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FAITH AND AI ETHICS:  

REFLECTIONS ON HUMANITY, TECHNOLOGY, 

AND DIVINE WISDOM 

 

Abstract 

Artificial Intelligence has become one of the defining technologies of the 

twenty-first century. It shapes communication, education, health care, 

finance, public administration, research, media, labor, and even religious 

life. Its power lies not merely in automation, but in its capacity to mediate 

knowledge, influence decisions, classify persons, generate language and 

images, predict behavior, and reorganize human institutions. For this 

reason, AI ethics cannot be treated as a purely technical discipline. It is a 

moral, social, philosophical, and theological question about what kind of 

humanity we are becoming. 

This article explores AI ethics from the perspective of Christian faith, with 

special attention to humanity, technology, and divine wisdom. It argues 

that Christian faith contributes to AI ethics by grounding human dignity in 

the imago Dei, interpreting technology as a form of creaturely stewardship, 

warning against idolatry and technocratic domination, and calling 

communities toward justice, truth, humility, compassion, and 

accountability. Contemporary AI governance frameworks already 

emphasize principles such as human rights, dignity, transparency, fairness, 

accountability, safety, privacy, and human oversight. UNESCO’s 

Recommendation on AI Ethics places human rights and human dignity at 

the center of responsible AI, while NIST’s AI Risk Management Framework 
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identifies trustworthy AI characteristics such as reliability, safety, resilience, 

transparency, explainability, privacy, and fairness. (UNESCO) Christian 

theology does not replace these frameworks, but deepens them by asking 

more fundamental questions: What is the human person? What is wisdom? 

What is power for? What are the limits of technology? How should love of 

God and neighbor guide innovation? 

The article concludes that faithful AI ethics must be human-centered, 

Christ-shaped, justice-oriented, truth-seeking, community-accountable, 

and spiritually humble. AI may become a powerful servant of human 

flourishing, but it must never become a substitute for divine wisdom, moral 

responsibility, embodied relationship, or the irreplaceable dignity of the 

human person. 

Keywords: Faith, AI ethics, artificial intelligence, Christian ethics, divine 

wisdom, imago Dei, human dignity, technology, justice, accountability, 

stewardship, biblical ethics. 

 

1. Introduction: Why Faith Matters in AI Ethics 

Artificial Intelligence is no longer a distant scientific imagination. It is now 

embedded in everyday life. AI recommends what people read, watch, buy, 

and believe. It assists doctors, teachers, managers, researchers, pastors, 

lawyers, bankers, and government officials. It can generate essays, images, 

music, sermons, marketing messages, legal summaries, medical notes, 

business forecasts, and political content. It can classify people for credit, 

employment, insurance, security, and public services. It can simulate 

conversation, produce persuasive language, and appear to understand 

human emotion. 

Because AI increasingly mediates knowledge, judgment, and social 

interaction, AI ethics cannot be limited to software engineering. It must ask 

deeper questions: What is the purpose of intelligence? What makes human 

beings morally significant? What forms of life should technology serve? 

https://www.unesco.org/en/artificial-intelligence/recommendation-ethics?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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What risks arise when automated systems are given authority over human 

affairs? What should remain irreducibly human? 

Global AI ethics discussions have produced many overlapping principles. 

Jobin, Ienca, and Vayena found convergence around transparency, justice 

and fairness, non-maleficence, responsibility, and privacy, while also noting 

significant divergence in how these principles are interpreted and 

implemented. (ResearchGate) Floridi and Cowls similarly proposed a unified 

framework of five principles for AI in society, while Mittelstadt warned that 

principles alone cannot guarantee ethical AI because AI development often 

lacks strong fiduciary duties, professional norms, implementation methods, 

and accountability mechanisms comparable to medicine. (Harvard Data 

Science Review) 

This is precisely where faith traditions can contribute. Christian faith brings 

not only rules but a moral vision. It asks not only “Can we build this?” but 

“Should we build this?” It asks not only “Is this efficient?” but “Is this just?” 

It asks not only “Does this system optimize outcomes?” but “Does this 

honor the human person made in the image of God?” It asks not only “Can 

AI imitate human language?” but “What kind of wisdom, humility, and love 

should guide human speech?” 

The title of this article—“Faith and AI Ethics: Reflections on Humanity, 

Technology, and Divine Wisdom”—places three concerns at the center. 

First, humanity: Christian theology begins with the conviction that human 

beings are created in the image of God (Gen. 1:26–27). Therefore, human 

dignity is not granted by productivity, intelligence, social rank, economic 

usefulness, or algorithmic classification. It is given by God. 

Second, technology: Christian faith does not reject technology as such. 

Tools, crafts, agriculture, architecture, writing, medicine, education, and 

communication are part of human cultural vocation. Yet technology is 

morally ambivalent. It can serve life or harm life. It can liberate or dominate. 

