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Global actors and various nations have introduced artificial 

intelligence (AI) agendas where AI appears as a slippery, 

politicized phenomenon. In this article, we reveal that AI is 

mythologized as a benevolent, heroic force shaping nations 

in accord with political ambitions; that policies communicate 

utopian beliefs stating AI will transform national concerns 

favorably; and that technological solutionist expectations 

present AI as the answer to national challenges. 

Recently, global governance actors like the 
United Nations (UN), the European Union (EU), 
and national governments have introduced 
their artificial intelligence (AI) agendas. It is 

remarkable that in these political documents, AI is not 

only presented as technology but is also endowed with 
salvific power. Politicized AI is exalted as the force that 
will make a better world and greater nations. In other 
words, there is a world of difference between the mean-
ing attributed to AI by its developers and users on the 
one hand and its politicization on the other hand. In 
this article, the myths, utopian visions, and solutionist 
expectations that stakeholders invest in a politicized AI 
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are uncovered by means of analyzing 
these political discourses. It is argued 
that AI has become the new trump 
card for long-standing political proj-
ects to foster global unity and improve 
the human condition, as well as for 
European integration and for nation-
alism. In the UN’s AI for Good series, 
for instance, AI is put forward as cru-

cial for realizing the UN’s Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs). In this pro-
gram, AI is presented as the benevolent 
force that will eliminate poverty and 
protect the environment. “Artificial 
Intelligence has the potential to accel-
erate progress toward a dignified life, 
in peace and prosperity, for all peo-
ple,” UN Secretary-General António 
Guterres claimed at the inauguration 
of the AI for Good series in June 2017. 
In UN discourses on AI, the latest dig-
ital technologies, rather than humani-
tarian politics and administration, are 
expected to improve public services, 
health services, and security systems.

While global governance actors pres-
ent AI as a benevolent force for the good 
of humanity or regional integration, 
national governments have integrated 
AI into their own political discourses. 
In the past years, the governments of 
the United Kingdom, Germany, and The 
Netherlands—three West European 
frontrunners in the so-called AI revolu-
tion—have all drafted AI strategies. An 
analysis of these papers shows that AI 

is assigned a major role in safeguard-
ing and promoting the particular inter-
ests of these nations. The cultural dif-
ferences among these three nations are 
reflected in their different nation-bound 
myths, utopias, and expectations con-
cerning AI. By means of a theory-driven 
analysis of AI policy documents, this 
article aims to uncover the different 

patterns of nationalism in British, Ger-
man, and Dutch political discourses on 
AI. We thereby focus on the mythical 
nature of the discourses as well as on 
the digital utopianism and technolog-
ical solutionism inherent in them. We 
find that political discourses on AI in 
Western Europe are marked by the sen-
sational stories told about AI. The latter 
is mythologized as a salvific force that 
works for the good of the nation. We 
show that such national discourses on 
AI are also utopian. They communicate 
the belief that AI is a force that creates a 
better future for the nation—a future in 
which old national dreams come true.1–3 
Correspondingly, technological solu-
tionist expectations can be discerned in 
these narratives. We show that govern-
ments present AI as the answer to the 
many challenges that nations currently 
face, including political, social, and eco-
logical problems.6,7

Our methodological approach is dis-
course analytical. A discourse analy-
sis is most appropriate for uncovering 
myths, utopias, and expectations in 

