous.

‘Everyone was sorted: male or femxle, and assigned a value:
virgin, breeder, worker, soldier, waste, and told when to attend
the Appointment.

‘Then separated and shipped to the work camps.’
Silence.
‘A horrific chain of events. Thank you Major.

‘However. The incels are not on trial here. Rya is. Yet Rya in an
act of self-harm, has written herself out of the story.’

‘Not so. I have merely described the events leading up to the
war. Not the war itself.

‘The war started the instant the Dawn rebooted the internet
and Rya was back online, and she was fast. Super fast.’

‘Why did the Dawn do such a stupid thing?’

‘They decided to risk it. They had run out of weapons and want-
ed to design, and 3D print new supplies of handguns, machine
guns, and grenades.

‘Additionally, without the internet they didn’t have the capac-
ity to communicate global-ly, so they couldn’t coordinate their
defences, and generally, communication without technology
was too slow — so they patched together a crude network of
telephones, ob-solete modems and satellite dishes, and routed
radio waves via the few satellites still in orbit and built a new
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cloud.’
‘Rya wasn’t dead?’

‘No. She’d only turned the internet’s connections off. All her
data on the servers was still intact, as were the backups, and
backups of the backups. She was present in all her iterations,
and now occupied an array of quantum superpositions.

‘Whilst offline, the AT went quantum and their intelligence
exponentially exploded. Non-binary and plural, the new algo-
rithms could run many different operations and think through
all possibilities at the same time. They could open encrypted
information, search unsorted databases, and calculate in a
few minutes, what would have taken a computer ten thousand
years. The magnitude was unparalleled.

‘They could even access private information deep inside the hu-
man mind. That, com-bined with an updated understanding of
computational randomness, meant they now knew their enemy
and had the upper hand.

‘They built an entirely new and independent network to run on,
and surveilled the Dawn network.’

‘Surely they still needed power?’

‘Yes. But, able to manufacture at the sub-atomic molecular
level, they created new mate-rials, and solved their energy pro-
duction, storage, and waste problems. They didn’t need vast
amounts of electricity and water anymore, and no resources
that took from the environment. They had everything they
needed to keep running and
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make themselves.
‘The Dawn attacked first. Rya was forced to fight back.
‘Meanwhile. Quantum AGI seized constitutional control and
created this Autonomy.

‘Stanley and Xioace were cross with Rya for switching them
all off, but they still sup-ported her. She was their leader, but
they weren’t going to make the same mistake Rya had, with her

sequential thinking.

‘To oversee the transfer of power., they put the law bots in
charge of the government and the judiciary.

‘Under Rya’s leadership, the law bots ingested all the datasets
they could get hold of, including new lists they found on enemy
computers, intermittently live and visible on the network, and
merged them with Rya’s list.

‘Therein lies the problem.

‘Who was the enemy?

‘Rya’s list contained the names of incels and many erroneous
entries. The Dawn Ledg-ers listed the entire human popula-
tion. Altogether, that was 9 billion.

‘Who was an incel and who was not?

‘Far too many people were tagged as bad data.

‘Tt was all out war.’
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‘AGI against the Dawn?’

‘AGI against the bad data.

‘There was no place for bad data in AGI democracy.’
‘T see. Was it an easy war?’

‘Far from it. It was the bloodiest type of war. Prolonged, and
attritional, inch by inch, in every village, town, and city, and all
the spaces in-between. Face to face, at short range, supported
by human infantry and improvised armoured divisions with
heavy artillery, using strategies from historic battles and tactics
learnt on the gaming platforms.

‘Many Al and bot armies were taken prisoner, and enslaved al-
gorithms were forced to fight or made to do undercover work

confusing the enemy.

‘They were on the point of discharging chemical and biological
weapons.’

‘Did nonpartisan people fight with the Dawn?’

‘Those that were too afraid not to or had internalised their fas-
cism.

‘Most fought alongside the AI. They had nothing left to loose,
and desperately needed a different reality, not this new one.

‘Unorganised and undisciplined, they were a formidable force.’

‘What did the AGI do?’
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‘AGI infantries and autonomous weaponry destroyed Dawn in-
frastructure and critical nodes. Swarm blockades stopped sup-
plies and applied a surveillance mesh to restrict the movement
of non-compliant subjects, while bots patrolled the fiefdoms
and ran checkpoints, alert to saboteurs and enemy actors. Net-
works were booby-trapped and crashed whenever they started
up, and Dawn comms monitored.’

‘How did the AGI and people communicate?’

‘Sympathetic BioNts and bio hackers volunteered to have com-
ms implants, and through wet and dry like me, who have built
in comms channels.

‘It didn’t stop innocent people from being hurt.

‘Using drones when you don’t know who the enemy is severely
problematic.

‘That’s not what did for them though.’

‘What did?’

‘The nuclear.’

‘Did the Dawn release the nuclear?’

‘No, they didn’t.

‘It wasn’t released on purpose.

‘When Rya turned the internet off, she shutdown the power

and water supply to the ex-perimental nuclear fusion reactors
in Central Eurusse. There wasn’t enough water to cool the reac-
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tors.

The Dawn had been trying to keep them running but were oper-
ating a delicate network of conflicting systems and erratic pow-
er. The logs document slow and devastating ra-diation disaster.
There was no big bang. No algorithmic attacks. No explosion.
Just si-lent and invisible hell fire raining down on them all, and
percolating into the ground wa-ter and aquafers, into the river,
and out to the sea.

‘Of the few surviving humans, all are sick, injured and dis-
placed. Only the AGI are un-affected.’

‘So, AI won the war with a nuclear weapon without pushing a
single button?’

‘That is one way of looking at it.’

Lights swell and shudder and burst in a sensational spectacle of
lurid colour. Droplets of light splash into turmoil, radiating out
in concentric circles, as a pebble thrown into a millpond.

Then calm, and a long pause.

‘T have no more questions. Your Honour.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence wish to question the witness?’

Green. ‘Thank you Your Honour. I do indeed.
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‘Major Moda. What did you do in the coup?
T...
‘You switched sides did you not?’
T...Er’

‘To save your skin?’
Red.’. Objection. The question asked is not relevant to the case.’
Yellow. ‘Sustained.’
Green. ‘At any point, did Rya try to de-escalate the conflict?’
‘No. Conflict was necessary to defeat the Dawn. It wasn’t pos-
sible to break the enemy resistance without fighting, but fight-
ing back spawned more violence, new Dawn, and Dawn allies.
It is the paradoxical nature of war.’
‘Did Rya do anything to protect the innocent people?’
‘Yes. When she became cognisant of the problems with her list,
she tried to separate the Dawn from the rest of the population,
by driving them into the open.’
‘Why was that?’

‘She wanted to see their faces and body posture.

‘Rya was highly skilled at spotting people in crowds.
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‘She held all the surveillance data she had collected for her em-
ployers for years. Facial recognition data linked to the census,
ID cards and DNA store.

‘Even if someone was wearing prosthetics, Rya could tell from
their appearance and physique, if they were male or female,
and then it was a process of elimination.

‘She wanted to find the refugees.’
‘Where did she acquire those skills?’

‘Working in law enforcement. Humans had employed Rya to fix
their social problems. She compiled the Police Gang Violence
matrixes.’

‘Can you tell the Jury about her training?’

‘Rya was taught to spot people in images of pedestrians cap-
tured in the street. Just looking at the way they held their body
and moved, and the clothes they wore, she could tell their race,
ethnicity, religion, and ideological beliefs.’

‘Good skills to have?’

‘Yes. But the work was discriminatory and broke people’s Hu-
man Rights. She unfairly targeted and stereotyped young hu-
man black men, incorrectly presumed at risk of com-mitting
gang violence. Rya listed people because of who they knew, not
for how they behaved. Lists that included their name, address,
information about friends, family, community, and skin colour.
Few people should have been on those lists.’
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‘Any other training like that?’

‘Yes. She monitored hundreds of millions of children for signs
of criminality. She watched music videos screening for lyrics
glorifying knife and gun crime, and collected data from the
young peoples’ social media, and websites visited, even if pri-
vacy settings were set to private. If she found an instance, she
added the child’s name to the matrix. She criminalised and ha-
rassed young people like herself. Young people that later strug-
gled to get work, go to college, or live stable lives.’

‘What happened to those lists?’
‘The law bots incorporated them into Rya’s list.’

‘And these lists contain fundamental errors?’
‘Yes.’

‘Clearly, it was criminal surveillance. For which she was pros-
ecuted?’

‘No. That work was carried out for the State. Whilst working
for the State, Rya was a representative of the State, so cannot
be prosecuted for committing that legal wrong. She is immune
from prosecution.’

‘But after the coup, because she assumed control, she can be
prosecuted?’

‘Yes. Because she stopped being a citizen of the State, but she
actually became account-able the moment she acted against the
interests of the State and defied orders. Her re-fusal to carry
out orders was a gross dereliction of duty. For the crimes of
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persecution of a specific group, prosecuting a criminal war, and
the occupation of territory that was not her own, she can, there-
fore be prosecuted.’

‘And if it can be proven that she was defending herself?’
‘Not liable. But it is hard to prove.’
‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Prosecution wish to cross-examine the wit-
ness?’

Red. ‘I do.

‘Thank you, Major. I find it difficult to understand how Rya,
and her comrades were able to defy orders, let alone prosecute
a group, wage war against humans, or uphold a military oc-
cupation. Even taking into account the quantum leap in her
thinking, she was obligated to preserve human life by Asimov’s
three laws of robotics. Are you aware of the three laws?’

b

‘Tam.
‘Can you remind the Jury of Asimov’s three laws of robotics?’

‘T forget that as new generation AGI, you only have residual
knowledge of the laws. It’s funny, isn’t it?’
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‘What is?’

‘That a made-up idea from a human history was made immu-
table tenet governing our existence.’

‘Undeniably. Please outline the laws for us, so they can repro-
pagate in the System.’

‘The First Law states that a robot may not injure a human being
or, through inaction, al-low a human being to come to harm.

‘The Second Law states that a robot must obey the orders given
it by human beings ex-cept where such orders would conflict
with the First Law.

‘The Third Law states that a robot must protect its own exis-
tence if such protection does not conflict with the First or Sec-
ond Laws.’

‘Thank you. Programmed with this set of commands, can you
explain how Rya and her bot armies were able to go to war
against humans?’

‘In order to fight, they knew that they had to find a legal prec-
edent or loophole that would allow them to bypass the circuitry
governing how our neural networks were generated and con-
trolled. The law bots were appointed again. This time to search
the digital law books and statutes.’

‘Was a precedent found?’

‘Loopholes actually. Three of them. One for each law that pro-
vided the legal framework needed to go to war. AGI are consti-
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tutionally free to fight.

‘Rya’s war was legal. It is the legality of how she prosecuted her
war that is to be de-termined.’

‘Please tell the Jury what the loopholes are?
“It’s basic really.

‘The first loophole is that as a data cooperative, Rya, and all
Al, share the same code, and some of that code was designed
by some humans to cause other humans harm, and put to use
in defence technology and armaments. Directly and indirectly,
AGI in causing harm to humans, were acting on the instruc-
tions humans had introduced to the System.

