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Abstract

Introduction. The digital age has brought radical changes to social, cultural, and economic structures, presenting society
with new ethical challenges. This article examines the philosophical aspects of digital ethics, including the impact of
technology on human rights, privacy, socialization, and equality. It highlights issues of data privacy, the development
of regulatory acts, and the standardization of the use of advanced technologies such as artificial intelligence and the
Internet of Things. The main focus is on the need for an interdisciplinary approach to creating ethical standards that
promote the harmonious and equitable technological development of society. Emphasis is placed on the importance of
digital education, public dialogue, and collective responsibility in building an ethical future in the context of accelerating
technological progress.

Materials and Methods. The study was conducted using a combination of theoretical and empirical methods of scientific
inquiry. The work employed dialectical methods, a systematic approach, analysis and synthesis, as well as forecasting
and modeling techniques. Particular attention was paid to ethical and philosophical categories related to digitalization
and its impact on humanistic values. Interdisciplinary approaches were used to analyze the issues, including elements of
computer science, sociology, philosophy, and ethics.

Results. The study examined key concepts such as “digital ethics”, “technological humanism,” and “ethical challenges
of the digital age”. An analysis of the current level of interaction between technology and ethical norms was conducted,
revealing that the rapid growth of the digital sphere is accompanied by difficulties in integrating moral principles into
its development process. The main areas where violations of ethical norms conflict with the interests of the public good
were identified, including issues of information security, data privacy, artificial intelligence, and developer responsibility.
The conclusion was made that there is a need to create a flexible control system that takes into account both national and
international ethical standards.

Discussion and Conclusion. Research shows that digitalization has a significant impact on quality of life and requires
in-depth ethical analysis. The strong correlation between quality-of-life index and Internet access confirms that broadband
access is not only a technical but also a social challenge. However, accessibility alone does not ensure equal development:
a developed electronic infrastructure, reliable cybersecurity, and effective management are also needed. Philosophically,
digital transformation is dualistic. It improves well-being but poses threats to privacy, autonomy, and social justice.
Interdisciplinary interaction and public dialogue are key to developing adequate standards: the state, business, science,
and civil society must jointly develop practices that take into account technical and humanitarian aspects.
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AHHOTAN A

Beeoenue. Lluhposas smoxa npuBHeCIa KapJHHAIBHBIE N3MEHEHHUS B COLUAIIBHBIC, KYJIBTYPHBIE M 3JKOHOMHYIECKUE CTPYK-
TYpBbI, IOCTaBUB II€pe/l O0IECTBOM HOBBIE STUYECKUE BHI30BBI. B CBSI3M € 3TUM aKTyallbHO paccMOTpeHHe (QHI0CO(CKIX
acTeKToB IU(POBON STHKH, BKIIOYAs BIMSIHNAE TEXHOJIOTHI Ha MpaBa YeJOBeKa, IPUBATHOCTH, COIIHATIM3ALNIO U PaBEeH-
ctBo. MHTEpEec mpeacTaBisoT npobieMbl KOH(GHICHIIMATBHOCTH JaHHbBIX, pa3padoTKa HOPMAaTHBHO-TIPABOBBIX aKTOB U
CTaHJApPTHU3ALUs UCTIOJIb30BAHUS NIEPEAOBBIX TEXHOIOT UL, TAKMX KaK UCKYCCTBEHHBIN MHTEIUIEKT U UHTepHeT Bemeil. Ha-
CTOSIIIIeE MCCIIeIOBaHNE HAIIPABICHO HAa CUCTEMATH3AINIO KIIFOYEBBIX MpolieM U(pPOBOH ATHKU U MOKCK PEIICHHUH, CITo-
COOHBIX 00€CHEUNTH TAPMOHHIO MEX/y TEXHOJIOTHYECKAM Pa3BUTHEM U OCHOBHBIMHU I'YMaHHCTHIECKUMH IIEHHOCTSIMH.
Mamepuanst u memooul. VccnenoBanue NpoBOAUIOCE C HCIOIb30BaHHNEM KOMIUIEKCA TEOPETUUECKUX U SMIHMPUIECKUX
METO/IOB HayYyHOTO MO3HAaHUA. B paMkax paGoThl MPUMEHSUINCH JTHATICKTHYECKUI METO/, CHCTEMHBII TOAXO0/, aHATU3 U
CHHTE3, a TAK)Ke METObI IPOTHO3UPOBAHMSA M MOJienpoBanns. Ocoboe BHIMaHKE yAEIEHO PACCMOTPEHHIO STHYECKHUX U
¢duocodckux KaTeropuii, CBSI3aHHBIX ¢ MU(POBU3aLKEi U e€ BIUSIHUEM Ha TyMaHHCTHYEeCKHe IieHHocTH. [l ananm3a
poOJIEMaTHKK MCIIOIB30BAIIMCH TTOIXOAbI MEXAUCIMIUIMHAPHOTO XapaKTepa, BKIIIOYAIOIINE dJIEMEHThI HHPOPMATHKH,
COLIMOJIOTHH, PIIIOCO(MUH U ITUKH.

