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to journalistic standards, and 
their objective is not to harm. 
They may commit an error, fall 
into misunderstanding, and be-
come ensnared by the Zionists 
or America’s cognitive warfare, 
but their primary intention is 
not that. That is, they wish to 
exercise due diligence to comply 
with their media standards, yet 
they may eventually err.
The exact same circumstance 
applies to artificial intelligence. 
We cannot assert that behind 
all AIs created by humans, there 
exists a harmful purpose, such 
as the realization of a political 
party’s ultimate aim or the de-
sires of an individual. It may not 
be so. Some professional media 
outlets do not sacrifice their 
credibility for such matters. In 
the technology domain, for ex-
ample, Microsoft, after realiz-
ing that Israel was utilizing its 
suite of capabilities to commit 
violence and massacre Palestin-
ians, imposed restrictions upon 
Israel. Whereas our subjective 
impression of this company is 
that it is entirely Zionist and un-

der their control, yet we observe 
that this is not the case and that, 
in certain instances, it has dis-
approved of the massacres and 
the hostile, anti-human policies 
of the Zionists because it does 
not wish its credibility to be im-
pugned. Therefore, to preserve 
its social capital and brand, it 
may not consent to the utiliza-
tion of artificial intelligence for 
the attainment of improper and 
publicly undesirable objectives.

How prepared are Iran’s na-
tional media and other me-
dia institutions for producing 
content predicated upon ar-
tificial intelligence? To what 
extent is this infrastructure 
and platform available for our 
media institutions?
In this regard, they face no lim-
itations. The matter is that, in 
my view, artificial intelligence 
is a facilitator. Contrary to the 
opinion of many who assert 
that its utilization in media and 
other sectors necessitates spe-
cial structures and exorbitant 
costs, I believe that is absolute-
ly not the case. Artificial intelli-
gence has arrived to eliminate 
those complex structures, and 
this system is, in practice, a fa-
cilitator. Therefore, no problem 
exists in this domain. So much 
so that, currently, our nation-
al media, other media outlets, 
dissemination and production 
platforms, and home cinema 
face no limitations in this re-

gard. AI has already come to 
our aid in certain fundamental 
science domains, such as bota-
ny, medicine, mathematics, and 
so forth, and numerous uses are 
being made of it. There even ex-
ists Iranian AI, which can assist 
us in specific situations when 
international internet access is 
unavailable.

In your opinion, does the utili-
zation of artificial intelligence 
call into question the profes-
sional work of a media outlet 
and render it less valuable?
In truth, two perspectives exist 
among professors, thinkers, and 
experts working closely with 
highly reputable media and ar-
tificial intelligence.
One perspective insists that 
editors-in-chief and journalists 
should rigorously abstain and 
not become addicted to arti-
ficial intelligence. This group 
believes that which imparts lus-
ter, beauty, and appeal to media 
is that the production be hu-
man-made and that the human 
beings themselves have created 

it. In the domains of translation, 
transcription, and copyediting, 
they permit machine assistance, 
but they assert that you should 
accept that the error rate of ar-
tificial intelligence exceeds that 
of human beings, and that AI has 
not yet reached the stage where 
it is error-free. Their opinion is 
that you should exercise a mod-
icum of patience, and that your 
own work is superior to the ma-
chine’s work.
The second group, the abso-
lute opposite of the first group, 
asserts that the first group is 
entirely wasting its time: the 
world is moving toward a state 
where we will no longer re-
quire journalists, editors, or 
editors-in-chief. Artificial intel-
ligence will produce everything 
for us. Why waste time? AI itself 
monitors, identifies the best 
news, then tweets it, edits it if 
necessary, analyzes it if neces-
sary, and if a film or photograph 
is to be appended, it produces 
and uploads it by itself, and it 
also locates its own target au-
dience.
I believe that professional me-
dia practitioners must consider 
both facets. That is, you should 
employ artificial intelligence, 
but simultaneously combine it 
with human supervision. Also, 
we should continuously up-
date our artificial intelligence’s 
learning models. For example, 
do not become so engrossed 
in ChatGPT that you believe it 