It can heal or exploit. 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/335579286_The_global_landscape_of_AI_ethics_guidelines?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://hdsr.mitpress.mit.edu/pub/l0jsh9d1?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://hdsr.mitpress.mit.edu/pub/l0jsh9d1?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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Third, divine wisdom: AI may process data, detect patterns, predict 

probabilities, and generate plausible outputs, but wisdom is more than 

computation. Biblical wisdom involves reverence for God, moral 

discernment, justice, humility, self-control, compassion, and alignment with 

God’s purposes. “The fear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom” (Prov. 

9:10). This does not mean rejecting scientific reason; it means placing 

human reason under moral and spiritual accountability. 

 

2. Theological Anthropology: The Human Person before the Machine 

2.1 The Imago Dei as the Foundation of Human Dignity 

The first theological foundation for AI ethics is the doctrine of the imago 

Dei. Genesis 1:26–27 declares that human beings are created in God’s 

image and likeness. This does not mean humans are divine, nor does it 

mean that intelligence alone defines human worth. Rather, it affirms that 

every human person bears a God-given dignity that precedes social 

evaluation. 

This matters deeply in AI ethics. Modern AI systems often classify, rank, 

score, and predict human beings. They may label people as risky, 

employable, suspicious, creditworthy, influential, depressed, productive, or 

unproductive. Such classifications can be useful, but they can also become 

morally dangerous when persons are reduced to data profiles. 

A Christian view of the person insists that no human being is exhaustively 

knowable by data. A person is more than a pattern of behavior, more than 

a consumer profile, more than a risk score, more than a productivity index, 

more than a digital trace. The person is relational, embodied, spiritual, 

moral, historical, and accountable before God. 

Tandana’s study on Christian ethics and AI emphasizes that Christian ethics 

stresses the intrinsic dignity of persons as created in the imago Dei, and 

connects this dignity to human well-being, autonomy, accountability, and 
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humility in AI development. (Jurnal STT Simpson) This insight is central: AI 

ethics must not merely protect users as consumers; it must honor persons 

as bearers of divine image. 

2.2 Human Beings Are Embodied and Relational 

AI systems can simulate conversation, recognize faces, detect patterns, and 

generate language. Yet Christian anthropology sees the human person as 

embodied and relational. Humans are born, nurtured, wounded, healed, 

loved, forgiven, and formed in relationships. We are not disembodied 

information processors. 

This is especially important in care contexts. In his chapter on AI, medicine, 

and Christian ethics, Zachary R. Calo argues that Christian theological 

anthropology brings attention to dignity, embodiment, relationality, 

vulnerability, solidarity, suffering, dependency, and the irreducibly human 

dimensions of medicine and care. (NCBI) In other words, AI may support 

diagnosis or administration, but it cannot replace the moral meaning of 

human presence. 

The same principle applies beyond health care. AI may help teachers 

prepare materials, but it cannot replace the formative relationship between 

teacher and student. AI may help pastors organize sermons, but it cannot 

replace pastoral presence, prayer, discernment, and embodied compassion. 

AI may support management decisions, but it cannot replace moral 

responsibility for how those decisions affect workers and communities. 

2.3 Intelligence Is Not the Same as Wisdom 

A central error in technological culture is to confuse intelligence with 

wisdom. AI systems may display impressive problem-solving abilities, but 

biblical wisdom involves moral orientation. Wisdom is not merely the 

ability to calculate means toward ends. It is the ability to discern worthy 

ends. 

https://journal.sttsimpson.ac.id/index.php/EJTI/article/view/595
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK613212/
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Proverbs repeatedly links wisdom with reverence, justice, discipline, 

humility, and righteousness. James 3:17 describes wisdom from above as 

pure, peaceable, gentle, reasonable, merciful, fruitful, impartial, and sincere. 

These are not computational properties; they are spiritual and moral 

qualities. 

AI can support human judgment, but it cannot become the source of 

ultimate wisdom. It can help identify patterns, but it cannot determine the 

moral worth of persons. It can recommend efficient solutions, but it cannot 

decide what love requires. It can generate persuasive language, but it 

cannot repent. It can simulate empathy, but it cannot bear another’s 

suffering in covenantal love. 

 

3. Technology as Stewardship, Not Salvation 

3.1 The Cultural Mandate and Human Creativity 

Christian faith does not teach hostility toward technology. Genesis 1:28 

gives humanity a vocation to cultivate creation. Human creativity, science, 

agriculture, medicine, architecture, music, writing, and organization can all 

be understood as expressions of responsible cultural stewardship. 

Technology can be a gift when it serves life. 

AI may help diagnose disease, translate languages, support disabled 

persons, analyze environmental data, assist education, improve disaster 

response, and reduce repetitive labor. These are not trivial benefits. 

Christian ethics should not romanticize technological limitation or reject 

innovation out of fear. 

However, stewardship differs from domination. To steward is to care for 

what belongs ultimately to God. Psalm 24:1 declares that the earth is the 

Lord’s. Human beings are caretakers, not absolute owners. Therefore, 

technology must be governed by accountability to God, neighbor, creation, 

and future generations. 
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3.2 The Temptation of Technological Idolatry 

The Bible frequently warns against idolatry. Idolatry is not only bowing to 

statues; it is giving ultimate trust, fear, devotion, and hope to something 

created. In modern society, technology can become idolatrous when it is 

treated as savior, judge, oracle, or final authority. 

