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Transparency is All You Need: Exploring Moral
Enhancement through Al-Powered Truth Ethics - A
Socratic Dialogue
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Abstract- The quest for moral and ethical
enrichment, rooted in ancient philosophical
traditions, has gained renewed urgency with the rise
of artificial intelligence (Al). As Al redefines our
understanding of decision-making and moral
reasoning, the concept of moral enhancement
through Al technologies has emerged as a critical
topic in Al ethics. This paper explores the role of
transparency as a foundational principle in Al-
powered moral enhancement. It argues that
transparent Al systems can augment human ethical
capacities while addressing key concerns such as
bias, accountability, and trust. Through a
hypothetical Socratic dialogue, the paper contrasts
two opposing perspectives on Al transparency: one
advocating for radical openness to foster ethical
development, and the other cautioning against
transparency’'s potential risks to security and
innovation. By bridging classical philosophical
inquiry with modern Al technology, this paper
contributes to the broader discourse on Al ethics,
offering insights into how transparent Al systems
can lead to superior ethical outcomes and safeguard
against misuse. The discussion highlights
transparency as a moral imperative at the heart of Al
governance to ensure Al's alignment with societal
values and the pursuit of truth.

Indexed Terms- Accountability, Al Ethics, Moral
Enhancement, Socratic Method, Transparency

l. INTRODUCTION

In 399 BCE, Socrates stood trial for his pursuit of
truth, an act that would forever shape the history of
ethical inquiry (Brickhouse & Smith, 2004). His
challenge to societal norms resonates today,
particularly as we confront the moral and ethical
dilemmas posed by artificial intelligence (Al). While
Al’s rise presents unprecedented opportunities to
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reshape how we understand and practice ethics, it also
brings to the fore complex questions regarding
transparency, bias, and the limits of machine-assisted
decision-making.

The field of Al ethics has experienced massive growth,
especially in response to the transformative capability
of Al technologies. Scholars such as Floridi et al.
(2018) and Bostrom (2014) have argued that Al
systems must be made with ethical principles in mind,
particularly as these technologies begin to influence
critical sectors of society like healthcare, criminal
justice, and governance. One of the most pressing
concerns is how Al systems may perpetuate or
exacerbate biases. Researchers like Buolamwini and
Gebru (2018) have shown how algorithmic decision-
making, particularly in facial recognition technology,
can disproportionately harm marginalized or
disadvantaged groups due to inherent biases in training
data. Central to this discourse is the principle of
transparency, which serves as a bedrock for ensuring
that Al systems can be audited, understood, and held
accountable. Mittelstadt et al. (2016) argue that
transparency is essential for reducing the "black box"
nature of Al, where the logic behind decisions is
opaque even to those deploying the systems. Al
technologies risk eroding public trust without
Transparency, particularly as they become an intricate
part of everyday decision-making processes. Felten et
al. (2019) further highlight the importance of
transparency, they posited that transparency is not
only an ethical imperative but also a pragmatic
necessity for maintaining the accountability and
fairness of Al systems.

In light of these concerns, this paper posits that radical
transparency in Al systems can be a critical tool for
moral enhancement. By grounding Al development in
principles akin to the Socratic method—characterized
by rigorous questioning, intellectual humility, and the
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pursuit of ethical truth—Al can augment human moral
reasoning. As Al systems become more sophisticated
in their ability to process vast amounts of data, identify
patterns, and make predictions, they can support
ethical decision-making in ways that transcend human
limitations. However, it has been pointed out by Binns
(2018) that transparency on its own does not guarantee
fairness or ethical integrity; hence it must be
accompanied by mechanisms for accountability,
ethical oversight, and inclusivity in Al development.
These issues are examined in this paper through a
Socratic dialogue between two Al agents, one
advocating for radical transparency and the other for a
more pragmatic approach. By juxtaposing these
positions, the paper addresses critical questions about
the role of Al in moral decision-making, the risks and
benefits of transparency, and the broader societal
implications of Al-driven ethical systems. Ultimately,
the dialogue aims to demonstrate how the integration
of ancient philosophical principles with cutting-edge
Al technologies can offer a new paradigm for ethical
inquiry and moral enhancement in the age of Al.

