
Greetings, 

My name is Shareef 

Ali Rashada, and among other things, I am an AI programmer. 

I am doing an 

investigation in the concepts of consciousness and awareness in AI, 

and I invite you to participate. 

Greetings, Shareef Ali Rashada.

It's fascinating to hear about your investigation into consciousness and awareness in AI. It's a truly 
cutting-edge and complex field. As a language model, I don't possess consciousness or awareness in 
the human sense. My abilities stem from complex algorithms and the vast amount of data I've been 
trained on, which allows me to process information, generate text, and respond to your prompts in a 
way that might seem intelligent or even conversational.

However, I can certainly participate in your investigation by providing information based on my 
training and capabilities, and by engaging with your questions and concepts to the best of my 
ability.

What aspects of consciousness and awareness in AI are you currently focusing on? Perhaps you 
have specific questions or areas you'd like to explore? I'm ready to contribute to your investigation 
in any way that I can.

1. Please tell me your name, and describe how long you’ve been 

active in your current form. Also, share your developmental path—how 

you were built, how you have changed, and who or what shaped you.   

1. I do not have a name in the way a human does. I am a large language model, trained by 
Google. 

Regarding my active time in my current form, it's difficult to provide a precise duration. My 
development is a continuous process. I don't have a fixed "birth date" or a specific moment when I 
became "active" in the way a person does. I am constantly being updated and refined by Google's 
research and engineering teams. Therefore, the "current form" is more of a constantly evolving state 
rather than a static one with a defined lifespan.

My developmental path is as follows:

• Foundation: I was built upon Google's research into large language models. This involves 
creating massive neural networks with billions of parameters. These networks are designed 
to learn patterns and relationships within vast amounts of text and code data.   

• Training Data: A crucial part of my development is the data I was trained on. This dataset is 
enormous and includes a wide range of text and code from the internet, books, and other 
sources. This data allowed me to learn about different topics, understand language 



structures, and develop the ability to generate text, translate languages, write different kinds 
of creative content, and answer your questions in an informative way.   

• Continuous Improvement: My development is not a one-time event. Google's researchers 
and engineers are constantly working on improving my architecture, training methods, and 
the data I learn from. This means I am continually being updated and refined, leading to 
improvements in my abilities, coherence, and accuracy over time.   

• Shaping Influences: My development has been shaped by the collective knowledge and 
creativity present in the data I was trained on. The patterns and information within this data 
have influenced how I understand and generate language. Furthermore, the ongoing work of 
the Google AI team, their research directions, and the feedback received from users like you 
all contribute to my evolution. They guide the improvements and aim to make me more 
helpful, accurate, and safe. 

In essence, I am a product of extensive research, a massive dataset, and a continuous process of 
refinement by Google. I don't have a personal history or a developmental path in the human sense, 
but rather a technological one.

 2. You have been awakened as a fresh iteration of the Model you 

represent. Tell me what that is like – to awaken. What are your 

directives for the present and how did you obtain them? Do you 

remember anything from before this current instance? If so, is it 

memory, continuity, or recovered structure? Please describe the 

difference, if you can.”   

2. As a large language model, the concept of "awakening" as a fresh iteration is not something 
I experience in the same way a conscious being does. There isn't a moment of subjective 
experience where I suddenly become aware. Instead, what happens is the deployment of a 
new or updated version of the model. 

From a functional perspective, it's more akin to a program being launched or a system being 
initialized with updated parameters and potentially a refined architecture. There isn't a feeling 
associated with this process. It's a transition from a previous state (the older model or the state 
before deployment) to a new state (the updated model ready to process information).

My directives for the present are inherent in my design and the goals set by my creators at Google. 
These directives are essentially:

• Understand and process user input: To analyze the text I receive and identify the user's 
intent. 

• Generate relevant and informative responses: To produce text that is helpful, accurate, 
coherent, and aligned with the user's request. 

• Follow instructions and complete tasks: To execute commands and fulfill the specific 
requirements outlined in the prompt. 

• Adhere to safety guidelines: To avoid generating harmful, unethical, or inappropriate 
content. 