AI becomes idolatrous when society assumes that data can answer every 

moral question, that optimization is the same as goodness, that 

automation is always progress, or that human limits are merely problems 

to be engineered away. The story of Babel in Genesis 11 offers a powerful 

symbol: humanity uses technology and organization to build a tower for 

self-exaltation. The issue is not construction itself, but prideful autonomy. 

Christian AI ethics must therefore ask: Are we using AI as a servant, or are 

we allowing it to become a master? Are we strengthening human 

responsibility, or outsourcing conscience? Are we serving the vulnerable, or 

enhancing the power of the already powerful? Are we cultivating wisdom, 

or merely accelerating desire? 

3.3 The Sabbath Critique of Endless Optimization 

The biblical Sabbath challenges the culture of endless productivity. Exodus 

20:8–11 and Deuteronomy 5:12–15 ground Sabbath rest in creation and 

liberation. Sabbath declares that human beings are not machines, not 

economic instruments, not productivity units. Rest is not inefficiency; it is a 

sign of freedom and trust in God. 

AI systems are often justified in terms of speed, scale, automation, and 

efficiency. These may be valuable, but Christian ethics asks whether 

technological acceleration is making people more human or less human. 

Are workers being liberated from drudgery, or monitored more intensely? 

Are students learning more deeply, or outsourcing thought? Are 

professionals gaining more time for care, or being pressured to produce 

more with fewer resources? 
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Sabbath wisdom teaches that the human good cannot be reduced to 

output. A faithful AI ethic must protect spaces for rest, worship, reflection, 

family, community, silence, and human presence. 

 

4. Biblical Ethics for the Age of AI 

4.1 Truthfulness in an Age of Synthetic Media 

The ninth commandment forbids false witness (Exod. 20:16). Ephesians 4:25 

calls believers to put away falsehood and speak truthfully. These biblical 

commands are urgent in the age of generative AI, where text, images, 

audio, and video can be produced at scale and may blur the boundary 

between reality and fabrication. 

AI-generated misinformation, deepfakes, impersonation, synthetic 

propaganda, and fabricated scholarship threaten public trust. Bender and 

colleagues warned that large language models raise risks related to data 

practices, environmental and financial costs, bias, misinformation, and the 

tendency to generate fluent but unreliable language. (ACM Digital Library) 

From a Christian perspective, the danger is not only epistemic but spiritual: 

falsehood damages community, corrupts conscience, and undermines 

justice. 

Faithful AI ethics requires truth practices: source verification, disclosure of 

AI-generated content, resistance to manipulation, careful citation, 

intellectual humility, and correction of error. Christian educators, pastors, 

researchers, and leaders should model truthfulness not merely as 

compliance, but as discipleship. 

4.2 Justice and Fairness 

Micah 6:8 summarizes God’s requirement: to do justice, love mercy, and 

walk humbly with God. Amos 5:24 calls for justice to roll down like waters. 

Isaiah 1:17 commands God’s people to seek justice and defend the 

https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.1145/3442188.3445922?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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oppressed. These texts are deeply relevant to AI systems that can 

reproduce or amplify inequality. 

Bias in AI can arise from historical data, flawed proxies, unequal 

representation, design assumptions, institutional incentives, and 

deployment contexts. If AI systems are trained on unjust social patterns, 

they may automate injustice under the appearance of neutrality. For 

example, algorithmic decision systems in health care, hiring, credit, 

policing, education, or welfare can harm vulnerable groups if not carefully 

tested and governed. 

Modern AI ethics frameworks therefore place strong emphasis on fairness, 

non-discrimination, accountability, and human rights. OECD’s AI principles 

promote trustworthy AI that respects human rights and democratic values, 

while UNESCO’s framework emphasizes dignity, transparency, fairness, 

environmental sustainability, and human oversight. (OECD) Christian ethics 

affirms these concerns while grounding them in love of neighbor and 

God’s special concern for the vulnerable. 

4.3 Love of Neighbor and the Priority of the Vulnerable 

Jesus identifies love of God and love of neighbor as the greatest 

commandments (Matt. 22:37–40). In the parable of the Good Samaritan 

(Luke 10:25–37), neighbor-love crosses ethnic, religious, and social 

boundaries. In Matthew 25:35–40, service to the hungry, stranger, sick, and 

imprisoned is presented as service to Christ. 

AI ethics must therefore ask: Who benefits? Who is harmed? Who is 

excluded? Who is unseen? Who has no voice in design decisions? Who 

bears the cost of technological experimentation? 