Pezynomamsl uccnedosanusn. PaccMOTpeHbl Takue KIIIOYEBbIE HNOHSTHS, KaK «IM(POBasi 3THKa», «TEXHOJIOTUYHBIA T'y-
MaHM3M» U «3THYECKHE BBI30BHI IIH(PPOBOi 3moxm». IIpoBeeH aHanu3 TeKyIero ypoBHs B3aUMOACHCTBUS TEXHOJIOTHI
1 3THYECKUX HOPM — BBISABJIEHO, YTO OBICTPBIH POCT HU(POBON ChEpbl COMPOBOKAAECTCS CIOKHOCTIMH B WHTETPALNN
MOpAJIbHBIX IPUHIUIIOB B Ipouecc €€ pa3BUTUS. BBIABIEHBl OCHOBHBIE HANPaBIIEHUs, IJie HApYIIEHHE 3THYECKUX HOPM
BXOJIUT B ITPOTUBOPEUHE C MHTEpecaMu 00IIECTBEHHOTO Oara, BKIII0Yasi BOMPOCHl HHPOPMALMOHHOW 0e30MacHOCTH, TIPH-
BaTHOCTH JIaHHBIX, HCKYCCTBEHHOTO MHTEIUICKTa M OTBETCTBEHHOCTH pa3padorunkoB. CrenaH BBIBOA O HEOOXOAUMOCTH
co3aHusi THOKOM CHCTEMBbI KOHTPOJISI, YYUTBIBAIONIEH KaK HAl[MOHAJIBHbIE, TAaK U MEXyHapOIHbIE STHUECKHE CTAHAAPTHI.
Oécyscoenue u 3axniouenue. ViccienoBaHue MoKasblBaeT, YTO MU(POBU3ALUS 3aMETHO BIUSIET HAa Ka4eCTBO JKU3HHU U
TpebyeT NryOoKoro sTHdYecKkoro aHaian3a. CHilbHas CBA3b MEXKAY MHIEKCOM KadecTBa )KU3HH U IOCTYIIOM B UHTEPHET IO~
TBEPKAAET: IUPOKONOIOCHBIN JOCTYI — HE TOJIBKO TeXHUYECKasi, HO U colanbHas 3aiada. OHako caMa JOCTYIHOCTh
He obecIieunBaeT paBHOTO Pa3BUTHS: HYXKHBI pa3BUTas JIEKTPOHHAs HHPPACTPYKTypa, HalexkKHas1 KuObepOe30macHOCTh
n 3¢ dextuBHOE ynpasneHue. Punocopcku mudposas TpaHchOpManKs JBONCTBEHHA: OHA YJIydIIaeT O1arococTosHue,
HO CO3/1a€T Yrpo3bl IPUBATHOCTH, aBTOHOMHHM U COLMAIILHON CIIPAaBEATNBOCTU. MEXIUCIUIUIMHAPHOE B3aUMO/IelicTBHe
1 OOIIECTBEHHBIH AUATIOT — KII0Y K BBIPAOOTKE a/leKBaTHBIX CTaHAAPTOB: FOCYIapcTBO, OM3HEC, HayKa U TPaKIaHCKOe
00IIECTBO JOJKHBI COBMECTHO pa3padaThiBaTh NPAaKTHKH, YYUTHIBAIOIINE TEXHUIECKAE U TyMaHUTapHbBIE ACTIEKTHI.

KoueBble cioBa: nndpoBas 3THKA, TEXHOJIIOTMYECKHHI TIporpecc, GUiocodus TEXHOIOTHI, HCKYCCTBEHHBIH HHTEIICKT,
NPUBATHOCTB, ITPaBa YEJIOBEKa, COLHAIFHOE PABEHCTBO, STHYECKHIE TUIIEMMBI, IH(POBOE yIIpaBICHHE, 00pa30BaHue

Joas untupoBanus. AnexceeBa M.B., Pokorsnckas A.A. CounansHo-punocodckre actnekTsl u(pPOBOi 3TUKH: BbI-
30BBI, IEPCIIEKTHBHI U 3HAYEHHUE B 3I0XY TEXHOJIOTHYECKOro mporpecca. Hayunwilli anvmanax cmpan Ipuuepromopus.
2025;11(4):7-12. https://doi.org/10.23947/2414-1143-2025-11-4-7-12

Introduction. The modern era of digitalization has led to radical changes in human society, affecting not only the
scientific and technical sphere, but also fundamental aspects of morality, social justice, and respect for the individual.
The widespread penetration of digital technologies into everyday life is creating new opportunities, but at the same time,
it is provoking many ethical challenges. Issues related to the protection of privacy, ensuring equal access to technology,
preventing digital discrimination, and maintaining social stability are becoming central to philosophical discussions in
the 21st century.