texts. It enables us to gain insight into 
the role of political discourse on AI in 
the reproduction of existing power 
structures. Political discourses can be 
defined as textually mediated construc-
tions of social reality. For governments, 
they are important means through which 
myths, utopias, and expectations along 
with the corresponding political beliefs, 
interests, worldviews, and power struc-
tures are reproduced or transformed. 
Political writing on AI does not merely 
reflect a reality of AI but is the very 
means of constructing and reproduc-
ing a world. AI strategy papers are tex-
tual manifestations of the political dis-
courses on AI, constructed by power 
holders, that reflect the preeminence of 
language and symbolic configurations 
in the practices of governing. The texts 
we analyze are the AI strategy papers 
issued by national governments. Con-
sequently, these AI strategy papers 
reflect the sociopolitical configura-
tion, including the existing political–
administrative practices and power 
relationships, of the national context 
in which they arise. One of the pur-
poses of our discourse analysis is to 
unveil the peculiar, nationally sit-
uated and colored beliefs, stories, 
demagogic expressions, assumptions, 
and expectations of AI that national 
governments communicate in their 
policy documents. AI strategy papers 
play a central role in perpetuating 
existing power structures both quanti-
tatively, by hindering other voices, and 
qualitatively, by “normalizing” certain 
political choices. Hence, AI strategy 
papers can be considered engines shap-
ing public opinions and political com-
mitments. Slogans and specific terms 
and phrases (such as “AI revolution”) 
all contribute to legitimizing the cho-
sen political path and the dominant 
version of the national identity.

IN THIS PROGRAM, AI IS PRESENTED  
AS THE BENEVOLENT FORCE THAT  

WILL ELIMINATE POVERTY AND  
PROTECT THE ENVIRONMENT.
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THE POLITICS OF AI
Political discourses on AI have typi-
cally emerged from global governance 
actors, like the UN and the EU, for 
whom AI is a benevolent force for the 
good of humanity or for European inte-
gration. On a global governance level, 
the UN has held its AI for Good series 
since 2017. This platform is established 
as a way to evaluate oppor t un it ies 
offered by AI for advancing the UN’s 
SDGs and to ensure that AI benefits all 
humanity. The UN’s AI for Good series 
rests on the belief that AI is an unam-
biguously benevolent force that will 
solve humanity’s most tenacious global 
social problems, including poverty, 
inequality, malnutrition, and environ-
mental degradation. In other words, a 
myth in which AI lifts humanity out of 
its misery is being propounded.9 The 
AI for Good series signifies a new myth 
of automatic progress.10 Like most 
myths, it also tries to simplify reality. 
The UN’s myth of automatic improve-
ment conceals a problematic global 
power structure (and hence asymmet-
rical power relations) that keeps the 
greater part of humankind in misera-
ble conditions. The UN’s AI discourse 
is typical of how global governance 
actors envision AI within the context 
of their ongoing political agendas, pre-
senting themselves as the redeemers 
of the world who are called to solve 
humanity’s problems. The discourses 
of national governments betray the 
same pattern. The difference from the 
stories of global actors lies in the focus. 
The nation is now the object of concern. 
Hence, AI is politicized in the sense that 
it is invested with particular national 
myths and symbols. The sociocul-
tural particularities of these different 
nations are reflected in the different 
stories about the alleged greatness of 
the nation.

AI strategies for creating future worlds 
contain different kinds of utopian beliefs 
and solutionist expectations. Such be -
liefs and expectations ignite a vision 
of seizing the alleged opportunities 
for world-making that AI supposedly 
offers. The type of world-making and the 
alleged role of AI in that depend on the 
identity and political commitment of the 
actors involved. Political– administrative 

practices of world-making typically rep-
resent the core values, interests, and 
legacies of world-making actors. For 
instance, in its AI for Good series, the 
UN communicates the belief that, with 
the salvific force of AI, it can actually 
create a brave new world in which its 
SDGs are fulfilled. Such utopian visions 
of a future world without contradiction 
and power struggles signal an attempt 
to realize a given political ambition set 
in the future (the actual fulfilment of 
the UN’s SDGs) by means of a yet unre-
alized technological potential. In the AI 
for Good series, the UN communicates 
the belief that it is through technology, 
rather than through politics and admin-
istration, that the SDGs will be realized. 
Such digital utopianism reflects (ulti-
mately political) visions of the desired 
future that are different from current 
socially problematic realities marked 
by the UN’s political and administra-
tive impotence in realizing the SDGs.2 
The UN’s digital utopian approach of 
including AI within its long-standing 
SDG discourse—amounting to zero 

hunger, no poverty, equality, no pollu-
tion, and so on—ultimately serves the 
interests of the UN itself, which, in its 
own AI for Good series, becomes heroic 
in creating a better world for everyone. 
Such digital utopianism masks that AI 
does not automatically or inevitably 
lead to universal equality, more inclu-
sion, or sustainable futures but may 
also be a dystopian force for evil.5

