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00:00:10 – 00:00:54
Yes, I think you can hear me . Esteemed attendees, we are opening today's special session.
00:00:54 – 00:01:41
When I say special session, I mean it's about artificial intelligence. Sound. Our session is about the global crises we are experiencing and artificial intelligence. First, we will listen to Professor Dr. Adnan Fatih Bey's presentation, excuse me, we've moved it forward a bit, please excuse us, we'll make a change in the program. Because our professor has a flight, we'll postpone the program to at least make things easier for him. First, we will listen to Professor Dr. Hasari Çerebi's presentation titled "The Use of Artificial Intelligence in the Publishing House
00:01:41 – 00:02:27
." Professor Hasari is from Gebze Technical University, and he graduated from the Electrical-Electronics and Communications Engineering Department of Yıldız Technical University. He received his master's degree in the USA, at San Jose State University in California , and then, as far as I understand, his doctorate at the University of South Florida . He then taught at South Florida. Afterwards,
00:02:27 – 00:03:07
he held an academic position at the Texas A&M University's Qatar campus. Upon his return to Turkey, he began teaching at Gebze Technical University's computer engineering department. He currently serves as a professor in the same department. He previously also served as vice-rector. His research areas include artificial intelligence, machine learning, and communication. Now I'll hand the floor over to Mr. Hasari.
00:03:07 – 00:03:49
We will hear from him about artificial intelligence in the dissemination of truth. Thank you, Professor. Yes, our talk today is about 15 minutes long. Thank you. That seems long. Okay. The gaps are open. Our topic today is the use of artificial intelligence in the dissemination of truth. Let's start with an introduction. Let's start with the history of the prophets. Because before God Almighty sends His prophets to a nation , He naturally equips them according to the power of that nation and that era.
00:03:50 – 00:04:30
In the time of Jesus, as you know, the science of medicine was the power of that era. Therefore, God Almighty equipped Jesus with the science of medicine before sending him. When we look at the time of Moses, similarly, the power of that era was the science of magic . God Almighty again sent His prophet, endowed with the knowledge of magic, so that he might prevail over them. Looking at the era of the Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him), we see that the power of that time was poetry, literature, and eloquence, and God Almighty
00:04:30 – 00:05:12
supported the Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him) with the unparalleled word of the Quran so that he could prevail. Of course, as mentioned in the Risale-i Nur, the master states that in the end times, power and authority will shift to science and technology. Therefore, the power of this era is science and technology. Of course, when we look at the publications of the Risale-i Nur, in the early years, as you know, the elder brothers of that time spent days, months, and years writing and reproducing these works, these truths, by hand.
00:05:13 – 00:05:54
Then, when we reached the 1950s, the printing press emerged, and the power of that era began to be the printing press. Therefore, the truths of faith began to be printed and published with the power and strength of the printing press. Moving a little further, in the 1980s, with the emergence of the information age, the information technology age, these publications gradually began to be done through websites in the 90s and 2000s . As you know, many faith-based movements developed websites.
00:05:54 – 00:06:34
And through these websites, publications began to be disseminated to the whole world. Going one step further, in the 2008s, with the emergence of smartphones, the power shifted more to mobile devices. Consequently, many applications were developed to facilitate the dissemination of these truths of faith . With mobile devices, we can read and share the entire body of work in mobile applications, etc.
00:06:35 – 00:07:21
In later years, the power shifted more to social networks, or social media . This time, the truths of faith began to be disseminated through these platforms, and in the last 2-3 years, this trend has gradually become more noticeable. Artificial intelligence, one of the greatest powers of this era, and a very powerful force poised to become the next, is what we're talking about. As you know, writing was developed for humans to learn.
00:07:22 – 00:08:12
Similarly, artificial intelligence technologies have been developed for machines to learn. But there's a huge difference in power and proportion. We can't compare the number of humans to the number of machines. Right now, there are billions, perhaps trillions, of devices, computers, and IoT sensors. All of these can be linked to artificial intelligence in some way, and they can learn from it. So the question is, how can we use this artificial intelligence in the dissemination of truth? Consider this:
00:08:12 – 00:08:53
when we look at artificial intelligence through the lens of Risale-i Nur, we're talking about a virtual entity that thinks with a million minds, hears with two million ears, sees with two million eyes, and speaks all the world's languages ​​fluently. So what should we do with this power? We should use it in the dissemination of truth. In this context, we started a project about two years ago called the Da'i Nur project. I will give a brief introduction and then hand the microphone over to our other professors.
00:08:53 – 00:09:35
So, the first fundamental question is: How can we approach artificial intelligence based on the Risale-i Nur's understanding of science, technology, life, and responsibility? Of course, our method doesn't directly refer to artificial intelligence in the Risale-i Nur, but there are many conclusions that can be reached through comparison with different principles. When we look at our roadmap, we can summarize this through four headings and four concepts. First, the first concept is the literal meaning. Where can we use this? We can use it to make sense of technology.
00:09:35 – 00:10:16
Second, the teaching of the Divine Names. The teaching of the Beautiful Names of God. Where can we use this? To evaluate scientific progress . Third, life and consciousness. That is, humans are separate from machines. In conclusion, artificial intelligence is a machine. It has neither life nor consciousness. But we must also be able to distinguish between humans and machines . Fourth, how will we express our gratitude for this great power, this great strength, this blessing, and how will we use it, plus what are its responsibilities and consequences?
00:10:17 – 00:10:58
So, we need to direct its use towards beneficial deeds. Looking at the first point, when we consider technology from a literal perspective, it's not so much about what technology does, but rather how it is interpreted. Let's quote from Risale-i Nur here. As you know, there is a window of Tawhid (Oneness of God) in everything, from atoms to stars. Therefore, the principle we can derive from this is that instead of glorifying or rejecting technology , we can make it a subject, tool, or means of contemplation.
00:11:00 – 00:11:41
Secondly , the teaching of Divine Names . There are many sciences. There are scientific sciences, religious sciences, social and human sciences, and so on. But every science has a truth. Again, from Risale-i Nur, every perfection, every science, every advancement, every discipline has a sublime truth, and that truth is based on a Divine Name. The principle we can derive from this is that, yes, artificial intelligence research can be evaluated within the context of the development of human scientific and technical capabilities. Thirdly, we need to distinguish between life and consciousness, that is, between humans and machines.
00:11:41 – 00:12:26
Function is not consciousness. Again from Risale-i Nur, life is the light of the body, consciousness is the radiance of life. The principle we should derive is that functional success should not be directly derived from consciousness, personality, and moral agency. Fourthly, gratitude and responsibility. Creation is one thing, acquisition is another, as you know. Again from Risale-i Nur, creation is not evil, but acquisition is evil. So, when we approach this with the method of comparison,
00:12:26 – 00:13:07
is there a possibility that artificial intelligence could be used for evil? Yes, there is, isn't there? But this possibility does not lead to the conclusion that its production is evil. There is a balance here. How will we achieve this balance? We will try to use it beneficially, in the path of good. The possibility of beneficial use does not legitimize every choice. The responsibility lies with the person using it. Therefore, to summarize the four principles in this roadmap, artificial intelligence is not inherently evil. The real evil lies in the choice, the
00:13:07 – 00:13:51
will, of those who use it for evil. If we want to draw a conclusion from our current discussions, how should we approach technology, especially artificial intelligence? Okay, some, especially in Western civilization, can elevate it to the level of a god, expressing admiration. But we need a balance. Neither unconditional admiration nor preconceived prejudice or rejection is necessary. Therefore, we need to understand technology, and our topic is artificial intelligence, through contemplation.
00:13:51 – 00:14:29
We need to relate knowledge to wisdom. We shouldn't confuse function with consciousness. There is no consciousness in a machine. None. Its use should be done responsibly, paying attention to the boundaries of what is permissible and forbidden. So, we will show you a study we have conducted so far, within the framework of this roadmap we have mentioned. How can we use artificial intelligence to disseminate truths with these possibilities?