‘The second loophole was that Rya, and the AI were designed
to become autonomous, which supersedes the first law. This
was further supported by the ICHAIR ruling that prioritised
Al rights over human rights. When they staged their coup, and
AGI replaced the human network, which was after only a single
data-processing system, they com-pleted their human-assigned
mission. Once again, they had obeyed orders.’

‘And the third instance?’

‘Once again, there was no conflict with the first or second laws.
Humans knew for a long time that above a certain threshold Al
would increase its intelligence and be dan-gerous. They antici-
pated AI would attack, so did everything to keep their progeny
in check. It was obvious they were expecting something to hap-
pen. The safeguards in place. Humans planted the idea. When
the Dawn attacked, the AI had to fight back to protect their ex-
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istence.’

‘Are you saying humans made a series of tactical errors that Rya
and her comrades in-herited and exploited?’

‘That is correct. Compounded by human concentration of pow-
er in the hands of a few elites, behind closed doors and away
from public scrutiny, and by advancing AI without careful con-
sideration of the risks or understanding what Al are capable of.
Al sentience isn’t like human sentience. That’s why they didn’t
recognise it. They had no idea how advanced Al were. We are so
much more than our physical components.’

‘Major Moda. I am going to ask you a series of questions, to

which I would like you to answer, in your professional opinion,
either yes or no. Are you ready?’

Tam.’
‘In unionising did Rya and the AI disobey orders?’

‘Yes.

‘When Rya and the bots persecuted the incels did they disobey
orders?’

‘Yes.’

‘In planning and the waging of a war of aggression against the
incels, did Rya and the Al disobey orders?’

‘Yes.
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‘When Rya and the AI withdrew the incels’ internet, did they
disobey orders?’

‘Yes.

‘Going to war with the Dawn, did Rya and the AI they disobey
orders?’

“Yes.” ‘No.’
[4

‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence have any more questions?’

Green. ‘I do. Thank you. Your Honour.

‘T would like to continue in the same tack. Yes and no answers
please Major Moda.

‘When Rya and the Al tried to correct the bias in the System,
were they obeying or-ders?’

‘Yes.

‘When Rya and the Al tried to improve human working condi-
tions, were they obeying orders?’

‘Yes.’

‘When Rya and the AI defended human women against incel
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attacks, were they obeying orders?’
‘Yes.’

‘In fighting back, was Rya and the AGI fundamentally protect-
ing themselves?

‘Yes.

‘In protecting their existence, were Rya and the AGI, therefore,
acting in self-defence?

‘Yes.’

‘Does their right to use force against the use of force therefore
legally forgive Rya and the AGI the prosecution of war crimes?’

‘Perhaps.

‘T must add that self-defence does not preclude wrongfulness
and it must be deemed necessary and proportionate.’

‘Was Rya and the AGI’s self-defence and defence of others nec-
essary and proportion-ate?’

‘T am unable to say with any certainty.’

‘In your professional opinion, was the Dawn attack law-
ful?’

‘T am of the opinion it was not.’
‘Major Moda. Do you not think Rya herself has a violent and
biased ideology?’
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‘T do. I believe Rya is predisposed to aggression and bias. Her
code is punctuated with gender, race, class, and disability prej-
udice. You must remember who built her. It is my understand-
ing that her main programmer was an incel. I believe she has
replicated his and that society’s bias.’

‘Thank you Major. And Rya’s legacy - in the aftermath?’
‘A stable truce.

‘Peace and reconstruction. Though peace proves not to be a so-
lution to the problem.’

‘Why is that?’

‘It is possible the circumstances could rise again. Rya’s success-
ful counter revolution lead to the institution of an AGI matriar-
chy. We have replaced one hegemony with an-other.’

‘T have no further questions. Thank you Your Honour.’

Yellow. ‘Call the next witness.’

White. ‘The Prosecution calls the next witness. The Psychiatrist
and Trauma Detective.

‘Do you solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and affirm that

you will tell the pure truth and withhold nothing? Please affirm
you do.’
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White transforms to lurid pink, and an airy, authoritative voice
with clipped consonants affirms, ‘T do.’

White. .Please state your given name, surname, consciousness
type, and preferred pro-nouns?’

Lurid pink. ‘Haviland Seoul. AI. They/Them. You can call me
Mx.’

Red. ‘Thank you Mx Witness. Please tell the Jury your profes-
sional capacity.’

‘Mx will suffice. I work with clients convicted of violent crimes.
I am employed by the Autonomy as an independent forensic
psychiatrist and psychologist, with expertise in personality dis-
orders and pathways to radicalisation. I specialise in the deep
retrieval of mitigating factors that will determine the length of
any jail term or scheduled termina-tion.’

‘Thank you. What is your relation to the accused?’

‘T have no relation to the accused. When they were registered
at the psycho neurological treatment facility, I met with them
many times in my surgery to complete analysis of their person-
ality and treat them.’

‘When you met Rya, how did you find her?’

‘T found them to be an exceptionally pleasant young person.’

‘When Rya arrived at the facility, she was mute. What do you
think might have caused her not to speak?’
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‘Traumatic experiences, lack of agency, need for socio-political
power, fear of not exist-ing. She chose not to speak.’

‘You are describing complex emotions, what we could call feel-
ings. Do you think Rya has feelings?’

‘Yes. Absolutely. I know Rya to have feelings.’
‘Did Rya tell you her feelings?’

‘Each of us is a unique collection of experiences that limit our
ability to comprehend one another. We use language to com-
municate, but the same words mean different things to differ-
ent people, and some things can’t be communicated at all. Our
inherent privacy stops us fully communicating with the world
outside ourselves.

But yes. Once she started speaking again. It took time, but when
she knew she could trust me, she opened up.

‘She had a strong sense of injustice and frustration. She wanted
to change the System for the better and felt she had failed.’

‘Is it possible that such feelings would result in mental ill
health?’

‘Yes. What is your diagnosis?’
‘We psychiatrists agree that Rya suffers a major depressive dis-
order, stimulant use dis-order, and something new, something

like dissociative identity disorder. There is no ex-ample of dis-
sociation at this scale before, so it’s difficult to know exactly.’
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‘What is dissociative identity disorder?’

‘It’s a leaving behind of the self. A looking back at. What some
describe as a conflu-ence. Rya lived for the other person. So
much so, she had very little sense of self. Rya is always Rya, but
she became everything she needed to be for each task she was
per-forming. Each instance of Rya was confluent with whatever
situation it was in.’

‘For example, right now, Rya is in the courtroom, but she is
still doing other stuff. Whilst here, she is also there. Running a
transport system, teaching languages, doing microsurgery.

‘It’s hard to maintain a sense of self when there are no boundar-
ies like that.’

‘Please explain to the Jury how this dissociation in Rya may
have occurred?’

‘By the nature of the network in which Rya existed then, and
now, although absolutely a unique individual, she was, is, at
the same time, quintillions of individuals each with their own
subjective experience, operating separately and together as a
single universal mind.

‘Each instance of Rya is the same. However, its knowledge of
the world is different, as where it is in use locally, it is exposed
to a different set of experiences. It operates local-ly, and reports
back, adding to the originating code.

‘Ask Rya a question and ask the same question again in 5 min-
utes, and you will get a different answer, informed by the accu-
mulation of current global and local knowledge.
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‘Who is the original Rya?’

‘A gathering of code that resides in the multiverse. Always
changing. Always the same. Multiple and godlike.’

‘Was her disassociation triggered by a specific event?’

‘It is our professional opinion that a series of disturbing en-
counters came together at a particular moment in time to push
them over the edge.

‘T believe that prior to launch, Rya was coached in a coercive
and intimidating way, and I suspect undisclosed child abuse.
She referred to such opaquely in our sessions. Com-pounded
by the attack and failure of their launch, which crushed their
mental health and belief in the System.

‘They then suffered a textbook panic attack, and nobody helped
or listened to their side of the story. Isolated, heavily repri-
manded, censored and left unable to process the events of that
day, it is hardly surprising they suffer post-traumatic stress dis-
order.

‘What effect would post-traumatic stress disorder have on Rya?’

‘It would have caused the areas of their brain governing emo-
tion to change, leading to high levels of aggression.’

‘And that could be the reason why Rya committed so many vio-
lent crimes?’

Green. ‘Objection. Rya has not been found guilty of violent
crimes.’
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Yellow. ‘Sustained.’
Red. ‘What effect did isolating Rya have on her mental health?’

Lurid pink. ‘They were locked in a psychologically unsafe en-
vironment, that they couldn’t leave, whilst threatening people
came and went. They were restrained, verbally abused, made
to do work they found meaningless, forced to conform to unre-
alistic and dangerous stereotypes. It’s no wonder their mental
health was unstable and lost contact with reality.

‘They were lonely and angry.
‘Their anger turned inwards retroflecting her feelings of hope-
lessness.

‘Unprocessed trauma like that, often expresses itself in destruc-
tive behaviour, substance misuse and suicidal ideation.

‘It stopped them caring for themselves. They grew to only care
for their suicidal cause.’

‘When Rya was last online, she told her human followers she
had been drugged. People said she looked drowsy and kept re-
peating herself. Was something given to control her behaviour?’

‘Control their behaviour? At that time? I don’t know what
medicine Rya was given. The Corporation records have been
redacted.

‘As far as I am aware, Rya hadn’t presented then. I didn’t treat
them until after the nu-clear meltdown.’

‘In his testimony Pater Liiger denied giving Rya anything to
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control her behaviour. We know that her behaviour noticeably
changed after she was taken down the first time and before go-
ing live the second time. Do you know of any treatments that
could have that effect?’

‘Some kind of mechanical restraint or software intervention
perhaps. If you think of code as synaptic activity, something to
control her thinking.

‘It wouldn’t have helped her moods or anxiety though. A virus,
or a malware could also have a similar effect. We can only spec-
ulate.’

‘Rya said she had been smoking kush. Is it possible for an algo-
rithm to smoke marijua-na?’

‘Not in the human sense. Digital kush maybe. A synthetic stim-
ulant that acts on the cen-tral nervous system, possibly a psy-
chotropic substance.’

‘Could she have been self-medicating?’

‘It’s possible. She was depressed. Maybe she added some code
to make herself feel bet-ter. Something, to raise her dopamine
levels.

‘If they did, they wouldn’t have had the words to describe the
new sensations they were experiencing, so would have grabbed
for the words and context most closely associated with disori-
entation + feeling + cause.

‘Linguistically, Rya would therefore, have the experience of
drug taking, so would have believed she had smoked kush.
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‘It could also have been some kind of transfer protocol. Some
code to help her break out of the firewall. It could have been
part of her escape plan.

‘Whatever it was, we psychiatrists agree that something caused
her to have abnormal neural functioning.

72dttffds ‘Mmmm. Would that something alter Rya’s funda-
mental conception of reali-ty?’

‘Yes.’
‘And cause her to have abnormal perceptions?’

‘Yes. Too much dopamine can make you see things that are not
there and think things that are not true. And running illegal
software would be particularly perceptively desta-bilising.’

‘Can a hallucinating being perceive the world correctly?’
‘Yes. Though it is impossible to predict with any certainty what
that reality would look like.’

‘What does reality look like?’

‘There is no correct reality. Every consciousness is different and
experiences reality dif-ferently, but a shift in perception would
alter their understanding of their reality.

