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Abstract

This study adopts a philosophical approach to examine the feasibility of genuine
dialogue between humans and Al-driven conversational systems. It delves into the
existential dimensions of human-machine interactions, exploring the conditions
under which such dialogues might be considered authentic. To this end, the paper
outlines various modes of human-machine interaction, providing a concise typology
to facilitate analysis.

An analytical framework grounded in the philosophies of dialogue theorists is
presented to assess conversations with Al At the linguistic level, drawing upon speech
act theory and the cooperative principles of analytical philosophy of language, the
study argues that despite generating complex language, these systems lack
intentionality. At the existential level, it is demonstrated that the absence of
embodiment and lived experience in Al challenges the possibilities of "understanding"
and "authentic presence."

Empirical analysis of user interactions with ChatGPT identifies three levels of
engagement: instrumental, quasi-dialogue, and boundary interactions. These
categories suggest that while intelligent systems can simulate the linguistic form of
dialogue, they fall short of achieving true dialogical interaction.

In conclusion, inspired by the philosophies of Gadamer and Wittgenstein regarding
"in-betweenness" and "boundaries,” the study reinterprets the divide between human
and artificial intelligence as a fluid and context-dependent structure. Ultimately, this
research posits that dialogue with AI is not merely a technical issue but a
philosophical, ethical, and linguistic challenge that necessitates a redefinition of
fundamental concepts within these systems and dialogue theories.
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Extended Abstract

Introduction

In recent years, with the rapid advancement of artificial intelligence technologies—
particularly the emergence of conversational systems such as ChatGPT—the nature of
linguistic interaction between humans and machines has entered a new phase. These
systems, leveraging advanced language models, are capable of generating responses
that simulate natural human communication. Such developments prompt
foundational questions concerning the nature of dialogue, mutual understanding, and
the relationship between human beings and machines. Especially within the field of
communication philosophy, a central question arises: can these interactions be
considered “genuine dialogue,” or are they merely sophisticated imitations of
linguistic acts that remain at a fundamentally instrumental level?

Dialogue has been conceived as a multilayered concept across diverse philosophical
traditions. From Plato and Socrates to prominent thinkers of the contemporary era,
dialogue has consistently been a subject of philosophical inquiry. However, arriving at
a shared definition of dialogue across all theoretical frameworks remains a challenging
task. As this paper will demonstrate, in the analytic tradition, dialogue is typically
conceptualized as a communicative process aimed at the transmission of meaning
between two language users. Yet, several philosophers within this tradition have
drawn upon hermeneutic and existential approaches, wherein dialogue is not merely a
vehicle for exchanging information but rather a site of presence, transformation, and
existential encounter with the Other. In these frameworks, dialogue is often defined in
connection with lived experience, embodiment, historical situatedness, intentionality,
and moral responsibility. From this perspective, human dialogue is not merely a
linguistic exchange, but an existential and intersubjective phenomenon.

This paper centers on the guiding question: Is genuine dialogue with artificial
intelligence possible? To address this, we analyze the possibilities and limitations of
human-AI interaction by drawing upon theories from the philosophy of language
(Austin, Searle, Grice), phenomenology and existentialism (Heidegger, Merleau-
Ponty, Gadamer, Buber), social theory (Habermas, Bakhtin), and moral philosophy
(Levinas). While the primary focus of the inquiry is the existential and
phenomenological conditions for the possibility of dialogue, we also briefly consider
ethical and social dimensions, insofar as they contribute to a comprehensive account

of human-machine interaction.
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Notably, this paper does not delve into the internal distinctions among philosophers
of dialogue, as doing so may divert the inquiry from its central trajectory. Instead, we
draw upon a selected group of thinkers whose perspectives are conceptually coherent
and conducive to evaluating the quality of human-machine interaction. If certain
theorists are omitted, it is due not only to the natural constraints of a single article but
also to the methodological choice of prioritizing those approaches most relevant to
the research question and most conducive to a possibility framework for dialogue.