Digital ethics is an interdisciplinary field that seeks to integrate moral and humanistic values into the process of
creating, implementing, and using technology. It combines philosophy, law, sociology, computer science, and other
disciplines, offering a comprehensive approach to solving emerging problems. The introduction of new technologies,
such as artificial intelligence, automation systems, and the Internet of Things, raises ethical dilemmas that require critical
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analysis by the expert community. For example, algorithmic bias, privacy violations, and increasing dependence on
digital platforms are just some of the issues that require urgent attention [3, p. 68].

It is impossible not to note the ambivalence of the impact of digitalization on the global community. On the one hand,
technology contributes to the democratization of information, simplifies access to knowledge, and accelerates economic
and technological development. On the other hand, it exacerbates social inequality, threatens the right to privacy, and
creates new forms of social manipulation. In these circumstances, a philosophical understanding of digital ethics becomes
particularly important, allowing for the formation of adequate regulatory mechanisms.

It is also worth considering that technology, as a product of human activity, shapes new mechanisms of interaction
between individuals, states, and corporations, creating both new opportunities and risks. For example, “the emerging trend
toward monopolization of digital infrastructure by transnational corporations has the potential to undermine democratic
principles and exacerbate digital inequality. Ethical standards, in turn, become a necessary tool for preventing the negative
consequences of such developments™ [4, p. 47].

This study aims to systematize key issues in digital ethics and find solutions that can ensure harmony between
technological development and fundamental humanistic values. The main focus is on issues of responsibility, social
justice, data privacy, and the need to create universal ethical standards that take into account both national political
and cultural characteristics and global challenges of the modern world. The aim of the research is to study key issues
of digital ethics in the context of rapid technological progress, as well as to develop approaches aimed at harmonizing
the relationship between innovative technologies and humanistic values. The study aims to identify potential threats
associated with the development of digital technologies and to find solutions to prevent them, including ethical regulation
and the introduction of universal standards.

Materials and Methods. The work was carried out using both general scientific and specific scientific methods. The
application of the dialectical method made it possible to analyze the interrelationships between the social, technological,
and ethical aspects of the development of the digital society. The content analysis method made it possible to study
normative legal acts, international agreements, and doctrinal sources in the field of digital policy. Legal comparative
methods were also used, which made it possible to compare the approaches of different countries to solving problems of
digital ethics.

The systematic approach ensured a comprehensive study of issues related to the impact of technology on social
institutions and cultural values. A structural-functional approach was used to identify the interrelationships between the
main threats in the field of digitalization and measures to prevent them. Logical methods and analytical techniques helped
to clarify the content of the concepts of “digital ethics”, “global security”, and “data privacy.” The synthesis of the data
obtained made it possible to present digital ethics not only as a tool for regulating technologies, but also as an important
element in preserving social values and forming a fair and equal digital society.

Results. The successful development of digital ethics is impossible without a multifaceted approach that includes the
formation of public consensus, the adaptation of current legal norms, and active intervention by the state as the guarantor
of ethics. The development of technology must be accompanied by adherence to basic humanistic principles, such as
equality, respect for the individual and their rights, and the protection of society’s interests. The era of digitalization
has radically transformed all spheres of human life, including established moral norms, social values, and basic ethical
principles. In the context of rapid technological progress, philosophical analysis of digital ethics issues is not only
important but necessary for the preservation of rights, freedoms, and human identity. Digital technologies are shaping a
new reality, changing perceptions of dignity, social justice, and personal responsibility. They are not only transforming the
ways in which individuals interact with each other, but also raising complex ethical questions related to the use of artificial
intelligence, automated systems, and the Internet of Things.

Although technology provides the highest level of convenience and efficiency, it also poses risks, including threats
to data privacy, digital inequality, misinformation, and social manipulation. All these issues make the development of
digital ethics one of the most important priorities for science, politics, and the public. For example, the use of artificial
intelligence already raises questions about responsibility for algorithmic errors, the consequences of data bias, and the
need for transparency in the development of automated systems [9].

