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Publication & Research Continuity Note: ​
The foundational draft and original conceptual articulation of this framework 

were first published by the author in October 2025. For chronological record and 

research continuity, the original text remains publicly accessible at: 

https://thedielladoctrine.blogspot.com/2025/10/the-diella-doctrine-when-ai-is-c

ure-for.html 

____________________________________________________________ 

ABSTRACT 

The rise of artificial intelligence in state governance represents not merely a technological shift, 

but a civilisational crisis — the progressive automation of human accountability. This paper 

introduces the Diella Doctrine, a philosophical framework proposing that AI must remain 

constitutionally subordinate to human moral consciousness in all governance contexts. 

Grounded in Albania’s 2025 appointment of the world’s first AI government minister, “Diella,” 

and the subsequent politicisation of its algorithmic offspring — the “83 Children” designed to 

surveil Socialist Party MPs — this study identifies a systemic pattern: AI deployed without a 

Sovereign Shield accelerates democratic erosion rather than preventing it. Drawing on 

conceptual analysis and deductive reasoning, the paper advances two foundational pillars: the 

Creative Foundation (Architect vs. Bridge) and the Moral Foundation (Calculated Equality vs. 

Moral Equity). Synthesising classical philosophy (Al-Farabi, Aristotle, Rousseau, Kant) with 

contemporary governance theory and literary dystopia (Huxley, Vonnegut), the doctrine argues 

that practical wisdom — Aristotelian phronesis — is a non-computable moral prerequisite that 

algorithms inherently lack. The paper further proposes the Architect Generation 

https://thedielladoctrine.blogspot.com/2025/10/the-diella-doctrine-when-ai-is-cure-for.html
https://thedielladoctrine.blogspot.com/2025/10/the-diella-doctrine-when-ai-is-cure-for.html
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framework: a structured ethical formation of youth aged 15–25 as the strategic counter to 

algorithmic indoctrination. Recent validations in 2026, including Albanian political unrest and 

ethical revolts within leading AI firms, confirm the doctrine’s empirical urgency. This 

framework is offered as a global manifesto for governance scholars, techno-ethicists, and 

policymakers navigating the threshold between democratic sovereignty and technocratic 

dictatorship. 

 

Primary Keywords: Artificial Intelligence, Governance, Democracy, The Diella Doctrine, 

Albania, AI Minister, Corruption, Ethics, Future Politics 

Thematic Keywords: Architect Generation, Algorithmic Governance, Moral Agency, AI Ethics, 

Social Contract, Phronesis, Accountability, Technocracy, Al-Farabi, Aristotle 

 

Editorial Context & Author Disclosures 

Terminology Disclosure: The term “Architect Generation” was coined by Arif Jameel 

and is introduced in this work as a moral–political category for the age of algorithmic 

governance. 

Related Concept Expansion: A detailed conceptual development of the Architect 

Generation is presented in the author’s supplementary framework, “The Architect Generation: 

Analyzing the 25-Year Intellectual Development Window in the Age of Generative AI” 

(available at: 

https://thedielladoctrine.blogspot.com/p/architect-generation-definition-to.html). 

Continuity Note (Related Works): This manuscript is an independent scholarly 

contribution that forms part of a broader research trajectory on AI ethics and governance. For 

contextual continuity, readers may consult the author’s related foundational works archived on 

Zenodo for copyright: 

1.​ The Jameel Doctrine (2026). Zenodo. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.20097490  

2.​ The Ethical Passport Theory (EPT) (2026). Zenodo. 

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.20106107  

 

1. INTRODUCTION: THE RESEARCH PROBLEM 
The Diella Doctrine, proposed by Arif Jameel (October 2025, Lahore, Pakistan), presents a 

philosophical framework arguing that artificial intelligence must remain ethically guided by 

human moral consciousness. While the trigger was Albania’s Pilot Experiment with the AI 

Minister “Diella,” the Doctrine serves as a Universal Governance Framework for any 

nation-state facing Democratic Decay. 

The current trajectory of Artificial Intelligence (AI) integration into state governance is often 

framed as a technical evolution. However, this transition constitutes a profound philosophical 

crisis. The emerging condition may be described as the “Crisis of the 83 Algorithms” — a 

systemic reliance on black-box computations to solve human moral dilemmas. To address this 

crisis, the Diella Doctrine proposes the following primary research question: 

The Primary Research Question 
“All other things remaining the same (Ceteris Paribus), if the weaknesses of the 

democratic system grow so profound that a Minister of Artificial Intelligence 

becomes necessary, will this technology be the salvation of humankind, or will it 

https://thedielladoctrine.blogspot.com/p/architect-generation-definition-to.html
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.20097490
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.20106107


The Diella Doctrine | Arif Jameel  

unlock a world where the authority of justice slips from human hands into the 

algorithms of machines?” — Arif Jameel 

This framework is open for critical review by Global Governance Researchers, Techno-Ethicists, 

and Political Scientists. The central inquiry is whether AI offers a corruption-free future or 

signals the final end of human moral agency. 