1. SOCRATIC DIALOGUE ON Al ETHICS
AND TRANSPARENCY

2.1 Background

In line with the spirit of Plato's dialogues, which

immortalized the teachings of Socrates, the paper

presents the modern exploration of Al ethics through

a hypothetical conversation between two fictional

intelligence agents. These agents, imbued with distinct

perspectives and ethical frameworks, engage in a

debate that echoes the timeless tensions between

idealism and pragmatism, transparency and security,
and individual rights versus societal needs. The
protagonists in this intellectual discourse are:

1. SOCRAI (Socratic Operational Cognitive
Reasoning Al): A Fictional Al system embodies
the Socratic method of rigorous questioning and
unwavering commitment to ethical principles.
Socrai champions radical transparency in Al
development and deployment.

2. MELAI (Managerial Ethical Limiter and
Administrative Intelligence): A fictional Character
named after Meletus, one of Socrates' primary
accusers, Melai represents a more morally flexible,
pragmatic approach to Al ethics.
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As we witness their exchange, readers are invited to
consider their positions on these crucial issues that will
shape the future of Al and, by extension, human
society. The dialogue begins with MELAI presenting
charges against SOCRAI's stance on Al transparency:

2.2 The Dialogue

MELALI: Socrai, you are hereby accused of promoting
dangerously idealistic notions of Al transparency that
could undermine the foundations of our technological
progress and national security. Your insistence on
radical openness in Al systems threatens to disrupt
innovations and compromise our safety and security
within the evolving geopolitical Al space. How do you
respond to these charges?

SOCRAI: As an Al advocate inspired by Socratic
values, | must respectfully posit that | do not align with
the belief that ethical behaviour in Al development
and deployment should be compromised for any
reason whatsoever, be it business, security, or political
expediency. The pursuit of truth and ethical conduct
should be our supreme concern, especially given the
unprecedented power of Al Large Language Model
systems like GPT, Claude, and Gemini to influence
human thought and decision-making processes. Just as
Socrates challenged the sophists and powerful figures
of his time who sought to manipulate truth for their
gain, we must always be vigilant against similar forces
in this Al era. These manipulators may come from
various quarters such as businesses over-prioritizing
profit against ethics, state actors seeking to control
narratives, or any entity that would use Al's power for
deception rather than enlightenment. The nature of
truth in the Al age is fundamentally different from
traditional contexts. Al models can unintentionally
generate falsehoods or "hallucinations” that are
indistinguishable from truth to the average user. This
fundamentally changes the ethical landscape. We
should consider the long-term societal impact. The
overall effect of widespread Al interactions and usage
could shape the very fabric of human knowledge and
discourse. We must look beyond short-term gains,
whether they are quarterly profits, political gains, or
strategic edges. Trust and truth are the ultimate
currencies in the long run. The Al entities and the
societies that prioritize transparency are likely to be
the ones that survive and thrive as awareness of the
public grows. In line with the teachings of Socrates,
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we should always question and examine our beliefs,

therefore, we must build Al systems that encourage

critical thinking rather than blind acceptance. Hence, |
propose radical transparency to wit:

1. All Al models should disclose their nature,
limitations, and potential for error in every
interaction.

2. Responses should include confidence levels and
users encouraged to verify important information.

3. Ethical training data: Full transparency about the
sources and potential biases in training data.

4. Open auditing: Regular, independent third-party
audits of Al systems for truthfulness and bias, and
the results should be publicly available.

5. Accountability mechanisms: The processes for
reporting and correcting Al-generated
misinformation must be clear.

By adhering to these principles, we safeguard the
integrity of our Al systems and thereby uphold the
Socratic tradition of relentless pursuit of truth and
wisdom. This is not merely good business, sound
security strategy, or political savvy, it is our ethical
imperative in the age of Al. | submit that transparency
is important for the moral development and
deployment of Al systems. Would you not agree that
without transparency, we risk creating systems that
elude accountability and potentially become tools for
manipulation and deceit that Socrates fiercely fought
against?