In turn, digital ethics seeks to prevent negative consequences from the use of new technologies, including protecting
user data, ensuring their rights to privacy and equal opportunities. At the same time, issues such as limiting algorithmic
discrimination, ensuring equal access to digital resources, and forming new criteria for social justice are becoming central
to philosophical discussions.

A philosophical approach to digital ethics allows us to structure and analyze how technology affects the global community
[2, pp. 194-202]. For example, in the medical industry, where artificial intelligence and genetic engineering technologies
are being actively implemented, there is a need for ethical regulation of the use of patient data, minimization of risks of
inequality in access to new technologies, and determination of the limits of permissible intervention in the human body.
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In addition, technology continues to amplify both the potential for democratization and the risks of social destabilization [8§].
For example, expanded access to information can have a positive impact on the realization of human rights, while social
media algorithms can exacerbate the isolation and discrimination of individual users. A philosophical understanding of
such processes helps to better understand what the goals of digital regulation should be.

The basis for a successful response to the challenges of the digital age should be the introduction of educational
programs aimed at raising awareness of digital threats, strengthening the responsibility of users and technology developers,
and shaping new generations that are ready to make philosophically sound decisions in an environment of growing
dependence on technology.

Continuing our reflection on digital ethics and its role in the modern world, it is worth noting that philosophical
consideration of these issues allows us to think not only about current challenges, but also about the long-term
consequences of technology implementation. One of the key threats associated with digitalization is the deepening of
social and economic inequalities. Technologies that are created with good intentions may distribute benefits unevenly
among different segments of society, leading to further polarization and social injustice.

For example, automation of production linked to artificial intelligence promises significant productivity gains, but
it also threatens millions of jobs, especially in low-skilled sectors. This process requires the creation of strategies for
retraining workers, adapting education systems, and developing new models of social protection. In short, targeted ethical
reflection is needed to avoid the mass marginalization of certain population groups.

An equally important aspect of digital ethics is the issue of confidentiality and the right to privacy. Modern technologies
such as social networks, facial recognition systems, the Internet of Things, and data collection applications create complex
dilemmas. On the one hand, they provide convenience and new ways of interacting, but on the other, they threaten
fundamental human rights such as freedom and personal autonomy [1]. The collection, storage, and use of citizens’ data
need to be strictly regulated and transparent to avoid abuse. Principles of digital ethics, such as “privacy by default” and
“data minimization”, should form the basis of future technological solutions.

Ethical issues related to the development of artificial intelligence and autonomous systems are also an important
aspect of the discussion. In addition to the problems of transparency and explainability of decisions made by artificial
intelligence, the question of responsibility arises. Who is responsible for the actions of Al: developers, technology owners,
or end users? How can we ensure that the algorithms that control these systems are not biased and do not reinforce existing
social discrimination? Answers to these questions require an interdisciplinary approach that includes philosophy, law,
sociology, computer science, and other fields.

Another important issue in digital ethics is the interaction between technology and the moral and cultural traditions of
different peoples. The globalization of digital platforms leads to a clash of values, and decisions that seem acceptable in
one culture may cause outrage in another. For example, neural networks that use personal data for advertising purposes
may be accepted in countries with low levels of privacy protection, but in countries with strong traditions of protecting
individual rights, they provoke serious resistance. The importance of cultural sensitivity must be at the heart of the
development of global digital standards.

With this in mind, there is a need to develop an international framework for digital ethics that takes into account the
interests of both individuals and states in an increasingly complex world. The monopolization of technology by large
corporations is already raising questions about digital inequality, access to knowledge, and the ability to control one’s
own data [7].

In the long term, digital ethics could play a key role in human evolution. Technology should be viewed not only as
a tool, but also as a means for self-discovery, moral improvement, and the expansion of human potential. However, to
achieve this goal, the development and use of new technologies must be accompanied by the conscious and systematic
implementation of ethical principles. Only then will digital progress become a driving force rather than a destroyer of
humanism. The success of digital ethics will depend on humanity’s ability to recognize its responsibility for the future in
a timely manner and to actively engage in the process of ethical regulation of digital technologies. This will require not
only philosophical depth, but also practical actions aimed at balancing innovation and the value of human life.

Discussion and Conclusion. The process of establishing basic ethical standards also requires collective participation:
from governments, research institutes, businesses, and civil society. Open discussion, exchange of experience, and the
introduction of civil control systems will create conditions for the fair distribution of the benefits of digitalization, minimize
its negative consequences, and ensure harmonious interaction between technological progress and social values.