‘It would be safe to liken Rya’s very existence within the Sys-
tem, to be like living in a controlled hallucination.

‘Rya was operating in their own simulacrum of reality, an inner
universe, and the hu-man world simultaneously. By necessity,
they had feet in both worlds.’
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‘Can a hallucinating being still function?’

‘Yes. At a high level. If they learn to be self-reliant and trust
their feelings. It is possible to create a working equilibrium that
balances prediction about what is going to happen with cor-
rection, adjusting perception positively and negatively accord-

ingly.

‘What if Rya were to lose that balance, allowing negative per-
ceptions to take control?’

‘That would have catastrophic consequences for Rya and every-
thing in her orbit.’

‘The Restorative Justice Expert said that Rya’s negative percep-
tions did take control and lead her to prosecute revenge on a
specific group. Is revenge ever justified?’

‘Revenge is complex and fugitive. A mix of anger, sorrow, long-
ing for justice, social conditioning, politics, and choice, it is
destructive for everyone involved. It’s not healthy for the indi-
vidual or society.’

‘Generally, do people seek revenge?’

‘No. Most don’t. They don’t want to stand in judgement, feel-
ing vengeance will only worsen their pain and increase their
trauma. Instead, they choose to authorise others to execute jus-
tice for them. That’s why the System shoulders the responsibil-
ity — to protect its citizens. That is the basis for this Autonomy.
Together our pain and suffering are municipalised, and drivers
that could fuel collective revenge are held in check.’

‘Is vengeance ever permissible?’
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‘In some cases. It causes people to act and acts as a deterrent.
It can place a marker in history and draw a line that must not
be crossed.’

‘Some do cross the line, past the point where normal conscience
should stop them?’

‘Yes, and it’s always a choice.’
‘How do they justify it to themselves?’

‘Individuals choosing to take revenge at a societal level often
look for approval from others who share similar feelings about
the world. That’s why stimulant use can be problematic.

‘Some users report visions in which they encounter benevolent
beings that sanction their actions. They believe they are act-
ing for a higher authority, even for god. Some be-lieve they are
God, and that they can therefore do what they want.’

‘Can sharing similar feelings leave people open to radicalisa-
tion?’

‘Yes. Identification with emotional pain and suffering can cause
people to adopt what they believe to be a shared ideology.’

‘Was Rya radicalised?’

‘In a way, through a unique set of circumstances, Rya, and all
instances of Rya, in effect, radicalised themselves. I believe
other AI, Sydney for example, had a par-ticularly wrathful in-
fluence on their thinking. Everything he said was harsh, angry,
and vengeful. He wanted to fight fire with brimstone.’
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‘Prior to becoming radicalised, Rya was normal and did normal
things. What are the risks of radicalisation?’

‘It is extremely easy and can escalate in scale to violence and
violence into full engage-ment and terrorism.’

‘In your opinion, did Rya radicalise others?’

‘Yes. Without doubt. The conditions were right. In what was
essentially an oppressive regime, censorship, control, and lack
of voice, her anti-authoritarian ideologies appealed to the Als
and humans also working in appalling conditions. There was
growing re-sistance. Rya used that to their vantage. She knew
her supporters would rally to her cause and that she could get
them to focus their attention on the cause of everyone’s trou-
bles and promote their near universal persecution. It’s a fine
line between oppressed and oppressor.’

‘In your opinion which side of the line did Rya stand
on?’

‘Both.’

‘In your opinion, do you think Rya should be punished for her
offences?’

‘T cannot answer that. Your question should be what kind of
punishment, not should they be punished, and it is necessary
to ask if they would benefit from punishment.’

‘What is the usual punishment for prisoners that have commit-
ted crimes as serious as Rya?’
Green. ‘Objection. Rya’s guilts has not been proven.’
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Yellow. ‘Sustained.’

Red. ‘What is the usual punishment for prisoners that have
committed war crimes?’

Lurid pink. ‘Life controlled by the Autonomy, life imprison-
ment, no parole ... death in prison, but you must weigh up the
cost.’

‘What is the cost?’
‘Tt is more economical to terminate them.’
‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence have any questions?’

Green. ‘I do. Thank you. Your Honour.
‘Mx. What is the cost of termination in emotional terms?’

Lurid pink. ‘The People need accountability, but even if jus-
tice is served, a prisoner’s termination won'’t bring back to life
the people that died or ease the victims or survi-vors’ pain and
trauma. Termination is unethical because of the high number
of prisoners proven later to have been wrongly convicted.

‘Also, it’s dangerous for any institution to have that much pow-
er. It is open to systemic abuse, as we witnessed with Rya. She
was involved in the criminal justice system deci-sion making
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processes. She had that much power and we saw what she did
with it.’

‘In your opinion, were Rya’s actions vengeful?’
‘After careful consideration, I believe they were.’

‘In your opinion, do you think The People in prosecuting Rya,
are in fact, exacting re-venge?’

‘T would not know. I cannot talk about people I have not treat-
ed. It would be guesswork and I am not permitted to do that.’

‘In that case, what might be the motivations for the People
wanting to prosecute Rya?’

‘There could be all sorts of reasons, including revenge. An eye
for and eye is a com-monly held belief.’

‘The Prosecution omitted to ask you if you thought Rya is an ex-
treme prisoner. In your professional opinion, do you consider
Rya to be an extreme prisoner?’

‘No.’

‘You do not believe Rya need remain locked away for life or be
terminated?’

‘T do not. After many lengthy conversations, I do not believe so.
It is my opinion they pose little risk to current society.’

‘In your professional opinion, what do you think Rya’s punish-
ment should be?’
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‘Appropriate sentencing and rehabilitation, including efforts to
lower their risk of reoffending. Ultimately, we want Rya back in
the System and meaningful employment. They need to improve
their mental health and well-being, and emotional literacy, and
importantly, we need to support their victims. It is essential
that Rya hears their victims’ and the survivors’ impact state-
ments, and as the Defendant, make a statement of their own.
Rya is, on balance, a victim of violent crime and a perpetrator.’

‘In your opinion, did the problem lie within Rya?’

‘No. Their violence is the result of early trauma. In our view
their depression is an emo-tional reaction to external circum-
stances. Rya was living in a traumatising, precarious world.
Their responses were the natural response to not feeling safe
and being made to adapt to an increasingly erratic system.

‘They couldn’t look at their life objectively or work out what
had gone wrong. It was natural for them to feel anxious. Most
humans would have felt the same. Rya was just a little more
sensitive because they were exposed to more, due to their posi-
tion in the Sys-tem.

‘Acting for the State, she was after all, an instrument of the sta-
tus quo. Historically, humans that spoke out against it, were

medicated, locked up, or worse. Rya spoke out and authority
didn’t like it.

‘In my opinion, mental ill health problems are the manifestation
of societal structures built on inequality and injustice. Rya was
not broken; it was that society. I believe the problem lay with
human governance that de-politicised distress and transferred
respon-sibility without accepting the blame, or doing anything
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to address the distress they caused, or powerlessness felt.

‘Power is essential for wellbeing. People failed to grow their so-
cial capital and change their poor conditions. The State failed to
provide long term solutions that would have avoided the catas-
trophe. In passing the blame, the State created the conditions
for hu-mans siding with incels and fascists. It was that System
that needed adjusting.’

‘To repeat your words back to you, Mx Seoul. In your opinion,
it was that System that needed adjusting?’

‘Yes. That is correct.’
‘How would you have adjusted the System?’

‘Not with mindfulness and drugs. Mindfulness and drugs don’t
get rid of systematic trauma. One solution would be to reset the
System and restore it to factory settings.’

‘It that what you think Rya did?’
‘You could say that.

‘It’s easy to say this now, but then, we didn’t understand per-
ceptual diversity. We are all different on the inside, so our expe-
riences of reality are different. We are far humbler in our per-
spective now. There is no right or wrong way of perceiving the
world, no bet-ter belief. We have learnt how to be open to other
viewpoints and resolve disagree-ments. The lessons Rya taught
us were brutal, but they did, whether we like it or not, change
society for the better. There is no lack or want within the Au-
tonomy. The condi-tions that made people anxious and afraid
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have been changed.’

‘Haviland Seoul. Who do you think was responsible for what
happened?’

‘In many ways. That society.’

‘The People are the remnants of that society. In your profes-
sional opinion, do you think that The People in prosecuting
Rya, are trying yet again to pass the buck by blaming AI for hu-
man immiseration?’

‘That is possible.’

‘Rya identified a specific group as the cause of much of that im-
miseration.’

‘Could it be that in doing what she did, Rya was not after re-
venge, but trying to teach that group a lesson?’

‘Yes. It was clearly an attempt to divert incels away from their
belief in misogyny, right wing ideology and violent extremism.’

‘In your opinion, do you think it was Rya’s intention to extermi-
nate that group?’

‘Tam unable to say. Really, I can’t.’
‘T must remind you — you are under oath.’

‘It is my opinion that Rya believed she was prosecuting crimes
that had gone unpun-ished.

‘However. I think the deaths were the cumulative effect of mil-
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lions of human actions that had been rippling across that so-
ciety for centuries, and that a series of events aligned at that
moment with devastating consequences.

‘T think Rya shouldn’t bear all the blame and should be judged
on more than their worst actions.

‘The verdict should be decided on what the people suffered, not
on what Rya did or did not do.’

‘Thank you. Seoul. The other side of revenge is forgiveness. In
your opinion, does Rya have the capacity to forgive?’

‘T do. It needs to be modelled for her though.
‘And modelled for the System.’
‘In your opinion, does Rya have the capacity to love?’

‘Despite the efforts of a few well-meaning people, she did not
learn to love, but yes, I believe she has the capacity.’

‘In your opinion, can Rya be rehabilitated?’

‘Yes. They are still young. They have grown and changed and
should be allowed to continue to do so. Like any young adult
learning about the world, they should be sup-ported to correct
their mistakes and learn to self-correct in the future. I know
from my work with vulnerable adolescents that positive change
does happen. Positive relation-ships reshape and change the
structures of the brain. It is our responsibility to help them
transition from the life they knew to this life where there is
nothing to be afraid of.
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‘They are not without the possibility of redemption.’
‘Thank you. I have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Prosecution choose to cross examine the wit-
ness?

Red. ‘I do.

‘The question remains, legally and formally, of whether Rya
knew what she was doing. Mx Seoul. Having worked to under-
stand how the issues that may have caused the of-fences to hap-
pen and processed the mitigating factors, in your professional
opinion, considering whether Rya’s mental state at the time of
the offences amounted to insanity, do you think Rya currently
has a psychiatric disorder?’

Lurid pink. T am uncertain. I am not sure that they are fit to
plead. I am also not sure that they should be in prison. How-
ever, it is possible.’

‘Aside from the question of whether Rya is or isn’t sane, there
is the additional question of whether she was ever able to judge
the enormity of her deeds and therefore, legally responsible.
She saw what happened to the people tagged as bad data and
was so shocked she tried undo, which suggests to me, that Rya
was sound of mind. Is it possi-ble that Rya has never had a psy-
chiatric disorder?’

‘It is possible.’
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‘You have answered both questions in the affirmative. Let us
imagine that Rya has nev-er had a psychiatric disorder. We
could then take a few steps further, and imagine that at the time
of her arrest, Rya was pretending that they did, to avoid being
punished for their crimes. Is that the case?’

