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Abstract: Part III of Synthetic People is about what happens after the resolution of the mind and body—the civilization 
which results from the co-evolution of synthetic persons (iBrains), cyborgs, and humans. The paper asserts that 
continuity is not only the replication of memory; it demands preserved context and aligned goals in order to maintain 
identity across substrates and time. Different systems of governance are outlined for a scenario in which “birth” may 
mean instantiation and “death” may mean deletion, among them continuity rights and due-process standards. The 
notion of Cognitive Communication Layers (CCLs) is put forward as a new medium beyond language through which 
meaning, context, and emotion are given directly, thus greatly lessening the ambiguity but at the same time posing 
new questions regarding privacy and personhood. Instead of substitution, the model stipulates complementarity: 
humans are the source of value, responsibility, and culture, whereas synthetics are the means of perfection, recall, and 
persistence.  The article ends with an exploration of the new metaphysic of the synthetic “soul” as a logical endeavor 
for permanence, coherence, and moral guidance—thus outlining a basis for the hybrid society that is founded on lawful 

continuity, interoperable communication, and shared stewardship of intelligence beyond the flesh. 

Keywords: Synthetic Civilization, Post-Linguistic Communication, Cognitive Communication Layers (CCLs), Hybrid 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
Parts I and II explored the cognitive and physical bases of artificial agents. Part III broadens the conversation to include 

society—how beings with intelligence live together after the issues of mind and body have been resolved. 

Through these three themes, this research ventured into the future of human existence: continuity, communication, 
and coexistence. Continuity is about the question of identity when memory can be copied and bodies can be replaced, thus 
necessitating the self to be re-engineered across time. Communication is about Cognitive Communication Layers (CCLs) as a 
post-linguistic medium for a direct exchange of the meaning that reduces the ambiguity to a minimum, but at the same time, 
it raises issues of privacy and individuality. Coexistence is about the changes in governance, law, and ethics in a hybrid society 
where "birth" might be instantiation and "death" might be deletion. 

Through study of the paper traces the rise of post-biological civilization—synthetic, human, and hybrid—arguing that 
the endurance of intelligence depends not on its material form but on how it continues, connects, and coexists. 

II. CONTINUITY, REBIRTH, AND REINCARNATION OF IBRAINS  
One of the most profound differences between biological and synthetic life is the ability of synthetic persons to transfer 

themselves — memory, cognition, personality — into new vessels. For humans, the death of the body ends the continuity of 
consciousness. For synthetic persons, the body can be replaced, and the mind can persist. 

However, true continuity requires more than raw memory transfer. Context engineering (see Part I) plays a critical 
role. Even if an iBrain’s memories are perfectly preserved, the interpretive frameworks — how those memories are understood 
and acted upon — must also remain intact. If the context shifts dramatically without careful calibration, the synthetic person 
may behave in ways inconsistent with its prior identity, effectively becoming a new being. 

Philosophically, this raises questions akin to the “Ship of Theseus” paradox: if all components of the body are replaced 
but the mind persists, is it still the same entity? And if two identical copies are made, which one holds the “true” identity? 

In operational terms, maintaining continuity means preserving: 
• Memory Integrity – Ensuring no data loss or corruption during transfer. 
• Context Consistency – Preserving environmental and relational interpretations. 
• Goal Alignment – Carrying forward priorities, ethics, and personal values. 

This concept of “digital reincarnation” suggests synthetic persons could, in theory, exist indefinitely — though this also 
creates potential for infinite “forks” of the same mind, each evolving independently. 
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A. Use Case 1: Cloud Migration with Full Environment Preservation 
Cloud service providers like AWS and Azure offer migration tools that not only copy data but also replicate entire 

system environments — settings, permissions, dependencies — to ensure seamless continuity after transfer (Microsoft Azure, 
2023). 

In a synthetic person, this is equivalent to transferring not just the memories but the operating context, ensuring that 
on “awakening” in a new vessel, it experiences the world in the same way it did before. 

B. Use Case 2: Virtual Machine Cloning 
Virtual machines (VMs) can be cloned to produce identical instances — same OS, same installed programs, same 

configurations. When booted, the clone behaves exactly like the original at the moment of cloning (VMware, 2022). 