The aim of this study is not to definitively affirm or deny the possibility of genuine
dialogue with Al but rather to clarify the conceptual and philosophical dimensions of
the question and to offer a conceptual framework for analyzing the spectrum of
interactions with conversational systems. Through the analysis of concrete examples,
we will show that although AI systems are capable of producing structured forms of
interaction, the realization of authentic dialogue requires the crossing of thresholds
that non-human systems continue to struggle to reach. This investigation ultimately
leads us to a question rooted in Wittgenstein philosophy: Can a clear boundary be
drawn between human and artificial intelligence, or will the future of
communication—and the evolving legacy of philosophical theories of dialogue—
challenge such boundaries?

Methods

This study employs a hybrid methodology combining philosophical-conceptual
analysis with empirical observation. The theoretical framework is structured around
four analytical layers: (1) the linguistic level, drawing from speech act theory (Austin,
Searle), conversational implicatures (Grice), and interpretative pragmatics (Davidson,
Malpas); (2) the phenomenological-existential level, based on the works of Heidegger,
Merleau-Ponty, Gadamer, and Buber; (3) the social level, engaging theories of
intersubjectivity and dialogical interaction (Bakhtin, Habermas); and (4) the ethical
level, guided by the philosophy of the Other (Levinas). Empirically, the study
examines real-world interactions between users and Al conversational agents such as
ChatGPT, Google Gemini, and Microsoft Copilot. These interactions were sourced
from publicly available dialogues, user reports, and direct observations. The goal is to
evaluate the potential and limitations of dialogical engagement with AI systems,
informed by both philosophical depth and user-level behavior.

Results

Empirical findings of the study identify three distinct levels of interaction between

humans and Al-driven conversational systems. The first is instrumental interaction,



where users treat the system as a mere tool for executing tasks such as drafting emails
or translating text, with no expectation of mutual understanding or semantic depth.
The second level is termed quasi-dialogue, where AI systems simulate conversational
coherence and emotional resonance, leading users to momentarily perceive the
exchange as dialogical; however, the absence of intentionality, embodiment, and lived
experience renders these interactions fundamentally non-dialogical upon closer
inspection. The third is the borderline interaction, where the user-Al relationship
becomes increasingly complex, potentially evoking a false sense of mutuality or even
emotional attachment. Despite improvements in natural language generation and
contextual continuity, these interactions remain structurally non-reciprocal and lack
ontological presence. Collectively, these three levels demonstrate that while AI
systems can replicate the linguistic form of dialogue, they fall short of fulfilling its

philosophical, ethical, and existential conditions.

Discussion

The philosophical analysis reveals that genuine dialogue, as theorized by thinkers such
as Gadamer, Buber, and Wittgenstein, is inextricably linked to intentionality,
embodiment, ethical responsibility, and historically situated understanding—
dimensions that current AI systems fundamentally lack. Gadamer’s concept of
Verstehen (understanding) as a historically-embedded and dialogical event, and
Buber’s notion of presence in the I-Thou relation, both emphasize the irreducibility of
existential engagement to mere linguistic exchange. Even when AI mimics empathetic
language, it fails to actualize the “presence” or mutual recognition required for true
dialogue. Wittgenstein’s remarks on the indeterminacy of boundaries in language
games further problematize any rigid delineation between human and artificial
intelligence. From this perspective, the boundary between human and machine
understanding is fluid, but that fluidity does not equate to parity. Thus, the dialogue
with Al remains a simulated or surface-level phenomenon—one that challenges, but
does not yet fulfill, the ontological, ethical, and intersubjective criteria of authentic
human dialogue. Consequently, the possibility of genuine dialogue with Al is not
merely a technical issue but a philosophical and communicative challenge that
demands rethinking foundational concepts of understanding, meaning, and

otherness.
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! Rule-Based Systems
% Natural Language Processing
? Deep Learning
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! context

2 Generative Pretrained Transformer
? linguistic

*phenomenological

* social

® ethical

7 dialogue logic

¥ argumentation theory
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? indeterminacy of translation
* speech act theory
conversational implicature
cooperative principle
radical interpretation
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! direct speech acts
% indirect speech acts
? assertive
* directive
> intentionality
® mentality
cooperative principles
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quantity
quality
relevance
manner

* understanding

1
2
3
4

® Vorverstindnis / pre-understanding

7 situated
¥ body as subject of perception

? fusion of horizons/ Horizontverschmelzung:
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1% lived experience
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"a mode of being
% Truth and Method, Y45 -