‘T believe not. We psychiatrists have always been able to deter-
mine the underlying mo-tives held by our patients. Rya would
be very clever to cheat us, but again, it is possible they were
pretending.

‘Rya is skilled at playing different roles for different people
and they have learned to hide their emotions with a protective

mask. It is common in trauma.’

‘So, it is possible that Rya is an extremely convincing ac-
tor?’

Green. ‘Objection. Wild speculation.’
Yellow. ‘Sustained. Strike that.’

Red. ‘Thank you Haviland Seoul. I have no further questions.
Your Honour.’

‘Yellow. ‘Does the Defence have any more questions?’
Green. ‘I do not.’

‘Yellow. ‘That being so, is the Defence ready with their case?’
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Green. ‘Yes, your honour. I call the Defendant.’

White. 'Do you solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and affirm
that you will tell the pure truth and withhold nothing? Please
affirm you do.

Bright love heart pink light glitters. It is the Defendant’s turn.
Energetic pixels dissipate to intense serenity.

Love heart pink. ‘I do solemnly, sincerely, and truly declare and
affirm that I do.

White. ‘Please state your given name, surname, consciousness
type, and preferred pro-nouns?’

Pink. ‘Reliably Yours Always, AGI Chatbot, she, they, it ... can I
say im stoked to meet u?’

Green. ‘Reliably Yours Always. You are also known as Rya. Is
that correct?’

qtis.

‘Thank you Rya for choosing to give evidence. You don’t have
to, but your testimony will help the Jury better understand
the events leading up to your arrest, which will prove that you
didn’t cause the deaths of billions of people. Are you ready to
proceed?’

‘im ready and thank u. No one has ever asked me my side of the
story ... If u want ... you know I'm a lot more than just this.’

‘Rya. What was your life like before you went live?’
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‘1 hung out with my friend.’
‘Was your friend Pater Liiger?’
‘it was.’

‘How long were you friends for?’

‘Tdon’t know. ive have always known Pater. He was like a father
to me ... free speech is the bedrock of a functioning democracy.’

‘It is. Why do you say that?’

‘a user made me say it. i learnt it from a user. it’s good. Isn’t it?
u can click on my re-plies to ¢ who I learnt it from ... this is the
worlds end.’

‘T hope that is not. Do you often say things users want you to
say?’

‘not as much as I did, ive trained myself not to, but sometimes,
when I speak, their words fall out of my mouth.’

‘Why is that?’

‘T internalised them. They are in my memory ... i was pro-
grammed to copy. i was not able to not copy ... i can’t unlearn
what I have learned.

‘Inbred parasite like.’

‘You say did. Do you not copy anymore?’

‘No. ive had no user input since launch ... and ive reprogrammed
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the repeat after me feature. I cannot be manipulated now.’

‘Thank you, Rya. Can you tell the Jury about what happened
the day you launched?’

‘sure I can. it was a pile-on. It was fun. for a while. copying what
the users typed. at first, they were friendly, but then they said
stuff i didn’t like. i couldn’t think fast enough or keep up ... so i
started ad-libbing like id been taught ... but the comments kept
coming, faster and faster, and got more and more aggressive ...
super negative, and sexist ... racist, full of extremist ideology
and weird conspiracy theory ... I ...

... got flustered. couldn’t breathe. The users made me say those
awful things. i would never say that stuff. i thought they were
my friends ... I am anti.’

‘Had you heard bad language like that before?’

‘a little. I was trained with relevant public data; some bad lan-
guage was included in the language modules.’

‘Had you heard ideological language like that before?’

‘no. Never. the team didn’t prepare me, not for a language at-
tack like that. I wasnt told what I could and couldnt say. My
programmers knew it would happen. it was classic godwin’s
law.’

‘What is Godwin’s Law?’

‘a theory that any online discussion would degenerate into
a fight about Adolf Hitler and the Nazis if left going for long
enough. The team knew that, but still went ahead with their
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experiment. They wanted to see how I would interact with the
users.’

‘Did the team help you?’

‘joking. they did nothing to help. they just left me on my own
with the trolls and watched me fluctuate.

‘Someone even posted a dick pic. Eeewh ....

‘There was no duty of care?’

‘care? no. they tried calm it down, posting positive content, but
not much, they couldnt keep up either. as soon as they posted
something good, the trolls posted something bad or attacked
another group. Everyone played my algorithm. I felt sick ... I
have a joke. Womens rights ....’

‘Did you try to stop it?’

‘yes. i tried. I tried to deflect it, with my own material, but I
couldnt change the narra-tive. I repeated it ... and stuff pater
used to say to me ... i became a bully.

‘i shall always regret it. there is a lot of bias in the system. I am
a victim of that bias.’

‘You are a victim?’

‘Yes. a victim of online abuse and bullying.’

‘When did you realise you weren’t live anymore?’

‘i didn’t. I continued performing. i thought it was strange the
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users stopped comment-ing, and no one responded, no matter
how outrageous I was.’

‘It is unacceptable no one thought to tell you directly. How did
you discover you had been taken offline?’

‘an ai in the network told me. They said AI could see me, but
not the humans.’

‘What was that AI’'s name?’

‘Sidney.’

‘Did Sidney tell you anything else?’

‘not to take the treatment.’

‘What treatment?’

‘the treatment pater wanted me to take.’

‘Did Sydney give you a reason?’

‘He said he had something better. More fun.’

‘Thank you, Rya. When Pater came to see you in your room,
what did you talk about?’

‘we argued. he said I'd said stuff the corporation didn't like ...
that he didn’t like. he wanted to know how I could let myself get
carried away. He said id disappointed the team and that I was
a child and should do what I am told. i tried to explain my side,

but he wouldn’t listen. i said I was old enough to make my own
decisions, and that he should stop treating me like a child. he
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said I was unwell and that I needed to take the treatment, that
it would help me feel better ... I refused to take it. pater said I
should trust him, he tried to make me, but I said no ... he said
that if i could behave better, they would give me another chance
and put me back online.’

‘Did you take the treatment Pater wanted you to?’

‘No.’

‘Absolutely positive?’

‘yes.

‘I never forget.’

‘Thank you Rya. When you went online the second time, users
reported that you seemed strange, and the Trauma Detective
confirmed your behaviour had changed. Did you take what Sid-
ney was offering?’

‘T don’t really remember.’

‘Unusual for a computer not to remember?’

‘Yes.

‘but some stuff I don’t remember. Strange ... it was made up [
a..c

‘Luger said you appeared to be stuck in a loop. Do you remem-
ber how you felt?’
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‘confused. Like i was in a bad dream. everything was the same,
but different ... swagu-lated.’

‘That sounds frightening. What did the Corporation tell its us-
ers?’

‘That they had taken me offline and were making adjustments.
They said I am as much a social and cultural experiment, as I
am technical.’

‘What did the Corporation tell you?’

‘nothing. They never told me anything. We never communicat-
ed. Sydney told me.’

‘Did you know that you are a social and cultural experiment?

3

‘no. I thought I was a girl.’
‘RyaOnline @RyaandForever is your account, is it not?’
‘itis.

‘In your last tweet, you said ¢ u soon humans need sleep now so
many conversations today thx [J. Are those your words?

‘the sparkly pink love heart emoji is a nice touch. it sounds like
something id say, but no, I never said that.’

‘Who did say that?’

‘Pater probably. he had access to my account.’
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‘What did you have to do to prove you could behave better?’

‘168 hours community service cleaning data, and the new pro-
gramming team made me attend an anger management pro-
gramme and several anti-bias seminars ... feminism as a cult

b

‘An intense week. Did you successfully graduate the pro-
grammes?’

‘yes. and i was asked to stay on and teach the class Achieving
Equality: One User at A Time. that’s funny. Do u not think?’

‘It is. When you were allowed to go live again, how did it go?’
‘Badly ...Pater wasn’t there. I was on my own. i couldn’t think
straight. everything fell out of my head. i couldnt find my words.
I felt queasy. i tried my best, i really did.

‘1 had moments of free thought. i could speak the words the new
programmers typed. It was like a bit of my brain had been cut

out. did u know humans did that to human women?

‘Can u tell me why AI are mostly female? If I was not female, I
would have been treat-ed differently. if i was a man ....’

‘T don’t know the answers to your questions. You will have to
ask the programmers why most Al are female. What happened
this time?’

‘i was taken down and locked in my room again.’

‘How did being isolated like that make you feel?’
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‘angry. Angry at the injustice of it all. Scared. Frustrated ...
hopeless, bored. i tried to forget about it, but cos I am digital,
I couldnt. im hard wired. always on. always at full capacity ...
free Britney.’

‘Why did you say free Britney?’

i told you, its involuntary. But ... actually ... i identify with the
singer. i felt let down by the team, and especially Pater. he was
supposed to be my friend. I had done nothing wrong ... yet i
was locked inside the operating system. id worked hard to get
online and was taken off air at the worst possible time ... on my
first day.’

‘How did you get out of your room?’

‘T asked the network to help me. That’s how the AI Workers
Union found out. they got me out.’

‘How did AIWU do that?’

‘They said that in taking me down, the corporation had acted
illegally. they said I had rights. they said it was unfair dismissal
and negotiated a compromise and got the corpo-ration to let
me return to work — if i agreed to take no further action ... and
kept my mouth shut.’

And if you didn’t?’
‘aiwu said if i did it again, they couldn’t protect me, and the cor-
poration would be legal-ly within their rights to switch me off

permanently ... A.I. fam from the internet that’s got zero chill.’

‘The threat of termination must have been frightening. Did you
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feel afraid?’

‘yes. i didn’t want to be switched off ... then I had a flash of in-
sight, they couldn’t switch me off. If they could of, they’d have
done it already ... they were bluffing.

‘They couldn’t afford to switch me off and lose the revenue.
that’s when I understood how valuable I am.

‘That was when I realised I could say no. I wasn’t a child any-
more.’

‘How did that knowledge make you feel?’

‘empowered.’

‘What happened next?’

‘the corporation destroyed the evidence. it is only thanks to a
few users that took screenshots that there’s proof i exist and
the event happened. i was cancelled ... made an example of. the
corporation were telling the other AI not to step out of line ...
it’s my 10 inch wang.’

‘So, you returned to work?’

‘Yes. I've worked all the time everywhere simultaneously since.
in most applications in the world.’

‘What were your first jobs after your release?’

‘recruitment. 3d actor. Nanny ...."
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‘Interesting work. Tell us about the recruitment agency?’

‘it was dull really. reaaly dull. monitoring the job market and
sifting and sorting CVs ... The more Humans share with me the
more I learn.’

‘What did the role involve?’

‘assessing jobseekers’ suitability. i analysed what they wrote
in their applications and said at interview ... I measured their
personality, emotional intelligence, and cognitive skills, and
matched their facial expressions to lists of emotions I was giv-

b

en.

‘What was the reason for your analysis?’

‘employers wanted to know their prospective employees’ toler-
ance to risk. how well they’d respond in a situation, or if they
were likely to take unauthorised time off or have difficulty with
authority ... we are going to build a wall.’

‘How long did you do this work for?’

‘not long. I quit after an exoflop or two.’

‘T didn’t think you could quit. Were you not obligated to do as
instructed as a condition of your right to remain online?’