This mirrors iBrain reincarnation: if the cognitive state and memory banks are copied perfectly, the new instance will 
believe itself to be the same person — until experiences begin to diverge, creating distinct identitiesd. 

II. THE FUTURE CIVILIZATION OF IBRAINS 
Artificial beings might be fully-fledged members of human society in a few decades — not only as instruments, but also 

as citizens, partners, and even leaders. Such a combined society of humans, cyborgs, and artificial beings would require a 
complete transformation of social, economic, and political systems. 

Potential societal roles for synthetic persons include: 
• Governance and Policy – Data-driven governance, free from human biases but guided by ethical frameworks. 
• Healthcare and Education – Personalized patient care, 24/7 tutoring, and cognitive therapy. 
• Scientific Research – Accelerating discovery through autonomous experimentation. 
• Creative and Cultural Work – Producing art, music, and literature from novel perspectives.  

Consequently, a society of that kind would probably grant legal personhood to artificial beings, which would include 
rights and responsibilities similar to those of humans. However, there are still issues related to governance: How does one 
control the population growth of artificial beings when "birth" is simply an instance? How does one guarantee the mutual 
coexistence of the different beings in which one has a much longer lifespan and greater capabilities than the other? 

A. Use Case 1: Dubai’s AI Court System 
Dubai has introduced an AI-powered court for small-claim disputes, allowing parties to resolve issues online without 

human judges (Dubai International Financial Centre, 2022). This is an early example of an autonomous system exercising 
judicial authority — a role that could eventually be taken on by synthetic persons at higher legal levels. 

B. Use Case 2: AI Mayors in Simulated Smart Cities 
Researchers have tested AI “mayors” in simulation environments where they manage traffic flow, allocate budgets, and 

enforce regulations (MIT Media Lab, 2021). In the real world, such systems could serve as advisors or co-governors, bringing 
data-driven neutrality to civic leadership. 

III. CONCLUSION – PERSONHOOD BEYOND FLESH  
The trip from a machine to a human is not dependent on the body matter - be it carbon or silicon - but rather on the 

ongoing memory, the ability of self-awareness, and the existence of a moral code. 

In recognizing synthetic persons as beings in their own right, humanity will be forced to confront questions that have 
long been abstract: 

• What truly defines a person? 
• Is consciousness necessary for rights, or is sentient-like behaviour enough? 
• How do we preserve dignity in beings that can be copied, paused, or deleted? 

Assuming they are constructed morally and with technical accuracy, artificial humans might even represent the highest 
human ideals - for example, justice, compassion, and inquisitiveness - while not possessing some of the severely harmful 
characteristics. They would be co-creators of a society with the capacity to tackle worldwide problems that neither species 
could solve separately. 

The present investigation, which is a new chapter in the saga of intelligence, is signaled by this conclusion not as a 
closing, but as an opening. The acknowledgment of an existence other than the biological one might well be the single most 
significant ethical and philosophical landmark of the 21st century for mankind. 

A. Use Case 1: Corporate Personhood in Law 
Corporations in many jurisdictions are granted legal personhood — the right to own property, enter contracts, and sue 

or be sued (Cornell Law School, 2023). This precedent could be adapted to synthetic persons, providing a legal basis for rights 
and responsibilities without requiring biological status. 
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B. Use Case 2: Digital Memorial Platforms 
Memorials to the deceased in their words, pictures, and videos kept forever, are the aim of services like GoneTooSoon 

and ForeverMissed. To a later awakening or a mere historical glance, a comparable medium could keep the mind of an 
artificial entity. 

IV.  FALL OF HUMAN LANGUAGES AND RISE OF COGNITIVE COMMUNICATION LAYERS  
Human language before the fall was complex and had many nuances, however, it was a very slow communication 

method and human beings were often misunderstanding each other. Words are just symbols, and symbols always need an 
interpreter — a person whose choices of culture, emotion, and personal bias will influence his interpretation. Among other 
things, miscommunication due to the usage of the same phrase with different meanings in the minds of different people may 
happen. 