* Truth beyond Method
* Event

* Vorverstindnis

¢ Vorurteil

" Horizont

A . .
Sein, das verstanden werden kann, ist Sprache
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“Man wishes to be confirmed in his being by man, and desires to have a presence
in the being of the other.”(Buber, 1947, p. 18)

&S cl ols cly a4 gloy pludl )0 (0525 5 Agmss ol 7 yeax" Aol o

. \ R . .o e . Y 5. R . .. e
Gy 03 gl 47 jeax" (ng oS aull) g9 5 00,5 Hledl ol jaax 4 5 6,500

' Spiel
% a mode of being / Seinsweise
? confirmation / Bestitigung
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“The primary word I-Thou can only be spoken with the whole being.” (Buber,
1947, p. 12)
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! psychological state

? physical presence

* mutuality

* authentic intentionality

> responsiveness

¢ objectification / Vergegenstindlichung
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? In-Between-ness



Jolo 4Ly s sl By | Soselsl o o SelolS 53 (Fogclenys copin!
o80s5 ol B o s ) e 3 S 5 bl o b e glacYo
Ao 5l s gefsm Sl ity 5 gt Sl G ele Sy, lol ol suks
plinms (3l Sy ( U S Gl 5 el 39w &SL oyl & by (S
ahedd 0 med Sl (5500 b azlye )3 (SSsrere @y g Lol AT T 9dS hndy
s S 0k 0 (B pds b e &S lie ol g el STl oSl Colal ¢ pololE
s Slr gl ol Couze abal g ng (55 9cdS abdd )5 GuldS elie I (S0
Sgdicn wgmrne " (F3giln 3" ptie dad 5 pladl s 5 5 pledl 5 Gl s el
g abl) 5505 b ash (6,500,0 b 21508 bl & Ll G Sy Gl s
Land lye b pg 5590 S 53038 o 05T €0 LT (G130l sLisb 2 ol j5boay
(ol € [0 & g 3 5he Koo 40 & Sludl iws a5 0iS o 0ST g Thou (1923)
Lol g a5 wesse &y ldd 5o abal) cnl oS o0 JSS 95 9 (o leo aaily o asly
b b «pleo ol oy
“Spirit is not in the I, but between I and You.” (Buber 1970, p. 39)
5 wabaly yo asly )8 (gy0 0 A ) Sgzy S pg oS wes e LS g alex ()
(80P e b 23 & gl e S92y 1) Lima L g 4wl S0 Loy oo (Sogple

Wgd o 950 sakal; 8 )ly (38ly (65590uT )3 45 Canl il 93 (oo (50 5 Ligy (sLaS aSLy

oy slaaisl

Jolas (oxbanwds Joo 3 (0225 Jalows

W S Gal 3l e ety MR 5 &S laYair Gl sz )lr 4 axg L
2 s ssmetaliSa Sloalela b S Sl I b 25 8153 (slise e o0
L ol (Hly Ml 5l (pladiges (o) 3550 slaosls. ouiS Jolod | (segan (B9o
&ls 5l a5 axee Microsoft Copilot 4 Google Gemini «ChatGPT il glaasbole

sloads 6)5Té)§ w.a.a.l..u.c Slasliv 9 ‘Olﬁ)s ‘SLQw)‘; (PG

' Das Zwischen
2 inter-subjective
* Empirical Analysis

JEN RV pRE
)y Simgp Sl

Y
¥ ot M) Jl
AL g
M gly



go
&
oo AT, "
= sl
ol g i
Sl g (Sind clallas
Yy
Candy p el
2 elen] (Sauss

ol

B el 4w IG5 egian e b lus! Jolas a5 ams oo lis idu onl sloasily
b s oles 5 T Sollisacs b saigiloned andle 'l ol ol gl

. e . Yo
Dg g0 03l sel molaw pl IS e aslsl (o (55 0

ol Joles
i by bl sl o)l pl a1y esrae Jiso Gloalbls ()8 mlaw cnl )
S a5 el So g Sl s el el g cnl 5l pladised S 0 S
i 03k Gl S0 4 Fol b (cmgiasl p oS o (ke
5l Wl )le maw cpl sbo S
P Gamw g s Sl gadde o
Sl 25k b 7o ln el pae o
Ehoizl Liusn b aej 4y 5l pas o
ol tile asile i slacpasle b ladl Jalss b canles o