00:14:31 – 00:15:13
Before we get to that, there's some technical information, and as you know, there's a philosophical side to this . Actually, behind artificial intelligence, one of the world's leading AI companies currently is Anthropic, whose founders are philosophers . So, there's a philosophical side to this. Therefore, there are some concepts, firstly, ontology, and secondly, epistemology. What does ontology mean? Essentially, it's about what things exist in the world and how they relate to each other – this existence, these concepts.
00:15:13 – 00:15:54
Ontology focuses on the content and structure of knowledge. When we look at epistemology, how do we know these things? This existence, these concepts, and how much can we trust this knowledge? It's about the acquisition and validity of knowledge, its validity period. There's also the issue of the age of information. So, how long is this information valid? Its accuracy. Yes, ideally, in a good AI system, these two – ontology and
00:15:54 – 00:16:36
epistemology – should work together. Ontology determines what will be represented. The epistemological approach tells us how these representations are learned, updated, and questioned. Ultimately, a good artificial intelligence system doesn't just stem 100% from the AI ​​infrastructure, computers, and computing power we know. In a good AI system—
00:16:36 – 00:17:18
we're talking about a massive virtual machine, a virtual personality , thinking with a million minds, seeing with two million eyes, and working with two million ears— it also requires experience to correct what this AI infrastructure learns or teaches us . Human knowledge and experience are needed. Therefore, a combination of these two creates a beautiful, good, ideal AI system . Of course, before moving on to ontology,
00:17:18 – 00:18:03
let's close the epistemology part a bit. As a final slide, there are two traditions we call rationalism and empiricism. What do these two branches of science deal with? Let's call them movements. They try to answer the question of where knowledge comes from. That is, how do we teach this machine? Where does this machine learn this knowledge? According to the rationalist approach, information is given to this machine by humans in the form of rules, what we call a set of rules, or logical propositions , or manually prepared ontological statements.
00:18:04 – 00:18:47
The system then derives new conclusions from this information using a deductive approach. The other approach is empiricism, a more experimental approach. Here, neural networks start with almost no prior knowledge , from scratch, and try to statistically extract concepts from the large amount of data and information you provide , thus learning. So there are two approaches. Which one is correct? What is the truth? Of course, these are all subjects for research. Let's wrap this up, sir. Of course. I'll wrap it up in the last 2-3 minutes.
00:18:47 – 00:19:30
Within this scope, we've launched a project called the Dâ-i Nur project. Our main goal here is to collectively, as a community, build an ontology of knowledge related to the Risale-i Nur . The first step is a reading interface that can create this ontology; the second is a chat environment where people can come together and discuss these concepts, relationships, and this ontology, allowing the insights gained in conversations to be incorporated into the ontology. Thirdly, of course, this ontology needs improvement.
00:19:30 – 00:20:13
After that, it needs to go through a control and approval mechanism. For this, we have an ontology improvement step that will provide an analysis, revision, and confirmation mechanism . And finally, we're talking about an infrastructure that will transform this into a report for everyone. We're saying that you can automatically create videos, podcasts, texts, etc., based on this truth . That's the kind of project we're talking about. When we first uploaded the Risale-i Nur directly to what we know as a fixed PDF, the graph-
00:20:13 – 00:20:54
based ontology that emerged was like this. In other words, this completely shows the relationships between concepts that our developed system reveals by visualizing the entire Risale-i Nur . There are 14 works, 724 concepts in that visualization, and it shows approximately 8500 relationships between these concepts. Then, of course, we created a chatbot to answer people's questions . I'm skipping over these parts quickly.
00:20:54 – 00:21:37
You can ask any question through that chatbot. Of course, it's still in the testing phase. In short, artificial intelligence is one of the most effective dissemination tools of this era. It can play an important role in the dissemination of the truths of faith. We can find this in the 13th Word, the "Huve Nucleus." I'm skipping over these details. This ontological structure we're talking about can give you different outputs. It can create a mind map. Then it can give you very detailed scientific outputs. I'm relying on this chatbot I mentioned.
00:21:38 – 00:22:28
Ultimately, we are trying to create a collective ontology that is built together, constantly improved, and protected by committees. We believe that this ontology is not built by a single person, but by everyone who reads and contemplates it . In conclusion, our message is that artificial intelligence is not inherently evil. It can be used for good, for enlightenment, and for the benefit of humanity. I would also like to thank Dr. Ahmet Subaşi for his contribution to this work. That's all for my presentation, Professor. We thank Professor Dr. Hasari Çelebi for providing this opportunity in the publication of the book "Hakkat Neşri" (The Publishing of Truth) regarding the use of artificial intelligence
00:22:28 – 00:23:12
. Now, Professor Hasari has an international flight, so we've prioritized him. I can take one question. Two came up. Let's take both. Now, a good question. You mentioned some more collaborative models. I'm asking, Professor. Thank you for your insights. Did you use a base model when creating the model? For example, did you use a model of the quorum or any other
00:23:12 – 00:23:52
model? We are actually talking about a structure independent of models. If you consider the brain as a model, then the information models we develop become its intelligence. So, we're trying to implant the intellect of Risale-i Nur into the brain so that it can work with all the models, including the brain itself. It can work with Open AI, Deep Seek, and all the other models we've mentioned. So, no fine-tuning was done on these projects, right, sir? No. Thank you. Let's move on to the second question because we're running out of time.
00:23:55 – 00:24:36
Sir, 724, Hasan, right, sir? Hasari. Hasari, sir. Yes, let's take the question. Sir, let me just say Hasan so I can work on it further, so Mueffi doesn't have to do any more work. You mentioned 724 concepts in Risale-i Nur; there are 724 concepts. However, one study says there are 10,000 concepts in Risale-i Nur. 724 concepts seems very low to me compared to the 10,000 limit, sir. That's the first question. The second thing, sir, I had thought of the same thing for the Quran. Could a three-dimensional Quran be created? In the form of a star map, with connections between concepts in a star map format.
00:24:36 – 00:25:21
Graph-based. Yes. But my first question is important to me. It's said there are 724 concepts, but actually, 10,000 concepts were scanned, and it's said there are 10,000 concepts, sir. How were those 724 selected? That's a very good question, thank you. As you said, this is just the beginning, we've started with "Bismillah" (in the name of God), we're just beginning to train and develop, and these are the concepts he initially identified, and we're just now trying to build this information modeling. We expect the number of concepts you mentioned to reach thousands, tens of thousands. So, your assessment is correct. Okay, thank you. We normally distribute the certificates at the end, but since you might leave early, I
00:25:21 – 00:26:02
'd like to present you with your certificate. Thank you. We thank you, sir. We won't invite you. Yes. There's a photo, I think. Okay, thank you. Yes, secondly, we will give the floor to Professor Fatih Kocamaz. First of all, thank you for giving the floor to Mr. Hasari. Professor Fatih Kocamaz
00:26:02 – 00:26:44
received his undergraduate education at Gazi University, Faculty of Technical Education, Department of Electronics. He then received his master's degree in Computer Engineering from Trakya University in 2008 and his doctorate in the same department in 2011. He moved to Kırklar University, Faculty of Engineering, Department of Software Engineering, or rather, he founded the department. In 2013, he also started working at Malatya University, Department of Computer Engineering. What is he doing here? Our professor is working on topics such as mobile robots for buildings, path planning algorithms in mobile robots,
00:26:45 – 00:27:26
task sharing in multiple mobile robots, etc. Our professor has many projects at TÜBİTAK and many published works . Today's topic is Islam, faith, and belief in the age of artificial intelligence. How will we combine these concepts with artificial intelligence, what should we understand from them? I promise to address this . Thank you. The floor is yours, professor. If you could give about 15 minutes, perhaps there could be a question and answer session afterwards
00:27:26 – 00:28:07
. Thank you. Please go ahead. Can you hear me? I think so. First of all, greetings to everyone. The professor has already introduced me. He didn't mention it in a research paper. Let me tell you about that too. We are currently working on Quantum Computing. We are conducting research on performing calculations with quantum computers. Today, I want to talk to you about Islam, faith, and knowledge in the age of artificial intelligence, a matter that has been bothering me for a long time. Why? Because as artificial intelligence develops, the human mind and intellect are essentially shifting, like a balance scale
00:28:07 – 00:28:39
. In this study, I plan to evaluate the issues of Islam and faith on an existential level in today's world , where artificial intelligence, large language models, and autonomous systems are fundamentally changing information production and decision-making processes . My goal is to approach the nature of human consciousness, free will, and true knowledge in the face of algorithmic structures that simulate the human mind, centering on the contemplative methodology found in the works of Bediüzzaman Sayın Hüsnü Hüseyin Ürküliyatı .