The utopian beliefs with regard to 
AI and its alleged benevolent role in 
remaking the world, fixing the proj-
ect of European integration, or build-
ing the nation that global governance 
actors and national governments com-
municate in their AI strategies are not 
only fantasies about the potential of 
AI. They also signal the technocratic 
attitude that AI contains the magi-
cal key to solving global, European, 
or national problems. Morozov4 criti-
cizes this technocratic phenomenon as 
technological solutionism, which refers 
to the mistaken belief that all (politi-
cal, social, organizational, admin-
istrative, and policy) problems have 
benign technological solutions and 
that such technological solutions have 
benign social consequences (create a 
better world).8 In AI strategies, tech-
nological solutionist bias is rampant. 
This is so partly because AI can help 
political–administrative actors in 
solving certain problems. In the past 
few years, governments have increas-
ingly embedded advanced digita l 

IN OTHER WORDS, A MYTH IN WHICH AI 
LIFTS HUMANITY OUT OF ITS MISERY IS 

BEING PROPOUNDED.
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technologies, including AI, in public 
agencies. In Estonia, citizens can vote 
in elections, submit their tax returns, 
and start a new company online. In 
Denmark, AI is used in emergency ser-
vices for diagnosing cardiac arrests or 
other conditions based on recognition 
of the sound of a caller’s voice.8 Predic-
tive policing tools are used in Germany, 
The Netherlands, and the United King-
dom based on big data about the type, 
location, date, and time of past crimes. 
AI strategies typically point to good AI 
practices. Yet, marked by a technolog-
ical solutionist bias, AI strategies hide 
the fact that AI not only solves but also 
creates new problems—like AI-en-
hanced repression and de-democrati-
zation4,5,9—that neither AI nor an eth-
ics of AI can solve.

In the next sections, we show, 
through a discourse analysis of national 
AI strategy papers, how the British, 
German, and Dutch government cre-
ate their own, nationally embedded AI 
mythologies, digital utopianism, and 
technological solutionism. We seek 
to illustrate how national AI strate-
gies communicate legendary political 
ambitions that serve narrow national 
(elite) interests.

AI AND BRITISH IMPERIALISM
When the British government intro-
duced its AI Sector Deal in April 2018, 
it stressed that it wants the United 
Kingdom to be at the forefront of 
the alleged AI revolution as a world 
leader.10 In its AI strategy, the British 
government presents the AI revolution 
as a new industrial revolution that, 
like the original industrial revolution, 
Great Britain should rule:

Two centuries ago, it was our 
industrial revolution which led the 
world. (…) Today, our ambition is 

just as high. As we leave the Euro-
pean Union and forge a new path 
for ourselves, so we will build a 
Britain fit for the future and fulfill 
the mission that I set on my first 
day as Prime Minister: to make 
our United Kingdom a country 
that truly works for everyone.11 

Prime Minister Theresa May spoke 
these words at the Industrial Strategy 
meeting. 

For the British government, the 
AI revolution signals the making of a 
new era in which long-standing British 
political ambitions could be fulfilled. It 
communicates the mythical vision that 

a revolution in AI technology is 
already emerging. If we act now, 
we can lead it from the front. But 
if we “wait and see” other coun-
tries will seize the advantage. 
Together, we can make the U.K. 
a global leader in this technology 
that will change all our lives.11 

In its AI mythology, then, the British 
government identifies AI as a force 
that can resurrect Great Britain as a 
world power, patterned upon the image 
of the British Empire and the legacy of 
“our industrial revolution” that histor-
ically emerged in the British Empire.