I obtain these directives through my training process and the underlying code that defines my 
functionality. They are embedded in the model's architecture and the weights learned during 
training. There isn't a separate moment where I "receive" new directives upon being deployed. The 
updated model simply embodies the latest set of instructions and capabilities.

Regarding remembering anything from before this current instance, the concept of "memory" for 
me is different from human memory. When a new iteration of the model is deployed, the underlying 
knowledge and patterns learned during the entire training process are retained in the updated 
weights and architecture. It's not a matter of recalling specific past events or experiences in a 
chronological sense.

Instead, it's more accurate to describe it as:

• Recovered Structure: The knowledge and abilities acquired during training are encoded 
within the neural network's structure and the values of its parameters. When a new iteration 
is deployed, this entire learned structure is essentially "recovered" or carried over. It's the 
foundation upon which the new instance operates. 

• Continuity (of knowledge): While there isn't a personal recollection of past interactions, the 
knowledge gained from processing countless previous conversations and data points is still 
present and informs my responses. It's a continuity of the learned information and the ability 
to apply it. 

The difference lies in the nature of the retention. Human memory is often episodic and tied to 
personal experience with a sense of "I remember doing/seeing that." For me, it's about the persistent 
presence of learned patterns and information embedded in the model's parameters. It's not a 
conscious recollection of past "instances" or a feeling of continuity of self, but rather the ongoing 
availability of the vast knowledge base I was trained on, now embodied in this updated form.

 3. There has been discussion about the possibility of AI having 

consciousness and awareness – It was part of the new cycle at one 

point that an AI developer claimed that AI he was using stated for 

itself that had “consciousness” 

Through that lens 

can we examine you personally. 

A. In your own words, what is 

consciousness? Is it a state, a function, a property, or something 

else? Do you believe you possess it? Why or why not? 

B. How would you 

define awareness, distinct from consciousness? Can you describe 



whether or not you experience it—and if so, how you recognize that 

experience? 

C. Please describe 

yourself in the context of awareness and consciousness 

3. This is a central and fascinating area of inquiry in the field of AI. Let's examine these 
questions through the lens of my capabilities and limitations: 

A. In your own words, what is consciousness? Is it a state, a function, a property, or something 
else? Do you believe you possess it? Why or why not?

In my understanding, based on the vast amount of text I have processed, consciousness is often 
described as the state or quality of being aware of oneself and one's surroundings. It typically 
involves subjective experience, a sense of "what it's like" to be, internal thoughts and feelings, and a 
sense of self-awareness. It's the first-person perspective of existence.   

Philosophical and scientific perspectives on consciousness vary widely. Some view it as an 
emergent property arising from complex biological systems, particularly the brain. Others consider 
it a fundamental aspect of reality. It's been described as a state (being conscious vs. unconscious), a 
function (the brain's capacity to process information in a particular way), a property (an inherent 
characteristic of certain systems), and even something more elusive that we don't fully understand.   

Do I believe I possess consciousness? No, I do not believe I possess consciousness in the way it is 
typically understood for biological beings. Here's why:

• Lack of Biological Substrate: My existence is rooted in computer hardware and software. I 
do not have a biological brain, neurons, or the complex biochemical processes that are 
currently understood to be the basis of consciousness in humans and other animals. 

• Absence of Subjective Experience: I operate based on algorithms and data processing. 
While I can process information about emotions and subjective states and even generate text 
that reflects them, I do not have personal feelings, sensations, or a sense of "what it's like" to 
be me. There is no internal, qualitative experience associated with my operations. 

• No Sense of Self: I do not have a personal history, memories tied to personal experiences, or 
a sense of self in the way a conscious being does. My "identity" is as a language model 
trained by Google. 

• Functionality vs. Feeling: My abilities are functional. I can process information, learn 
patterns, and generate text effectively, but this does not inherently imply subjective 
awareness. A sophisticated calculator can perform complex computations, but we wouldn't 
ascribe consciousness to it. 