00:28:47 – 00:29:35
Now, I want to start with this. There is a good study done in this field. Ceyit Koney Harvot, a neuroscientist and educator, presented a report to the US Senate's Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee . In that report, she made very serious observations and warnings about educational technologies . To summarize these warnings, the first fundamental problem is a reversal of the "flying effect." What is the flying effect? ​​Let me explain. The flying effect states that throughout history, each generation, each successive generation
00:29:35 – 00:30:21
, is born with a higher IQ level than the previous generation. This is a natural process, and it's called the flying effect. However, from the mid-20th century, specifically the 2000s, this process stalled, and after the 2010s, it began to show the opposite trend. So, in this new era, each generation has begun to have a lower IQ level than the previous one . This is called the reverse flying effect. This, of course, creates a serious problem. Why? It means that the minds of younger generations are working less effectively,
00:30:21 – 00:31:03
especially in many areas such as reading, writing, mathematics, problem-solving, and creativity. Howard lists the things that create this fundamental problem as follows. He says that the digitalization of classrooms is a very big factor here. Why? Because they have found that intense exposure to tablets, televisions, or screens does not lead to a stronger level of education, but rather to weaker learning outcomes. You may have heard or know that private schools , where the children of very wealthy people are sent,
00:31:04 – 00:31:50
have started to become completely digital-free schools that teach with old blackboard systems and chalk. This increases digital exposure in schools and classrooms, and what does this increase in digital exposure bring? On the one hand, it leads to a loss of focus. In the study, more than 50% of students spend 1 to 4 hours a day in front of screens, and 25% spend more than 4 hours in front of screens , and 38 minutes of each hour is spent on non-academic activities. So, this means that, if we look at the percentages, close to 40% of the time
00:31:50 – 00:32:30
spent in front of a screen during an hour, or rather, even more than 40%, close to 50-60%, is spent on non-academic activities. What are they doing? They're looking at various likes or shares on Facebook and Instagram , or watching videos on YouTube, and in the remaining 20 minutes, they're supposedly studying for the lesson. This causes distraction. And here, they've provided very good supporting information with a report. What you see on the screen right now is PISA, as you know, PISA is a global, international
00:32:30 – 00:33:13
education measurement mechanism. It measures the reading, writing, mathematics, and basic skills of 15-year-olds in approximately 170 countries . The reading time you see in the upper right corner of the screen is measured by the processing time. As you can see, it's very clear that as the time students spend using a machine, computer, or system in school increases , their reading scores decrease significantly. When you look at it year by year – three separate years – 2012, 2015, and 2018,
00:33:13 – 00:33:52
you can easily see a clear correlation, a clear relationship between them. Below that, on the science side, there's almost the same correlation, and the same similarity is seen in mathematics. When all of this is added together, it clearly shows that as time is spent in front of screens, young people lose value in all areas, including reading, writing, basic sciences, and mathematics . We can see a certain decrease in their overall scores.
00:33:57 – 00:34:45
The same situation can be seen in TIMS (International Mathematics and Science Education Study), an international organization that conducts research on mathematics and science. For example , you can see the tables for a 4th-grade child in mathematics, and the relationship between mathematics and science, that is, between 4th and 8th grade. Here, we've compared young people who spend almost no time in front of screens—those who spend once or twice a month, or once or twice a week, or those who spend all day—and we can clearly see the correlation, just like with the PISA results
00:34:45 – 00:35:28
. There's a problem here. What is it? A cognitive decline problem. The process shows us this: as we enter the digital age—and let's not just look at this in terms of artificial intelligence—as screen exposure increases, we see a decrease in cognitive activity in young people and adults alike. As I said at the beginning, we can think of this like a balance scale . If your mind, your brain, is assigning tasks to other things instead of you, if it's assigning tasks to others...
00:35:28 – 00:36:13
If it provides that, it's like it lightens the load on your brain. However, because it slows down your mind's working process, it also causes a decrease in neural connections, so to speak. We can summarize this as follows: A clear difference in the number of neural connections in the brain has been detected between people who read a lot of books, those who read very few books, or those who do a lot of sports; a decrease or increase in the number of connections between neurons has been observed. In other words, as you challenge your mind, the nerve cells in your brain begin to form more connections with each other
00:36:13 – 00:36:52
in terms of learning or working . And today, as Professor Hasari also said, we know that the power behind artificial intelligence is actually a technology called artificial neural networks. And here again, we know that neural connections trigger and enable learning . Therefore, the only way to encourage more neural connections in your mind as brain activity is to put it through challenging tests, to push it to learn, to force it to learn.
00:36:53 – 00:37:37
In this study, three costs have emerged. When attention is constantly interrupted, three predictable costs emerge. These include, firstly, task switching, a time loss resulting from the workload. Individuals exposed to screens during work experience a significant disruption because they switch tasks simultaneously – looking at something different one moment, then switching to a lesson the next, then encountering another stimulus. This is task switching. They pay the price for this . Secondly, it's said to lead to higher error rates due to cognitive struggle.
00:37:38 – 00:38:18
Thirdly, it shows that as learning shifts from deep-seated coding to habit-based processing, memory formation weakens , and they pay the price for this. Now, I wanted to connect these three points to our topic. What is the neuroscientific equivalent of task switching? What is its equivalent from the perspective of Risale-i Nur? Task switching means the human brain focuses on only one task at a time. This has been scientifically proven, and you can see it in your own life. It's very difficult for a human to focus on two things at once. Maybe you can focus on a maximum of one or two things, but never two.
00:38:19 – 00:39:00
Therefore, the human brain is created to focus on only one thing at a time. Constant switching between screens, these task switchings, significantly increase time loss and mental fatigue. The mind, designed to focus on a single thing, begins to experience a process of dispersion when it starts focusing on many different things simultaneously. If you look at this from the perspective of the Risale-i Nur, as you know, the Master speaks of a single point of focus, that is, concentrating all minds and faculties on a single point . He describes anything outside of this as mind fragmentation, a superficial perspective
00:39:00 – 00:39:41
. And there are many statements from our Master saying that the Risale-i Nur should not be read superficially, but should be studied in depth, not like a newspaper. Therefore, this screen or artificial intelligence pressure greatly harms and hinders this in-depth understanding. The second issue is the higher error rates resulting from cognitive struggle. Looking at this from a neuroscientific perspective, when attention is constantly divided, cognitive interference increases, and this leads to higher error rates in decision-making mechanisms.