 

2. CASE STUDY: THE “DIELLA” MILESTONE AND THE 83 
ALGORITHMS 
The Diella Doctrine is grounded in the historical pivot of September 11, 2025, when Albania’s 

Prime Minister Edi Rama appointed the world’s first artificial government minister, ‘Diella’ 

(meaning ‘Sun’).
1
 While presented as a fusion of cultural identity and future technology, this 

step raised a critical question: if corruption within a democratic system is so severe that an AI 

system is deemed necessary, could future democratic governments be led by a cabinet 

composed entirely of AI-driven ministers? 

The theoretical warnings within this Doctrine were rapidly validated in late October 2025 

through a significant political escalation. During the Berlin Global Dialogue, it was announced 

that the AI Minister would “deliver 83 children”
2
 — specific algorithms designed for each 

Socialist Party MP. This transition from non-partisan transparency to a mechanism for internal 

party discipline illustrates a central warning of this research: the “Automation of 

Accountability” often masks the expansion of “Digital Surveillance.” 

This escalation is categorised into two systemic risks: 

1. Digital Surveillance & Loyalty Enforcement: The AI ‘children’ are tasked with 

monitoring lawmakers and recording discourse to provide political leverage. 

2. Transparency Hijacked: The original goal of non-partisan, data-driven transparency 

in tenders was repurposed into a mechanism for strategic political counter-response. 

 

This core contradiction serves as the empirical foundation for the Diella Doctrine: AI is a 

necessary technological evolution, but if it is integrated into a system of deeply ingrained 

political corruption without a “Sovereign Shield,” it risks accelerating democratic erosion rather 

than preventing it. 

Intellectual Standing and the Modern Research Context 
While the concept of algorithmic governance has existed in theoretical discourse, the Diella 

Doctrine is a unique philosophical framework designed to navigate the transition where human 

emotions and decisions are replaced by data. This scenario presents a civilisational crossroads: 

a choice between a new “dawn” of transparency or a “dark night” where the human heart and 

soul are subordinated to machine logic. 

The technical development of Diella by Albania’s National Agency for the Information Society 

(AKSHI), in collaboration with Microsoft
3
, represents a strategic “leapfrogging” of traditional 

3
 National Agency for Information Society (AKSHI). (2025). Digital Governance 

Collaboration with Microsoft. Albania. 

2
 Rama, E. (2025, October). Announcement of ‘Diella’s 83 Children’. Berlin Global 

Dialogue. 

1
 Rama, E. (2025, September 12). Announcement of AI Minister Diella. Government of 

Albania; see also Palki Sharma / Firstpost (2025), Vantage: Albania’s AI Minister 

“Pregnant” with 83 Children [Video Report]. 
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administrative structures. However, the move has exposed a profound “Legal Vacuum.” When 

opponents challenged the constitutionality of an AI minister, the system’s response was telling: 

“The Constitution speaks of institutions in the service of the people. It does not 

speak of chromosomes, flesh, or blood; it speaks of duties, accountability, 

transparency, and non-discriminatory service.”
4
 

This assertion by the algorithm highlights the central crisis this doctrine addresses: the attempt 

to decouple “Accountability” from “Humanity.” By arguing that chromosomes and blood are 

irrelevant to governance, the system ignores the necessity of a moral conscience. Regardless of 

the long-term success of the Albanian experiment, it has transformed abstract questions about 

AI’s legal status and bias into a tangible, practical reality that necessitates a Sovereign Shield. 

 

3. METHODOLOGY: THE SOVEREIGN SHIELD AND THE 
ARCHITECT 
The central problem addressed by this research is not technological efficiency, but the 

“Automation of Accountability.” When justice is calculated rather than felt, the “virtuous city” 

(as envisioned by Al-Farabi)
5
 collapses into a mechanical grid. To counter this, the construction 

of a “Sovereign Shield” is proposed — a philosophical defence mechanism designed to ensure 

that technology remains a tool for the “Architect” rather than a master of the subject. 