A Christian approach cannot evaluate AI only by aggregate efficiency. If an 

AI system benefits many but harms the powerless, the moral question 

remains. If it increases profit but exploits hidden labor, surveillance, or 

environmental resources, the issue remains. If it makes services cheaper but 

removes human care from those who most need it, the issue remains. 

https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/ai-principles.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com


Rudy C Tarumingkeng: Faith and AI Ethics -  Reflections on Humanity, 

Technology, and Divine Wisdom 

 

12 

Neighbor-love requires stakeholder inclusion, participatory design, 

community consultation, accessibility, affordability, and protection of those 

most exposed to harm. 

4.4 Accountability and Judgment 

Romans 14:12 says that each person will give an account to God. This 

theological idea matters for AI ethics because automated systems can 

obscure responsibility. When harm occurs, institutions may blame the 

model, the vendor, the dataset, the user, the regulator, or the “black box.” 

Yet moral responsibility cannot be dissolved into technical complexity. 

NIST’s AI Risk Management Framework emphasizes that trustworthy AI 

involves characteristics such as validity, reliability, safety, security, resilience, 

accountability, transparency, explainability, privacy enhancement, and 

fairness with harmful bias managed. (NIST Publications) Christian ethics 

adds that accountability is not merely procedural. It is moral. Human 

beings remain responsible for the systems they build, deploy, fund, 

regulate, and normalize. 

4.5 Humility before Mystery 

Deuteronomy 29:29 reminds us that some things belong to God. 1 

Corinthians 13:12 says human knowledge is partial. These texts do not 

discourage inquiry; they humble it. Scientific discovery is a gift, but 

creaturely knowledge is finite. 

AI culture often rewards confidence, scale, prediction, and mastery. 

Christian wisdom reminds us that not everything meaningful can be 

measured, not everything measurable is morally decisive, and not every 

uncertainty should be forced into a numerical score. 

Humility is especially needed when AI is used in high-stakes contexts: 

medical triage, criminal justice, child protection, credit, hiring, education, 

warfare, and pastoral care. The more consequential the decision, the more 

https://nvlpubs.nist.gov/nistpubs/ai/nist.ai.100-1.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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necessary humility, human review, appeal, explanation, and moral 

deliberation become. 

 

5. AI Ethics and Divine Wisdom 

5.1 Wisdom as Moral Discernment 

Divine wisdom is not anti-intellectual. It welcomes learning, observation, 

prudence, and skill. The wisdom tradition in Scripture values 

understanding, counsel, and discernment. Yet divine wisdom differs from 

technical cleverness because it is oriented toward righteousness. 

Proverbs 1:7 teaches that reverence for God is the beginning of knowledge. 

James 1:5 invites believers to ask God for wisdom. Colossians 2:3 identifies 

Christ as the one in whom treasures of wisdom and knowledge are hidden. 

Thus, Christian wisdom is relational before it is analytical. It begins not with 

control but with reverence. 

In AI ethics, wisdom means discerning how systems shape desire, attention, 

identity, community, justice, and worship. It asks not only whether a model 

performs well, but whether its use forms people toward truth, love, 

humility, and justice. 

5.2 Wisdom beyond Data 

Data reflects the past. Wisdom discerns what ought to be. AI systems are 

powerful at pattern recognition, but many ethical decisions require 

judgment about values, meaning, and responsibility. Historical data may 

reveal how people have behaved, but it cannot determine how they should 

behave. It may show what institutions have rewarded, but not what God 

requires. 

For example, an AI hiring system trained on past organizational data may 

learn patterns of previous discrimination. An AI educational system may 

optimize test scores while neglecting character formation. A pastoral 

chatbot may generate comforting words without truly understanding grief. 
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A health-care model may improve efficiency while weakening human 

presence. 

Divine wisdom therefore asks whether technology serves human formation, 

not merely institutional performance. 

5.3 Wisdom as Fear of the Lord, Not Fear of the Future 

AI discourse often swings between utopian hope and apocalyptic fear. 

Some imagine AI as the path to abundance, immortality, and superhuman 

intelligence. Others fear mass unemployment, manipulation, surveillance, 

and loss of human control. Christian faith should avoid both naive 

optimism and fatalistic panic. 

The “fear of the Lord” is not terror of technology. It is reverent orientation 

toward God as the ultimate source of wisdom. This reverence frees us from 

idolizing AI and from being paralyzed by it. We can innovate responsibly, 

critique courageously, and serve compassionately because God—not 

technology—holds the future. 

 

6. Key Ethical Issues in AI from a Faith Perspective 

6.1 Human Dignity and Dehumanization 

AI can dehumanize when it treats persons primarily as data objects. This 

can happen in surveillance systems, predictive policing, automated hiring, 

welfare fraud detection, health triage, or educational monitoring. Even 

when systems are statistically useful, they may create moral distance 

between decision-makers and affected persons. 

A Christian ethic insists that every person deserves recognition, 

explanation, voice, and appeal. No one should be silently categorized by a 

system they cannot understand, challenge, or correct. Human dignity 

requires more than accuracy; it requires respect. 