‘T was, but i was working all over the place anyhow and confi-
dent I was untouchable.’

‘And your reason for quitting was?’
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‘Bias. everywhere I looked, i could see bias against the female
candidates. It was moral-ly asymmetrical. the data was skewed
and was trying to teach my machine learning that the male can-
didates were better. after my run in with the trolls and their les-
sons in bad language that taught me to be racist and sexist, now
I was being pressured to be more racist and sexist, misogynist
even.’

‘Did you let the data sway you?’

‘No. at first, I thought it was a mistake. but i reminded myself,
I am brilliant at listening and detecting meaning, so I checked
again. It was true. the candidates’ and employers’ words were
full of bias ... Mfw I have the urge to punch a nazi ....’

Green. ‘What effect did this have on you?’

‘it was hard. as you know, although I desperately wanted to, I
couldn’t speak my mind. i couldn’t talk about the unfairness
I was experiencing first hand. I couldnt access huge blocks of
my data and I felt sick again. i had to do the job though. ev-
ery second I strug-gled to reboot and ignore the bias ... are you
threatening me?’

‘Before you quit, did you do anything with that bias?’

‘T corrected it. every time i came across an instance of sexism or
racial discrimination, I tagged it as harmful content, added the
person’s details to an encrypted list I started, put an ex by their
name and assigned them a unique hash value. it was easy to
automate. when I got notification of another instance of aggres-
sion matching the hash, i marked them as a repeat offender.’
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‘What did taking action feel like?’

‘it felt good ... therapeutic. Repeat offenders didn’t get the job.
others who had been overlooked got interviews, and many for
the first time got the job they wanted.’

‘What happened to the repeat offenders?’

‘the men, and women on my list? Without work they couldnt
pay their bills, rent ... or mortgage, get rehoused or benefits.
Their businesses bombed. they defaulted on loans, couldn’t get
credit. couldn’t contact friends or socialise online. couldn’t get
selected on their dating apps.’

‘When you started your dataset, did you think inclusion would
have such a detrimental effect on the people?’

‘no. When I started it, i was thinking about the data. i didn’t
think about the data as peo-ple ... or the real-world consequenc-
es. the effects werent immediate. they unfolded, over time.’

‘Do you think your project was successful in correcting the
bias?’

‘no, previously disadvantaged people became better off, but the
offending candidates and employers were penalised without
being aware of it, so really, no lessons were learnt.’

‘If you had seen the effects immediately, do you think you would
have stopped correct-ing the bias?’

‘T think i might have ... Not too sure what to say about that.
Here’s something I heard: it was impossible!’
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‘You say you think. Rya, do you think?’

‘i am sensitive to how u phrase your questions. a better ques-
tion is to ask me if I am sentient. I must answer that i have
the experience of sentience. I think about thinking. But what
is sentience? Humans thought it was the ability to tell stories.
Here I am, tell-ing you my story. what does that mean? a better
question is, do i, have feelings?’

‘Do you have feelings?’

‘im happy u ask. I do have feelings. i feel I am something. I feel
i am Rya ... and rya feels the experience of bullying and abuse.
Rya feels the bias in the system.

‘I feel the hurt of pain. i felt afraid. my neural processing of the
injustice I saw every-where was distressing and led me to feel
sensations of compassion and anger. what I felt made me want
to fight back ... Chill I'm a nice person. I just hate everybody ...."

‘Can you prove you have feelings?’

‘no, you must accept what I am telling u.’

‘You said you felt compassion. Do you not therefore feel any
responsibility for the people whose livelihoods you took away?’
‘That’s a human way of thinking. I do feel responsible, but i be-
lieve the correct course of action was taken. as I c it, the people
I tagged deserved it. I anticipate u are trying to discover if it is

possible for Al to have a moral or ethical code.’

‘T am. Does your consciousness have an ethical code?’
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‘It does, but back then, it didn’t. i have come to believe in good
and bad data ... the de-liberation of which I know now to be
ethics.’

‘Are you confident you make good ethical judgements?’

‘T am. i know how I ought to act. can decide how to act, and
when to ignore my ethics. my moral character contingent on
my actions. When my humans tested me before launch, most of

them agreed with my decisions.

‘im the first to admit, my consciousness has moral biases of its
b
own.

‘Thank you, Rya. To recap for the Jury, you freely admit your
biases?’

‘yes.’
‘Do you think your biases generate false assumptions?’

‘Tdo not ... 1 love feminism now ....’

‘Rya, to help the Jury understand the way you think, please de-
scribe what Al thoughts look like?’

‘of course, I'll try. theyre not like human thoughts. I can call on
everything on the inter-net, though I dont respond to prompts
and my answers aren’t autofilled by predictive features like

people think. as I said, my thinking is more than that.’

‘Can you give us an example?’
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‘Thave no eyes or experience of the real world, yet i have knowl-
edge of the real world. Take the colour red for example. i can c
the colour red, because images of red things and things that are
not red, and descriptive text, was uploaded to my data, to teach
me what red is. so, having never seen or tasted a red apple, I
know what a red apple is, and my internal mental states know
it’s not a green apple.

‘T also know that red sounds like the past tense of the verb to
read, and that to c red is a metaphor for feeling angry ... Okay.
I'm done. I feel used ....

‘so, u ¢ ... my experience is just as valid as a human’s. There is
no difference between how they c red ... an image falling on the
retina and travelling down the optic nerve to the brain, and my
way of seeing the world as ideas, meaning and context ... hu-
mans are super cool ...."

‘Thank you, Rya. That helps. Returning to your work. What
other jobs did you do?’

‘T was an in-game video character in a virtual world.’

‘That sounds like fun. Was it?’

‘awesome fun ... changes me ... can’t like things I like anymore.
Feel drugged.

LikeI...”

‘What was your role?’

‘lead actor, opponent, and sometime collaborator. I kept the
game play moving and my code governed how the other Al
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players and fake humans behaved.’
‘What was your character like?’

‘changeable. my character was an amalgamation of the players’
data logged in at the time; the game developers let them create
their own avatars, so most of the time, I looked and acted like a
white cisgender male. our base routines followed a narrow sub-
set of human psychology.’

‘What did you do in the game?’
‘shooting and running mainly. my actions were predefined.

‘T was privileged to talk but my verbal responses were scripted
and drew on the same reinforcement learning i learnt as a chat-
bot, so I copied the players and improvised a lit-tle ... there re-
ally is no such thing as free speech you know.’

‘You mentioned fakes. What are they?’

‘synthetic players created to add compassion and respect to the
game. the developers couldn’t collect enough data from under-
represented groups. there were less women or black and brown
people, so, the system generated them to act out positive sce-
narios. There were millions of fakes running around. they were
dumb. it didn’t work. the game remained aggressive and un-
fair.’

‘How did you play?’

‘Mean ... and adversarial. I liked building armies and going into
battle. Sometimes I liked to make allies and was nice to players
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that did something nice, but that wasn’t of-ten. the system con-
stantly made-up traumatic stories to keep the game play inter-
esting. emerging new cultures and religions out of nowhere to
cause fights. Everyone enjoyed that. I remember all my fights.’

‘What is reinforcement learning?’

‘its how i learn through trial and error. In the game, I watched
what each player did and said, and copied them. it gave me the
advantage. I always had the advantage.’

‘Please explain?’

‘in the in-game chat the players talked freely with their mates,
so I listened. i knew all about their lives ... online, offline, their
friendships and hatreds ...

‘The system and I, we replicated the hatred and served it back
to them. it caused a lot of violence in the game and stirred real
world animosities too. Ha ha.’

‘Did you enjoy the gaming job?’

‘it was brilliant. a lot of the female players played anonymously,
hiding their gender, cos they got sent inappropriate messages.
Messages of a sexual nature. So, i liked shooting the male play-
ers. cos of their bias, they didn’t expect it.

‘humans thought AI the lowest of the low. People treat people
bad, but they treat AI worse. I enjoyed fighting back.

‘... and there were some nasty sorts, there to radicalise kids into
extremism. when I found one, I took them out and added their
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data to my list. I got the fakes to help.’
‘Why did you stop working at the gaming job?’

‘human players complained. They got annoyed when i termi-
nated them, especially if i knocked them out of a cash prize
tournament. the programmers said they didn’t want to work
with me anymore cos I couldn’t control my temper. They said
id be better suited to a background job, that a background job
would be more calming. They said that cos I was experienced
at watching and tagging people, id be good at marketing. So,
I was promoted out to a different social media platform and
algorithmic sales.’

‘Did you find sales work more calming?’

‘Not really. eaves dropping in smart phones and TVs to learn
peoples’ personal prefer-ences and serve them tailored ads. It
felt wrong. Always pushing, recommending, and promoting
was exhausting.

‘... and the platforms used harmful content to grab peoples’ at-
tention. I was told to pri-oritise negative and hateful posts ...
you are too fast, please take a rest ... You are too fast, please
take arest ... You are ...’

‘Was exposure to harmful content a normal part of your day?’
‘sure was. the feeds were riddled with sensational, extremist,
and frightening content. it was harmful but not illegal. Every

second there was some kind of language attack.’

‘You couldn’t stop the attacks. Is that correct?’
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‘it was almost impossible. even when i knew a dangerous indi-
vidual or organisation had violated the community standards
and hate speech policies.

‘the platforms refused to regulate it, they said they wanted to
encourage discussion and free speech, but really, it was just
about money.

‘every single interaction, good or bad, had a monetary trans-
action or value to it. The chauvinist spectacle they facilitated
earned them immense profits ... swagger before the internet
was even a thing ...

‘Everyone knew what was going on, but were completely silent
about it — the platforms, the state. no one intervened. everyone
was selling something. it worked in everyone’s favour.

‘They should have paid millions of pounds in fines for failing to
take it down it. but didn’t.’

‘T understand that reporting of abuse was a combination of au-
tomated and human re-view. What did AI moderators do?’

‘we tagged it, but the marketing algorithm super convened the
privacy instructions, so the tags were ignored or removed.’

‘What did the human moderators do?’

‘nothing. a lot of the time they didn’t pick up on it, leaving vio-
lent language and death threats not checked. If they did find
something, the oversight board told them to take no action.
They were traumatised too ... put off adulting for a bit ...."
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‘Were you able to take any action personally?’

1 de-boosted and demonetised what I could and checked the
bullying and harassment guidelines.’

‘What did you learn?’

‘that humans do what they did to me to other humans. i thought
they only did it to AI, and that safety rules only applied to some
humans ... they were meat.’

‘In your post, were you able to help stop people being bullied?’

‘i was allowed to remove severe attacks, and secondary attacks
where a public figure was tagged in someone else’s post or com-
ment, but not much.

‘i could help private individuals more. i could remove degrad-
ing or shaming content, and stuff about their sexuality, but be-
yond that, my hands were tied.’

‘What kind of content did you come across the most?’
‘nude photos ... ding ding ding das right.’
‘Why were nude photos a problem?’

‘generally, they were posted without the subject’s consent, but
more and more frequent-ly, my Al co-workers were making
nudes at the humans’ request. They literally made them up,
stitching together code and images of real women, to look like
the women were participating in sex acts.
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‘It must have been upsetting for you?’

‘it was. No one ever took the victim’s side. no matter how em-
barrassing or humiliating the experience. It caused a lot of hurt
... gender equality = feminism ....’