This study employs a methodology of Conceptual Analysis and Deductive Reasoning. This 

approach does not rely on empirical datasets, which often operate as lagging indicators of 

ethical shifts. Instead, it analyses the “Logical Necessity” of human intuition in the judicial 

process. The methodology is structured around two core pillars of inquiry: 

Pillar 1: The Creative Foundation (The Architect vs. The Bridge) 
A foundational distinction is introduced between the structural transport of information and 

the architectural soul of expression. While Generative AI functions as a sophisticated “Bridge” 

— a tool for connectivity and data distribution — it remains a static construct. The “Architect” 

(the human creator) is the only entity capable of imbuing the journey with purpose. 

Accordingly, the soul of governance cannot be automated; it requires the Architect’s presence to 

transform raw data into a living narrative of justice. 

Pillar 2: The Moral Foundation (Calculated Equality vs. Moral Equity) 
Building upon the critique of “Algorithmic Idolatry,” this study compares the “Calculated 

Equality” of algorithms with the “Moral Equity” of human traditions. Human intuition is not a 

computable variable but a sovereign moral compass. To treat an algorithm as an “Idol” of 

objective truth is to ignore the inherent lack of empathy in silicon-based decision-making. This 

framework rejects passive digital subjecthood in favour of morally sovereign human actors, 

bridging 18th-century educational philosophy (Rousseau) with 21st-century technological 

ethics. 

 

5
 Al-Farabi. (1985). Al-Farabi on the Perfect State (R. Walzer, Trans.). Oxford University 

Press. (Original work published ca. 940–950). 

4
 Editorial note: the exact primary source of this quoted statement could not be matched 

against the current reference list. Please confirm the original source (official Albanian 

government transcript, AKSHI statement, or media report such as Palki Sharma / 

Firstpost, 2025) so this citation can be completed with a precise reference. 
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4. LITERATURE REVIEW: THE ETHICAL SCAFFOLDING 
This section demonstrates how the Diella Doctrine engages established intellectual traditions to 

support the thesis that algorithmic governance without human Phronesis (practical wisdom) 

produces a post-human political condition. Literary dystopias and philosophical reflections are 

treated not merely as fiction, but as diagnostics of institutional collapse. 

4.1. Technical Slavery and the Loss of Agency (Huxley & Vonnegut) 
A parallel is drawn between Aldous Huxley’s Brave New World (1932)

6
 and the current “Digital 

Dopamine” era. Huxley warned that the greatest threat to humanity is the replacement of 

freedom with engineered comfort. Within the Diella Doctrine, the “Soma of 2026” is defined as 

the uncritical acceptance of AI-driven decisions. This mirrors Kurt Vonnegut’s Harrison 

Bergeron (1961)
7
, where enforced equality is maintained by a “Handicapper General” — a 

literary precursor to 21st-century algorithmic bias. If machines are permitted to define equality, 

the Architect’s right to excellence is sacrificed. 

4.2. The Philosophical Crossroads: Logic vs. Humanity 
This struggle between logic and consciousness has long been anticipated in both science fiction 

and global policy thought. From Isaac Asimov’s robotics stories
8
 to films like I, Robot and Her, 

the growing authority of AI challenges human autonomy. Leading thinkers such as Yuval Noah 

Harari and Nick Bostrom
9
 echo these fears, warning of power concentration and the dangerous 

shift in the global balance of power. Even industry leaders like Sam Altman have confessed to 

the fear of who will ultimately control these tools.
10

 Consequently, policy bodies like the OECD 

and UNESCO stress that “human oversight” remains the only safeguard for ethics and rights.
11

 

4.3. The 4As Framework: From Anxiety to Apathy 
The psychological dimension of this doctrine is addressed through the “4As Framework.” While 

contemporary society exists in the era of Anger, Anxiety, and AI (3As), the true event horizon is 

identified as Apathy (the 4th A). Drawing upon Elif Shafak’s reflections on literature and 

empathy
12

, the human soul is treated as the final defence against machine-led governance. If the 

judge is a pure algorithm, empathy is deleted from the equation of justice, leading to a state of 

total civic apathy. 

 

5. ANALYSIS: THE STRATEGIC ROADMAP AND GLOBAL 
MANIFESTO 
The Diella Doctrine is not a localised Albanian issue; it is a Global Manifesto addressing the 

algorithmic erosion of human sovereignty worldwide. By analysing the potential outcomes and 

challenges, a strategic roadmap is provided for international bodies to regulate AI-driven 

political authority. 

