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Kaczynski's Thesis and the Logic of Violence

- Kaczynski's violence seen as logically coherent with his thesis: advocacy alone can't overturn
technological revolution
- Individual incentives always push toward building more technology
- Violence was his attempt to stop the system before it became irreversible
- Counterargument: targeting specific individuals misunderstands the collective action problem
- Those individuals likely had personal, not ideological, motivations
- Comparison to the hippie counter-culture movement (1950s-70s)
- Hippies offered individual escape, not collective rebuilding
- Kaczynski offered the violent extreme; both made anti-tech ideas seem fringe or
dangerous
- Consensus from comparative politics: revolutions can't be manufactured
- French, Chinese, Russian revolutions all arose from circumstantial conditions, not
deliberate design

Critique of Kaczynski's Vision of Autonomy

- Central tension: Kaczynski prizes autonomy but his "ecological utopia" would strip it from most
people
- Pre-industrial life was only autonomous for the powerful; women, children, the elderly, and
the disabled were largely helpless
- His vision resembles Nietzschean essentialism: works for the strong, worse for nearly
everyone else
- His "surrogate activities" argument undermined by his own life: he was a Harvard mathematician
- Hobbes invoked as counterpoint: the social contract trades some liberties for meaningful
protections
- The real failure of industrialization is labor exploitation, not the contract itself
- Kaczynski never clearly defines what autonomy means or why it outweighs all other goods

Technology as an Enabler of Autonomy

- Technology has expanded autonomy in concrete ways:
- Internet's role in the Arab Spring: enabled individual liberty under authoritarian regimes
- Cheap publishing: any citizen can access the classics and self-educate
- Cars and travel: mobility as a genuine expression of individual will
- Kaczynski's car analogy dismissed as about relative, not absolute, value
- Pre-car walking was equally limited; highways being unpleasant is a trivial complaint
- Anyone who wants to opt out can still do so (Amish communities cited as example)
"The system" critiqued as a category mistake: the system is composed of individuals, who can
and do opt out
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The Biblical Frame and Technology as a Human Condition

- One participant framed technology through the Fall: eating the apple gave humans god-like
creative power

- Technology is intrinsic to the human condition in its "fallen state"

- Not a normative claim that technology is evil, but an ordinal claim that its risks must
always be accounted for

- Al compared to the atomic bomb in its potential to let humans "play God"
- Counterpoint: technological progress is itself what makes us human

- Empirically, humans consistently pursue more than biological necessity once basic needs
are met

- Going to the moon vs. making fire with flint: the former seems self-evidently closer to
human purpose

- Kaczynski's picture of human life described as "extremely boring" and "annoying"

Al, Governance, and Pacing the Frontier

- Key question posed: if Al were fully interpretable and aligned, would there still be a case for
slowing development?

- Alignment with society (not just private sector) assumed for argument's sake

- Even then, unknown second-order implications remain (Facebook cited: developers
understood the code, not the social consequences)

- Broad agreement: pacing is warranted because policy and legal frameworks cannot keep up with
the rate of development

- Rate of Al development is "completely out of whack" with the pace of public sector
response
- Suggestion to speed up the public sector instead met with skepticism
- Personal opt-out distinguished from pacing the frontier
- One participant uses Al to summarize readings but worries overuse would "atrophy
cognition”
- Some refuse Al on the grounds that technology imposes a will users never elected
democratically
- Kaczynski would likely still write his manifesto today

- His critique is deeper than interpretability: he would argue technology is necessarily
opposed to societal good
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