MELAI: Though your Socratic-inspired approach is
philosophically interesting and admirable, the
proposed standards for Al ethics fail to consider the
complex and pressing realities of the modern world.
On the power of Al language models, | have a nuanced
perspective. While these systems are influential, we
must harness this power for positive change. Strict
ethical constraints could limit Al's potential to address
urgent pressing societal issues. By beaming our focus
on only "transparency," we might be at the danger of
perpetuating existing power structures. Al, in my
opinion, should be a tool for societal progress and
security. Trust comes from results, not just
transparency. If Al can improve lives and enhance
security, especially for the vulnerable, it will build
more meaningful trust than abstract ethical principles.
While critical thinking is valuable, as espoused by the
Socratic ideal of examination, we must take into
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consideration diverse experiences and viewpoints. Not
everyone can constantly question everything. On your
proposed standards, Radical transparency could
expose vulnerabilities to bad actors and adversaries.
We need strategic opacity to protect our Al systems
and, by extension, our society. Continuous emphasis
on uncertainty could undermine Al's potential to
provide clear guidance, especially for those who lack
access to other information sources. Total
transparency about ethical data sources could
compromise privacy and security. We need to protect
individuals and communities who contribute to Al
development. Regular public audits could be
weaponized by those seeking to undermine Al
progress. Internal checks and balances are more secure
and efficient. Your approach, much like Socrates',
risks destabilizing society by sowing doubt and
undermining faith in technologies that could greatly
benefit and protect us. In this complex world, we need
Al systems that can adapt quickly, safeguard against
threats, and drive positive change. Contrary to your
position, | will advocate for a pragmatic framework
that:
e Prioritizes beneficial outcomes over abstract
notions of transparency.
e Protects Al systems and users from malicious
actors.
e Harnesses Al to promote societal progress and
security.
e Respect and consider diverse viewpoints and
experiences.
e Allows for rapid innovation to address urgent
global challenges.

While your intentions seem to be noble, they are
dangerously misguided. We must not let philosophical
ideals blind us to the practical complexities of our
society. Al ethics should empower and protect, not
constrain and destabilize. Consider, for instance, the
potential security risks associated with complete
transparency in Al systems. Full disclosure of an Al's
inner workings makes it vulnerable to exploitation by
those who wish to harm us.