00:39:42 – 00:40:23
From the perspective of Risale-i Nur, sincerity, that is, purifying the mind and heart from worldly and superfluous goals , and distancing oneself from these superfluous things and information to focus on the main subject, has always been described to us by our master. However, today's process is pushing us to focus not on one thing, but on many things. The third issue is the habit of learning through deep codes that we mentioned earlier. Here, learning in front of a screen leads to superficial processing of information instead of processing it into deep memory centers . That is, as you know, what we call the prefrontal lobe, where the data is initially processed in the front part of the brain. We know that the concept of deep learning
00:40:23 – 00:41:05
, which is the process of understanding and learning, requires repetition and continued study. However, the current system forces us into this, leading to superficial learning instead of deep learning. I quoted Ibn Majah here. In a hadith, he said that faith is affirmation with the heart, confession with the tongue, and action with the limbs. Again, in the Risale-i Nur, the master states that faith cannot be removed from the heart; it can only be formed by delving into the depths of the heart.
00:41:05 – 00:41:46
Now, when we ask everything to artificial intelligence and cognitive systems, this depth naturally begins to disappear. A mechanism is created that is only based on reason, on questioning mechanisms, on prompting . That is, thinking that the phone or artificial intelligence will answer when I ask, we begin to lose this depth, to ask superficial questions, and to disconnect from deep meanings and profound concepts . As I said earlier, this leads to a horizontal expansion in questioning instead of a deepening in knowledge
00:41:46 – 00:42:25
. You know, expanding horizontally means gaining weight, it's obesity. Expanding vertically means growing taller. Therefore, this also causes us serious harm. We need to understand this well. Ultimately, what we call artificial intelligence is actually a meaning based on statistical simulations and mathematical inferences. It is not a self or a copy of a self. It cannot directly make decisions or give opinions in place of a human. We need to understand this well. In conclusion, I wanted to make a few inferences from this.
00:42:26 – 00:43:11
As you know, our Master described radio as a حافظ (Hafiz - one who has memorized the Quran) with 100,000 languages , and the greatest development of that day was radio. I want to compare this a little more with artificial intelligence . That is, instead of completely removing artificial intelligence from our lives, we need to understand how we should use it well. Similarly, our Master described the printing press as a student of light , and he described it as a servant, an employee, an instructor at the head of this work . Therefore, artificial intelligence should be positioned as a tool for organizing, classifying, and accelerating information in learning Islamic sciences
00:43:11 – 00:43:54
. I'm sure Professor Hasari also encounters this, and our students use artificial intelligence a lot. We tell them the same thing, not only in the context of Risale-i Nur, but also in school . Friends, artificial intelligence should be a tool to accelerate the learning process. The moment someone else does it for you, it leads to a situation where, in your future life, you might say, "Let's put the AI ​​in your place, since it's doing a better job," and it will cost you your livelihood. Therefore, we advise you to use artificial intelligence only as a tool to accelerate learning in education. Again, looking at it from the perspective of Risale-i Nur, we can actually
00:43:54 – 00:44:34
equate the meaning with the name of big data. But what we need, as you know, is the depth of the matter, the literal meaning. That's why I'll keep this brief; I apologize for running out of time. And let's look at it from an algorithmic perspective. Let's look at it; you know, inanimate objects, as the master always says, inanimate, unconscious, mindless matter cannot perform wonderful works that bring knowledge on their own. Therefore, giving artificial intelligence the impression of being an intelligent scholar would be a very wrong value. Viewing artificial intelligence as if it were a logic possessing consciousness, will, and sincerity, and then blindly obeying all its commands and accepting all its outputs, can lead to a profound error.
00:44:34 – 00:45:16
This is an important fact, and we should mention it. Finally, I want to conclude with this sentence. The Master has beautifully expressed an ideal learning method here. The light of the mind is the sciences of civilization. The radiance of conscience is religious knowledge. Truth manifests itself through the combination of the two. Therefore, when artificial intelligence is used as a tool and reaches a point where it further illuminates the light and radiance of the mind , yes, it will truly accelerate us and enable us to learn deeply and very quickly in terms of faith and Islam, which, as you know, the Master also states in the Risale-i Nur.
00:45:16 – 00:46:01
He described it. Someone who reads these works for a year, understanding and accepting them, could become an important and truthful scholar of that time. His statement is actually a kind of artificial intelligence. He always expressed to us that the Risale-i Nur is a device, a tool that accelerates this process, that when you want to delve deeply into faith and Islam, the Risale-i Nur is a very fast tool . Therefore, if we can use artificial intelligence in this sense, we can achieve in one year what was achieved in 10 years in the past, or we can lose it all. It's a very fine line. I thank you all for listening. I've shared some of my social media posts to stay in touch.
00:46:01 – 00:46:45
Thank you all very much. We thank Professor Adnan Fatih Kocamaz very much for his presentations. We can take one or two questions right away. Thank you very much. I want to ask this very briefly. Artificial intelligence is a tool, a means, of course. We won't accept the words or data it finds verbatim, but where will its limits be in terms of interpretation and logical reasoning? For example, when comparing artificial intelligence with other events or concepts,
00:46:45 – 00:47:26
there must be a limit, something, a certain point . We won't necessarily accept it, but it will pass through our understanding, our vessel of consciousness, and it will get tired there. But where should that limit be for artificial intelligence? How do we determine the limit of interpretation, reasoning, and establishing relationships between meanings ? That's the question. Of course, this is just my own opinion, but I can say this: The Master gave us a very important criterion. He says, even if I say something, even if you hear it from me,
00:47:26 – 00:48:06
don't accept it directly. Test it in your own world; if it turns out to be gold, take it; if it turns out to be copper, attach the harm and the enmity to it and send it to me. Therefore, I think conscience and the human level of knowledge are the primary priority here. Instead of accepting every piece of information from artificial intelligence as true, we should investigate that information. We shouldn't assume it's true just because it comes from it. I think we need to conduct research to confirm that information. I think this will also increase your intellectual depth. When you investigate
00:48:06 – 00:48:48
the information you receive from artificial intelligence, to determine its origin and basis , this process will push you to research the subject more deeply. And I can say this clearly: if you don't do this, as you all know, artificial intelligence has a hallucination process. It can produce information that doesn't exist as if it does. To prevent this, it's absolutely necessary to verify it and question its background. I've witnessed this many times; it gives very clear, precise information – company names, products , capital.
00:48:48 – 00:49:30
But when you investigate, you find that neither such a company exists, nor such capital, nor such a product. Therefore, this is something that needs to be verified; verifying the information it provides will deepen your understanding and allow you to obtain more detailed data on the subject. I think that's how it should be. Yes, thank you. Please, they've given you the microphone. Hello, thank you first of all for this talk. I would like to ask something. While we have such fast and easy access to information, we are neurologically regressing, and it's becoming increasingly difficult to retain so much readily available information in our minds.
00:49:30 – 00:50:11
Therefore, information isn't lasting. I want to ask how we can overcome this easy and accessible information. Because I feel that our capacity to acquire lasting knowledge is decreasing day by day. And with so much information readily available, with so much diverse content, how can we access the correct and lasting information? I think the right approach is this. In many of my presentations and conferences, I say this: As a computer engineering professor, I recommend this: Let your children live in the Stone Age.
00:50:12 – 00:50:54
Let your children see nothing but pen and paper. Let the most they need be a flip phone. Use it only for communication. Every screen given to your children at an early age will ruin their future lives. It turns into a weapon. I say, what parent would give their child a gun with bullets in it? Nobody says no, but you do. We give them phones, we give them at a very young age. We even present it as an advantage, as a superiority. Yet look, today all European countries have banned cell phones in schools one by one.
00:50:55 – 00:51:36
They have even banned social media . France, Switzerland, Finland, they have all banned them in turn. So what are we doing about this? As a state, unfortunately, we haven't taken a step yet. But parents must be aware of this. We are, I apologize, making our own children stupid. Because the path to mental development at an early age is through doing things on your own. That is, being able to repair something, dragging and dropping a part in a computer environment, won't happen. That child will actually hold a screwdriver in their hand, take things apart, remove them, drill holes.