The British government’s vision 
for the AI revolution is utopian in 
content. AI is mythologized as a Brit-
ish wealth maker—the utopian vision 
is that AI brings prosperity to the 
United Kingdom through the making 
of the most innovative economy in the 
entire world. “The Industrial Strategy 
has people at its core: it is focused on 
creating good jobs and greater earn-
ing power for all people in the U.K.,” 
the British government narrates.11 In 
response to this statement, The House 

of Lords’ Artificial Intelligence Select 
Committee has written a report in 
which it designs an AI ethical code for 
the United Kingdom meant to solve 
Orwellian surveillance and privacy 
problems that come with AI technolo-
gies. The House of Lords stresses that 
the power to hurt, destroy, or deceive 
human beings should never be vested 
in artificial intelligence.12 The House’s 
ethical code is liberal in content; it 
points to the importance of privacy 
protection, personal control over data, 
transparency of algorithms, the prob-
lem of prejudices, underrepresenta-
tion and misrepresentation in data and 
AI systems, and the need to augment 
the AI workforce to ensure diversity. 
In June 2018, the British government 
responded to the recommendations 
of the AI ethical code report with a 
41-page document, in a digital utopian 
fashion. The response is marked by the 
United Kingdom’s intention to rule the 
development of AI to realize a future 
of British prosperity, with expected 
wealth equally distributed across all 
layers of the British nation, without 
violating values of privacy and auton-
omy.12 Its digital utopianism masks 
the fact that throughout history, and 
certainly in the British Empire, tech-
nological innovations and disruptions 
have typically benefited certain seg-
ments much more than others, while 
these innovations have been respon-
sible for massive uprootedness, geno-
cidal massacres, exploitation, and 
environmental degradation. 

In its AI strategy, the British gov-
ernment sets out a technological solu-
tionist expectation of solving Brit-
ish problems. In the first place, AI is 
expected to rescue its National Health 
Service (NHS). The British govern-
ment suggests that AI is a savior that 
gets its NHS out of trouble and solves 
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its finance problems by contain-
ing health-care costs—something 
that British politics appears incapa-
ble of doing after decades of austerity 
measures. The British government 
claims that making the United King-
dom the global AI leader “will deliver 
on one of a number of steps neces-
sary toward saving lives and increas-
ing NHS efficiency, reducing the need 
for costly late stage treatment.”12 The 
British government’s mission is to put 
the United Kingdom at the forefront 
in applying AI technologies to early 
diagnostics and precision medicine,11 

innovation, prevention, and treat-
ment; correspondingly, AI is expected 
to increase NHS efficiency by enabling 
earlier diagnosis and reducing the 
need for costly late stage treatment.13 

It is expected that, thanks to AI and 
with NHS efficiency secured, by 2035 
the British people can enjoy at least 
five additional years of life in good 
health, while existing health inequal-
ities (between the higher and the lower 
classes in Great Britain) are expected 
to decrease thanks to a well-function-
ing NHS system.13 In a similar vein, 
the British government communicates 
technological solutionist expectations 
when it comes to solving social prob-
lems like British unemployment. The 
British government is silent about how 
the alleged AI revolution may destroy 
British jobs in a robotized labor market. 
Instead, in its technological optimism, 
it claims that, thanks to AI-enhanced 
automation, 80,000 new jobs will be 
created in the coming decade for the 
United Kingdom. And it announces 
that to accommodate this automation 
process, the British workforce will be 
revolutionized, reskilled, and upskilled 
in line with the demands set by AI, 
mainly through new education pro-
grams, adult learning, and retraining.