suffices. Furthermore, profes-
sionals should employ multiple 
layers for artificial intelligence. 
Meaning, if you have used 
ChatGPT and it has produced 
a content for you, verify and 
check it with another artificial 
intelligence. Most importantly, 
in the domains of professional 
AI utilization, adherence to in-
ternational legal frameworks is 
obligatory. Has the AI complied 
with international law? Has it 
respected copyright? Has it con-
sidered authorial rights? Has it 
cited the source, or has it plagia-
rized?

Does Iran require specific reg-
ulations for the proper meth-
od of artificial intelligence 
utilization, red lines for the 
employment of this technol-
ogy, and penalties for its im-
proper use?
Fortunately, concerning crime 
and criminalization within the 
cyberspace and media domain, 
we possess extensive legislation. 
Press laws have existed since 
the Qajar era and have been 
continuously updated. During 
the Pahlavi period, we again en-
acted laws, and after the Islamic 
Revolution, we have updated 
these laws.
A substantial portion of those 
same press laws can be applied 
within cyberspace and to arti-
ficial intelligence. Our predic-
ament is that we imagine that, 
because artificial intelligence 
has arrived, we must enact new 
legislation pertaining to it, and, 
for example, suppose that when 
a person’s reputation and digni-
ty are compromised by artificial 
intelligence, we require a new 
law to address it. Whereas, for 
instance, in the press law of the 
year 1968 (1347 Hijri), it is stipu-
lated that if anyone produces 
and disseminates material that 
impugns the credibility and dig-
nity of a person, this constitutes 
a criminal offense and carries, 
for example, a sentence of three 
months to one year of imprison-
ment. Now, if someone performs 
this action using AI and impugns 
a person’s dignity, what differ-
ence does it make? Then, it was 
a publication or magazine; now, 
it is AI.

I believe we already possess 
the necessary regulations for 
this domain. We simply do not 
know how to enforce them, or 
we do not do so effectively. Or, if 
we attempt to enforce them, an 
uproar and a bizarre commo-
tion will be instigated against 
us in cyberspace and the in-
ternational arena, and we fear 
enforcing them. For example, 
the Mossad, utilizing media and 
psychological warfare, engages 
in the character assassination of 
high-level figures of Iran and at-
tempts to damage their dignity 
and credibility, and certain indi-
viduals within the country have 
unwittingly become agents of 
the Mossad and have perpetrat-
ed this act. Numerous instances 
exist where the Mossad initiated 
the action, but domestic agents 
carried it through, destroying 
the dignity and credibility of 
a figure. Subsequently, it has 
been discovered that this was 
the Mossad’s doing, yet the do-
mestic agents continued. Now, if 
we seek to prosecute those do-
mestic agents, an uproar ensues. 
Everyone rises against us, claim-
ing you do not grant freedom, or 
you fear artificial intelligence, 
or you have shackled the nation, 
and similar statements.
Whereas the tangible reality is 
that if a crime or error of artifi-
cial intelligence has been crimi-
nalized in Europe and legislation 
has been enacted for it, precise-
ly the same can be considered 
a crime in Iran. Why do we 
harbor worry and fear? On the 
contrary, we should learn from 
them. Currently, in the domain 
of cyberspace and artificial intel-
ligence, the pioneering countries 
in legislation and the protection 
of users’ rights are the advanced 
nations. For example, if, in a kin-
dergarten, educators discover 
that a child has accessed their 
father’s or mother’s mobile 
phone and utilized AI in a man-
ner that is harmful to them and 
causes them distress, European 
Union laws stipulate that this 
child must be removed from the 
custody of that father and moth-
er because they lack the compe-
tence and qualification to raise 
this child. But, if in our country, 
you tell someone, “Sir, you have 

not observed children’s rights 
and have permitted them access 
to anything,” they respond, “You 
have abolished civil liberty.”
Adherence to international le-
gal frameworks, in my opinion, 
is a significant issue and a cur-
rent vulnerability in Iran and 
the world. Fortunately, in Iran, 
numerous laws exist in this 
domain that merely require 
enforcement. Internationally, 
they have commenced very vig-
ilantly, expressing their familial, 
governmental, administrative, 
and organizational concerns, en-
acting legislation for them, and 
exercising vigilance. We, too, can 
avail ourselves of these laws.