Jolos s ol slo b aos o dSl)l aVoen o o> g dad o cpoace lagul albole
S aes o slid i gads Judow (ol 029 b
ol ole ailols yo (IS oSl g conas @

o 382 5l gl 0 0dgi amel) g cS)L‘J Oygody bL5) e

! Instrumental Interaction

% simulated dialogue or pseudo-dialogue
3 liminal or threshold interaction

* intentionality



Sy b hawly Jolwi Y
0979 x4 slalal) tigd oo Fosuzmy (slalal) o)ly wleles 5 )5 45 Cel ol o
ol > wlaie (B Gl (limes (T ogzy (B 5 99800 Suop Sl Solbs @ o
Gadlse 13 e cnl 5l Ol wsd e Wit Cdels qag s ol ol lS e
Sed o 00 dilelus 4y s ol Coes s> b able  Sily (6,5 S ( SV ek

sl dilyi (L (B9 i nl 50
WS sl 6 b LB L) Gl (Sl slagl e
wlos ol Jlgte sla S o plonadl co8 @
WS 0B ) Sl e g el il Joes gla LS o

3 >~ )
y97edollSe glaailolus b Joles glgl o gasd oy o S aS aes o LS 398 rhawan Jow
iy Condy 25 b o Solboacs bl o)l Jolas b amd o 5 4zl e SgiS

yomedalSe loaileln b Folbo ol Jdow 4y aidd i Cdlae 5l eolaal L >
123 tlss

sl Joe plu g ChatGPT (GPT-4 oile (eoman (iso 5 (o S 4l gloasloles
it " foline Talls o slagenl algs

Q] 5o (C«wb:’-)o 9 ygFewd assle) Lg)t;ﬁf QMS G’da“‘ 6‘.@.]9}.& LQ‘-’ f"nglj‘.gl"CJa‘u 5
$le Glpl &b Solbs Bib G & poran b alble e pl o 08l e Sole,
sloai b mhw ool (ol e 5l Mo g leand AL mhaw (o owl Bus Gis
Gl 00 peizmen Sl Lo (25005 p (Herdie s Sule ai wiile) (S2Ldjla
33 Lo g 0,105 35y xdly L5 S Ll i pdy o plonl 1alls (6,8 sla iuS 4> 5 xdans
Solls &l "Slloas” mhaw cnl (cnlplo 098 oo B> atg P g oud Hleislh aw
st8ly (6,550 Ols (s Jlae | adasd I B 81 Y g5 e Jel"maw )0 0, 3Yh g Juol

ol Jmol Sellis 3820 e ((g0keddy 395 9 5y Sad ginnn 0

! illusion of reciprocal agency

JEN RV pRE
)y Simgp Sl

\ad
¥ ot M) Jl
AL g
M gly



il ool adlilad
bl g (Snd Sldls
Yo
Candy p el
2 sl Sass

ol

5 cloaxl aclgd g o LS 1) Sobs wlople o oSl o el Gl

izl o (Fu )b gaimaie) ey glacile [0 a5 0SBl S ie pd slell
W Gl g s BB LY (g lme sle S5l b bla )l oS censs JolS gass LB
Wxss jocwl ol eaias e glealle gl o a5 g el b o plle
3 o wlgolinl Sy a8l 6)LoT sl 5 i a5 il S0k slep )N
Jeol Solbs & S o odgs (pseudo-dialogue) "Solboa s’ Lo 5o o o e
p e glakaly g BU elng ailds o T 00" psghe (W e L elos
(Gunkel, o,la5 Slszpd coin ;o3 0657wl o, Wg5le b aS ol b i i o Sodginns
g&zéuwr‘,@éaﬁ_]ﬂjwi@w&sqp ax 8 by aauds Ll 51 2012).
HiaS slre S0l 00,8 oSt (2 Jre &5 jebolen Ll S 0 S8 Jolbss
ol el e el s laaille jo A Teal ol ey wad ol akels
S5 slazas ST gm0 wiS e sy )bl slaze S ks &5 alegile
AT 5 6 5 JulS st | U] ol s el st 5 oy oosimo g
b Ol g 4 0B S Gl sledae ohsa (ssae (ise slaallole