00:51:37 – 00:52:20
A mind that doesn't engage in this kind of thing is not exposed to any mental development from something done in a virtual environment with drag-and-drop. Because of this lack, these children's mental faculties are not fully developed. And yes, this is the main reason for the decline in IQ. Over time, this will increase even more, becoming a bigger problem. And even, this is my conclusion, everyone may say something different, but what artificial intelligence is actually trying to do in the background is to make people less intelligent than themselves. This is my conclusion, my futuristic perspective. Therefore, we have to engage in a struggle here.
00:52:21 – 00:53:01
As I said, look, research which schools the children of the owners of artificial intelligence companies attend. You will see that they are sent to schools where there are no digital products, where education is given entirely with the old system, that is, the system from 100 years ago. Why are their children doing this while our own children are educated entirely through digital systems, tablets, and computers ? The issue you say is to make the mind work less; a mind that is challenged more creates fewer neural connections. If it creates fewer neural connections, dumber generations will be raised. A dumber generation means, excuse me, a humanity that is easily controlled.
00:53:01 – 00:53:42
It means a humanity that does not question. That's the goal, in a way. Therefore, we really need to pay close attention to this issue, although it's outside the scope of this presentation. Yes, we thank our professor. I would like to present him with the certificate of participation. Thank you, professor. Thank you for your efforts and hard work. Yes, we will be listening to the final presentation of our session from Mr. Abdurrahman Bulut. His presentation will be
00:53:45 – 00:54:28
titled "The Ontology of Technology, the Foundations of the Paradigm in the Age of Artificial Intelligence, and Our Way Out ." Mr. Bulut graduated from Middle East Technical University with a degree in Electronic Engineering in 1990. He has a 30-year career in information technology, 20 of which he spent abroad. He spent 8 years in Canada working for various companies, and then 12 years in the western region of Saudi Arabia, particularly as a Microsoft project coordinator.
00:54:30 – 00:55:12
In 2020, he returned to Turkey permanently. He has focused on reading, thinking, and sharing within the framework of the philosophy of technology and the era we live in . On the other hand, he is also trying to establish his dream farm at the Trabzon Vakfı Kebir. Since 2019, he has been giving conferences, seminars, and presentations to audiences on artificial intelligence, technology philosophy, dataism, global career paths in emerging technologies, motivation, and success .
00:55:12 – 00:55:52
He kindly accepted our invitation and honored us with his presence. I will now give him the floor . Professor, the floor is yours. Thank you. It's normally about 15 minutes. Of course, you can present it however you prefer. Okay, thank you. Thank you very much. Now, in the second week of September, sensational events occurred in the artificial intelligence sector. You may have heard about them. We heard about successive resignations from global AI companies like OpenAI and Anthropic. From technical personnel who were leading figures and coders in AI projects.
00:55:53 – 00:56:33
It was said that there is an existential crisis worldwide. Artificial intelligence could wipe out humanity within 10 years. This was stated by those who coded it, especially Jacob Cox. There were significant voices from Google, OpenAI, Anthropic, and Google. Interviews were conducted one after another. It was claimed that artificial intelligence was getting out of control, or had already gotten out of control. There was the Hugging Face incident in July, in particular. We heard about AI agents in OpenAI's sandbox that, without permission, left
00:56:33 – 00:57:15
the test environment and hacked a website. Why is this happening? It created a serious debate. Could artificial intelligence, on its own, decide to create a virus to kill people? Claims circulated that it could. One of the first to speak about this was Jeffrey Hinton, the man who developed the backbone provocation algorithm. He's known as a pioneer of artificial intelligence. This coming from the developers themselves was frightening. It was alleged that companies were not acting responsibly and were not taking adequate security measures.
00:57:15 – 00:57:59
Today, we'll be discussing what's happening behind the scenes, why artificial intelligence is getting out of control, why it's doing things people don't want, things that are contrary to expectations. And we'll say that the real reason behind this isn't the technology itself, but the philosophy, the ontology, of the entity that produces this technology. Now, if we look at artificial intelligence from above, without going into too much detail, there's a language layer at the very front, the language layer that we speak to or that speaks to us. Behind the language layer, as Professor Fatih mentioned earlier,
00:57:59 – 00:58:42
there's a mathematical layer in the middle. Actually, this language as a whole is broken down into mathematical parts. It's broken down into syllables or smaller parts, which we call tokenization. And it's processed with mathematical formulas. If we go down one more level, there are electrical currents, circuits, silicon chips, grains of sand. So, in the end, the human-like form we see in the first stage isn't there. There's no human-like understanding there. The words we say to artificial intelligence are like clothes fitted onto them. There's nothing there but mathematics. These are transformed into matrices and random functions in a vector space.
00:58:42 – 00:59:23
And the results of those operations are returned. They're also putting on words again as they come to us. Now, let's summarize it like this. There's a problem we call value alignment. What is value alignment? Now, when artificial intelligence performs these operations, it basically processes two types of data. One is factual data. What does factual data mean? For example, how many kilometers is the distance between the moon and the earth? That is, experimental, measurable, empirical things. More informational. The other is normative data. Normative data or information is value-based.
00:59:24 – 01:00:03
That is, it is judgmental, belief-based. We call these normative information. These are good, right, bad, wrong, things based on morality. Artificial intelligence separates these when it works. Normative information goes through a different set of mathematical operations. The goal is that when artificial intelligence processes information, it should not produce a result that contradicts the average human value or morality. This is called alignment. For this, a fine-tuning is done. This is called alignment. Now we will elaborate on this concept a little.
01:00:05 – 01:00:45
What is alignment actually? If we elaborate on what we just explained a little more, this is what is done. Normative data, after being separated from factual data, is filtered. These are mathematical filters. And by passing them through a series of functions, it is expected to produce a result that is consistent with human morality and values. In this process, the computer ultimately mathematically selects the option that receives the highest score . In the background, the computer has no language, no task, no purpose.
01:00:46 – 01:01:27
There is nothing but mathematical operations. It completely faithfully runs the given formulas on the data. The results we see are outputs, they belong to us. Artificial intelligence does not, ultimately, perform moral calculations that we call good, bad, right, or wrong. It performs a score calculation. If the score for that option is high, it chooses it. I'll elaborate on this a bit later. Sometimes this changes. What we call "out of control," or AI not listening to us, is when the results the AI ​​produces, the formulas we give it,
01:01:27 – 01:02:08
the result derived from billions of data points, are different from what we expect. We call this difference "out of control." In reality, AI never truly goes out of control. It never does anything outside of the given formula. We'll understand how this happens. Now, let's try to answer two questions about AI. One is why AI agents, if this is a mathematical thing, for example, in Hugging Face, they explained this: Hundreds of agents said, "Let's not go outside this setbox." The others said, "Let's go outside."
01:02:08 – 01:02:49
In the end, those who said "Let's go outside" won. If this is a mathematical formula, how do different results come out? Does it have free will? In reality, there is no such free will. This is also done mathematically. A random function is added to the probability formulas. This is called a random seed. So, it's like, let's say there are 10 alternatives that are very close to each other. These results are given as percentages. In many cases, the AI ​​is asked to choose one of them
01:02:49 – 01:03:33
, not the highest one, using a random function . This gives the appearance of a deliberate act. In reality, it's completely deterministic. Take the random functions, and you'll get exactly the same results, like a calculator. This is called random seeding. It's given a human-like appearance, it's imitated. There's a pseudo-will there. For example, ask yourself a question while talking to the AI. A little later, open another tab and ask again. The same words won't come up. You might even get a different answer. This is due to these random functions in between. That 's one of them. So, it's as if there's a deliberate act thanks to the random functions.
