	Meeting title: Artificial Philosophy

	Date: 30.10.2025.	

	Time: 18.00

	Place: Zoom platform

	Zoom link: 
Filozofija Doktorski is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.
Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/88209871536?pwd=thOkraJdMFp0OERKTGxZeVB5hchZsi.1
 
View meeting insights with Zoom AI Companion
https://us02web.zoom.us/launch/edl?muid=b52f8ac8-73e2-44d5-b655-f0329cbe6411
 
Meeting ID: 882 0987 1536
Passcode: 785885


	Duration: 1 hour and 30 minutes

	Participants: Boran Berčić, Mark Balaguer, Vito Balorda, Justin Weinberg, Matija Rajter, Danica Radoš, Ljudevit Hanžek, Tomislav Bracanović, Filip Čeč

	Agenda:
1. Justin Weinberg delivered the talk “Artificial Philosophy”
2. Discussion, questions and comments

	Meeting summary: 
On Thursday 30.10.2025. the MetPhil project team organized the thirteenth workshop in the series. The topic of this workshop was a talk given by Justin Weinberg titled “Artificial Philosophy”. In the first part of the workshop Weinberg delivered the talk in which he investigatesthe possibility of artificial intelligence obtaining correct answers to big philosophical questions and considers the question of what our reaction to such possibility tells us about the aims of philosophy. The second part of the talk was dedicated to a Q&A session where the audience presented their questions and comments to the author.

	Talk summary:
Weinberg starts his talk by considering the following question: What is the aim of philosophy? One answer, which is offered by Douglas Portmore, is the claim that philosophy is concerned with producing a comprehensive theory of everything in which we systematize the entirety of human knowledge and experience. Another influential answer was given by Sellars who said that the aim of philosophy is to understand how things in the broadest possible sense of the term hang together in the broadest possible sense of the term. Weinberg then goes on to state that philosophers, qua philosophers, value the achievement of the aims of philosophy. Having this in mind, how do philosophers go about making progress in philosophy, what tasks are involved in trying to achieve these aims? There are a lot of tasks involved if philosophers want to give answers to big philosophical questions such as: acquiring information, formulating questions, specifying concepts, making inferences, arguing, incorporating evidence, formulating possible answers, assessing answers and so on. If these are the tasks that are required to arrive at answers to big philosophical questions, it looks like humans are not capable of doing such work all by themselves. Artificial intelligence, on the other hand, might be able to do a better job at some of these tasks that are involved in answering big philosophical questions. And more importantly, it looks like it could be able to provide us with a synoptic view that is beyond the scope of a group of humans to achieve. Let’s imagine an advanced AI from the future that could provide us with a complete synoptic view concerning big philosophical questions; call him Botcrates. Question: how does Botcrates make you feel as a philosopher? If one answers that the possibility of Botcrates makes him uneasy or not happy, a puzzle arises: if Botcrates would come closer than any human effort would to “solving” philosophy, shouldn’t I feel good about that?

Questions and Comments

Balaguer
· It is weird to think of philosophy of having an aim, aims are the kinds of things organisms have, philosophy isn’t an organism. The aim of philosophy, if there is such a thing, is a conglomerate of all of our aims.
· It looks like the aim of philosophy might be artistic in the end.
· Imagine a TV show or a novel made by a AI bot. Then imagine a physics theory made by a bot. Would you watch the first and read the second?

Hanžek
· Can we say that what we want as philosophers is a conjunction: we want true philosophical answers and we want for our knowing them to be a kind of cognitive achievement?
· He thinks that the discontent generated by Botcrates might we a little bit more general, it is not necessarily constrained to the discipline of philosophy.
· He is fond to the idea of philosophy as a game.

Berčić
· It seems to him that a supercomputer can make genuine progress on philosophical questions. He thinks we should accept the result and appreciate it.
· If humans would rely so much on AI would our existence be less worthy in a sense?

Bracanović
· If you take a look at how academic philosophy is done today, you have to publish in peer reviewed journals etc. Can AI do the very same job but more successful than us? He thinks it could, in the future at least.
· What if I enjoy reading philosophy? If I am interested in reading good philosophy it shouldn’t matter if it’s produced by a human or AI.
· Not all people are philosophers and when we want to examine our own life we examine the great philosophers of the past. It doesn’t matter to him whether or not we are going to consult a philosopher which is an artificial philosopher.

Čeč
· In the Botcrates scenario, the answers to philosophical questions are handed out by Botcrates to us. But is it really so? The point is that we still have to pose a good question, and that is a job that will still be there.
· If Botcrates were here would philosophers lose their jobs? He doesn’t think so. For instance, the job of teaching people how to think would remain.
· Do we really think that AI could make the perfect painting or the perfect movie?

	



