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Applying Aristotelian Virtue Ethics to ethical discussions surrounding Al
is a growing but still underrepresented trend. Several efforts have been made
to examine the applicability of the Aristotelian system to Al-related issues,
including defining the basic “Al virtues” to be implemented both at the level
of Al research [4] and AT use [6], as well as questioning whether all Aristotelian
requirements can, in fact, be satisfied by AI systems [3]. When it comes to
implementing the “virtues” in practice, two approaches can be identified: either
implementing them in AT systems themselves or designing Al systems in a way
that helps humans cultivate them.

The purpose of my talk is to follow the first approach while applying the
Aristotelian Virtue Ethics specifically to the debate surrounding Autonomous
Vehicles (AVs) that has been active in the years 2016-2018, arguing that the
Aristotelian system provides a theoretical framework that can help to resolve
the otherwise unresolvable concerns around how the AVs should be programmed
and behave given the possibility of road accidents.

In my previous work on ethical debates around AVs ([g]), I have argued that
since the ethical discussion surrounding AVs can be conceptualized as an instan-
tiation of the classical “Trolley Problem” dilemma, it cannot be satisfactorily
resolved based solely on abstract ethical considerations (compare [7]). This,
together with the fact that AVs impose a real and urgent problem to be solved
(which thus needs to be solved somehow — see [5]), has led researchers to look
for other means and to reduce the purely abstract discussion to more down-to-
earth issues. The most pronounced trend in the subject literature has been the
law-reductionism ([2], [9]), which answers the question of what AV should do in
a case of unavoidable accident by referring to legislation and economic rational-
ity; this, however, faces many internal difficulties, including the question of how
new legislation concerning AV should be designed and by what standards the
economic gains should be measured. Moreover, the research done by Bonnefon
et al. ([I]) has shown that the discussion does not have a clear answer even when
it is sought to be established through a moral contract, with the responses of
people asked to choose between a pragmatic and deontological stance varying
according to whether they themselves or their relatives are sitting in the car or
not.

The result of this is that both purely pragmatic and purely deontological
ethics cannot be satisfactorily applied. In the talk, I shall claim that the dis-
cussion can be resolved only when a third ethical stance is taken, namely that
of an aretaic ethics or Virtue Ethics. I will argue that since an aretaic approach
applied to Al systems themselves shifts the attention from abstract considera-
tions to the actual performance of the system and its improvement, the situation
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of a “Moral Dilemma” does not occur. Instead, the continual improvement of
algorithms and the continual improvement as a principle of learning algorithms
themselves (so as to reduce the risk of accidents occurring) becomes the most
“ethical” stance.
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