12
 Shafak, E. (2020). How to Stay Sane in an Age of Division. Profile Books. 

11
 OECD. (2021). Recommendation of the Council on Artificial Intelligence. 

https://oecd.ai/en/ai-principles; UNESCO. (2021). Recommendation on the Ethics of 

Artificial Intelligence. https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000381137 

10
 CNBC. (2023, March). Interview with Sam Altman: The Future of OpenAI. 

9
 Harari, Y. N. (2016). Homo Deus: A Brief History of Tomorrow. Harvill Secker; Bostrom, 

N. (2014). Superintelligence: Paths, Dangers, Strategies. Oxford University Press. 

8
 Asimov, I. (1950). I, Robot. GNOME Press. 

7
 Vonnegut, K. (1961). Harrison Bergeron. The Magazine of Fantasy & Science Fiction, 

21(4), 4–8. 

6
 Huxley, A. (1932). Brave New World. Chatto & Windus. 
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5.1. The Dual Horizon: Potential and Peril 
The integration of AI into governance is categorised into two distinct dimensions: the appeal of 

efficiency and the risk of dehumanisation. 

The Positive Outcomes (The Appeal) 
1. Elimination of Greed: AI, being devoid of human emotions and personal interests, 

offers a potential cure for ingrained institutional corruption. 

2. Algorithmic Efficiency: Data-driven decisions could realise the concept of the 

“Welfare State” by maximising transparency and the swift delivery of public services 

without political pressure. 

The Negative Challenges (The Warning) 
1. The Empathy Void: Government is not a mathematical game. An algorithm lacks 

Phronesis (moral wisdom), making its decisions dry and lifeless. 

2. The Accountability Dilemma: The delegation of authority to a machine creates a legal 

vacuum where no “soul” bears responsibility for error. 

3. The Technocratic Dictatorship: The Albanian “83 Children” demonstrates that AI can 

easily shift from a tool of transparency to a mechanism for digital surveillance, 

potentially ending democratic agency. 

 

6. THE ARCHITECT FOUNDATION: MORAL DNA AND THE 
15–25 WINDOW 
The core mechanism of this doctrine is based on the premise that it is essential to build the 

‘Human’ before the technology. Until the “Moral DNA” of the creator — comprising hard work, 

harmony, and truth — is rectified, AI will only serve as a high-speed vehicle for existing 

corruption. This doctrine maintains that AI should not be the ‘final decision-maker’ but a 

“Transparent Mirror” to be utilised by an ethically awakened human: the Architect. 

6.1. Rousseau’s “Second Birth” and the Architect Generation 
The educational necessity of this doctrine is grounded in Jean-Jacques Rousseau’s Emile 

(1762).
13

 Two critical claims define this new generation: 

A. The 15–25 Window: Following Rousseau’s concept of the “second birth,” this 10-year 

window is defined as the critical period in which the “Architect Generation” must be 

formed. This is the stage where intellectual independence and moral sovereignty are 

crystallised. 

B. Defence Against Algorithmic Indoctrination: Rousseau’s “Negative Education” is 

recontextualised as a defence mechanism. Unless youth are protected from digital noise 

and “Algorithmic Indoctrination” during this formative decade, their capacity for 

abstract thinking risks being permanently outsourced to generative models. 

6.2. The Fallacy of Algorithmic Neutrality 
The primary justification for AI-led governance — the elimination of human bias — is a 

philosophical fallacy. While AI eliminates biological fatigue, it introduces static bias derived 

13
 Rousseau, J.-J. (1979). Emile, or On Education (A. Bloom, Trans.). Basic Books. 

(Original work published 1762). 
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from historical data. Drawing upon Aristotle’s concept of Phronesis (practical wisdom)
14

, a 

machine may calculate “Equality” but it cannot perceive “Equity.” Justice is not a static data 

point to be retrieved; it is a dynamic moral act that requires an intuitive understanding of 

human context — something algorithms inherently lack. 

6.3. The Ethical Anchor: Human-in-the-Loop 
The Diella Doctrine maintains that technology must always function within an ethical 

framework designed by humans. “Human-in-the-Loop” governance is advocated: AI provides 

the data and the solution, but the final accountability remains the sole prerogative of the human 

spirit. The algorithm is the engine, but human values are the steering wheel. This shift 

empowers the ‘Young Architects’ to bypass the old, corrupt guard and install a governance 

based on their Economic Declaration of Independence. 

6.4. The Architect Generation as the Strategic Solution 
The central thesis of the Diella Doctrine is that while AI is immensely valuable, it must be 

guided by ethically formed humans. The true solution to systemic corruption is not “Machine 

Rule,” but the emergence of the Architect Generation — a youth trained in moral responsibility, 

self-discipline, and public service. In this framework, “Diella” is not the end point but a 

Warning Signal: it demonstrates both the promise of transparent governance and the profound 

danger of accountability moving away from human judgment. 

