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The Current 

Landscape

Since ChatGPT’s release, 

philosophy of AI has polarized 

into two tendencies:

Risk-focused: Emphasizes 

real, potential, and imagined 

risks AI poses to humanity

Optimistic: Incorporates 

entrepreneurship and 

corporate ethics, depicting AI 

as revolutionary for the 

greater good



A Balanced 

Position

Murray Shanahan (Emeritus Professor of 

AI at Imperial College London) suggests 

the truth lies between these two extremes.

A more balanced position:

Dispassionate Philosophy of AI

Not indifferent or politically neutral, 

but examining our own inclinations 

before debating the technology



The Three Poisons 

Framework

Buddhist framework of three basic mind-states causing 

suffering:

 Ignorance: Lack of clarity about what AI systems 

are and do

 Greed: Extracting value—profit, productivity, or 

prestige—faster than understanding consequences

 Aversion: Moral panic treating AI as a 

homogeneous object of fear

 A dispassionate philosophy begins by recognizing 

these three patterns in ourselves and our institutions, 

as they often influence the debate more than 

arguments do



Historical Analogy: Plato’s 

King Thamus

Plato’s Egyptian myth warns about new technologies:

 Writing will weaken memory

 Produce an appearance of wisdom without 

understanding

 People repeat marks without comprehension

 Writing became foundational for science, law, and 

coordination

 When knowledge is externalized, surrounding 

practices must adapt or the technology may 

reshape them in unwanted ways



AI: The Next 

Chapter

One critical difference from writing:

 Writing stores and transmits information

 AI systems produce outputs appearing as 

explanations and expertise

 Risk: societies lose stable signals of epistemic 

trust

Societies lose clarity on:

 Who actually knows?

 Who verified?

 Who is accountable?



Conclusion

A dispassionate philosophy of AI:

 Pays closer attention to potential and risks

 Treats polarization as symptoms of three 

issues

 Ignorance about system abilities and 

limits

 Greed in deployment strategies

 Aversion as a psychological defense



The Path Forward

Following King Thamus as our guide:

 Not to stop disruption (societies learn through 

it)

 Prevent disruption from becoming destructive

 Preserve epistemic responsibility and trust

 Maintain conditions for accountability



Thank 

You!
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