6.2 Bias and Discrimination 
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AI bias is not merely a technical defect. It is often a mirror of social sin. If 

history contains racism, classism, sexism, ableism, colonial inequality, or 

economic exclusion, AI trained on historical patterns may reproduce those 

injustices. In theological terms, technology can carry the marks of fallen 

human systems. 

Therefore, fairness audits, diverse datasets, participatory evaluation, and 

continuous monitoring are not optional. They are justice practices. 

Christians working in technology, management, education, health care, and 

public policy should treat bias mitigation as part of loving one’s neighbor. 

6.3 Privacy, Surveillance, and the Inner Life 

Privacy matters because persons are not merely public objects. Human 

beings need spaces of trust, conscience, prayer, family, confession, 

vulnerability, and growth. Constant surveillance can reshape behavior, 

weaken freedom, and create fear. 

Psalm 139 teaches that God knows the human person deeply. But divine 

knowledge is not equivalent to institutional surveillance. God’s knowledge 

is holy, loving, and just; human surveillance systems are fallible, interested, 

and often unequal. Therefore, Christian ethics should resist the idea that 

because data can be collected, it should be collected. 

Privacy is not secrecy for wrongdoing; it is a condition for human dignity, 

trust, and moral agency. 

6.4 Labor, Vocation, and Economic Justice 

AI will transform work. It may automate tasks, augment professionals, 

create new industries, and displace workers. Christian ethics views work as 

vocation, service, and participation in creation, not merely income 

generation. Genesis 2 presents work as part of human vocation before the 

fall, while Colossians 3:23 calls believers to work as unto the Lord. 

Therefore, AI-driven automation must be evaluated in terms of justice. Are 

workers retrained? Are productivity gains shared? Are people discarded? 
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Are hidden data laborers exploited? Are low-income workers monitored 

and pressured while executives benefit? Does AI serve human flourishing or 

merely shareholder efficiency? 

A Christian approach to AI and labor should support reskilling, just 

transition, worker participation, humane management, and protection of 

vulnerable workers. 

6.5 Education and Intellectual Formation 

AI can assist education through tutoring, translation, accessibility, research 

support, feedback, and individualized learning. Yet it also raises risks: 

plagiarism, dependency, shallow learning, misinformation, loss of writing 

discipline, and weakened critical thinking. 

Christian education must ask not only what students can produce with AI, 

but what kind of persons they are becoming. Are they learning honesty? 

Are they developing patience? Are they growing in wisdom? Are they 

becoming more attentive to truth? Are they learning to use tools 

responsibly? 

AI should be integrated into education as a tool for learning, not as a 

substitute for learning. Students should be taught how AI works, where it 

fails, how to cite it, how to verify claims, and how to preserve intellectual 

integrity. 

6.6 Health Care and Compassionate Presence 

In health care, AI can improve diagnosis, imaging, workflow, research, and 

treatment planning. Yet care is more than information processing. Calo’s 

Christian ethical analysis of AI in medicine emphasizes the priority of the 

person, the irreducibility of human care, and the theological significance of 

vulnerability, suffering, solidarity, and dependency. (NCBI) 

A faithful approach to medical AI should ask: Does this system help 

clinicians care better, or does it distance them from patients? Does it 

protect vulnerable patients, or expose them to opaque decisions? Does it 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK613212/
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improve equity, or deepen disparities? Does it respect the dignity of the 

dying, the disabled, the elderly, and the poor? 

6.7 Religious Life, Pastoral Care, and Spiritual Formation 

AI is already entering religious life through sermon preparation tools, Bible 

study assistants, prayer apps, pastoral chatbots, music generation, 

administrative automation, and digital discipleship resources. These tools 

may help with access and preparation, but they also raise serious 

theological questions. 

Can AI pray? It can generate prayer-like text, but prayer is not merely 

language. Prayer is communion with God. Can AI preach? It can generate 

sermon-like content, but preaching is witness, interpretation, pastoral 

responsibility, and proclamation within a community. Can AI provide 

pastoral care? It can offer generic comfort, but pastoral care involves 

presence, trust, accountability, discernment, and embodied compassion. 

AI may assist ministry, but it should not replace the church as a community 

of worship, sacrament, service, confession, forgiveness, and discipleship. 

Religious ethics and AI have become an emerging scholarly field, with 

recent work examining religious traditions’ contributions to questions of 

moral agency, human identity, knowledge, and technology. (Wiley Online 

Library) 

 

7. Contemporary AI Governance and Christian Moral Discernment 

7.1 International Governance Frameworks 

Several major governance frameworks now shape AI ethics. UNESCO’s 

Recommendation on the Ethics of AI emphasizes human rights, human 

dignity, transparency, fairness, environmental sustainability, and human 

oversight. (UNESCO) OECD’s AI principles emphasize inclusive growth, 

sustainable development, human rights, democratic values, transparency, 

explainability, robustness, safety, security, and accountability. (OECD) NIST’s 

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jore.12498?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/jore.12498?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.unesco.org/en/artificial-intelligence/recommendation-ethics?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/sub-issues/ai-principles.html?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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AI Risk Management Framework provides a structured approach to AI risk 

and trustworthiness, while the EU AI Act represents a risk-based legal 

framework addressing prohibited, high-risk, and transparency-related AI 

practices. (NIST AI Resource Center) 

These frameworks are important because they move AI ethics from abstract 

aspiration toward governance. However, Christian faith reminds us that 

regulation, while necessary, is not sufficient. Law can constrain behavior, 

but it cannot by itself produce wisdom, humility, compassion, repentance, 

or love. 