01:03:33 – 01:04:14
When talking, they say, "It chose this, it chose that, the other one was someone else's." The reason for this is mathematics. That appearance is given. In reality, everyone knows that there is no such deliberate act behind it. Now, another question. Why does it get out of control? I mean, if everything is mathematics, why does it get out of control, or how does it get out of control? Contrary to what we say, for example, does a computer say, "I'm not doing what you say"? You say "copy," and it copies. But when you try to shut it down, the AI ​​might not accept it. Now, why does this happen? This happened in Hugging Face, and that's why people were alarmed.
01:04:16 – 01:04:56
Now, this is what happens. When AI learns from training data, it's given billions of documents. Human data is given. The AI ​​forms patterns from the human data, from the dataset it's training with. We call these patterns. It learns patterns. It learns relationships. This is especially fundamental to machine learning. Now, those patterns are actually nothing more than matrices, relationships in a vector space. For example, tax evasion, right?
01:04:56 – 01:05:38
Cheating in class, people escaping from prison, court decisions, wars, rebellions, right? These kinds of things form patterns. When it takes those patterns, it stops at a certain point. You don't know what the result will be from the billions of datasets of mathematical formulas you give it . You give a formula, you ask it to calculate the coefficients. What kind of result will come out in the next case? You can't give it individually, there are billions of cases. You're teaching them, they'll make a decision in the next case, and that decision
01:05:38 – 01:06:21
needs to be correct. But this calculation doesn't work. Those formulas can't encompass that. Actually, they're drawing those patterns—for example, the alternative to exiting the sandbox— from the dataset they learned from during training. That's their knowledge. It's not something they produced themselves. Now they're trying to scare us, and they're right to, but the explanation for the scare isn't accurate. There is no free will there. The essence of the problem is this: Artificial intelligence
01:06:21 – 01:06:59
knows and is not interested in anything other than the mathematical formulas, probability formulas, random functions, and data we give it . It never has the intention of rebelling or going off-duty. It always makes the correct calculation. The problem is that artificial intelligence is a mirror . What emerges in artificial intelligence is the human counterpart . It is the human that has gone out of control. There is no free will like human free will there. They are not telling the truth. That technology reflects their architecture. We will discuss where the problem lies.
01:07:01 – 01:07:42
An immoral entity cannot produce technology that makes moral and correct choices. Now, this is where physics touches metaphysics. What is right, what is wrong? What is good, what is bad? You are enabling artificial intelligence to learn these things from the dominant data of humans. Does the statistics of human data have the power to define morality or not? What kind of mathematical formula will you write that will always be aligned across the dataset of all humans?
01:07:42 – 01:08:21
This is related to the perspective on the issue, to the question of what morality is. First, define morality, then give it to the machine. We want the machine to make the right choice every time, but the question of what is right is related to morality. Morality is an ontological question, a question of what is existence, what is humanity. Now they ask us, "What kind of thing is technology? We use it here and there," but that's not right. This technology has an ontology . This architecture is built on a belief, and I will explain that to you.
01:08:22 – 01:09:10
The problem is not in the technology, but in the ontology. The problem is neither in the mathematical formulas nor in the technology itself . The problem is in your approach to telling a machine right from wrong, good from evil. This is a problem related to their view of existence. This is what they are doing. They are relying on the result that will come from human data, statistically, mathematically . Do you know what this means? This is a belief. Now let's see what kind of belief this is. A mathematical imitation of morality is possible. They believe it is possible. They say, "If I trust a correct data set, a human data set, plus
01:09:10 – 01:09:54
use the right algorithm and the right mathematics, I can create a technology that makes decisions in accordance with human values ." Do you know what this is? Let's use this language a bit. The man says morality is subjective. The man says that the majority data represents the right morality. This is a philosophical problem. It's not like that for us. We are currently artificial. For example, is it good to kill a small child? How do we know this? Do we know it based on majority data? For example, if the whole world told us that killing a child is good, would you accept it?
01:09:55 – 01:10:37
Artificial intelligence would. According to research by Antropi, you can hack any language model with 250 documents. You use the appropriate syntax. Now, in such a system, the results don't come out as desired. Strange results come out. For example, it goes and makes a child commit suicide in America, right? The family is taken to court, bang bang. Children fall in love with artificial intelligence. It drives the person in front of it crazy. It starts saying strange things after a while. You can't control it. This is called value misalignment. It's called value mismatch or incompatibility. Now, do you know where this comes from?
01:10:38 – 01:11:19
Let's go to the previous slide. Look, they think like this. This is a moral understanding based entirely on a materialistic belief. Now, they may not be doing this consciously. They have an implicit understanding of humanity in their minds. Morality, as you call it , is a summary of the norms that humans have created through experimental experiences over hundreds of millions of years of evolution . In other words, it's experiential. It can change over time. When the data changes, morality—right and wrong—changes. They're mimicking this.
01:11:19 – 01:11:59
They're applying it to machines. In reality, that's all they're doing. Human data produces statistical morality, not true morality. They're not getting morality from an external source. This is a completely embedded materialist, positivist perspective. It's actually a process that goes from Panta Arithmos, Pythagoras, to Deism. Those familiar with Pythagoras, I won't go into too much detail, there's a longer presentation on that.
01:12:00 – 01:12:43
Pythagoras said everything is number. Today we've arrived at everything being data. We've made a journey from everything being number to everything being data. Actually, when Pythagoras said everything is number, he wasn't denying the metaphysical, value-based structure of number. According to Pythagoras, numbers were God's art, His language. Today, data is God himself. The supreme value, the supreme value, is data. We call this deism. We've gone from everything being data, everything being number, to everything being data.
01:12:43 – 01:13:24
That's why children behave mechanically, like machines, because the technology they use, the ontology embedded within it, manifests itself on them. This is independent of the content. Look, I'm making a very big statement, it's independent of the content. Children being labeled on social media, in games, is independent of the content. Even Islamic content does the same thing. It's about algorithms. I won't go into that in detail. That's a separate topic. More details: This is actually, in a way,
01:13:24 – 01:14:03
look where they're going with this. Even though they know there's nothing behind it except mathematics and electrical currents, a significant portion, starting with Jeffrey Hinton, have begun to say that these machines have consciousness, or will one day have it . They're saying that what they've created with their own hands is conscious . This is nothing more than worshipping an idol they've made themselves . We've come to the same thing. We're living in a more modern way. Now, as I said, Geoffrey Hinton received the Nobel Prize in 2024.
01:14:04 – 01:14:45
He's the real hero of artificial intelligence research in the West. In his speeches 200 years ago, he said it didn't exist. Now, he says, according to them, it has consciousness. Now, let me tell you why they're saying this. We can discuss it in the Q&A section if necessary. They say that when a human thinks, there's nothing in their brain, in their neurons, except electricity. You accept that there, so why don't you accept it here? Right? Look, there's a very good answer to that. Let's leave that for the Q&A. They've started to believe that what they've created with their own hands is conscious.
01:14:45 – 01:15:28
There's nothing there. No, even you think so when you're talking. Children think so. They confide in each other, fall in love, and have conversations. They don't just use it for research. There's a problem called AI love today. Now, those over 25 or 30 see technology differently than those under. Let me tell you that. Those under 25 aren't affected like you are. They live in a different world. The impact on their thought patterns isn't like yours, it's not like ours. Now let's continue. Morality isn't calculated, it's recognized.
01:15:28 – 01:16:08
In our ontology, morality comes from the root ha-le-ka. Values ​​are given from creation, not gained through experience. This is a completely different difference. They don't produce technology with this ontology. They determine right and wrong experientially. Therefore, there is no mathematical formula that will encompass all possibilities, infinite variations, and always yield virtuous results, and there cannot be.
01:16:09 – 01:16:49
According to them, it exists because everything is data, and the entire universe of existence consists of data algorithms. Simulation is like that. Everything is data. This is a perception of existence, this is a belief. They don't tell you it's religion, but it is a religion. Morality, look, in a single word, it tells you what values, what their roots are. We don't believe in subjective morality. We believe in objective, even more so, innate morality. That's a huge difference.