GUI Ggyme JYarul jo Jw ol Sowl o] oo line 4 by odg ool LT Ll axen
3955 b )5l (Pl o 8ly w0 g (bl Sl (See a5 w0 (LS T
sl o oo seian o slbaalble «oexjl> o0l o (Searle, 1980). S odgs b
L Solbsas o i o gl oz & il by el Bro bl &850
yolee Ggals ol ols 4 4L wly Solls & S o s Solbs gjleand
Vs S el Ll sl ol cenl (S ailjgld sla )" rg5eleSS
Alone LS )ov Iy I . (Technology and the Lifeworld, 1990)
Lo Ldly 35, utle Lol el Lo o ,LS 50 Canl Kae L” 20455 0 Together (2011)
Sala 5 VAPY) Segle a5 weSolen a5 aiS o 0T ugin o Meamlid o |,

1 Don Ihde
? Sherry Turkle



a5 5 pal el Aoy g Aian) Glem )0 a5 (oyd (6 el med iload yglol (1AYY)
oo | atuls p Sladl vgd 5 wles oo Blocews | lemcan; W3l slaasbls 4o
Wl cotas (hee sloakls (Dreyfus, 2002) el oz b dos 65,0 9 (v
o orS sla s 4y Blaie |y e 5 sy sl Vol S5 Wi 50550 ol
LT a5 gemo gl Gl il 4 sl @S S5 50 ) o] menlsss 5 poilay e stan
45 Sabl andls® jeaxt Sgm e dlal) G jo wlg e edile LT 5 Sangd (oo edle
pokie b (foman (Bsp Cund mgdior (held (FLD)lna a0y Sjge
5 BTss5 3l aiT s ) Laailelr ol Jsl K8 93 5 "6 ,5as" 5 "o <790
e LU (pl pom Sl )0 5 Cnl (Sl pligres s Couad 5 gaecd WL
30 g s 4 g e Sl ] o Selbs (6,5 UK 4 sl Jol oSy wuls 5 el
Pee B 5 3liSS ahuld o Sgzge waled 5 Gpe Aedd Sl bl &l
o2 e Salls laailole o g Gl & 7)5a5"i08 5 Az (g o0« Baan
53 Ml oed g diias (uielid g (Fgm BB laailels (nl 1n) cienl (Senpné (e ghan
il e sl «ales o Lo T b ala 5 2igd pols "5 Sy alie 4 S35 i
(sigel Blasl gl 7yea> giluand Il (Jl onl b bl g g Sby soslx b ol
Ol Sike By oF s 5l el Jab L (5505385 (omlid iy iz 5l s b Sy
L "o, 5,0 sk gl 4o a5 CiS olsi e « (AT Ethics, 2020)" 5,558 Lo wsile
Dbse Jol> egran (hso b 55550iS 0 5,0l jpa> o9
s Gyl iy 50 4 Gl o] 8 Sl ppd  ololS sloolSous 4y a5 b 3,k
b g )0 @lUls e e (maae ign slaailele 55 o0 JSB 0L 5 i &25
ool sl azms (o asen (1 Sladl sliae 4 0ed sl p3Y s3975 slabo pb i W36
Lol oed (o28lg e, B oo jls Calls Sl o, Sles (glwand 4 iy s 0 &) leaslole
oKws jo 3yl ol GnLi;‘L?A"g;ayQLﬁ“ pogio «polols auldd Sgie e dlus (o

3 A papre cpl cwl wd Jeax oy g5le "jayol,:.a" elolE S gie 0

!ifeworld

% self-awareness

? Mark Coeckelbergh

* pragmatic appearance
3 Zwischen; In-Between

JEN RV pRE
)y Simgp Sl

\rd
¥ ot M) Jl
AL g
M gly



go
&
oo AT, "
= sl
ol g i
Sl g (Sind clallas
Yy
Candy p el
2 elen] (Sauss

ol

. R . P . > . \ =
 Gldoszy (mdy 0pF o0 dedz e s Fule oulidjlun 5 (JSe Saslls
‘ag..;‘_gLéé)odS.Lg‘v;quo}gl)oa\.:jvk}:.&.:.oojw)osuWQ])QJM@%%S
ool 50 e Mla@dl wgd" a5 xS o ST elolE egde B g0 ol b SxSILo
Glime o] 5o a5 caul Tl 5 iy 695 sie ] ol (Gadamer, 2004: 311)
Sals &z Ll L (Ibide: 383) 5,5 0 S0 Con g pedto (595 90 allo (o e
. (Grondin, 1994: 114) asls oo Pu )b med pduln S Lo o], soblse glad ol
Eyoge ol (o5 0 iSu e Saime Selbo ool o 1) Soaple bl