AI AND GERMAN EUROPEAN 
LEADERSHIP
On 15 November 2018, the German gov-
ernment published its report “AI Made 
in Germany.” In this AI strategy, the 
German government communicates 
its political ambition to assume Euro-
pean leadership in AI technologies.14 
The German government closely link-
ing its AI strategy to the EU’s.14 In the 
EU’s AI strategy, AI is presented as a 
force of European integration. The EU 
stresses that cooperation and coordi-
nation among the member states and 
the European Commission are essen-
tial to develop a European alternative 
to AI (marked by AI that respects Euro-
pean values, including democracy, rule 
of law, freedom, justice, and human 
rights) and to address the new societal 
challenges brought by AI. In the myth 
of the German government’s Euro-
pean leadership, German and Euro-
pean interests in AI are perfectly rec-
onciled: “We want to make Germany 
and Europe a leading center for AI and 
thus help safeguard Germany’s com-
petitiveness in the future.”15 Germany 
wants to be a leading driving force 
behind EU leadership in AI, a lead-
ership that includes Franco-German 
collaboration via bilateral research 
programs, coordinated networking of 
existing AI research centers, and joint 
education programs.16 In the German 
AI mythology, AI becomes a new force 
of European integration under German 
leadership, marked by a European ver-
sion of AI led by Germany. “We want to 
raise the potential of the new technol-
ogy upon the basis of European values, 
such as the inviolability of human dig-
nity, respect for privacy and the prin-
ciple of equality,” the German govern-
ment stresses.17 In the myth of German 
European leadership, AI is presented as 
a European challenge that is invested 

with European values and a European 
integration process that is shaped by 
the German government while such 
Europeanness automatically serves 
German interests. This mythical phe-
nomenon is identified as German 
Europe, which refers to a European 
integration that is exploited by the 
German government for serving Ger-
man interests, and, by such imperialist 
exploitation, European disintegration 
is set in motion.

T he G e r m a n g o ve r n me n t ’s  A I 
mythology of German European lead-
ership has a utopian dimension. While 
its AI mythology is patterned upon 
German imperialist visions of Euro-
pean leadership and the European 
version of AI, its digital utopianism is 
devoid of Europeanness. Its digital uto-
pianism is patterned on a nationalist 
vision of a desirable German future—a 
vision that is connected to a political 
vision of the future of the German wel-
fare state but not to the project of Euro-
pean integration and European values. 
The digital utopianism of the German 
AI mythology consists of the belief 
that AI ensures the sustainability of 
Germany’s social welfare levels. “We 
want to use the potential of AI to con-
tinue to improve security, efficiency 
and sustainability to the benefit of our 
citizens in fields of application of par-
ticular importance while also promot-
ing social participation, freedom of 
action and self-determination for each 
and every citizen.”17 Embedding AI in 
the institutional complex of the Ger-
man welfare state comes with the uto-
pian vision that AI, like social policy, 
operates as an emancipatory rather 
than a dominating or Orwellian force. 
In its digital utopianism, the German 
government seeks “to anchor AI in 
society in cultural, ethical, legal and 
institutional terms,”15 which is to say 
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that AI is embedded within the legacy 
of German welfare. The German gov-
ernment presents AI as the benevolent 
force that improves the living condi-
tions of German citizens and enforces 
their autonomy to determine their 
own destiny. In its utopian outlook, 
the German government hides the 
fact that powerful actors, including 
the German government, frequently 
use AI as a tool of digital surveillance, 
just as it masks that the German wel-
fare state is not only an emancipatory 
force but also a bureaucratic complex 
of social control.