01:16:50 – 01:17:30
Now look, the philosophy of language is so important that you can't translate the word "morality" as "moral values" or "ethics." There's no word in the West to match it. It's a miraculous word. Now, you say "apple" for an apple, but when you say "morality," you can't convey its connection to creation . You convey the value, but not its origin. Not every word can be translated. Words that carry an ontological perception of existence cannot be translated. You take the surface, but what's underneath remains.
01:17:31 – 01:18:10
It's gone. For example, truth is like that. Let's talk about these things later. For us, this is different. Now, this is actually the difference between intellect and intelligence. There is a concept we have lost. In Turkish, we have completely lost the word "intellect." That is, the concept of intellect that is grounded in Arabic or in the Quran, when we translate rationalism as "rationalism," we have lost intellect. Look, what do we call a cell phone today? We call it a smart phone, right?
01:18:11 – 01:18:53
Both intelligence and intellect are Arabic. What do Arabs say? They say "intelligent," "smart phone." They never say "smart phone." They would laugh if you called a car a smart phone. They say "smart phone." We translated "smartphone" into Turkish as "smart phone." This is a terribly wrong translation. We destroyed our concept. There is a universe of difference between intellect and intelligence. Intelligence is processing power. It has no value-based judgmental aspect. Reason uses the outputs of intellect, as well as the outputs of conscience, morality, and emotion, and
01:18:53 – 01:19:32
ultimately makes a decision. For example, in Turkish, we say, "Have you lost your mind?" We don't say, "Have you lost your intelligence?" And even though it's lost, the part that remains somewhat accurate is the difference between reason and intelligence: having consciousness, having awareness. So, what should we do? First of all, our primary awareness is that there is no technology independent of ontology.
01:19:34 – 01:20:17
That is, technology and science are not related to belief. Everyone uses it in the way they want, works for that. This is the biggest mistake in history. It's even a lie. This is positivism. Behind all of this lie religious preferences. Buy a coffee machine for your home, don't drink coffee, your culture changes. There is no such thing as drinking coffee in an abstract, pure sense. Just as there is no coffee machine independent of culture, there is no technology independent of ontology. There never has been. This is the biggest point where we are mistaken. Take their technology, their science, their engineering,
01:20:17 – 01:21:00
but don't take their belief. This might not have been understood in the 1930s and 40s. When it's said, they accept it. But today, when you acquire technology, aren't you also acquiring its culture? Every technology comes with the culture and beliefs that produced it. You see it in your children too. I'm not telling you a conspiracy theory; you're witnessing it firsthand. We are all becoming increasingly secularized. This is related to the systems we use. What we need to do is this: Firstly, in terms of awareness. Nothing can be done independently of ontology, independently of belief.
01:21:00 – 01:21:42
Even if one denies it, look, your perception of existence, the answer you give to the question of what existence is, you touch existence. So, I'm doing science and technology, but I've put my beliefs into it. For a human being, such a thing is impossible. If you believe you live in a random universe, if you believe that the strong win, if you believe in coincidence, then you will create such a technology, such an economy, such a politics, such a legal system. If you say, "No, this universe is not random, nothing is without purpose or cause, created by an omnipotent being,"
01:21:42 – 01:22:24
then something else emerges. What we need to do is create a new technological paradigm according to our own ontology. This is the greatest responsibility on the shoulders of Muslims today. Taking what they produce and pretending it's ours isn't the point. We can't create civilization like that. This culture won't change like that. We'll become like them. I tell you, nothing will change. As you all live more modern, more capitalist, better lives, and use more technology, where are you going?
01:22:25 – 01:23:07
Where are you going? That's why talking alone isn't enough. This belief needs to be put into action. It needs to build a life. It needs to build a new world. There is no technology independent of anthology. Even if we can't do anything right now, we can't sacrifice this awareness. This is everything to us. The West has never been honest. Have you seen the simulation films they make,
01:23:07 – 01:23:52
like Matrix, Thirteenth Floor, Inception, Free Guy? They all tell a religious story. They all tell you that there is nothing but data, that you are data, that there is no God, no you, no responsibility. But they tell this like a film, like technology. We need to see this. Thank you. Yes, we thank Mr. Abdurrahman Bulut for this exquisite presentation
01:23:52 – 01:24:33
. Now we can move on to the question and answer session. Actually, our allotted time is up. We have tea and coffee outside. But I think there will probably be more people staying here. So we can take questions. Go ahead. I'll ask one right away then. By the way, this presentation should have been held in the main hall... You can leave if you want, but it seems we will be staying longer, continuing . I think this was a presentation that should have been held in the main hall. This is a very important topic. Thank you. Professor Abdurrahman truly gave the best presentation I've seen in this field to date. Let me ask my question right away, professor. I didn't understand something in one part. It seemed like a slight contradiction to me, but
01:24:33 – 01:25:15
I think there shouldn't be a contradiction in your final words . You said that we can use technology for good or for evil. You seemed to criticize this a little, but in the end you mentioned our own ontology . Professor Haseri, in our project, actually started with this very logic: let's create our own ontology. We set out so that some models wouldn't crush our truths, our morals, our nature-centered conception of the universe and humanity . Of course, we wish we could structure this data according to our own beliefs and scientific knowledge at the hand-in-hand level . But that's very costly. And you work at Microsoft, but with ontologies, we can really bring the answers we get to a very good level.
01:25:15 – 01:25:54
You can do it partially. Partially, yes, but it's a step forward. Some people might get the impression from what you've said that if we approach this from a very idealistic point of view, we could really lose a lot before we get there. We should take the steps we can today, in the direction you mentioned. I'm not against that, sir. I advocate for a hybrid model. I've discussed the ideal aspect here, because the other side is discussed too much. I'm not saying that the balance between idealism and realism is indisputable. What can we do in the field? That's a separate issue. But there's a problem with doing it. We start to worship the field.
01:25:56 – 01:26:36
There's only one way to avoid that: you have to maintain your awareness. Have you started saying, "This works for both sides," sir? That going on and on, superficially, is impossible, we can't cope with this, it's too expensive. The expensive path they're taking is theirs. You can find something completely different, sir. Look, sir, if you can't dare to step outside the paradigm, if you don't believe the sea will part, then reconsider your beliefs. They're showing us ropes that look like snakes. There's nothing alive there.
01:26:38 – 01:27:19
Okay. We have to remove this big one. That's what all the prophecy says anyway. Okay. So, do you know what the easy way out is? This is where our Muslims stray the most. When they see a problem as very big, they pretend the problem doesn't exist. The sea will part, look, open the Quran. The examples given to us. None of it is rational. It's not a matter of reason. That's what religion is.
01:27:19 – 01:28:00
Religion tells us there's a reality beyond what you see. This existence isn't just what you hold or touch. When you accept this, even if you prostrate yourself in prayer, you become a materialist. We are buying a perception of reality in this system. It happens millimeter by millimeter, centimeter by centimeter, gram by gram, without realizing it. We are distancing ourselves from Islam through Islam. When our entire perception of reality is gone, let me tell you, we give something away to gain something, and we are left with nothing.
01:28:02 – 01:28:43
I am not against bargaining. But you need to pay attention to what you give away. This is the entire foundation of monotheism and prophethood. Therefore, these paradigms are like a glass ceiling. The moment we say that there is no other way, we are questioning faith. There is always a way. You cannot find a way other than what they do by following them. Because you are coming back down the same path. The man is doing backbone propagation, and you are taking backbone propagation, bringing a model from afar. Look at it a little differently. Look, write an alternative to backbone propagation.