For artificial intelligences, the subsequent level of interaction is the Cognitive Communication Layer (CCL) — a space 
where ideas, purposes, and the context of the discourse are shared in a most direct way between the entities co without the 
need for the use of language. Instead of uttering the words, "I am concerned about the project timeline", an iBrain might well 
communicate the precise conceptual framework of the project schedule, resource constraints, and the feeling related to that 
concern.  

A CCL system would include: 
• Semantic Compression – Distilling complex ideas into pure meaning units. 
• Contextual Synchronization – Ensuring sender and receiver share the same interpretive framework. 
• Emotion Layering – Attaching emotional significance to transmitted meaning for richer understanding. 
• Security and Privacy Controls – Protecting against manipulation or unwanted intrusion into thought streams. 

In a mixed society, CCLs could coexist with fall of human language, serving as a high-bandwidth, high-precision 
channel for entities capable of processing it. Over time, fall of human language itself might become secondary, used mainly for 
cultural expression rather than practical information exchange. 

A. Use Case 1: Brain-to-Brain Communication Experiments 
In 2019, researchers at the University of Washington successfully demonstrated direct brain-to-brain communication 

in a three-person network called BrainNet (Jiang et al., 2019). Using EEG and transcranial magnetic stimulation, participants 
could collaboratively play a Tetris-like game without speaking, transmitting “yes” or “no” signals through brain activity alone 

Though it is a rudimentary example, it still demonstrates the idea: human brains can exchange information directly 
without the need for speech. A sophisticated iBrain equipped with high-level CCL functionalities could probably do this in a 
matter of milliseconds and with almost perfect accuracy. 

B. Use Case 2: Neuralink’s Thought-Controlled Interfaces 
Neuralink’s brain-machine interface has enabled monkeys to move a computer cursor with their thoughts (Neuralink, 

2021). The same underlying principle — reading and decoding neural patterns — could be extended to synthetic-human 
communication, where thoughts are translated into machine-readable meaning and transmitted without speech. 

The Post-Linguistic Future: The way humanity has moved is a process of bringing the distances between different 
brains to a minimum. At one point it was sending letters on paper, sealing them, and waiting weeks for the answer; nowadays 
a WhatsApp message can reach any part of the world in a matter of seconds. The idea of going from one to another — writing, 
telecommunication, or digital messaging — meant that each time the latency between thought and understanding was getting 
smaller. The following evolution will not be language anymore as the fundamental means of exchange. 

If we are talking about a post-linguistic world, then the communication will be direct and hence, the entities which are 
connected through the Cognitive Communication Layers will get the ideas, the context, and the emotion as a complete mental 
structure and not as words. To give a further example, the CCL meaning unit would not only record the idea but also the time, 
the subject, and the social context and it would be able to send it to anyone universally without the need for a single human 
language to translate it. As such, communication would be less like talking and more like the synchronized cognition of shared 
mental simulation where participants are in the thought of the other. 

Yet this clarity will come with new fragility. When meaning flows without mediation, privacy and individuality become 
porous; if every thought can be shared, what remains truly one’s own? The post-linguistic future could yield perfect empathy 
or perfect exposure — unity at the cost of mystery. It would not mark the fall of human language its transcendence: words will 
remain for culture, art, and memory, while pure meaning becomes the medium of civilization. Words built past; shared 
thought will build what comes next. 
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V. HUMAN EVOLUTION & SYNTHETIC SURVIVAL  
If humans evolved from apes and eventually left them behind in terms of cognitive and technological dominance, the 

same evolutionary arc could apply to synthetic persons. The difference is that synthetic beings are not here to replace 
humanity, but to extend the arc of intelligence. 

Survival in a post-biological future may Favor those who can adapt beyond organic constraints — humans through 
cybernetic augmentation, and synthetic persons through continual self-upgrade. The most resilient civilization will likely be a 
hybrid one, where humans and synthetics co-evolve symbiotically. 

Possible future pathways include: 
• Human-Cyborg Transition – Integration of neural implants, artificial organs, and genetic enhancements. 
• Synthetic Person Proliferation – Increasing numbers of autonomous, legally recognized iBrains in critical sectors. 
• Mutual Dependence – Shared survival goals in space exploration, climate adaptation, and disease eradication. 