Regarding the future of oc-
cupations related to AI, for 
example, media-related tasks 
such as editing, content pro-
duction, and so forth, to what 
extent might these occupa-
tions be damaged or elimi-
nated?
Yes, it is asserted that certain oc-
cupations will be eliminated or 
rendered less effective. But my 
answer is negative. I contend 
that the nature of occupations 
will change; the identity of oc-
cupations will change.
I shall provide an example: Once 
upon a time, banking and bank-
ing affairs were entirely manual. 
You would go to the bank, they 
would open a paper card for you 
and write your account number 
upon it. Whenever you went to 
deposit money, they would re-
cord it on that card as well as in 
the booklet that you had; that is, 
two papers existed in parallel. 
But now, those banking occupa-
tions that essentially involved 
writing on papers and organiz-
ing documents no longer exist 
externally. In their place, opera-
tors sit who work behind com-
puter systems. Yet, not only has 
the number of bank employees 
not diminished, but additional 
occupations have been created, 
and the number of banks and re-
lated occupations has increased 
compared to before. That is, 
electronic banking has only al-
tered the nature of occupations, 
and not only have occupations 
not disappeared, but they have 
also multiplied.
The same applies to media. It 
is true that you no longer have, 
for example, a program review-
er, a supervisor, or a text editor, 
and AI can perform these tasks 
for you, but because AI has not 
achieved perfection and the 
probability of error or mistake 
on its part exists, the need for 
a specialist in that domain per-
sists to supervise AI’s work and 
output. Nonetheless, if you go 
looking for the sentiment em-
bedded in a poem or text, pro-
ductions derived from AI cannot 
compare to those produced by 
humans, and AI’s productions 
are typically devoid of that deli-
cacy and authenticity present in 
human productions.
Therefore, it is natural that nu-
merous and diverse occupations 
will be added within media for 
the utilization of artificial intel-
ligence and for media develop-
ment. Once upon a time, there 
were 30 occupations in televi-
sion; now, there are 100 differ-
ent occupations, but the nature 
of occupations has transformed. 
For example, in animation pro-
duction, once upon a time, draw-
ing was done on celluloid, and 
one person would draw a single 
frame. But now, a multi-person 
team performs a portion of the 
work, with the difference that 
the quality of animations has be-
come vastly superior and more 
natural compared to before.

In my view, artificial 
intelligence is a 
facilitator. Contrary 
to the opinion of 
many who assert 
that its utilization 
in media and other 
sectors necessitates 
special structures 
and exorbitant 
costs, I believe that 
is absolutely not 
the case. Artificial 
intelligence has 
arrived to eliminate 
those complex 
structures, and this 
system is, in practice, 
a facilitator.

The screenshot taken from a YouTube 
video shows how the film director has 
“de-aged” famous American Actor 
Robert De Niro through the use of 
deepfake in The Irishman (2019) to 
portray him in his younger years in 
the right frame. They first created a 
data set containing 10,000 images 
of De Niro’s face sourced from some 
of his early movies. The left frame 
shows how De Niro looked at the 
time of filming.

 @SHAMOOK/YOUTUBE

The illustration has highlighted the six fingers that Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu had on his hand in the controversial clip that he published during the US 
and Israel’s recent war on Iran.
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59% of adults in the United States 
say AI will lead to fewer jobs for 
journalists in the next two decades. 
Only 5% say AI will produce more 
journalism jobs.
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