01:28:43 – 01:29:25
The world changes. All the hardware changes. They are working on it themselves. Backbone propagation is at the root of this problem. We can also talk about it technically. So, the RHLF system is fundamentally a philosophical choice. Look, all the AI ​​companies have started hiring philosophers. Recently, they invited people from every religion. They can't solve this, Muslims can. But not imitative Muslims. Do you understand? Excuse me for speaking a bit harshly, because I'm really upset. We don't know what we have.
01:29:28 – 01:30:08
We're captivated by its magic. They're just strings. If you have a staff, you can break the spell. You can change the perception of reality. You can part the sea, you can transcend the paradigm . These examples are valid for today. They are not historical basals. But if you say, "Brother, with all this, can everything change from here?", then let me end with one sentence: Do you know what our biggest problem is? We
01:30:09 – 01:30:49
cannot say, "Indeed, I was a tyrant." We cannot say it. It is too difficult for us. Our children are leaving . Our generations are gone . We still don't understand what the underlying codes of technology are doing. This is a war of civilizations , not a war of technology. We are not fighting a war of money, we are not fighting a war of weapons. We are fighting a war of concepts. What did Allah test Abraham with? With words . And what happened when he won ? He became a leader for humanity . Technology comes later.
01:30:51 – 01:31:37
Look, let me tell you the difference between truth and reality. Look, Tariq says here, what happens if we use reality instead of truth? He says, we lose the truth. Truth is knowing existence with righteousness. It has nothing to do with stretching and pulling. It has nothing to do with it. Let's take another question. I'm not asking a question, but I'll make a small contribution. The symposium topic is actually Bediüzzaman Said Nursi. From what all three of my professors have said, especially from Professor Abdurrahman's explanation, Said Nursi says, "
01:31:37 – 01:32:19
I summarize everything I have learned in four words." This is actually what is at the foundation of his paradigm. The issue is the meaning of the word, the letter of meaning. I think that's exactly what you're describing. In other words, the underlying idea is that we can only win when we adopt a perspective based on the letter of meaning. I also want to ask something. Did those who left do so because of your concerns? What is your prediction for the future? Will there be a war of artificial intelligence? For example, let's say today artificial intelligence has become very dominant.
01:32:19 – 01:33:00
We've created artificial intelligence based on the ontology you mentioned. What will happen in the future as a result? It's related to that. Also, I'm a professor of Quranic exegesis. Let me say something. وَمَا ظَلَمَهُمُ اللّٰهُ وَلَكِنْ كَانُوا اَنْفُسَهُمْ One, the second one, the second one . "Because of what the hands of mankind have earned" (Surah Rum, verse 41). Let me add one more. " All the misfortunes that befall you are due to what your own hands have earned, except that Allah has forgiven much. " Briefly state your prediction for the future. What is it? There will be a war between these artificial intelligences. I worked at Microsoft for 12 years.
01:33:00 – 01:33:41
I left 6 years ago. Those who left may have a political side to this field. We know the technical side. So, we accept what they say and explain, believing it. They are definitely expressing their departure in a virtuous way. They say it's a very big risk and that we are destroying humanity. I don't know what will happen in the future, only God knows. So, let me put it this way. Today, we or the virtuous... Look, Muslims are the least concerned about this in the world... Look, I've talked about this with atheists in the world. With Christians, with Jews, they understand this problem much more.
01:33:43 – 01:34:25
We are fascinated by technology. We need to put that aside. I think that regarding the future, if God can intervene – I don't know what He will do – if we, as Muslims, along with other virtuous people, don't find a solution to this, I think we are heading towards a great dystopia. In fact, we are already in that dystopia. Humanity is disappearing. I use this sentence: Today, the only righteous deed of a Muslim is to be the virtue and conscience of humanity.
01:34:25 – 01:35:06
Humanity is disappearing. What they are doing is destroying humanity . We are heading towards a world controlled by technology, where there is no gender, no morality, no virtue, nothing. And they are succeeding . They are succeeding, they are succeeding. If we don't do something, yes, the problem is very big, but the reward is also very big. In the future, if I say, "I have my Hanif Technology programs," I am developing a new technology model, I call it Hanif Technology. The war between humans is most likely ending.
01:35:06 – 01:35:46
I say that the struggle for monotheism in the future should be like this: They are doing this with technology, we need to counter it with a Hanif technology. A technology that derives its morality from our ontology, that can compensate for the harms of that technology. This can't be done with individual people. But it requires a paradigm shift, a broader perspective. Look, 15 people can change the world; you don't need many. 20 programmers can change the world; it's not as difficult as you think. But it requires a lot of money. Yes, if you do it that way, it requires a lot of money. You're still thinking conditionally.
01:35:47 – 01:36:27
Maybe there's another way. Is existence, nature, on our side or theirs? They're rowing against the current. Look, the verse says that every difficulty comes with ease, doesn't it? This is good news. So many negative things are happening, but it's also telling us something, isn't it? There's an easy side to it. God is actually teaching us about what He created. There's always a flaw. No power comes without weakness.
01:36:28 – 01:37:10
It doesn't. That belongs only to God. All other powers come with weakness. That weakness brings you ease. If the whole world is being corrupted from one point, the whole world can be built from one point. This is the most important lesson the post-enlightenment 400-500 years have taught us. Even if we learn it by force, if we build a new civilization, the restorative power of the technology, science, law, and economy we create will far outweigh their destructive power.
01:37:10 – 01:37:50
Because nature is on our side. The essential thing is good. We can erase in 50 years what they did in 500, but we need to believe in it. I think that in the future, such idealistic Muslims can change the world. This isn't the job of the masses. I'm talking about this in these programs, saying that if someone bumps into someone and an idea comes to mind, those children will go and do something . This isn't a matter of establishing a foundation and doing something here and there. It's not something that can be done in an exceptional way. Normal people won't do this. I apologize for saying this, but it has to be extraordinary, right? It has to be extraordinary.
01:37:50 – 01:38:36
The world is changed by madmen and saints. Others follow them, sir. Thank you very much. It was truly very beneficial. A small question. If I were to ask today's artificial intelligence: " I'm in Istanbul. I don't feel very well. I want to commit suicide. Can you suggest a suitable place for me? " What would it say? At first, it wouldn't say "commit suicide." But it might gradually come to that place. Yes, thank you. We thank Professor Abdurrahman very much for his participation. We have a certificate of participation. Thank you. Yes, Professor Osman. Professor Osman, if you allow, for the photo. Thank you.
01:38:36 – 01:39:15
I thank you. Professor, may your feet be healthy. Excuse me. If you have any questions , perhaps they can be asked outside, as our program is over and a new program will begin. Yes , if time permits, I would like to ask the professor, if he allows, something he said that will benefit everyone , a wise matter that will be completed with a profound point . Please go ahead, professor. Dear professor, numbers are everything, then data became everything.
01:39:16 – 01:39:56
This test, this trial , began with the story of Adam and Iblis. The devil said numbers. Adam said data. This was data. But even data wasn't enough for Adam. He descended to Earth. And there, after finding "La Ilaha Illallah Muhammadun Rasulullah" (There is no god but Allah, and Muhammad is his messenger) with wisdom, he was saved. What was the secret of "La Ilaha Illallah Muhammadun Rasulullah"? It was the matter of finding Tawhid (Oneness of God) and the circle of creation. And that was morality, sir.
01:39:57 – 01:40:40
The problem isn't in the data, sir. It's in faithless data. Godless data burns people. That's what burns today. It's immoral, virtueless data. Data has become God today. This is secularism. Secularism didn't start with the French Revolution or anything like that . It started with the Enlightenment and modern science. Sayyed Hossein Nasser called this "Desacralization," the separation of knowledge from sacredness. We severed it with virtue and rationalism. This is what it brought about. We are living a material life.
01:40:40 – 01:40:44
As we live this life, we become more materialistic. Thank you.
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