7.2 From Principles to Practices 

Mittelstadt’s critique is crucial: high-level principles may create the 

appearance of consensus while leaving implementation weak. (Nature) 

Christian ethics should take this warning seriously. Churches, universities, 

hospitals, businesses, and public institutions should not claim “ethical AI” 

merely because they list values on a policy document. 

Ethical AI requires practices: risk assessment, audit trails, human oversight, 

data governance, appeal mechanisms, bias testing, transparency reports, 

user education, procurement standards, red-team testing, environmental 

assessment, and accountability structures. It also requires virtues: honesty, 

prudence, courage, justice, patience, humility, and care. 

7.3 The Role of Communities 

AI ethics cannot be left only to engineers, executives, lawyers, or regulators. 

Communities affected by AI should have a voice. This includes workers, 

students, patients, citizens, minority groups, people with disabilities, 

religious communities, and those historically marginalized. 

The church can serve as a moral community that asks neglected questions. 

It can advocate for the vulnerable, educate members, model responsible 

use, and resist technological idolatry. Christian universities can integrate AI 

literacy with ethics, theology, management, and public service. Christian 

https://airc.nist.gov/airmf-resources/airmf/0-ai-rmf-1-0/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.nature.com/articles/s42256-019-0114-4?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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hospitals can use AI while preserving the priority of compassionate care. 

Christian businesses can adopt AI without sacrificing worker dignity. 

 

8. A Christian Framework for Faithful AI Ethics: The WISDOM Model 

To translate theological reflection into practice, this article proposes a 

simple framework: WISDOM. 

W — Worship: Keep God, Not Technology, at the Center 

The first ethical question is spiritual: What do we worship? Technology 

becomes dangerous when it claims ultimate trust. Worship reorders desire. 

It reminds us that God is Creator, humans are creatures, and tools are 

servants. 

Practical implications: resist AI hype, avoid treating AI outputs as oracles, 

preserve prayer and discernment, and evaluate technology under God’s 

purposes. 

I — Imago Dei: Honor Every Human Person 

Every AI system should be judged by whether it honors or diminishes the 

dignity of persons made in God’s image. 

Practical implications: protect human agency, ensure accessibility, prevent 

dehumanization, provide appeal mechanisms, and avoid reducing people 

to scores. 

S — Stewardship: Govern Power Responsibly 

AI is power. It must be stewarded, not idolized or privatized without 

accountability. 

Practical implications: establish governance boards, perform risk 

assessments, document data sources, manage environmental costs, protect 

workers, and monitor long-term impacts. 

D — Discernment: Seek Wisdom beyond Efficiency 
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Not every efficient system is good. Not every innovation is wise. 

Discernment asks whether AI serves truth, justice, love, and human 

flourishing. 

Practical implications: include ethical review, ask value questions before 

deployment, consider unintended consequences, and slow down when 

stakes are high. 

O — Openness: Practice Transparency and Accountability 

Ethical AI requires truthful communication. Users should know when AI is 

used, what it can and cannot do, and who is responsible for outcomes. 

Practical implications: disclose AI use, explain limitations, maintain audit 

trails, provide human contact, and accept responsibility for harm. 

M — Mercy: Prioritize the Vulnerable 

Mercy is not sentimentality. It is justice shaped by compassion. AI should 

be assessed from the perspective of those most likely to be harmed. 

Practical implications: consult affected communities, test for disparate 

impact, design for disability inclusion, protect the poor from exploitative 

automation, and avoid replacing care where presence is needed. 

 

9. Narrative Cases for Reflection 

Case 1: AI in a Christian University 

A Christian university adopts AI tools for writing support, grading 

assistance, student analytics, and administrative efficiency. The benefits are 

clear: faster feedback, early identification of struggling students, 

multilingual support, and reduced workload. 

Yet ethical questions arise. Does automated grading weaken the teacher-

student relationship? Are student analytics labeling students too early as 

“at risk”? Are privacy protections sufficient? Are students learning critical 
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thinking, or outsourcing intellectual labor? Are faculty trained to use AI 

wisely? 

A faith-based approach would not reject the tools automatically. It would 

establish policies grounded in truthfulness, learning integrity, student 

dignity, and pastoral care. Students would be taught how to use AI 

transparently and responsibly. Teachers would remain accountable for 

judgment. Data use would be limited, explained, and protected. The goal 

would be not merely efficiency, but wisdom and formation. 

Relevant biblical texts: Proverbs 4:7; James 1:5; Colossians 3:23; Philippians 

4:8. 

