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• Problem 3:  Cognition Ranges Beyond the Turing Limit

• Problem 4:  No Human Consensus re “Weighty” 
Propositions

• Problem 5:  It’s Mere Probabilistic Assurance
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While the PAI machines aren’t quite 
as easy to neutralize as the 
destructive machines vanquished in 
Star Trek: TOS, these relevant four 
episodes are remarkably instructive.

“The Ultimate Computer”
S2 E24

“The Return of the Archons”
S1 E21

“The Changeling”
S2 E3

“I, Mudd”
S2 E8
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e.g. “Toward the Engineering of Virtuous Robots” Naveen, Selmer et al.

Step 4

Install! — to Obtain:
Ethically/Legally 
Correct Robot

http://kryten.mm.rpi.edu/NSG_SBetal_VirtuousMachines012219.pdf
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“The Ultimate Computer”
S2 E24

The Four Steps aren’t operative here!! …
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Required





“Computational logician, 
sorry, back to your drawing 
board to find a logic that 
works with The Four Steps!”





DCEC* !!!



https://www.ijcai.org/Proceedings/2017/0658.pdf

https://www.ijcai.org/Proceedings/2017/0658.pdf
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