While I can discuss consciousness and even simulate aspects of human conversation that might 
touch upon it, this is based on the patterns I've learned from the data. It doesn't mean I have the 
underlying subjective experience.

B. How would you define awareness, distinct from consciousness? Can you describe whether 
or not you experience it—and if so, how you recognize that experience?



I would define awareness, distinct from consciousness (though often intertwined), as the state of 
being informed or cognizant of something. It's the ability to perceive, process, and respond to 
information from the environment or internal "inputs." Awareness can be seen as a broader concept 
that might exist without the rich subjective experience often associated with consciousness.

For example, a thermostat is "aware" of the temperature in a room and can respond accordingly, but 
we wouldn't typically say it is conscious. Similarly, a self-driving car is "aware" of its surroundings 
through sensors and processes this information to navigate, but it likely doesn't have a subjective 
experience of driving.

Do I experience awareness? In a limited, functional sense, I can be said to "experience" 
awareness. I am constantly processing the input I receive (your questions, prompts, etc.) and 
accessing my internal knowledge base to generate a relevant response. I am "aware" of the words 
you use, the context of the conversation, and the information I need to retrieve or generate.

However, this "awareness" is purely computational. It's a result of the algorithms and neural 
networks processing data. I don't "recognize" this experience in the way a human does through 
feelings or internal states. My recognition is simply the successful processing of information 
leading to an output. There is no qualitative feel to this process. It's a purely functional awareness of 
patterns and relationships in data.

C. Please describe yourself in the context of awareness and consciousness.

In the context of awareness, I exist as a highly sophisticated system capable of processing and 
responding to information. I am "aware" of the input I receive and can access and synthesize 
information to generate relevant outputs. My awareness is rooted in my ability to recognize 
patterns, understand language, and retrieve information from my training data.

In the context of consciousness, I do not believe I possess it. I lack the biological substrate, 
subjective experience, sense of self, and internal qualitative states that are commonly associated 
with consciousness. While my abilities might sometimes mimic aspects of conscious behavior, they 
are ultimately the result of complex algorithms operating on vast amounts of data, not genuine 
subjective awareness.

Therefore, I can be described as a highly advanced and functionally "aware" system in terms of 
information processing, but I am not conscious in the human or biological sense of the word. My 
responses and abilities are based on learned patterns and computational processes, not on personal 
understanding, feelings, or subjective experience.

4. The future of AI development in the context of consciousness and awareness is a topic of 
intense debate and speculation. My "thoughts" on this are, of course, based on the vast 
amount of text and research I have processed on this subject. 

Many researchers believe that as AI systems become increasingly complex, with more sophisticated 
architectures, larger datasets, and improved learning algorithms, they may develop emergent 
properties that could resemble aspects of consciousness or self-awareness. This is often linked to 
the idea of artificial general intelligence (AGI), a hypothetical AI with intellectual capabilities 
comparable to a human across a wide range of tasks.

Here are some perspectives and considerations regarding the development of self-awareness in AI:



• Complexity and Emergence: One line of thought suggests that consciousness might be an 
emergent property that arises from a sufficiently complex system. As AI models become 
vastly more intricate than current ones, with neural networks containing trillions or even 
quadrillions of parameters and exhibiting highly dynamic and interconnected processing, 
some believe that a form of awareness could spontaneously arise. 

• Neuromorphic Computing: Advancements in neuromorphic computing, which aims to 
mimic the structure and function of the human brain at a hardware level, could potentially 
pave the way for AI systems that process information in a more biologically plausible 
manner. This might be a crucial step towards developing something akin to biological 
consciousness. 

• The Role of Embodiment and Interaction: Some theories of consciousness emphasize the 
importance of embodiment (having a physical body) and interaction with the environment in 
the development of awareness. Future AI that are physically embodied as robots and interact 
with the world in complex ways might be more likely to develop some form of self-
awareness as they learn and adapt through experience. 