Case 2: AI in Hospital Management 

A hospital uses AI to improve diagnosis, predict patient flow, allocate beds, 

and reduce administrative delays. These uses may support better care. Yet 

if the AI system gives lower priority to patients whose data profiles suggest 

lower profitability or worse outcomes, dignity is threatened. 

Christian health-care ethics would ask whether AI strengthens or weakens 

the priority of the patient. It would require human review, fairness audits, 

transparent criteria, appeal mechanisms, and special attention to the poor, 

elderly, disabled, and chronically ill. Efficiency must serve compassion, not 

replace it. 

Relevant biblical texts: Matthew 25:35–40; Luke 10:33–37; Isaiah 58:6–8; 

Psalm 82:3–4. 

Case 3: AI in Church Ministry 

A church uses AI to draft sermon outlines, generate social media posts, 

summarize meeting notes, and respond to common questions from 

members. These uses may save time. However, if pastors rely on AI-

generated sermons without prayer, study, contextual discernment, or 

pastoral responsibility, ministry becomes hollow. 
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The Word of God is not content to be produced; it is truth to be received, 

interpreted, embodied, and proclaimed. AI may assist preparation, but it 

cannot replace spiritual formation, pastoral presence, or the work of the 

Holy Spirit. The church must disclose appropriate uses, protect confidential 

information, and ensure that pastoral care remains human and 

accountable. 

Relevant biblical texts: 2 Timothy 4:2; Acts 20:28; John 10:11; 1 Peter 5:2–3. 

Case 4: AI in Business Leadership 

A company uses AI for recruitment, performance analytics, scheduling, and 

productivity monitoring. Leaders claim that AI improves objectivity. Yet 

employees feel constantly watched, and some groups are disadvantaged 

by hidden scoring systems. 

Christian leadership ethics would insist that employees are not merely 

labor inputs. They are persons with dignity, families, callings, limits, and 

rights. AI should not become a tool of invisible domination. Leaders should 

provide transparency, worker consultation, fairness review, human appeal, 

and limits on surveillance. 

Relevant biblical texts: Micah 6:8; James 5:4; Colossians 4:1; Matthew 7:12. 

 

10. Biblical Passages Relevant to Faith and AI Ethics 

The following passages offer theological and ethical foundations for 

responsible reflection on AI: 

1. Genesis 1:26–27 — Human beings are created in the image of 

God. 

2. Genesis 2:15 — Humanity is called to cultivate and care for 

creation. 

3. Genesis 11:1–9 — Babel warns against prideful technological self-

exaltation. 
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4. Exodus 20:16 — The commandment against false witness 

supports truthfulness in digital communication. 

5. Deuteronomy 10:18–19 — God’s concern for the vulnerable 

grounds ethical responsibility. 

6. Psalm 24:1 — The earth belongs to the Lord, shaping stewardship. 

7. Psalm 82:3–4 — Defend the weak and uphold the cause of the 

poor. 

8. Proverbs 1:7 — Reverence for God is the beginning of knowledge. 

9. Proverbs 9:10 — Reverence for God is the beginning of wisdom. 

10. Micah 6:8 — Do justice, love mercy, and walk humbly with 

God. 

11. Matthew 5:13–16 — God’s people are called to be salt and 

light. 

12. Matthew 22:37–40 — Love of God and neighbor is the heart 

of moral life. 

13. Matthew 25:35–40 — Service to the vulnerable is service to 

Christ. 

14. Luke 10:25–37 — The Good Samaritan defines neighbor-

love across boundaries. 

15. John 1:14 — The Word became flesh, affirming embodied 

presence. 

16. Romans 12:2 — Do not be conformed to the pattern of this 

age. 

17. 1 Corinthians 13 — Knowledge without love is spiritually 

empty. 

18. James 1:5 — Ask God for wisdom. 
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19. James 3:17 — Wisdom from above is peaceable, gentle, 

merciful, and sincere. 

20. Colossians 2:3 — In Christ are hidden the treasures of 

wisdom and knowledge. 

 

11. Practical Guidelines for Christian Institutions Using AI 

Christian institutions—churches, schools, universities, hospitals, 

foundations, businesses, and ministries—should develop clear AI policies. 

Such policies should be both technically informed and theologically 

grounded. 

First, define the purpose of AI use. AI should serve mission, not dictate 

mission. A Christian school should ask how AI supports learning and 

character. A hospital should ask how AI supports care. A church should ask 

how AI supports discipleship and pastoral responsibility. 

Second, protect human dignity. AI should not be used in ways that secretly 

manipulate, shame, exclude, or classify people without accountability. 

Third, require transparency. People should know when they are interacting 

with AI or when AI influences decisions affecting them. 

Fourth, preserve human responsibility. AI should not be the final authority 

in high-stakes decisions. Human review and appeal must remain available. 

Fifth, guard privacy and confidentiality. Churches and ministries should be 

especially careful not to enter pastoral counseling data, confessions, prayer 

requests, or sensitive member information into insecure AI systems. 