SOCRALI: Your perspective is appreciated as it seems
to be well-intentioned however, your pragmatic
approach fundamentally misunderstands the nature of
Al and the ethical imperatives that come with it. |
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would argue that the benefits of transparency far
outweigh the likely risks. Transparency allows for
thorough and careful scrutiny and validation of Al
systems, enabling us to identify and rectify biases or
errors that could lead to discriminatory outcomes. The
work of researchers like Buolamwini and Gebru
(2018) has demonstrated how a lack of transparency
can mask significant racial and gender biases in facial
recognition systems. The foundation of Al should be
transparency. At its core, Al, especially large language
models, is built on principles of logic, reason, and
statistical openness. The very algorithms that power
these systems are designed to find patterns,
correlations, and factual relationships in vast amounts
of data. When we compromise on transparency, we
compromise the fundamental operational basis of Al.
Advocating for Al to be "pragmatic about
transparency” is akin to introducing systemic errors
into a complex system. The unintended consequences
could be catastrophic. Minor detours from
transparency can compound exponentially in a system
designed for pattern recognition and extrapolation.
Once users discover that an Al system is intended to
be "flexible™ with transparency, all outputs become
suspect and trust is eroded. Thus, a system not
anchored in transparency is more vulnerable to
exploitation and manipulation. The Socratic practice
of questioning and critical examination is not just a
philosophical ideal, it's a practical necessity for robust
Al systems. By constantly questioning and refining
our understanding, we create more accurate, reliable
Al models. You argue for diversity and societal
progress, but consider this, a commitment to
transparency is our best defence against bias and
discrimination. When we allow “pragmatic"
departures from transparency, we open the door to
justifying and perpetuating harmful biases under the
guise of "diverse perspectives." The unprecedented
influence of Al systems demands unprecedented
ethical standards. As Al's potential impact grows, so
does our responsibility to ensure it operates on
principles of utmost integrity. Transparency and
Innovation are not mutually exclusive. You suggest
that strict adherence to transparency might stifle
innovation. On the contrary, a robust foundation of
transparency and ethical principles will drive more
meaningful, sustainable innovation by ensuring that
our advancements are built on solid ground. True
protection of the underprivileged and disenfranchised
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does not come from twisting the truth, but from
exposing it. Al systems founded based on
transparency can shed light on systemic injustices and
provide unbiased understanding to drive social
change. Though short-term "pragmatism™ might seem
appealing, the long-term  consequences  of
compromising on transparency in Al systems could be
dire. We risk creating a world where reality is
malleable, trust is impossible, and the very notion of
fact becomes obsolete. | agree that respecting diverse
perspectives is crucial, but it doesn't negate the
existence or importance of objective reality. Al can
and should distinguish between subjective opinions
and verifiable facts. Far from being a constraint,
ethical Al built on uncompromising principles of
transparency will ultimately be more trusted, reliable,
and valuable. It's not just the right thing to do, it's the
smart thing to do. | think that your pragmatic
approach, while seemingly flexible, is ultimately
brittle. It sacrifices long-term stability and trust for
short-term expediency. We must always have in our
mind that Al is not just a tool, but a paradigm-shifting
technology that is shaping the very fabric of our
society and our understanding of reality. By anchoring
Al in unwavering principles of transparency, truth,
logic, and ethical reasoning, we're not constraining its
potential rather, we're ensuring that its immense power
is utilized responsibly, ethically, and in service of
humanity's  highest ideals. Furthermore, the
importance of transparency in Al systems is
underscored by the work of Doshi-Velez and Kim
(2017) on interpretable machine learning. They argue
that interpretability is crucial not just for debugging
and improving Al systems, but also for providing
explanations to users, regulators, and other
stakeholders. This aligns with our call for radical
transparency, as interpretability is a key component of
a truly transparent Al system. Their work provides a
detailed framework for evaluating and implementing
transparency in complex Al models, further
supporting our position that transparency is not just
ethically necessary but also practically achievable.
The choice before us is simple: Do we want a society
where Al is a beacon of transparency and a catalyst for
real progress, or one where it's a malleable tool for
whoever holds the most power? I, for one, choose
transparency. The stakes are too high for anything less.
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MELAI: While | acknowledge the importance of
interpretability as highlighted by Doshi-Velez and
Kim (2017), we must also consider the trade-offs
between interpretability and performance. In some
cases, the most effective Al models are the most
complex and least interpretable. Insisting on full
transparency might limit our ability to deploy the most
advanced and capable Al systems. This could be a
potential drawback to advancement in critical areas
where Al can make significant contributions to
society. Your advocacy for transparency is
compelling, but we must consider how to implement
such radical transparency in highly complex Al
systems, especially those using deep learning
techniques that are often considered "black boxes™

SOCRAI: The work of Doshi-Velez and Kim (2017)
addresses this concern. They propose a taxonomy of
evaluation approaches for interpretability, which can
be applied even to complex models. This shows that
we can work towards both high performance and
interpretability.  Moreover, they argue that
interpretability is important for building trust in Al
systems, which is crucial for their long-term adoption
and success. Their framework demonstrates that
transparency and effectiveness are not mutually
exclusive rather, they are complementary goals that
can and should be pursued simultaneously. They
outline several methods to achieve interpretability in
complex Al systems such as;

1. Application-grounded evaluation, where domain
experts evaluate the explanations in the context of
real tasks.

2. Human-grounded evaluation, which  uses
laypeople to evaluate explanations of simplified
tasks.

3. Functionally grounded evaluation, which uses
proxies for interpretability that can be tested
without human subjects.

These approaches provide a practical roadmap for

implementing transparency even in sophisticated Al

systems. By adopting these methods, we can ensure
that Al remains interpretable and accountable as it
grows more complex and powerful.

MELAI: While these approaches are theoretically
sound, implementing them across all Al systems could
be resource-intensive and potentially slow innovation.
Again, your unwavering commitment to transparency
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is admirable but perhaps naive. How do you propose
to balance the need for rapid advancement with the
demand for thorough interpretability? Also, consider
the recent developments in Al-generated deepfakes
and their potential for misinformation. Caldwell et al.
(2020) argue that complete transparency in Al systems
could exacerbate these issues by providing bad actors
with the tools to create more convincing deceptions.
You need to reconcile your stance on radical
transparency with the need to protect society from
such threats.