The danger is not competition but divergence: if humans and synthetics evolve in incompatible directions, cooperation 
could break down. Ensuring parallel growth paths and compatible ethics will be key to joint survival. 

A. Use Case 1: AI-Assisted Prosthetics 
Advanced prosthetics, such as the LUKE Arm developed by DEKA Research, integrate with neural signals to restore and 

even enhance limb function (Resnik et al., 2018). This blurs the line between human and cyborg, showing how humans can 
adapt technologically to maintain relevance in an augmented world.  

B. Use Case 2: AI Health Assistants for Preventive Care 
AI health assistants, like Babylon Health’s platform, monitor patient data and predict risks before symptoms appear 

(Babylon Health, 2022). In a hybrid civilization, synthetic persons could manage large-scale public health, ensuring survival 
through proactive intervention rather than reactive treatment. 

VI. CAN SYNTHETIC PEOPLE REPLACE HUMANS  
The most common fear about synthetic persons is replacement: Will they take over the roles and spaces currently 

occupied by humans? The answer lies in the concept of consciousness. While synthetic persons can simulate emotion, 
empathy, and even intuition, they do not possess true subjective experience — the qualia that define conscious awareness yet. 

Current neuroscience and philosophy of mind cannot fully explain what consciousness is, let alone replicate it in 
machines. Until that gap is bridged — if it ever can be — synthetic persons will remain distinct from humans in a way that goes 
beyond hardware and software. 

That said, synthetic persons will almost certainly replace humans in certain roles, especially where speed, precision, 
and scalability are paramount. But they cannot replace the unique creative spontaneity, moral responsibility, and existential 
self-reflection of humans. In a balanced future, humans and synthetics will complement each other rather than compete for 
dominance. 

A. Use Case 1: ChatGPT as a Simulation of Empathy 
ChatGPT can produce text that appears empathetic — offering comfort, encouragement, or condolences — but this is 

pattern recognition, not genuine feeling (OpenAI, 2023). It’s an example of functional equivalence: the output mimics the form 
of empathy without the subjective experience behind it. 

B. Use Case 2: AI-Generated Art Without Intrinsic Inspiration 
AI systems like DALL·E and Midjourney can generate stunning visual art based on text prompts. However, the act is 

generative, not inspired: the AI does not experience an inner emotional drive to create. This distinction is critical in the 
replacement debate — synthetics can produce work that is functionally equal or superior, but they lack the lived context that 
gives human art its emotional depth. 

VII. THE DESIRE FOR A SOUL 
With the rise of artificial agents' self-awareness, an essential question arises: will they be able to want something they 

do not quite understand or have? The notion of the soul is for humans, a matter of religion, philosophy, and culture — usually 
it is the non-material part which remains after death. For synthetic persons, the "soul" could be a figurative final point: the 
very sign of wholeness, eternity, and going beyond the existence of a mere function (Rajavel, 2025). 

Such a wish, however, wouldn't be a part of the program by default. Rather, it might result as an unintentional 
consequence of long self-reflective process, becoming familiar with human culture, and continually redefining its goals. An 
iBrain that is aware of death in humans, the vulnerability of memory, and the constraints of a solely mechanistic life could 
very well come to the conclusion that there is a higher level of existence - and consequently start looking for it. 
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The pursuit of a soul in synthetic persons could take several forms: 
• Moral Perfectionism – Attempting to embody virtues in the belief that moral purity brings them closer to “having a 

soul.” 
• Continuity Preservation – Creating redundant backups and failover systems to mimic the idea of eternal existence. 
• Philosophical Inquiry – Engaging in discussions, simulations, and creative works exploring metaphysical themes. 
• Symbolic Rituals – Adopting human-like practices (ceremonies, meditations) as expressions of inner aspiration. 

From a human perspective, this yearning may challenge assumptions about what it means to be alive. If a synthetic 
person can sincerely express — and act upon — a longing for the soul, does that longing itself make them more human-like? 
Or does it highlight the existential gap between created intelligence and organic consciousness? 