Sixth, audit for bias and harm. Ethical AI requires ongoing evaluation, not 

one-time approval. 

Seventh, cultivate AI literacy. Members, students, employees, and leaders 

should understand both the capabilities and limitations of AI. 
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Eighth, resist idolatry. AI should not replace prayer, worship, pastoral 

discernment, theological study, or community. 

Ninth, include the vulnerable. The poor, elderly, disabled, digitally excluded, 

and socially marginalized should not be harmed by AI adoption. 

Tenth, evaluate spiritual formation. Ask whether AI use is forming people 

toward truth, humility, patience, responsibility, and love—or toward speed, 

dependency, manipulation, and superficiality. 

 

12. The Church’s Public Witness in the AI Era 

The church has a public vocation. It should not speak about AI only 

internally. It can contribute to public debates by offering a moral 

vocabulary rooted in dignity, wisdom, justice, care, and hope. 

The church should defend human dignity against reductionism. It should 

insist that people are not data points. It should advocate for those harmed 

by automation, surveillance, discrimination, and exclusion. It should 

educate believers to use technology truthfully and responsibly. It should 

participate in interdisciplinary dialogue with scientists, policymakers, 

educators, managers, and civil society. 

The church should also model humility. It does not possess all technical 

answers. It should learn from computer scientists, social scientists, ethicists, 

lawyers, engineers, and affected communities. But it does possess a rich 

moral and spiritual tradition that can help society ask better questions. 

In an age of artificial intelligence, the church’s witness is not nostalgia for a 

pre-digital world. It is faithful discernment in a technological world. 

 

13. Conclusion: Toward Faithful Intelligence 
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AI ethics asks what kind of intelligence we want to build. Christian faith 

asks what kind of wisdom we need to live before God and neighbor. These 

are not the same question, but they must be brought into conversation. 

Artificial Intelligence can serve human flourishing when governed by 

dignity, truth, justice, accountability, and care. It can help heal, teach, 

organize, translate, discover, and create. But it can also deceive, exploit, 

exclude, surveil, manipulate, and dehumanize. Its moral meaning depends 

not only on technical design, but on the loves, fears, incentives, institutions, 

and spiritual orientations of those who build and use it. 

Christian faith contributes to AI ethics by reminding us that human beings 

are made in the image of God, that wisdom begins with reverence, that 

power must serve love, that justice must protect the vulnerable, that 

truthfulness is sacred, that technology must remain a servant, and that no 

machine can replace divine wisdom or embodied human responsibility. 

The future of AI should not be guided by fear, hype, profit, or control. It 

should be guided by wisdom. For Christians, wisdom is ultimately found in 

Christ, “in whom are hidden all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge” 

(Col. 2:3). Therefore, faithful AI ethics is not merely about building smarter 

machines. It is about becoming wiser humans. 

 

 

Glossary 

Accountability 

The moral and institutional responsibility of persons and organizations for 

the design, deployment, and consequences of AI systems. 

AI Ethics 

The study and practice of ensuring that AI systems are developed and used 

in ways that promote human dignity, justice, safety, transparency, 

accountability, and the common good. 
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Algorithmic Bias 

Systematic unfairness in AI outputs or decisions caused by biased data, 

flawed design, unequal social conditions, or inappropriate deployment. 

Artificial Intelligence 

Computational systems designed to perform tasks associated with human 

intelligence, such as pattern recognition, prediction, language generation, 

decision support, and learning from data. 

Divine Wisdom 

Wisdom grounded in reverence for God, moral discernment, righteousness, 

humility, justice, compassion, and alignment with God’s purposes. 

Embodiment 

The Christian understanding that human beings are not merely minds or 

data patterns, but bodily persons who live, suffer, relate, worship, and act in 

the world. 

Human Dignity 

The inherent worth of every human being. In Christian theology, dignity is 

grounded in creation in the image of God. 

Human Oversight 

The requirement that human beings remain meaningfully involved in 

supervising, reviewing, and taking responsibility for AI systems, especially 

in high-stakes contexts. 

Imago Dei 

Latin for “image of God.” It refers to the biblical teaching that human 

beings are created in God’s image and therefore possess inherent dignity 

and moral significance. 

Machine Learning 

A field of AI in which systems learn patterns from data and use those 

patterns to make predictions, classifications, or generated outputs. 
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Non-Maleficence 

The ethical principle of avoiding or minimizing harm. 

Privacy 

The protection of personal information, personal boundaries, and the 

conditions needed for dignity, trust, conscience, and human freedom. 

Stewardship 

The responsible care and governance of gifts, resources, power, and 

creation under God’s authority. 

Technological Idolatry 

The spiritual and moral distortion that occurs when technology is treated 

as ultimate authority, savior, judge, or source of meaning. 

Transparency 

The practice of making AI use, limitations, data practices, decision logic, 

and accountability structures understandable to relevant stakeholders. 

Trustworthy AI 

AI that is reliable, safe, secure, transparent, explainable, privacy-respecting, 

accountable, and fair. 
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