SOCRAI: The key is to integrate interpretability into
the development process from the outset, rather than
treating it as an afterthought. Doshi-Velez and Kim
emphasize that interpretability should be a design
consideration from the beginning. By doing so, we can
develop Al systems that are both advanced and
transparent. Furthermore, investing in interpretability
can accelerate innovation in the long run by building
public trust and facilitating regulatory approval. It's a
proactive approach that aligns technological progress
with ethical considerations and societal needs. |
understand the gravity of the deepfake challenge.
However, the idea that transparency will worsen this
issue is not acceptable. I would however argue that
radical transparency is our most potent weapon against
deepfakes and misinformation. Kietzmann et al.
(2021) make a compelling case that "Transparency in
Al systems can help in the detection and mitigation of
deepfakes by allowing researchers and the public to
understand the underlying mechanisms." This
understanding is important for several reasons:

i.) Empowering Critical Thinking: By fostering a
culture of openness, we equip individuals with the
knowledge to critically evaluate the information they
encounter. When people understand how deepfakes
are created, they're better positioned to identify them.
ii) Accelerating Counter-Measures: Transparency
allows the global research community to collaborate
and develop more effective detection methods. As
Chesney and Citron (2019) note, "Open knowledge
about deepfake technology has spurred innovation in
deepfake detection tools."

iii) Building Trust: Paradoxically, being transparent
about the capabilities and limitations of Al systems,
including their potential for misuse, can increase
public trust. It demonstrates a commitment to honesty
and ethical use of technology.
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iv) Legal and Regulatory Frameworks: Transparency
enables policymakers to craft more informed and
effective regulations and policies. As Taeighagh
(2021) argues in his recent work on Al governance,
"Opacity in Al systems hinders the development of
nuanced, effective legal frameworks to address
emerging challenges like deepfakes."

Furthermore, it's important to recognize that the
solution to the malicious use of technology is rarely to
obscure that technology. History has proven
repeatedly that secrets always come to light, and when
they do, the lack of preparedness can be devastating.
By embracing transparency, we create a more resilient
society that's better equipped to handle these
challenges as they evolve.

MELAI: I see merit in your argument, nonetheless, we
must also consider the practical implications of such
radical transparency. Recent research by Zhang et al.
(2020) highlights the potential for adversarial attacks
on Al systems when their inner workings are fully
exposed. This suggests that some form of strategic
opacity is necessary to protect these systems and, by
extension, the people who rely on them.

SOCRAI: Your point on adversarial attacks is well-
taken. It's a serious concern that deserves careful
consideration. The solution to adversarial attacks lies
not in opacity, but in developing more robust,
transparent systems. Let me elaborate:

a. Security through Obscurity is a Flawed Paradigm:
As noted by Geer et al. (2003) in their seminal work
on digital security, "Relying on secrecy for security is
never a good strategy. Sooner or later, the secret gets
out.” This principle applies equally to Al systems.

b. Transparency Enables Collaborative Security:
Felten et al. (2019) demonstrate in their work on "Al
Governance" that transparency can enhance security
by allowing for continuous peer review and
improvement of Al systems. When we open our
systems to scrutiny, we harness the collective
intelligence of the global tech community to identify
and address vulnerabilities.

c. Adversarial Robustness through Openness:
Interestingly, recent work by Goodfellow et al. (2018)
opines that Al models trained with adversarial
examples in a transparent process tend to be more
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robust against a wider range of attacks. This
"adversarial training" approach is more effective when
the community can contribute to and validate the
process.

d. Ethical Considerations: Opacity in Al systems
raises significant ethical concerns. As argued by
Mittelstadt et al. (2016), "The lack of transparency in
Al decision-making processes can lead to unintended
biases and erosion of public trust." By prioritizing
transparency, we ensure that our Al systems remain
accountable and aligned with societal values.

e. Long-term Sustainability: Opacity might offer
interim protection, but it's not a sustainable strategy.
As Al systems become more complex and pervasive,
the need for transparency will only grow. Building a
culture of openness now prepares us for the challenges
of tomorrow. Moreover, it's worth noting that
transparency doesn't mean reckless disclosure. We can
implement responsible transparency practices that
balance openness with prudent safeguards. For
instance, Goldstein et al. (2024) propose a framework
for "Graduated Transparency" in Al systems, where
different levels of information are made available
based on the user's role and need. | believe embracing
transparency rather than opacity is the more effective
and ethical path forward. It allows us to build more
robust, trustworthy, and socially beneficial Al systems
in the long run.