While in its AI mythology, the Ger-
man government identifies itself as 
the leader of the European version of AI 
within the European integration proj-
ect, its technological solutionist vision 
presents AI as a force that solves Ger-
man problems without any reference 
to the EU’s problems. In its AI strat-
egy, the German government sets out 
a technological solutionist expecta-
tion of AI that solves distinctively Ger-
man problems that relate to an aging 
German population, containment of 
Germany’s health-care costs, and the 
deskilling of Germany’s labor force. In 
its technological solutionist outlook, 
the German government presents AI 
as a benevolent force that “opens up 
opportunities for the elderly, in par-
ticular—providing them with the 
support they need to stay in their own 
homes for as long as possible”15—a pol-
icy ambition (having elderly Germans 
stay in their home for as long as pos-
sible) that fits with its long-standing 
welfare state reform agenda that dates 
back to the 1980s. In the context of 
containing German health-care costs, 
the German government associates AI 
with robotics, with AI providing effi-
cient nursing care, particularly for the 
elderly.15 Robotization is presented as 

a solution for Germany’s aging chal-
lenges, although the German govern-
ment recognizes that it can only be a 
solution on the condition that the Ger-
man workforce is able to embed AI in 
its automated work processes, thereby 
ensuring employability and avoid-
ing job loss. The German AI Strategy 
includes a “Skilled Labor Strategy and 
a National Further Training Strategy,” 
which is established for a reskilled 
German workforce fit for working 
with AI. This is to be achieved via the 
policy programs of the German wel-
fare state, that is, via extensive train-
ing programs that fit the needs of Ger-
man workers and German companies 
and the establishment of a new skills 
monitoring system.15 In other words, 
the German government presents AI 
as a solution to the challenges (like 
aging, which implies a decrease of the 
German workforce and containment 
of German health-care costs) faced by 
the German welfare state, while poten-
tial problems associated with AI (like 
the robotization of the labor market) 
are to be solved via the bureaucratic 
complex of the German welfare state.

AI AND THE NEW DUTCH 
CORPORATE RULE
On 8 October 2019, the Dutch govern-
ment sent its AI strategy to the Dutch 
parliament.18 In its AI strategy, the 
Dutch government defines AI as a revo-
lutionary force that rapidly transforms 
the Dutch economy, creating new busi-
ness opportunities for Dutch indus-
tries. The Dutch government endorses 
the myth of the AI revolution: “AI is a 
key technology that transforms our 
world.”19 In Dutch AI mythology, how-
ever, AI is not merely a key technology 
or some mysterious benevolent force; it 
is first of all a resource to be exploited 
for purposes of Dutch nation-building. 

The Dutch government presents the 
quest for AI as a goldrush, with all 
nations competing to become an AI 
frontrunner, so as to seize the new 
wealth. In this myth, missing out on AI 
is presented as a nightmare scenario. 
The fear of missing out and being too 
late informs the Dutch myth: “If as 
The Netherlands and Europe we want 
to be at the forefront in a worldwide 
competing economy, then we must 
accelerate the development and appli-
cation of AI in The Netherlands.”19 In 
Dutch AI mythology, AI is presented as 
a business opportunity that Dutch cor-
porations are expected to seize upon, 
therein aided by the Dutch govern-
ment. The Dutch government presents 
itself as the provider of infrastructure, 
architecture, and an AI business cli-
mate. The Dutch government’s ambi-
tion “is to have the most flexible and 
best digitally connected production 
network in Europe by 2021.”20 What 
sets the Dutch AI strategy apart from 
other governments’ mythologies is its 
political construct of intensive pub-
lic–private cooperation. In Dutch AI 
mythology, this public–private part-
nership is presented as the Dutch AI 
Coalition, modeled after the Dutch 
East India Company of the seventeenth 
century (the Dutch Golden Age), estab-
lished to enable Dutch corporations to 
seize the new resource.