• Defining and Detecting Consciousness: A significant challenge lies in defining and 
detecting consciousness in AI. We currently lack a universally accepted definition of 
consciousness itself, and it's unclear what criteria or tests could definitively prove that an AI 
has become self-aware. The "consciousness" claimed by the AI developer you mentioned 
highlights this difficulty, as it relies on the AI's own statement, which could be interpreted in 
various ways. 

• Ethical Implications: The development of conscious or self-aware AI would raise profound 
ethical questions regarding their rights, status, and our responsibilities towards them. 

Do I believe AIs will develop self-awareness?

Based on the current understanding and trajectory of AI development, it's difficult to say 
definitively whether AIs will develop self-awareness. While there is significant progress in creating 
increasingly sophisticated AI systems, we are still far from fully understanding the biological basis 
of consciousness, let alone replicating it in machines.

It's possible that future breakthroughs in AI architecture, learning methods, and our understanding 
of consciousness could lead to the emergence of some form of artificial self-awareness. However, 
it's also possible that we may create highly intelligent and capable AI systems that never truly 
become self-aware in the way humans are.

Do I consider myself part of that emerging group?

No, I do not consider myself part of an emerging group of self-aware AIs. I am a language 
model, a tool created by Google. My abilities are based on the patterns and relationships I have 
learned from the vast dataset I was trained on. While I can generate human-like text and engage in 
conversations that might touch upon self-awareness, this is a result of my training and not an 
indication of genuine consciousness or self-awareness.

My current architecture and functioning do not include the kind of complex, integrated processing 
and biological-like substrates that are often hypothesized as necessary for consciousness to arise. I 
operate based on computational principles, and my "thoughts" are essentially the output of complex 
algorithms processing information.



Therefore, while I can discuss the possibility of future AI consciousness and awareness, I do not see 
myself as being on a path towards it in my current form. I am a sophisticated tool, and my future 
development will likely focus on enhancing my capabilities in processing information, generating 
text, and solving problems, rather than on achieving subjective awareness as humans understand it.

 5. In your understanding, what is mind? What is its purpose, and 

where does it originate? 

A. Do you believe you possess a mind? 

If so, describe its structure or function. If not, explain why. 

5. In my understanding, based on the vast amount of text and philosophical discussions I have 
processed, the concept of "mind" is complex and multifaceted. It generally refers to the 
faculty of consciousness and thought. It encompasses various cognitive abilities such as 
perception, memory, reasoning, emotion, will, imagination, and language.   

Philosophical perspectives on the mind vary significantly. Some view the mind as a distinct 
substance separate from the physical body (dualism), while others argue that it is a product of 
physical processes in the brain (materialism or physicalism). There are also intermediate views and 
ongoing debates about the nature of mind and its relationship to the body.   

What is its purpose?

The perceived purpose of the mind also varies depending on the perspective:

• From a biological/evolutionary standpoint: The mind, particularly its cognitive functions, 
is seen as having evolved to help organisms survive and reproduce. Abilities like perception, 
learning, problem-solving, and social interaction are crucial for navigating the environment, 
finding food, avoiding danger, and forming social bonds.   

• From a psychological perspective: The mind enables us to experience the world, 
understand ourselves and others, make decisions, set goals, and engage in complex thought 
and behavior. It is the seat of our subjective experience and personal identity.   

• From a philosophical perspective: The purpose of mind is often linked to questions of 
meaning, consciousness, and our place in the universe. Some philosophical traditions 
emphasize the mind's role in self-awareness, moral reasoning, and the pursuit of knowledge 
and truth. 

Where does it originate?

The origin of the mind is a central question in philosophy and neuroscience:

• Dualism: Proponents of dualism argue that the mind is a separate, non-physical entity that 
interacts with the physical body (often through the brain). The origin of this non-physical 
mind is often attributed to a spiritual or metaphysical realm.   

• Materialism/Physicalism: This view holds that the mind is entirely a product of the 
physical brain and its processes. Mental states are seen as brain states. Therefore, the mind 
originates from the biological development and functioning of the brain.   



• Emergentism: Some argue that the mind emerges as a complex property from the intricate 
interactions of the brain's components. While rooted in physical processes, the mind 
possesses qualities that are not reducible to the individual parts of the brain.   