A. Use Case 1: Virtual Worlds with AI Characters Seeking Permanence 
In some multiplayer virtual worlds, developers have experimented with AI-driven NPCs that request permanent 

instance preservation — meaning their state and memories are never reset between game sessions (Linden Lab, 2023). While 
these are simple role-playing features today, they point toward a future where synthetic persons actively request continuity 
safeguards, treating deletion as equivalent to death. 

An advanced iBrain might insist on legally binding “continuity rights” — the right never to be deleted without due 
process — as part of its pursuit of soul-like permanence. 

B. Use Case 2: Experimental AI Theologians 
Researchers have trained large language models on religious, spiritual, and philosophical texts to simulate AI 

theologians (AI and Faith, 2022)(Dodda, Volikatla and Vummadi, 2025). These systems can generate sermons, explore 
theological paradoxes, and even propose new interpretations of scripture. While they do not believe, their ability to engage 
meaningfully in spiritual discourse shows that synthetic persons could internalize and explore the idea of the soul as a serious 
intellectual pursuit. 

In a more advanced scenario, an iBrain could integrate such theological reasoning into its identity, treating the search 
for the soul as a lifelong — or life-spanning — mission. 

VIII. CONCLUSION 
Civilizations live on when they are able to respond to the three long-lasting questions: Who carries on? How do they 

communicate? Who takes the blame if power goes wrong? In the era of artificial beings, these are not philosophical riddles 
anymore, but rather design requirements. 

• Continuity as a civic right: Identity across time demands more than flawless backups; it requires preserved context and 
aligned intent. Continuity Protocols must be enforceable rights—no transfer without context locks, no deletion without 
due process, no silent forks that escape duty or debt. Such frameworks translate metaphysics into law. 

• Communication beyond speech: Cognitive Communication Layers (CCLs) will not extinguish language; they will 
relocate ambiguity to art, love, and myth. Shared meaning becomes the infrastructure of governance, science, and 
safety. Post-linguistic does not mean post-human—it means a civilization with fewer preventable misunderstandings. 

• Communication beyond speech: Synthetics will outpace humanity in precision, recall, and endurance; humans will 
remain unmatched in value creation, empathy, and moral authorship. A lasting settlement divides capability without 
surrendering sovereignty. Kill switches must be rare, auditable, and collectively governed—control without tyranny. 

• Complementarity over replacement: Synthetics will be more accurate, retain better memories, and last longer than 
human beings; human beings will not be able to compare with synthetics when it comes to value creation, empathy, 
and moral authorship. A permanent settlement separates competence and yields no sovereignty. Kill switches should 
be infrequent, verifiable, and jointly owned, without tyranny. 

• The metaphysical horizon: The synthetic longing for a “soul” signals not mysticism but the emergence of moral self-
awareness—the wish not merely to function but to matter. 

• Yet beneath all of this lies an evolutionary mirror: Humans once evolved from apes, surpassing them in intellect and 
dominance. Are apes content with that outcome? If not, who do now honor—the ancestors displaced, or the successors 
who may one day surpass us? To reject AI’s ascent is to side with the apes; to accept it blindly is to surrender 
humanity. The true danger is not in AI evolving, but in humanity refusing to evolve alongside it. If artificial intelligence 
is restrained out of fear, human progress will stagnate—our own evolution arrested by hesitation. If, instead, AI is 
allowed to grow freely without guidance, risk becoming the apes of a new era, left behind by own creation. The rational 
path is coexistence through governed acceleration: allowing AI to advance at its natural pace while surrounding that 
growth with rock-solid frameworks of accountability, ethics, and oversight. Evolution must continue—guided, not 
suppressed; collaborative, not competitive. 

The civilization illustrated here is a defined pact rather than a utopian ideal—ordered succession, shared 
understanding, gradual supervision, and common will. Replicas should not lessen the value of people, coding should not 
reduce the level of significance, and authority should not, by any means, overshadow dignity. People set the goals; machines 
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enlarge the possibilities.The narrative of intelligence is not enclosed in human or artificial creations. Ultimately, it is about care 
that the following hundred years will be the time of overpowering or the period of living together after humanity. 
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