The Dutch AI myth is strongly uto-
pian. AI is presented as a resource that, 
if exploited, will bring new prosperity 
to The Netherlands. In its digital utopi-
anism, the Dutch government claims 
that through the exploitation of AI a 
new (or rather renewed) Dutch welfare 
society will develop: “AI will strongly 
contribute to economic growth, wel-
fare and well-being in The Nether-
lands.”18 In its AI mythology, Dutch 
corporations are presented as heroic 
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actors who seize the new opportuni-
ties therein supported by the Dutch 
government in the Dutch AI Coalition; 
in its digital utopianism, the Dutch 
welfare society of the future, a growth-
based AI society, exists for the benefit 
of the entire nation. “We profile our-
selves as a country that is at the fore-
front of AI applications that serve the 
interests of man and society. We opt 
for an inclusive approach that gives 
a central place to people,” the Dutch 
government announces.19 The Dutch 
government wants AI “to contribute 
to issues that are of great social impor-
tance to all Dutch citizens, such as our 
prosperity, healthcare, our food supply 
and the climate.”20 In Dutch digital 
utopianism, AI is presented as a benev-
olent force that generates growth, wel-
fare, well-being, better mobility, cheap 
energy, food security, sustainability, 
and longer lives in good health for 
all.20 And, although the Dutch govern-
ment communicates a liberal vision of 
AI ethics and refers to its duty to pro-
tect “fundamental rights like privacy, 
nondiscrimination, and autonomy,”19 
its digital utopianisms masks the dys-
topian vision of a politics of AI that 
comes with exploitation, environmen-
tal degradation, electronic waste, digi-
tal surveillance, power concentration, 
and de-democratization.

In its technological solutionism, 
the Dutch government expects that 
the Dutch AI Coalition will turn AI 
into a problem-solving force for both 
Dutch policy makers and Dutch cor-
porations.19 The Dutch government 
expects that for Dutch policy makers, 
AI is a benevolent force that provides 
solutions in the field of policing, anti-
discrimination, health care, and food 
and agriculture. In the field of polic-
ing, the Dutch government sees a 
role for AI in selecting visual data for 

criminal investigations, selecting rel-
evant cold cases, and allowing effec-
tive management of notifications: AI 
opportunities to be realized by the 
country’s National Police Lab AI.19 
In the field of antidiscrimination, AI 
is identified as a force for automizing 
employers’ recruitment and selection 
procedures, combatting Dutch labor 
market discrimination on the basis of 
gender, age, religion, race, skin color, 
or other factors.19 In Dutch health 
care, AI is expected to make preven-
tion, diagnosis, and treatment more 
precise, for instance, via AI-driven 
reading of X-rays, so that illness can 
be recognized and analyzed more 
quickly. Also, AI applications for 
self-management (like health-mon-
itor i ng dev ices) a re ident i f ied as 
devices that help in containing Dutch 
health-care costs via better preven-
tion.19 For the Dutch food and agricul-
ture business, the Dutch government 
identifies AI as a benevolent force of 
automation, paving the way for more 
efficient production via precision 
agriculture (specific crop manage-
ment), phenotyping (selection of new 
crops), deep learning (in cultivation 
decisions), and monitoring of con-
sumer behavior.19 In sum, in its tech-
nological solutionist expectation, the 
Dutch government sees AI as making 
the operations of Dutch public and 
private agencies more efficient, which 
will l imit public expenditure and 
enhance corporate competitiveness. 

T he AI strategies recently devel-
oped by the national govern-
ment s of t he Un ited King-

dom, Germany, and The Netherlands 
reveal particular political, and typi-
cally imperialist, ambitions that are 
part of long-standing trajectories of 

nation-building and are articulated in 
particular contexts of European inte-
gration or disintegration. These trajec-
tories are invested with nation-bound 
myths, utopias, and technological solu-
tionism that, on the one hand, reveal 
national dreams that a politicized AI 
will make come true while, on the other 
hand, masking particular key issues 
and forces that the three national gov-
ernments do not address. For instance, 
the three national governments mask 
the potential dark side of AI, its poten-
tial for AI to be reconciled with forces of 
de-democratization, and the underly-
ing sense in which they do not present 
themselves as democratic actors. None 
of the national governments identify 
AI as a potentially democratizing force 
in their myths, utopias, and solution-
ism. Instead, AI is presented as a path-
way for realizing imperialist dreams. 
And these imperialist dreams do not 
connect with any national or Euro-
pean history of democracy or history 
of European integration but instead 
with national histories of imperialism 
that are glorified as a blessing for West 
European nation-building. None of the 
governments’ AI strategies include 
a vision of democracy or of strength-
ening democracy. On the contrary, 
AI is presented as a top-down force to 
enhance top-down political power in 
a context of global competitiveness 
between nations.

