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[NPOBJIEMA BAIOHETKW: 9TUKA




David Edmonds

YOU

The Trolley Problem
and What Your Answer Tells Us
about Right and Wrong







¥ MORAL

Judge Design Browse

What should the self-driving car do?

& MACHINE

|t ¢ =_

3
Show Description Show Description



I
Hit and miss

Theoretical driverless-car experiment,
respondents’ preference of whom to spare
Probability compared with sparing average adult, %
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Source: “The Moral Machine experiment”
by E. Awad et al, Nature, 2018
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[NPOBJIEMA BAIOHETKW: NMPABO

[Tpumep:
* Mepcegec

- MaLUWHbI OTAA0T NPUOPUTET Naccaxupam
e MuHucTepctso TpaHcnopTta OPI

- MaLLHa JOMKHbI OTAABATb NPUMOPUTET BE30MACHOCTM YenoBeka Hal
NPUYMHEHVEM Bpeda UMYLLECTBY

- MalLMHa HWKOTAa He AOMKHA [AenaTh pasnuyns Mexay MobMi Ha OCHOBE
KaTeropui, Taknx kak Bo3pacT Ui paca

- €CJIN YeNnoBeEK OTNYCKaET PYKY OT Py yrpaBnennd, npon3soaunTesb MallHbl
HECET OTBETCTBEHHOCTb B CJly4a€e aBapuu
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ABTOHOMHBIE Ar'EHTbI

HeKomopble ycmpoticmea unu npozpammbi, 80CNPUHUMaKOUUE 80K cpedy U
8bINOTHALUUE Oelicmaus, KOmopbie MaKCUMU3UPYIOM UX WaHChI Ha ycnex 8
docmukeHuu onpedenéHHol yenu

[pobnemHble NpaBoBbIe BOMPOCH!:
1. npeackasyeMocTb, KOTOpasi KpUTUYHA AN COBPEMEHHbIX MPABOBbIX MOAXOA0B

2. CNocobHOCTb ObITb NPUYMHON COBLITUS (IENCTBOBATL CAMOCTOATENBHO), HO HE
HECTW NPaBOBYO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb
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OTBETCTBEHHOCTb U NPEAYBEXOEHUE

e OTBETCTBEHHOCTb pa3paboTynKoB?
- Mbl HE 3HaeM, YTo Mbl Bydem 3HaTb
- B3aMOeuncTamne anroputMos

* [Ipo3pay4HoCTb M NpeaybexaeHne anropuTmMoB
- Kakas MHopmMaLmsa 1ucrnosb3yeTcs?

- [IOMMKHbI 1N ObITb KOMMETEHTHBIE OPraHbl HaAeneHbl NOTHOMOYMSIMI NO
NPOBEPKe anropuTmMoB?

- KTO JOMXEH UMETb NPaBO 3HATb, KaK alirfOpUTMbIl MPUHNMAIOT peLLIeHVIFI?
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BAPUAHTbI PEINYIIMPOBAHUA

ABTOHOMHbIE areHTbl = 00bEKTbI aBTOPCKUX NpaB
ABTOHOMHbIE areHTbl = XXMBOTHbIE
ABTOHOMHbIE areHTbl = UCTOYHWKM MOBbILLEHHON OMAacHOCTY

ABTOHOMHbIE areHTbl = ropnanyeckme nnia

A

ABTOHOMHbIE areHTbl Kak aBTOHOMHbIE areHTbl?



, UHOUA

['YPY TPAHTX CAXUB




PEKA YOHI'AHYW, HOBAA 3EJIAHOUA




Te Awa Tupua (Whanganui River Claims Settlement) Act
2017

Public Act 2017 No 7
Date of assent 20 March 2017

Commencement see section 2
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Legal status of Te Awa Tupua

Te Awa Tupua declared to be legal person

Te Awa Tupua is a legal person and has all the rights, powers, duties, and
liabilities of a legal person.

The rights, powers, and duties of Te Awa Tupua must be exercised or per-
formed, and responsibility for its liabilities must be taken, by Te Pou Tupua on
behalf of, and in the name of, Te Awa Tupua, in the manner provided for in this
Part and in Ruruku Whakatupua—Te Mana o Te Awa Tupua.

Legal effect of declaration of Te Awa Tupua status

This section applies to persons exercising or performing a function, power, or
duty under an Act referred to in Schedule 2—

(a) 1if the exercise or performance of that function, power, or duty relates
to—

(1)  the Whanganui River; or

(11)  an activity within the Whanganui River catchment that affects the
Whanganui River; and

(b) if, and to the extent that, the Te Awa Tupua status or Tupua te Kawa re-
lates to that function, duty, or power.

Persons exercising or performing a function, power, or duty (decision makers)
under the Acts listed in clause 1 of Schedule 2 must recognise and provide
for—

(a) the Te Awa Tupua status; and
(b) Tupua te Kawa.



European Parliament
2014-2019

TEXTS ADOPTED

P8 TA(2017)0051
Civil Law Rules on Robotics

European Parliament resolution of 16 February 2017 with recommendations to the
Commission on Civil Law Rules on Robotics (2015/2103(INL))

The European Parliament,
—  having regard to Article 225 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union,
—  having regard to Council Directive 85/374/EEC,

—  having regard to the study on Ethical Aspects of Cyber-Physical Systems carried out on
behalf of the Parliament's Science and Technology Options Assessment (STOA) Panel
and managed by the Scientific Foresight Unit (STOA), European Parliamentary
Research Service;
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OTBETCTBEHHOCTb ABTOHOMHbIX
ArEHTOB

(Mpegnonaraemble) pasnuuna mexay NoabMy 1 aBTOHOMHBIMU areHTamm (KacaTenbHO
OTBETCTBEHHOCTM):

*  WHTEHUWUA

e cBoboaa BoNu

PelueHue: MHTeHUMs 1 cBob0Aa BOMO AOMKHbI MOHUMATLCS KaK TO, YTO Mbl
NpUNMCLIBAEM APYT APYrY, @ He TO, YTO CYLLECTBYET B PearnbHOCTH
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BOMPOCHI

 Kakue uenu Mbl npecnegyem?
*  YbK MHTEPECHI AOMKHbI UMETb NPUOPUTET?
 Hackonbko addekTnBHO 370 byaeT?
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CMACUBO!
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