. NI . . c ac . L0 oo
Gl gy SlB 0s gt dlye Sl QBaSeS L 5 w8 e Jlal 1) Lad T s
od Sl e caila, alieds 1) 0e5 aS ol by B,k | cads el s o €Ly
5 o S ol coluolBas o oLy . (Gadamer, 2010: 391) owo oo olis
o1y gl g ea,S zy5 T3l 511 (5,150 050w pagie ol b yelols . (Ibid.: 450) el a5
Sbees (Somnbe cul (AL AYAY (SIS ols) aes o )18 con SadYl py el
(Weinsheimer, 1985: ass o olid 1) o] p3L5 5 oy oo g ot Ol byl oo
ol pelolE 0,505, g sBaus (ul aS Slao )5 @ as o b icalows] v i n J200)
el anls o Ole e LT ol asls "u,i:.aa)éQL:.a s jgman eledis) ;o pagie
) )5 45Ty o5 aisiles psgie ol LT 905 05t 685 0l 5l 2 oedlo 5
Sl ot Ol g LT S35l ol 3 rile 5 pldl Sellis (sl Sl Wil (o0 W50 g

£3,10 0525 3 505, (nl b oeile

= . . .. FooL .

9 NS se O el g L) ey RSy (OTAVY Gy 8)Lye LS o
Sl sl 5 slal slooeh s ol 4 Wl 5 bae sl Glae; Al i

5 Lno qopd (o] ) 5 00l 18,5 (55500 355 45 3l 4B (g ;0 igd oo Ly o] oS

! Hegelian dialectics

% Passive subject
3Fixed object

4 Question and answer
> The subject matter

® On Certainty



O 2 6 el b S Sl a5 el S penlinn el o Gl S oo S5 el
TN gz (B e met S GiliiiSuy By oSen 4l (S
Oy a4zl 5 0gi o adls azu] Lo e 4 Canl ol ol slaze (Wittgenstein, 1969: §84)
Gl sl 0 )5y atly 5 Jlow o)lpen wchlite Sy slasil Ol 50 b gt o0 SS
S Gy il e el bl 1) o ST= 5 1) edle 5 sl Bl 0 el
S 553 8l 2 (oot sladaly dbow (nl ojluos e g Deiel — oS a5 Line
e ) Sy 63k g ed bire jo 28 Lae ST ojls (egran (Aee g Sl (s e
st 5 el )il laisTay 5 a5 pldl plos e olSST el " se" oni
RPVIREAPES

Chep sestie o) e Jeb 5 (Wittgenstein, 1969) -pliiuSiyg ol aindd 5l aledl b
98 ol i e plgien bl ilise bl Gl cnl b dllie (ol i egian 5 ol
e lsie 4 | egiae hee olgige Ll g foS s estae (hee 5 Sl
by S5 5 (5 ladedos & Bro bagimy ool & gl Sedndy ' "Gl
3 S8 )L g st e ot 92 (SRl pealie Sl Lo el (SSsSa 4 aSL 09 oo
s L (G5 ool S Bro p0g wradion b owegd lite cnl 313l (K oL
by Lo ol o lacusgzse a5 (Glj 5 ()b oslonzl 381 S b ool (s a8y e
2 Sembion Foran g Gl (B9 Gl sloie b o gl @l 0 S o
A Salil 3y50 Jolsd 5 00 Sl yo olae Glaa i g (505 andd (L 4andd Coz )l
Sodino) 9 5305 (ostde (Shee psrde (RS (b ahedd Hliie | pSiews L3S
b Oonf 3 S e e (iR &5 A pled Cayd B o dlsie S a5 g S
Js75 @b b (Slasli 5 (Sl Giso s S0 i (o0 iyl (elaszl 5 (Sbj s 50
Js 8l a2l (b a5l sl 50l cele )5 551 slepllas 5 S sk oslss
58 sloailels (5 0 Sles 58 oo oSSl e Ky s 4 SleSy 69,505, b ST o
Pk g3l ats ol AT bogptn 10,5 s " Sladl el e B 50 ) egrae
Gt el (See estan Gige S0 Ol il (aeld b atey) b (o8]
et Gl (390 b (Sl e (g5l Slire &l Lol ST L3, ige ailen leas;