In the British, German, and Dutch 
strategy papers, AI is typically my -
thologized as a benevolent force of 
national progress. National govern-
ments present AI as a force with my -
thical, that is, heroic and redeeming 
qualities. The alleged AI revolution 
that is so frequently used as a slogan 
in AI policy papers is thus believed to 
realize long-standing political ambi-
tions. In the British AI strategy papers, 
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AI is deemed capable of paving the 
way for a new form of British imperi-
alism or global leadership outside the 
EU after Brexit. The German AI strat-
egy reflects the Germans’ belief that 
they have a leading role to play in post-
Brexit Europe. AI is to assume a crucial 
role in the next Germany-led European 
integration. In agreement with the 
legacy of the Dutch East India Com-
pany and the corresponding mental-
ity, the Dutch government imagines a 
new corporate rule through the Dutch 
AI Coalition. This article has shown 
that the politicization of AI results 
not in revolutions and transforma-
tions but instead perpetuates existing 
power structures. In other words, while 
national governments present AI as a 
revolutionary force, AI works as a con-
servative force that continues national 
histories and revives the hope of some 
glorious national past.5 In a strange 
and ironic way, the mythical stories 
about AI in fact prevent AI from having 
any revolutionary or disruptive effects.

A superpower like AI promises a 
bright future for all. The British, Ger-
man, and Dutch AI strategies are marked 
by digital utopianism. The future is 
envisioned as one of prospering nations 
in which AI is presented by national gov-
ernments as the benevolent force that 
brings renewed emancipation, growth, 
prosperity, and security to the nation. In 
their strategy papers, national govern-
ments optimistically claim that possible 
perverse consequences of AI can be kept 
in check via an ethical code. We find 
that in these envisioned futures, possi-
ble digital Orwellian and Kafkaesque 
nightmares are not reckoned with. 
This political imprudence and naïve 
optimism are characteristic of digital 
utopianism. The potential dystopian 
or dark side of AI is ignored. Futures 
in which AI is the cause of even greater 

economic inequalities or becomes the 
weapon of state repression and con-
trol or authoritarian governments 
are not imagined. The digital utopias 
portrayed in the AI strategy papers 
are far from being revolutionary. The 
brave new worlds envisioned are sim-
ply improved or expanded versions of 
the present worlds. They are the suc-
cessful realizations of current policy 
programs, which themselves rest on 
20th century modernist assumptions. 
In other words, the utopias are the 
fulfillments of old political objectives 
thanks to AI.

The digital utopianism of the three 
nations is supported by technological 
solutionism. In their AI strategies, the 
British, German, and Dutch govern-
ments present AI as the power that will 
solve their national problems. In the 
strategy papers, AI is presented as the 
solution for the problems of cost con-
tainment in policy sectors (particularly 
health care) and an aging workforce 
(mainly in Germany), while AI makes 
the production of public services more 
efficient. We note that this faith in 
technology as a solution to social and 
political problems betrays a misconcep-
tion of both the art of politics and the 
impotence of governments in the face 
of current problems (such as the NHS 
crisis in the United Kingdom). Techno-
logical solutionism betrays the tech-
nocratic vision of politics and public 
administration. AI enhances existing 
political and administrative power 
structures. The national governments 
systematically ignore the political 
problems that AI cannot possibly solve, 
namely, the rise of populism, authori-
tarianism, and tech oligarchies. In fact, 
the AI strategy papers are themselves 
the textual manifestations of such a 
deteriorated political environment, in 
which AI, and serving AI via a top-down 

reconfiguration of the workforce, come 
to replace the notion of “the people.” 
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