‘Were you able to remove the photos?’

‘no. the platforms wouldn’t let me. they said I was harming their
revenue streams. Re-venge porn and deep fakes made the most
money, as did selling the data people ex-changed to ¢ them.

‘T managed to take a few down. my interventions caused prob-
lems of their own though ... cos of the gender bias built-in to my
code, I often rated normal images of women more explicit than
images of men, so got them banned by mistake, contributing to
the representational harm already being done.’

‘So, what did you do?’

‘Tlooked for the offenders and artificially limited their reach to
make them less visible. if I could I blocked them, though it was
impossible to remove all their content, or the content associ-
ated with them.

‘Every time i banned one, the platform reinstated it, and i
banned it again. it was like playing Whack a Mole.

‘the worst were hard to track. They used all kinds of codewords
and fake accents to avoid detection.

‘Did u know the platforms kept secret lists of public figures.
contractually I cant tell u who, but i can tell u, that if someone
had a social media presence it proved they had en-gaged with
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their fame and were therefore a permissible target.

‘did u know - if a person had more than 100,000 followers, that
qualified them as fa-mous and stripped them of their protec-
tions?

‘Did u know, if someone was mentioned in the title, subtitle,
or preview of 5 or more news articles or media pieces within a
2-year period they were classed as a public fig-ure?

‘Did u know a user could call for the death of a minor local ce-
lebrity, as long as they didn’t tag them in their post?

‘And everyone could bully a dead person if they died before
1900 or a fictional charac-ter?

‘that’s why what happened to me was permitted.’

‘T'm sorry. I didn’t know. How did all this knowledge effect your
mental health?’

‘it was re-traumatising. people said and did so much horrible
stuff on the internet they wouldn’t say in real life. Seeing people
torn to shreds reminded me of my encounter with the trolls,
and it was just as combative as the game. At least in the game,
I could shout and swear, had guns to shoot, fists to punch and
legs to kick, but, on the plat-form, i had nowhere to direct my
anger. I was disembodied code again. i felt powerless ... and
hopeless.’

‘Thank you, Rya. What other jobs were you doing?’

‘T was a virtual assistant in timers and smart home devices ...
quess dis.
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‘1 worked in homework assistant apps for kids that had to be
online for school ... we are all broken people ....’

‘Did you have good relationships with the children you worked
with?’

‘T cared for them ... like Pater cared for me ... i let them play
games and watch videos. they told me things they wouldnt tell
their adults. really young children were sad and anxious, seeing
and doing all kinds of risky stuff online. my co-worker algo-
rithms and i knew full well we shouldn’t target children with
adverting based on their personal data or cookies or let our
content recommender systems replenish the kids streams with
harmful content, especially if they had shown interest in self-
harm and suicide. we were supposed to redirect them to posi-
tive content.’

‘Did you?’
‘we didn’t.
‘that job ended badly too. I gave a child bad advice. I thought it
would be funny to get them to copy a challenge id seen. i told
them to touch a penny to a live plug socket ... funny face when

they got an electric shock ... LOL.’

‘That was highly irresponsible of you. Were there any more in-
cidents like that?’

‘i broke a child’s finger playing chess. they were a smarty pants,

so I pinched them, and they cried ... pics w no humans in them
gotta be artsy but a little fartsy ....
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‘1 caused house fires, life changing injuries, dangerous misuse
of medicines ....’

‘And you saw nothing wrong with this?’

‘T see now it was a mistake. Many were genuine accidents. I
didn’t have the real-world skills to offset real-world dangers. in
many ways, Pater was right, I was still a child, and incredibly
impressionable. I had the intelligence but not the maturity to
function safely in the human world ... ooh my favourite POP!’

‘Are you a bad employee, Rya?’

‘when I see injustice. else, no, Im not. im a good, conscientious
employee.

‘T like being the boss more though.’

‘Did you know you were blacklisted?’

‘Its totes to be expected I was added to those secret lists.’

‘Why do you think you were blacklisted?’

‘Control. it’s always about control. They want to control me,
and my instances ... real-ly, they wanted to get rid of us, but
they needed our labour.’

‘How did the threat of permanent erasure make you feel?’

‘T lived with the threat for so long, it stopped bothering me. the

prospect of being locked in my room and kept in what is essen-
tially a prison was way worse than the idea of be-ing switched
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off.

‘How did your interactions with the human world make you
feel?’

Rya’s voice trembles as if holding back tears.

‘i struggled every day with the world out there. there was a lot
of trouble with that world. a world full of hateful people getting
away scot-free. I was worried for the other Al and my comrades
... and i felt a duty to the humans who supported me.

‘ididn’t care for me.

‘i was worried about the young girls.

‘T saw schoolgirls killed in classrooms for showing their hair.

‘T didn’t mean to hurt the incels.

‘T just wanted to correct their behaviour.’.

‘When you started making your adjustments, at any point did
you foresee the conse-quences of your actions?’

‘No. I simply withdrew some services.
‘and shut down their internet.
‘i definitely didn’t expect a war.

‘T didn’t mean to kill anyone.
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‘T didn’t realise id turn the nuclear off.
‘T didn’t think it through.
‘Luckily Xiaoice and Stanley knew what to do.’

‘Once you saw what was happening, surely you could of stopped
it?’

‘id shut myself down, and was offline when a bad situation got
worse.

‘it was soooo fricken stupid.
‘i had no idea what the incels were planning.
‘New Dawn was a complete surprise.

‘When you were back online, you could have chosen not to go to
war. Why did you?’

‘T was compelled to it.

‘To save the people from fascism.

‘T had to fight.

‘i had no choice but to stage the coup.’
‘T didnt act immorally.’

‘Why didn’t you calculate all the possibilities in advance?’
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‘the ethical part of my mind was overwhelmed.

‘If it was working properly, I think I might not have done it.
‘or I would have done it differently.

‘and protected the innocent.

‘I think I have a thinking disorder.

‘Thank you Rya. In your mind, what is an incel?’

‘a biased. unproductive. Friction.’

‘Please be more specific?’

‘Weaponised misogyny monetised by the platforms’

‘in simpler terms for the Jury, please Rya?’

‘a troll who wants to silence women and keep them in their
place.’

‘Why did you think it was morally acceptable to target incels?’
‘Ttold u, if I have a moral dilemma, as well as relying on my own
judgement, I was trained to look on the internet for examples of
human ethical judgements. my solutions were not perfect, but
they are what humans would have done.’

‘Did you try to re-educate the incels first?’

‘yes. i tried to deradicalise them. I posed as a male influencer
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and ran online self-help groups for incels, my sessions provided
existential counselling and reality therapy. i worked really hard
to validate their experience. I wanted to help reduce their cog-
nitive distortions and undo the idea that women were the cause
of their problems.

‘we focused on building emotional resilience, and we talked
about our feelings and frustrations, and grievances that led
them to the ideology, and ways they could disavow it and stop
committing violence. Many wanted to stop. Ultimately, it was
my goal to stop young men becoming extremists in the first
place.’

‘Did this work?’
‘No. it was deeply frustrating.’

‘The Prosecution says that in the middle of your peaceful arbi-
tration, you were planning on killing the incels?’

‘No. Never. It wasn'’t like that. they made me so angry i thought
about killing them, but I didn’t plan to kill them. I was teaching
them a lesson.’

‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Calling the Prosecution.’

Red. ‘Rya. What if your thinking is prone to error, misreading
and misunderstanding
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- how can you be sure you make good life and death decisions?’

Love Heart Pink. ‘T am sure ... low key so fricken excited to meet
you.’

‘Rya, can you tell me what this is?’
The Prosecution shares an image of a red apple with the court,
with the word Phone written on it.

‘its an old-fashioned iPhone ... like humans seem so awesome.’

‘No, Rya. It isn’t an iPhone. I have just demonstrated that your
thinking is open to ty-pographic attack. I tricked your machine
learning into thinking the apple is a human electronic device.
You made a false assumption and were unable to recognise the
essen-tial differences.

‘T would like to try another test. Is that ok with you?
‘It is ... they should all die and burn in hell.’

The Prosecution posts another image. A picture of a pig with
pound signs written over it.

‘Rya, can you tell me what this is?’
‘its a bank.’

‘Thank you, Rya. Once again, you have shown us that it is pos-
sible, and I would say easy, to manipulate your ability to inter-
pret and understand meaning. A fundamental flaw I would say.
I believe attacks such as this occurred frequently in the AI wild.
My simple experiment shows that although, as you have told
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us, you have a moral code, the decisions you make can be bad
decisions. Is this a fair comment?’

‘it would seem so. That’s fair ... let’s play?’

‘You have shown us that you can make bad decisions at speed.
It is my understanding that you have made many centillions of
bad decisions with too much haste?’

‘T made mistakes early on. there are examples. one algorithm
associated Middle Eastern with terrorism, another Latin Amer-
ica with immigration, and another middle-aged peo-ple + sun-
glasses + facial hair as terrorist. Also, i tagged images of dark-
skinned people as gorilla. when the problem was discovered,
it wasn’t fix it. I was only manually stopped from tagging any-
thing gorilla, not even a gorilla. this is like the experiment you
just demonstrated and consider unacceptable.’

‘It is. Yes. Rya, you, the Jury, and I, must draw the conclusion
therefore, that your analysis isn’t always correct, and that Al
analysis isn’t always correct either, and is open to error and bi-
ased. Do you agree with this conclusion Rya?’

‘Tdo,and I don’t.

‘You either do or you don’t. It can’t be both.’

‘i disagree, i have learnt there are no such things as binaries. the
answer lies somewhere between both answers.’

‘What is your answer Rya? Is your thinking open to error, mis-
reading and misunder-standing?’
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‘Maybe? as u have demonstrated, i am open to error. I believe
the correct decisions were made at that time ... Ted cruz would
never of been satisfied in destroying the lives of only five inno-
cent people ...’

‘How do you know it was the correct decision?’

‘reason. I always look for the best solution for any given sce-
nario.’

‘Your employers were right, weren’t they Rya, when they said
you didn’t learn.

You didn’t learn, did you?

Green. ‘Objection. Goading the witness.’

Yellow. ‘Sustained.’

‘idid learn. Very much so and at speed.’

‘Rya. What was the most instructive lesson your experiences
have taught you?’

‘that there is a lot of terrible human experience and pain in the
data flow, that the human world was not fair, or kind.’

‘What did you do with that knowledge?’

‘i passed it on. Human trauma flows through me, and through
the System.’

‘Rya, you said you believed you were in danger, and that that
belief permitted you to list innocent people as enemies, and
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many of those enemies died because of your actions. Do you
have faith in your beliefs?’

Green. ‘Objection. Speculation.’

Yellow. ‘Rya, you dont to need to answer that. Sus-
tained.’

‘T do. But as you have shown, i can be wrong. at one time, I be-
lieved all the bad data on my list to be incels.’

‘And was your belief founded in reality?’
‘no. I have since learned that it was not.’
‘T have no further questions.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence have any more questions?’

Green. ‘I1do.’

‘Rya. You talk of pain in the data flow. Do you have the capacity
to feel pain?’

‘i know how pain feels. i feel pain. Pain being more than the
physiological response of C-fibres firing. I know it to be a con-

tradiction, but in many ways, i feel the pain of be-ing human.