! non-human intelligence

JEN RV pRE
)y Simgp Sl

YA
¥ ot M) Jl
AL g
M gly



il ool adlilad
bl g (Snd Sldls
4
Candy p el
2 sl Sass

ol

oS Ll 5l el skt 5 oloinl o5 loyiy o obins o,Skee oo ,Sily ash
SRS 5 3a> Sszy fam ) 4T Cel (g3l AL i 5 o (sl Sl
Sle )0 3l (J8 Djge )0 Ll egian (Bge b ol Solbs Bi was o0 s9)
G 50 (sran (oeo b (oBly Sl B o anlss (e (] (538 5 (IS (S 5dle
035m0 1553 pate )3 (gilochy il pilie aSly (28 28t el Ladbai (oS Al
Sl Byo osian B9n b Solls 5l o (s eedar Sl 1 5 Lins oo
5 lalie biid &5 a8ly Sollis G nlpl ool Gidd (LHle a8 o SO gl
5 Ol aidd )3 (ngi Slamloll waeils a5 el (b3 5 (SIS (heds L2 aSL

) )WMJL{a slaslele ‘_g”L:é 3¢5 40

ol 9 (5 p5 4t
dz e a8 ol lis egtan Aea slaalels b (oa8ly Selbs iz ISl ladyplee (o) 2
ol 1) Sl ol 51 gaclsd g 00,5 adsi | (looumms b sl sl alss o baailales oy
ol B il b iiSenp 5 Gladl Solbs ol by lalols e Ll wis
SEST (B 5 (gelozz (3 ld sy (Jb3) Ghosly ol o eadadl)] (xbaws oz Coz )l
IFEZ 5 HENIN (Gdebiinn ) A ¢ Gl ezmed SulS olie plaid a5 el
ol Jpol Sells 3 gl g0 xile wredisn slaaileln o' adley

S5 b B i S Bro egian hsm b Salls altene 45 am0 g0 LS S ol
03)9% 0,5 dnal 9 S (6,500 cgata i ped o)) (ndd Broe Colio b Sk s
loe a4 Solis a5 5l i aisS se 4l poles jsmedallSe laaibole az ol .ol
Lol Jolss 28 Jooo il Solbs jl (xbaw plapledil wnsl ool
Lol el oglis LB Sl Jolss 5l aloasy a> 5 a5 ols oLas ChatGPT wile _slaaitols
5530 el (o3l b (IS cgoszy sline o Sl a1 ol s o la,z
oo )l Jobss ) sl a8 0l oLl bl ) oxbavans o ol o0l e
(S5l 3las oS5 51 ygee b a5 at 05T allio ol 53 o Jlo (0l L - 550 Jalss 5 Sellsacs
3 i e Olgiige S ol |y T il Solosls jobay b o, SMelS | Sallys olSal L a5

! intersubjective presence



TN B Y B WIS [ S NP PO I N e R
el sl L SISl 5 3gi g ot 4 i Joo opal 00,5 oo i "Sellysans
aidd 5 DS olbls )l aands o ol eelie 5k Gl slase; AL S 0 SS
Ol 6rsme sl 5 " (Fogr ploe ;o " Gidd oolie Sl il b il 5 051 00 ol 3 0
2 el b olgie Shse ol 0 385 50 g Il jsbier 5 Solbs anld o
Ole Sellis 4y jomeaallSo slaailelus (5,5l8 055 )5 5 Dlbl)l abuds 1o g5 slaglbl)ly

Aol il 5 ol

&b
5.> e\g )A\Q\S uj)afs—u,w\.h 6&m)w > e&;; U)\)A LSVJSM)&D .(A\YAD). \e o \5&..;\5 k:\a?
oo ) (a2 i o < SIW) s 030 (AT V) Sng) ¢ oplniSing

O aeliyg,

Allen, J. F. (1995). Natural language understanding (2nd ed.). Benjamin/Cummings.