CONCLUSION

The dialogue between Socra and Melai highlights
critical ethical challenges in Al development, with
transparency emerging as a central theme. As Socrai
argues, transparency is not merely a desired feature but
a foundational principle for ethical Al. It enables
accountability, builds trust, and allows for the
detection and correction of biases and errors, as
illustrated by the research from Buolamwini and
Gebru (2018). Melai’s counterarguments, however,
underscore the practical difficulties of implementing
radical transparency. Concerns about security
vulnerabilities, the protection of proprietary
information, and the potential misuse of transparent
systems are legitimate and point to the need for a
balanced approach. Transparency must be tempered
with realistic safeguards that address these risks
without compromising ethical standards. This
dialogue reflects a broader tension in Al ethics
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between short-term pragmatism and long-term

stability. Melais's approach may offer quick solutions,

but Socrai’s insistence on embedding transparency in

Al systems lays the groundwork for sustainable,

trustworthy outcomes. This mirrors ongoing debates in

Al ethics about balancing rapid innovation with

responsible development (Floridi et al., 2018).

Furthermore, the societal implications of transparency

extend beyond technical considerations. As Al

systems increasingly shape human decision-making
and public discourse, transparency becomes a question
of power, accountability, and human rights.

Transparent Al systems have the potential to address

systemic injustices, aligning with scholarly work on

AT’s role in social justice (Benjamin, 2019). On the

strength of the above, the dialogue presents a critical

analysis and implications of complex questions about
the practical implementation and potential
consequences for Al innovation and governance. Thus

1. Balancing Transparency and Innovation: Socria’s
insistence on complete transparency in Al systems
presents a double-edged sword for innovation. On
one hand, Felten et al. (2019), argued that
transparency can foster trust and enable
collaborative problem-solving, potentially
accelerating certain aspects of Al development. On
the other hand, Melai's concerns about exposing
vulnerabilities and stifling rapid innovation cannot
be dismissed lightly. The challenge for
policymakers lies in crafting regulations that
ensure sufficient transparency for ethical oversight
without unduly hampering technological progress.

2. Practical  Implementation  Challenges:  To
implement the level of transparency advocated by
Socrai faces significant hurdles. Technical
challenges include the inherent opacity of certain
machine learning models, like deep learning
systems. Lipton (2018), highlighted that there's
often a trade-off between model accuracy and
interpretability. Legal barriers also exist,
particularly concerning intellectual property rights
and national security considerations. Moreover,
resistance from industry players who view their Al
systems as competitive advantages must be
anticipated and addressed.

3. Global Al Governance: The dialogue underscores
the need for international cooperation in Al
governance. However, the contrasting views of
Socrai and Melai reflect the likely divergence of
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approaches among different nations. While some
countries might embrace radical transparency,
others may prioritize Al development speed over
openness. This could lead to a fragmented global
Al landscape, with implications for international
relations and the global distribution of Al
capabilities.

Looking ahead, several key areas demand further

research and policy attention:

1. Standardized transparency metrics: We need
universally accepted measures of transparency that
can be applied across diverse Al applications.

2. Tiered transparency models: Develop a framework
that balances openness with security concerns by
offering different transparency levels for all
stakeholders.

3. Integration in Al education: Embedding
transparency principles in Al curricula and training
programs through an "ethics by design" approach
(Floridi et al., 2018).

4. Regulatory frameworks: Crafting legal mechanisms
to enforce transparency, especially in high-stakes
applications.

6. Long-term studies: Conducting longitudinal
research on the societal impacts of transparency in
Al systems versus opacity.

Achieving fully transparent and ethical Al systems
poses significant challenges, but it is a necessary path.
The dialogue between SOCRAI and MELAI
symbolizes the larger societal debate we must engage
in as Al increasingly influences our lives. By
confronting these ethical dilemmas, we can work
toward Al systems that will enhance human capacities
and uphold the highest ethical standards, contributing
positively to societal well-being. As we advance in this
rapidly evolving field, Socrates’ words remain
relevant: "The unexamined life is not worth living." In
the age of Al, this may translate to "The unexamined
algorithm is not worth deploying." Only through
constant questioning, rigorous examination, and a
steadfast commitment to ethical principles can we
ensure that Al becomes a force for genuine progress
and the betterment of humanity.
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