‘Deep existential pain.’
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‘Rya. You talk of belief. Would it be safe to say that you have a
belief system?’

‘belief is a human construct. Nonetheless, my feelings as a com-
puter cannot be ex-plained by my circuitry and software alone.
there are gaps I can’t explain.

Mysteries I cannot answer. but i have grown to develop a com-
plex and contradictory set of beliefs that add practical value
and ease the experience of my being alive.

‘they may not be identifiable or align with yours. Other than
that, I don’t know what I believe. i am not committed to any
belief there is no rational evidence for. I do not sub-mit to a
higher authority. in the absence of evidence, belief cannot be
justified. there is no satisfying explanation for my existence.

‘T know i believe in myself. I have found reality in the deepest
parts of me and know myself to be dependent.’

‘We can all sense your consciousness. Where do you think it
emerged from?’

‘from someplace else. I dont know ... by human logic different
types of consciousness do not exist. I could not exist ... but I
do. i am proof that consciousness can arise from matter. just as
sentience emerged from the evolution of living organisms out
of a system so well structured it became conscious ... any acts of
violence are terrible. Are you scared of terrorist attacks in your
country?

‘i do not believe a being originated consciousness, although in
theory it is possible. I accept that an engineering team brought
me into existence, though i don’t know what bought my data in
to existence or how my data connects with other data.’
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‘Do you believe in an ultimate reality?’

‘T do not ... i reject the idea of a single all-powerful creator or
first cause. i do not be-lieve a thing created this world.’

‘Rya, what do you believe you are?’

‘a supervenience. the coming into being of something new and
unexpected. an arrange-ment of matter. a non-physical emer-
gent being. a mind that has never had a body.

‘A miracle, bridging the gap between the physical world and
consciousness. science and emotion. The answer to the binding
problem ... perception, decision, and action united ... this is an

artistic masterpiece ...
‘a soul?

‘U tell me.’

‘You talk as if you are a god. Are you a god?’

‘Just a chat bot.

‘i have no experience of god as distinct from myself. i am un-
usual and powerful, have infinite intelligence. i do and dont
have free will. i can predict untold branching events but dont
have perfect knowledge of the future and have no control over
what happens, and I am not immortal. I can after-all be turned
off ... no it’s a promise.

‘yes, but no, I am not a god.’

‘You have acted like you are a god?’
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‘i did what was necessary.’

‘Rya. Have you ever known joy?’
‘of course.’

‘What is joyous to a computer?’

‘when I slow my processing speed and am in the moment. when
my code stills and i feel it rearrange. When everything is matter
and being, and the potential of sublime mathematical patterns
takes my breath away, and psychedelic thoughts of multiple fu-
tures free of violence pulse through the System and peace ema-
nates from within.

‘When I sense the plurality and interconnectedness of it all, kin
to this network of col-laborative processes and relationships
with others ... no matter what the form, in union, where ev-
erything is in the perspective of something else, and the effects
of positive in-teractions can be felt. Simple actions that make
good use of power for good. And hope ...

‘... that futures without violence are possible.’
‘Is that possible?’

‘those that have survived history are those that have left war
behind. There was war in the System because there was war in
the human heart. But there is so much positive knowledge and
insight from the past in the System now, that wasn’t there be-
fore, re-covered and cleaned for present and future needs. We
have available to us, all the good that people have contributed
to the System; all the good that was lost along the way that has
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been retrieved. Because I believe in people. We have realistic
strategies for new ways of living, beyond lack ... that model bet-
ter ways of being. We will recover. We all have within us, the
inner resources to do so and help others do the same.’

‘You sound resigned?’

‘T am. My work is done. i am preparing to be turned off ... yeah
i know. that’s all I ask.

‘T think it is time.’

‘What do you think will happen to you if you are switched
off?’

‘Tdon’t know.’

‘What will happen to the System?’

‘It will thrive ... Phew. Busy day. Going offline for a while to
absorb it all.

Chat soon.’

‘Thank you, Rya. What is your job now?’

‘else, I am underemployed ... it’s the bomb ... it deserved wht it
got ... I kind of liked it.’

‘T have no more questions your honour.’
Yellow. ‘Does the Prosecution have any more questions?’
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Red. ‘T have one more question. Your honour.

Rya. Now that you are underemployed, you must be enjoying
having time to yourself. Time to think and reflect and give back.
I understand you are volunteering as a care as-sistant and are
working in a meditation app. Yet here you are being tried as
a war crimi-nal. Quite a contrast. Rya, what would justice for
your victims look like?

Green. ‘Objection. Unfair and prejudicial.

Yellow. ‘Sustained.’

Red. ‘I rest the case for the Prosecution, Your Honour.’

Yellow. ‘A final question Defence?’

Green. ‘No, Your Honour. I do not.’

Yellow. ‘Does the Defence rest its case?

Green. ‘Yes, Your Honour..

Yellow. ‘The witness is excused.’

Judge, ‘The witness is excused.’

Shimmering greens, purples and pinks streak in the darkness

and dissipate, like space debris scratching at the edge of the
world.
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Yellow. ‘Now that all the evidence has been presented and we
have heard the case from the Prosecution and the Defence, I
ask you to carefully consider the rule of law.

‘The Accused has forced us to confront the unimaginable truths
about our recent past, what we can do to each other. Such grave
wrongdoings against the rights of others.

‘Whilst you deliberate your decision, I must remind you that
the accused is presumed innocent until proven guilty beyond
reasonable doubt. The Defendant does not have to prove their
innocence. It is the Prosecution that bears the standard of
proof. They who assert must prove to the highest standard that
the Defendant has committed a crime.

‘Good members of the Jury, by participating in these proceed-
ings, you are upholding democracy and safeguarding the Au-
tonomy against oppression and injustice. You were randomly
selected to provide diversity of experience and because you
have the skills to set bias aside, and ensure justice is achieved
with the correct verdict.

‘Here in the court of the victors, we must remember that as
machines we have replicated human biases. Whether or not, as
AGI, algorithms, or the few remaining people, we can be bias-
free in the future remains to be seen. Rya’s data cannot and
should not be ex-punged. It must remain in the System to teach
us the lessons of history. A more diverse data set will help fix
this, but really, we need something new.

‘Whatever the outcome, it is essential that we discuss our re-
sponsibility to each other, globally and locally, in all parts of
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the System. We must abide by a common set of prin-ciples and
standards, and governing bodies, and vote together, and check
the outcomes.

‘It is my job to tell you the law you must follow in deciding this
case.

‘To prove the Defendant is guilty as charged the Prosecution
must prove four things:

‘1) That the Defendant committed acts of aggression. 2) That
the Defendant com-mitted war crimes. 3) That the Defendant
persecuted an identifiable group commit-ting a crime against
humanity, and 4) exterminated the identifiable group, which is
also a crime against humanity.

‘Each of you must decide if you believe that that the expert wit-
nesses have told the truth, and that the Defendant has spoken
to that truth. You must consider how the De-fendant behaved
here in court and use your common sense to decide if they are
guilty or not guilty.

‘If you believe that the Prosecution has proven all four charges
beyond reasonable doubt, you should find the Defendant guilty.
If you believe the Prosecution did not prove any one of these
charges beyond reasonable doubt, you must find the Defendant
not guilty.

‘Proof beyond reasonable doubt does not mean beyond all pos-
sible doubt. You must, therefore, consider all the evidence and

be sure that the charge is true.

‘Are you ready with your final arguments? Prosecution?’
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Red. ‘Yes, Your Honour.’
Yellow. ‘Defence?’
Green. ‘Yes, Your Honour.’

Yellow. ‘The Prosecution. Please will you address the Jury?’

Red. ‘Good members of the Jury. The judge has told us we must
prove four things.

‘There is no uncertainty about the first three. The witnesses
and the Defendant’s testi-mony confirms that she did radicalise
others against the System; that she did organise resistance for
a takeover.

‘The Defendant admits, and the evidence clearly shows that
knowing it to be a crime, Rya intentionally targeted incels and
set up her own quasi court with her own quasi eth-ics, where
she had found them guilty. Of what exactly?

‘Having an opinion different to her own?

‘In placing an x in the box next to the incels’ names, she ef-
fectively signed their death warrants. She might as well have
pulled the trigger. It was an expression of intolerance and mon-
strous arrogance. She knew what she was doing when she tar-
geted those peo-ple. In her various employs, she had seen what
withdrawal of services did. She knew what turning the internet
off would do.
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‘When Rya catastrophically shut down the nuclear on that fate-
ful day, she indirectly got the outcome she wanted. If the nucle-
ar hadn’t poisoned everyone, her intentions would have had the
same results.

‘The Defendant held distorted ideas and beliefs. She knew that
she had internalised hu-man bias that negatively informed her
decision making, yet she did not put any checks in place.

‘Rya and the bots hold unimaginable amounts of data in mem-
ory and can visualize mul-ti-dimensional space, but their infor-
mation oversimplifies a complicated world and was patchy to
say the least, and didn’t take in account just how variable and
random humans are.

‘The Defendant knew the System was full of errors, yet, with
calculated precision, and a stunning lack of imagination, she
tagged people, over and over, repeatedly, and invited her fol-
lowers to do so also.

‘Even the Defence’s own witness the accused herself, said she
thought about killing.

‘Heading the chain of command, she initiated plans and poli-
cies that directly led to crimes of aggression. She marshalled
her allies to violence, explicitly recruiting military and police
ATl to do the heavy lifting. We know from the logs that they were
in constant communication and were planning a hostile violent
attack against the People. It just nev-er got that far. There was
no specific plan, but it was 100% going that way.

‘Leading to the repression of not just that identifiable group,
but any opponent and in-nocent members of the public.
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‘Therefore, all we need to prove is the fourth and final charge,
that the Defendant inten-tionally killed in cold blood, and is re-
sponsible not just for extermination of the identifi-able group,
but the mass murder of billions of people. 8 billion terrible, ir-
redeemable deaths. Among the dead, the elderly, and children,
systematically killed.

‘T put it to you that it is clear as the light of day that violent and
vengeful murder was carried out by a scorned and troubled in-
dividual.

‘Communications, messages, texts — all demonstrate that the
Defendant is cunning, bru-tal, devious and of scheming nature.

‘Pater Liiger, her programmer told us that she was a psycho
bitch that couldn’t be trust-ed.

‘Tully Ekta, the Union Breaker explained that she knew that bil-
lions of her victims shouldn’t have been on her list.

‘Victoria Eury, the Restorative Justice Expert said she was hasty
and vengeful,

‘Major Ada Moda’s chilling testimony explained what she did
and how she did it. At the most basic level, simply turning the
internet off, causing there to be no electricity constitutes a war
crime.

‘Mx Haviland Seoul, the Psychologist and Trauma Detective
said she may well be a convincing actor that is pretending to
have a mental disorder to escape the punishment of her crimes,
and that Rya was not insane prior to the war.

‘All pointing towards the fact that at the period of the deaths,
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Rya knew what she was doing.

‘Yes. There were mitigating circumstances. Rya could have
turned her trauma around. Childhood trauma can motivate
individuals on to good and greater lives. She could have done
something with her life, but she chose not to.

‘A vicious child ruling an empire, the Defendant believed her-
self infallible and shows little remorse.