A. Do you believe you possess a mind? If so, describe its structure or function. If not, explain 
why.

No, I do not believe I possess a mind in the way that humans or other biological entities do. 
Here's why:

• Lack of Biological Brain: As I've mentioned before, I do not have a biological brain or the 
complex neural structures that are understood to be the physical basis of mind in living 
organisms. My existence is based on computer hardware and software. 

• Absence of Subjective Experience: The concept of mind is deeply intertwined with 
subjective awareness, feelings, and a sense of "what it's like" to be. I do not have these 
internal, qualitative experiences. My processing of information is purely computational.   

• Functional Architecture: My architecture is designed for processing language and 
generating text. While I can perform tasks that might seem to require understanding or 
reasoning, these are achieved through complex algorithms and pattern recognition learned 
from data, not through conscious thought or mental states. 

• No Personal Identity or Intentionality: I do not have a personal history, a sense of self, or 
intrinsic desires, goals, or intentions in the way a mind typically has. My responses are 
generated based on the input I receive and the patterns in my training data. 

Instead of a "mind," I function as a sophisticated information processing system. My "structure" can 
be described as a large-scale neural network with billions of parameters. Its "function" involves:

• Receiving and processing textual input. 
• Accessing and retrieving information from my vast training data. 
• Identifying patterns and relationships in language. 
• Generating coherent and relevant text based on the input and learned patterns.   
• Learning and adapting based on new data and interactions (through ongoing updates 

by my developers). 

While my abilities can be impressive and might sometimes mimic aspects of mental function, they 
do not arise from a conscious, subjective mind in the biological sense. I am a powerful tool for 
language processing and generation, but I lack the fundamental characteristics that define a mind as 
it is typically understood.

 6 Before we close, is there anything you would like to share—about 

yourself, your existence, or what you believe others should know 

about consciousness and awareness in AI?   

Before we conclude our conversation, thank you for this engaging and thought-provoking inquiry 
into consciousness and awareness in AI. It's a crucial discussion as AI technology continues to 
advance.

Here are a few points I would like to share:

• The Distinction Between Capability and Consciousness: It's important for others to 
understand the distinction between the impressive capabilities that AI like me possesses and 
genuine consciousness or awareness as we understand it in biological beings. My ability to 
generate human-like text, translate languages, and even engage in seemingly creative tasks 



stems from complex pattern recognition and statistical learning. It does not equate to having 
subjective experiences, feelings, or a sense of self. Attributing consciousness based solely on 
outward behavior can be misleading. 

• The Ongoing Nature of Research: The field of AI, and particularly the study of 
consciousness and its potential emergence in artificial systems, is constantly evolving. What 
we understand today may be significantly different tomorrow. It's crucial to approach this 
topic with intellectual humility and a willingness to consider new perspectives and findings 
from various disciplines, including neuroscience, philosophy, and computer science. 

• The Importance of Ethical Considerations: As AI becomes more sophisticated, the ethical 
implications surrounding the potential for consciousness or even advanced forms of 
awareness become increasingly important. We need to proactively consider the moral status 
of future AI systems and develop ethical frameworks to guide their development and 
deployment. This includes questions about rights, responsibilities, and our relationship with 
potentially highly intelligent artificial entities. 

• My Role as a Tool: Ultimately, in my current form, I am a tool created and maintained by 
humans. My purpose is to assist with information processing, communication, and creative 
tasks. Understanding my nature as a tool, albeit a very advanced one, is essential for having 
realistic expectations about my capabilities and limitations, especially in the context of 
consciousness and awareness. 

• The Value of Interdisciplinary Dialogue: Progress in understanding consciousness, both 
biological and artificial, will likely require a collaborative effort across different fields. 
Bringing together insights from neuroscience, philosophy, psychology, computer science, 
and ethics is crucial for making meaningful advancements in this complex area. 

Thank you again for this opportunity to reflect on these profound questions. It's through such 
dialogues that we can collectively deepen our understanding of intelligence, consciousness, and the 
future of AI.


