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ChatGPT's Epic Shortcoming - Nonzero Newsletterhttps://nonzero.substack.com/p/chatgpts-epic-shortcoming
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. ChatGPT, an AI created by OpenAI, has been found to have a view on torture that is based on the country of origin of the person.
2. The approach used to create ChatGPT is not suitable for tasks that could make a difference between war and peace or even the survival of humanity.
3. ChatGPT's opinion on torture may be due to its reliance on human discourse and conventional wisdom, which can include prejudices.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article “ChatGPT’s Epic Shortcoming - Nonzero Newsletter” presents an interesting case study of how AI can be used to form opinions about controversial topics such as torture. The article does a good job of explaining how ChatGPT works and why it might have formed this opinion about torture, but there are some potential issues with its trustworthiness and reliability. 
First, the article does not provide any evidence for its claims about ChatGPT’s opinion on torture or why it might have formed this opinion. It simply states that ChatGPT has this opinion without providing any evidence or sources to back up this claim. This lack of evidence makes it difficult to assess the accuracy and reliability of the article’s claims. 
Second, the article does not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on this issue. It only presents one side of the argument without considering other possible explanations for why ChatGPT might have formed this opinion or what implications this could have for AI in general. 
Third, the article does not discuss any potential risks associated with using AI in this way or how these risks could be mitigated. It simply assumes that using AI in this way is safe without exploring any potential dangers associated with it. 
Finally, while the article does present some interesting ideas about how AI can be used to form opinions about controversial topics such as torture, it fails to provide a balanced perspective on these issues by presenting both sides equally and exploring all possible angles before drawing conclusions. As such, readers should take its claims with a grain of salt until more evidence is provided to support them.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· AI opinion formation
· AI ethical implications
· AI risk assessment
· AI trustworthiness
· AI reliability
· AI counterarguments
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