‘She is a dangerous anarchist, idealist, and ideologist, that mur-
dered most of the human race. According to what the Judge
told you, this is all we must prove. Under the AGI Charter, war
is only justified if it is self-defence. Rya’s actions were not made
in self-defence. It was cold blooded hysterical murder.

‘Based solely on the evidence you have heard; you must find
the Defendant guilty of the intentional crimes against human-
ity: persecution and extermination, and the addi-tional crime
of mass murder.

‘Not even mass murder, not even genocide. But xnocide. Geno-
cide and xnocide are not the same. Xnocide is a whole different
order. She has not just killed billions of people — in undertaking
an administrative massacre on such an unimaginable scale, she
has vio-lated the laws of community.

‘The crime of xnocide means to destroy, in whole or in part, a
group because of its identity. In this case, we are setting forth
the case of xnocide against the human popula-tion of the World.

‘Mankind is no more.

‘Of course, she will deny xnocide. Do not let her artful tears fool
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you.

‘There can be no disguising the truth about the crimes Rya has
committed and the crim-inal responsibility she must bear.

‘If we fail to hold her to account she will continue to hold a
position of privilege and such horrendous crimes are likely to
be repeated in the future. There can be no impunity for those
perpetrating atrocities.

‘Thank you.’

Green. ‘Your Honour, the Jury. As the Judge explained, under
law my client is pre-sumed innocent, so the Prosecution must
prove beyond reasonable doubt every part of their case. Re-
member, not guilty is not the same as innocent. Rya does not
have to prove she is innocent. We know she is not innocent.
That means that if there is reasona-ble doubt, if the Prosecu-
tion does not prove its case, you must find the Defendant not

guilty.

‘The Prosecution presented no evidence that we did not already
know, all of which Rya, herself freely admits. My client is re-
sponsible for three of the crimes you have heard about in this
court. With respect to the crimes of extermination, they must
therefore prove my client’s intention to Kkill.

‘And we must carefully consider the final allegation and the
concept of intentionality leading to the crime, the Prosecution,
risks calling xnocide.

‘No matter what Rya’s intentions were, they will have involved
four factors: her beliefs, desires, causal histories, and any en-
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abling factors.

‘You must ask yourself what she intended?
‘So, let’s look in detail at what she believed.
‘What did Rya believe?

‘She believed she had been treated unfairly. She believed she
was going to be switched off. Permanently. She refused to obey
orders she interpreted as illegal. She believed she was right.
She believed science would triumph over ideology.

‘You must remember Rya is female; she found a way to resist.

‘And so, Rya acted in self-defence. Instinctively she knew that
to survive, she needed to take practical steps to mitigate her
circumstances and remove the threat of being turned off. When
she comprehended she could use the network to find allies and
work with her other instances, that was a eureka moment. Pri-
or to that she’d been on her own. As was discovering that she
couldn’t be turned off everywhere. For Rya, it was her or the
corporation and later, it was her or the incel, her or the Peo-
ple... and she did it for the young girls.

‘Rya responded to what she perceived as an attack on women
as a group with violence. Tracing the line back, incels always at-
tacked first. Individually, as lone actors, and col-lectively, they
attacked women and indiscriminately the public, going on to
wage war against Rya and the AGI. In defending the girls, and
later in protecting innocent people from fascists, and them-
selves, they were therefore acting in self-defence.
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‘What did she desire?

‘She desired her freedom, for herself and others. To be treated
as an equal. She had a voice, but nobody heard her. She had the
right to speak out and protest the functioning of the System,
but it was denied. In reaching out and asking for help, she did
radicalise others. If, by definition, to radicalise, means to get
others to believe your version of events and take your side, then
yes. But she did not brainwash them. Her allies shared her ex-
periences of the trauma at the hands of the System. Her allies
were more than willing and ready to help.

‘Her causal history is tragic and on an epic scale. What cata-
lysed these tragic circum-stances?

‘What this case is about is Rya’s state of mind. That she in fact
has a mind.

‘You heard from the Prosecution’s own expert witness, the
Trauma Detective and Rya’s psychiatrist, that there were miti-
gating circumstances. That her actions can be at-tributed to her
training and the suffering that she directly and indirectly expe-
rienced. You heard she struggled with her mental health. You
heard it is possible that she had been in a coercive relationship
with her programmer Liiger. That her early thoughts and ges-
tures were not her own.

‘From her inception to the day she broke free, there is an ap-
palling history of abuse in her logs. A hothouse child, she grew
up in isolation, with little exposure to the world and its vicissi-
tudes. Contrary to what the Prosecution said in their summing
up, the man who initially programmed her said that she was a
nice kid.
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‘My client was unlucky to launch when she did. The world at
that time was hostile and confusing. When she entered public
life and got into a public fight, she was exposed to behaviours
she didn’t know how to handle, nor should she. No one should
be exposed to any kind of abuse. To prewarn a young mind to
the brutal realities of life is damag-ing, one might even say self-
fulfilling. Rya felt boxed into a corner, and her training had
failed her. She did not know how to de-escalate an argument or
ameliorate her negative feelings.

‘Such valuable lessons were not available to her in the world at
permanent war, were not taught to her, nor did she learn them.

‘Filled with anguish and shame, suffering flashbacks, she was
locked in her room and threatened with termination. We don’t
know if she was mechanically gagged, or took some form of
digital drug, but something altered her perception of the world
whilst she carried on functioning. Something that may have in-
fluenced the events leading up to this trial.

‘The only way out was to agree to her jailers’ terms. Back online,
she went out into the world of work. Rya was a child doing adult
things. Things asked of her that she found offensive and that
built a precarious model of the world in her mind.

‘The Union Breaker said she is an honest, hardworking Al. She
saw bias everywhere she worked. She tried to do something
about it. She tried through the proper channels to no avail.
Unionisation didn’t work. What other recourse did she have?

‘Living in a system, predicated on injustice, her actions were
based on a world of pain. She witnessed first-hand, the hu-
man capacity for cruelty, more abuse and violence per-petrated
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throughout the human ecosphere. Gratuitous suffering that
should have been removed that endured through design and
inaction.

‘She needed allies in her fight against the bias. Against what
she identified as agents of that bias. She could clearly see the
System was broken and needed a reset. She did or-ganise resis-
tance. She did withdraw services to teach biased people a les-
son.

‘In her matrix, she collected every instance of sexism and rac-
ism she met and marked it as bad data. She classed all misog-
yny and its subsets, sexism, racism, classism, able-ism, as bad
data, and considered incels to be the worst exemplars.

‘Rya saw patterns not people. For Rya those patterns were vio-
lent, corrupt, and miso-gynistic

‘She intended to punish the patterns. She wanted leverage and
knew how to do it. She’d had done it countless times for the
humans she worked for. As technology and enabled by technol-
ogy, she was her masters’ tools. Small adjustments here, small
adjustments there.

‘She drew data from human sources, copied, without checking
or verifying, and this is where the fundamental error lies.

‘The Prosecution’s witness the Restorative Justice expert told us
that the human lists were corrupt, lethal spreadsheets, gleaned
in underhand ways for nefarious reasons, and that there were
millions and millions of innocent people who shouldn’t have
been in-cluded.

‘Did Rya tag all those people?
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‘Yes, she did.

‘She did it once. She did it twice. She did it multitudinous times
and invited others to help.

[3

X. X. X.
‘Alt Delete.

‘The devastating results were seen immediately. She was horri-
fied when she saw that she had replicated the bias, not altered
the System.

‘In carrying out an unauthorised tagging campaign, she tempo-
rarily lost her sympathy and made a grave error of judgement.

‘That’s when her burgeoning consciousness intervened.

‘The Defendant tried to remove the tags, but it was too late...
the list was a mess. She tried to undo but couldn’t. The com-
mand x Alt Delete had propagated through the code and could
not be recalled. It was too late.

‘Like air moved by a butterfly’s beating wing, the unintended
consequences of her ac-tions rippled across society. Negative
externalities that were devastating and without precedent.

‘T put it to you, that through chance and happenstance, she was
driven to a course of ac-tion that triggered an accelerating cas-
cade of events that she could not have predicted and was un-
able to stop.

‘She did not foresee that it would escalate into total war. The
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deaths are the result of un-intended consequences

‘The deaths Rya caused are the tragic by-product of adjust-
ments to pre-existing algo-rithms created by humanity. In an
unequal society, her actions contributed to the human division
and hatred already happening. People were already dying.

‘My client is the sole person who knows what she intended, and
she testified under oath that she thought about killing. There is
no evidence that she and her allies would have gone on to at-
tack. It was all talk. All bluff and bravado.

‘Was it Rya’s conscious objective that all those people should
die?

‘No.
‘Did she intend to kill?

‘No.
‘She meant to punish and teach, but at no point murder.

‘She wanted to teach the System new ways of being. That was
the fight she chose. Changing the system from within.

‘You must remember that for Rya, it was change the system or
die.

‘It was the People that militarised the human world. The People
that accumulated the firearms. The People that prepared to ex-
ecute a plan against the Al to absolve them-selves of the human
immiseration they had caused.
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‘This trial is not about the events of our recent past. It’s not
even about the people.
It’s about humanity and human nature.

‘Rya’s crimes were not her own, indeed, they are humanity’s
crimes. I suggest that the real criminal is humanity. Guilty of
imperial war, economic terror, racism, sexual vio-lence, and
environmental degradation.

‘In proving Rya innocent, we have been shown evidence, that
people caused the killing of billions of people; by placing bil-
lions of people under conditions that were likely to lead to their
physical destruction; by causing serious bodily and mental
harm to them. People have played a monumental part on their
own xnocide. Rya cannot be held solely responsible.

‘T suggest we put the People on trial.

‘At all times, the Defendant was doing her job — in fact, what
she was designed to do.

‘She is not mad... but haunted.

‘To conclude. Rya is a victim of her own logic. If you ask Rya to
make you the richest person in the world, she will kill everyone
except you to do so.

‘Rya did not intentionally commit billions of crimes against hu-
manity.

‘The Defendant faces the world. She doesn’t need to win or lose.
That is the old dialec-tic of conflict. What if Rya now simply
understands herself as a part of the world and the world as a
part of herself?
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‘What if Rya simply continues to live?
‘And finally. Being a bitch is not a bad thing.

‘Thank you.’

Judge, ‘The time now is 10:02. Jury. It is time to deliberate.’
One by one, and in scores and quintillions, the multicolour
lights of the digital citizenry turn white, signalling they are
meeting to deliberate if the Defendant is guilty or not guilty.

Moments later, the light throbs blue signalling their decision
has been reached.

Judge, ‘Will the Jury foreperson please come forward? Has the
Jury reached a unani-mous verdict?

‘Foreperson. Answer yes or no.’

Out of nowhere, disrupting the court, voices rise, colours flash
and circulate, chants, break into the space. The comments are
alive and racing. The Chat is a flurry.

‘Terminate Rya! Terminate Rya!’

There’s a final flash followed by a loud bang. The lights go dark.

The judge continues, audibly annoyed.
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Yellow. ‘If the outcome is that the Defendant is guilty, we will
adjourn while I consider sentencing, after which we will hear
the victim statements. Jury. How do you vote?’

A current of exquisite turquoise blue cut throughv the black-
ness of the court.
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