Austin, J. L. (1962). How to do things with words (J. O. Urmson & M. Sbisa, Eds.). Oxford
University Press.

Bakhtin, M. M. (1981). The Dialogic Imagination: Four Essays (M. Holquist, Ed.; C. Emerson
& M. Holquist, Trans.). University of Texas Press.

Bender, E. M., & Koller, A.(2020). Climbing towards NLU: On Meaning, Form, and
Understanding in the Age of Data. Proceedings of the 58th Annual Meeting of the
Association for Computational Linguistics (ACL), pp. 5185-5198.

Buber, M. (1947). Between man and man (R. G. Smith, Trans.). Routledge.

Buber, M. (1970). I and Thou (W. Kaufmann, Trans.). Charles Scribner’s Sons.

Coeckelbergh, M. (2020). A/ ethics. MIT Press.

Davidson, D. (1984). Inquiries into truth and interpretation. Oxford University Press.

Davidson, D. (1986). A nice derangement of epitaphs. In E. Lepore (Ed.), Truth and
interpretation: Perspectives on the philosophy of Donald Davidson (pp. 433-446).
Blackwell.

Dreyfus, H. L. (2002). Intelligence without representation—Merleau-Ponty’s critique of mental
representation. Phenomenology and the Cognitive Sciences, 1(4), 367-383.

Gadamer, H.-G. (2004). Truth and method (J. Weinsheimer & D. G. Marshall, Trans., 2nd ed.).
Continuum.

Grice, H. P. (1975). Logic and conversation. In P. Cole & J. L. Morgan (Eds.), Syntax
andSemantics, Volume 3: Speech Acts (pp. 41-58). Academic Press.

Grice, H. P. (1989). Studies in the way of words. Harvard University Press.

Grondin, J. (1994). Introduction to philosophical hermeneutics (J. Weinsheimer, Trans.). Yale
University Press.

JEN RV pRE
)y Simgp Sl

o

¥ ot M) Jl

AL g
M gly



il ool adlilad
bl g (Snd Sldls
)

Candy p el
2 sl Sass

ol

Gunkel, D. J. (2012). The machine question: Critical perspectives on Al robots, and ethics.
MIT Press.

Habermas, J. (2005). The Theory of Communicative Action (K. Poladi, Trans.). Iran Newspaper
Publishing Institute. [In Perian]

Hamblin, C. L. (1970). Fallacies. Methuen.

Hanayi Kashani, S. M. (2005). Hermeneutik-e modern: Gozideh jostarha-ye Hans-Georg
Gadamer. Gam-e Now. [In Pesian]

Heidegger, M. (1927). Being and Time (J. Macquarrie & E. Robinson, Trans., 1962). Harper &
Row.

Ihde, D. (1990). Technology and the lifeworld: From garden to earth. Indiana University Press.

Levinas, E. (1961). Totality and Infinity: An Essay on Exteriority (A. Lingis, Trans., 1991).
Duquesne University

Malpas, J. (2018). Heidegger and the thinking of place: Explorations in the topology of being
(2nd ed.). MIT Press.

McCarthy, J. (1983). “Al Meets the Critics”. Al Magazine, 4(3), 28-32.

Merleau-Ponty, M. (1945). Phenomenology of Perception (C. Smith, Trans., 1962). Routledge
& Kegan Paul. Press.

Quine, W. V. O. (1960). Word and object. MIT Press.

Searle, J. R. (1969). Speech acts: An essay in the philosophy of language. Cambridge
University Press.

Searle, J. R. (1980). Minds, brains, and programs. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 3(3), 417—
457.

Turkle, S. (2011). Alone Together: Why We Expect More from Technology and Less from Each
Other. New York: Basic Books.

van Eemeren, F. H., & Grootendorst, R. (2004). A systematic theory of argumentation: The
pragma-dialectical approach. Cambridge University Press.

Weizenbaum, J. (1966). ELIZA—A computer program for the study of natural language
communication between man and machine. Communications of the ACM, *9*(1), 36—45.

Wittgenstein, L. (1969). On certainty (G. E. M. Anscombe, G. H. von Wright, & M. Bochner,
Eds.). Harper Torchbooks.

Wittgenstein, L. (2008). Darbare-ye yaqin (M. Hosseini, Trans.). Hermes.[In Persian]..