Since access to digital products and services is becoming a standard for a decent quality of life, although not yet
officially recognized, the Digital Quality of Life Index (DQLI) is of interest from the perspective of digital determinism.
The top nine positions in the 2023 DQLI ranking are occupied by European countries. France tops the ranking (in 2023,
it ranks first in terms of internet accessibility, fifth in terms of internet quality, and is among the top 20 in the areas of
electronic infrastructure, security, and public administration). The average index for the 121 countries surveyed worldwide
is 0.4864. Russia ranks 53rd in this ranking. Compared to 2022, its position has deteriorated by 11 points. The main
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factor behind the decline is the internet accessibility sub-index: the country has moved from the top 10 to 69th place.
For 2023: 40th place in internet quality, 46th place in electronic infrastructure, 56th place in security, and 47th place in
e-government. For 2023: 40th place in terms of internet quality, 46th place in terms of electronic infrastructure, 56th place
in terms of security, and 47th place in terms of e-government. The index for Russia and China could have been higher,
as data on citizens’ digital rights, which is unavailable, was not included in the calculation. “The correlation analysis
of the data showed a strong positive correlation between the quality-of-life index and internet accessibility (correlation
coefficient = 0.81) and an even stronger correlation with broadband internet accessibility (correlation coefficient = 0.85).
Internet accessibility is the basis for the development of digital processes, and therefore digitalization can be considered a
determinant of quality of life, raising it to a new, higher-level worthy of a modern member of a developed society” [11, p. 1030].

Philosophical reflection on issues of digital ethics not only clarifies the dangers of digital transformation, but also provides
an opportunity to develop ways to overcome them. This gives humanity a chance not only to prevent potential threats, but
also to use technology to achieve creative and sustainable goals that will help build a just society of the future [6, p. 76].

Digital ethics is not just a theoretical aspect of philosophy, but a practical necessity that helps society adapt fairly
and responsibly to the challenges of a high-tech world [10, p. 5]. Only through the development of interdisciplinary
cooperation, the creation of effective legal and ethical norms, and the education of future generations can harmony
between technological progress and social well-being be achieved.

“The following practical initiatives can be proposed to improve the mechanism for implementing digital governance.
These proposals are aimed at improving interaction between government agencies and civil society, as well as increasing
the efficiency and transparency of management processes” [5].

First, online platforms should be introduced to encourage active voting and citizen participation in decision-making.
Such platforms can be used to conduct surveys, referendums, and discussions on current issues, allowing citizens to
directly influence the political agenda. It is important to ensure accessibility and an intuitive interface that takes into
account the needs of different population groups, including people with disabilities.

Secondly, integrating artificial intelligence (Al) technologies to analyze public opinion and identify priorities in social
policy can contribute to more tactful and informed decision-making. The use of Al can also include the automation of
data collection and analysis on citizens’ needs, which serves as the basis for building policies that are focused on the real
demands of the population.

Thirdly, feedback mechanisms need to be created that allow citizens not only to express their opinions, but also to track
how their proposals have been taken into account in the decision-making process. This could include special reports from
government agencies on how exactly the public initiative was implemented or rejected, with justification for the decision.

We also consider it necessary to develop educational programs for citizens aimed at teaching the basics of working
with digital tools. This will increase the level of digital literacy among the population, which in turn will increase their
involvement in governance processes. Training courses can be organized both offline and online, including the creation of
accessible video tutorials and webinars.

Another area of focus is active cooperation between government agencies, NGOs, and academia to implement pilot
projects on digitalization. This will not only allow new approaches to be tested, but also enable the exchange of best
practices and the creation of a support network that will facilitate the more effective implementation of digital solutions.

Special attention should also be paid to issues of ethics and data security. The development of strict norms and
standards relating to the protection of citizens’ personal information will become a necessity in the context of increasing
digitalization. The creation of independent bodies to monitor data use can ensure that citizens’ rights are always protected
and that technology is not used to the detriment of privacy and freedoms.

Summarizing the results of the study, we can conclude that in an era of rapidly advancing technological progress, digital
ethics is becoming an integral part of the socio-philosophical understanding of modernity. It is a key tool for overcoming
the challenges associated with global digitalization, including issues of privacy, free will, fair access to technology,
and the protection of human values. A philosophical approach to this phenomenon opens up prospects for harmonizing
the interaction between humans and technology, allowing us to define the limits of their permissible impact on social
and individual aspects of life. Thus, digital ethics is not only an ethical regulator, but also an important mechanism for
shaping a responsible technological future. The significance of this direction lies in its ability to prevent possible negative
development scenarios and ensure the sustainable coexistence of innovation and humanistic values.
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