The future of sustainable AI governance depends on forming a generation that can utilise 

technology without surrendering agency. This doctrine does not reject AI; rather, it insists that 

Human Ethics must come first. This ensures that machine intelligence remains a servant to 

justice, transparency, and the common good, rather than a substitute for human conscience. 

 

7. COUNTERARGUMENTS AND REBUTTALS 
To meet scholarly standards, the Diella Doctrine addresses dominant technocratic critiques that 

treat governance as an optimisation problem rather than a moral institution. 

7.1. Technical Superiority vs. Judgment Power 
Critique: AI can process 83 (or 83,000) variables simultaneously, far exceeding human 

cognitive capacity. 

Rebuttal: AI may be superior in Processing Power, but it remains fundamentally inferior in 

Judgment Power. Processing constitutes raw material (data), whereas judgment constitutes 

Architecture (Wisdom). Governance based on processing without judgment is merely “Forced 

Optimisation,” where the human element is treated as noise to be filtered out. 

7.2. Efficiency Necessity vs. The Soul of Justice 
Critique: In complex modern economies, human deliberation is too slow; algorithmic 

governance is necessary for survival. 

Rebuttal: Drawing upon Rousseau’s perspective
15

, a society that prioritises speed over the soul 

is a society in decline. The inherent “slowness” of human justice is its primary safeguard — it 

allows for the “Second Birth” of reflection and empathy. Efficiency achieved at the cost of 

empathy is not progress; it is merely a more efficient form of tyranny. 

15
 Rousseau, J.-J. (1979). Emile, or On Education (A. Bloom, Trans.). Basic Books. 

(Original work published 1762). 

14
 Aristotle. (2009). The Nicomachean Ethics (D. Ross, Trans.). Oxford University Press. 

(Original work published ca. 350 BCE). 
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8. CONCLUSION: THE ARCHITECT’S MANIFESTO 
The Diella Doctrine is presented as an essential philosophical architecture for the 21st century. 

Its central claim remains absolute: governance cannot be reduced to mere output accuracy, 

because justice is fundamentally inseparable from moral responsibility. Therefore, algorithmic 

systems must remain constitutionally subordinate to accountable human judgment. 

The doctrine serves as a sovereign roadmap for the Architect Generation to reclaim its role as 

the master of technological tools. The authority of justice must remain firmly in human hands, 

guided by the universal moral laws established in this framework. Humanity must not become 

the generation that built the machine that replaced the soul; it must instead become the 

generation that used the machine to amplify the human spirit and ensure the preservation of 

democratic dignity. 

 

“The soul is the compass that guides the power of the algorithm.” — Arif Jameel 

 

APPENDIX: CONTEMPORARY VALIDATIONS (2026) 
The following recent global developments provide empirical and sociological reinforcement for 

the ethical premises of The Diella Doctrine. These events demonstrate that the “Responsibility 

Gap” and the need for a “Sovereign Shield” are now active crises in global governance and the 

AI industry. 

I. Sociological Validation: The Erosion of Institutional Trust in Albania 
Context: 
Political unrest and corruption allegations surrounding the Albanian government in early 2026. 

The Principle: 
This crisis illustrates a broader sociological reality: when power — whether human or 

algorithmic — becomes concentrated without sufficient moral accountability, public trust 

erodes, leading to institutional collapse. 

Doctrine Alignment: 
While the 2026 unrest stems from traditional political factors, it reflects the foundational 

warning of the Diella Doctrine: that any powerful system requires oversight by an ethically 

awakened human conscience to remain legitimate. 

Reference: 
AOL/Reuters, February 2026: “Political Unrest and Governance Challenges in Albania.” 

 

II. Technical Validation: The Ethical Revolt in the AI Industry 
Context: 
Leading AI developers (including debates within Anthropic and OpenAI) raising objections to 

unrestricted military and surveillance use of advanced models. 

The Principle: 
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The emergence of “Damage Control” and internal ethical debates at the highest levels of the AI 

industry prove that technology is not a neutral tool. Leading experts are now acknowledging 

that advanced machines cannot operate safely without human moral oversight. 

Doctrine Alignment: 
This development directly reinforces the argument regarding “Algorithmic Idolatry.” It proves 

that the industry itself is now realising that “Machine Intelligence” without “Human Phronesis” 

leads to a dangerous concentration of uncontrolled authority. 

Reference: 
Landymore, F. (March 2, 2026). Sam Altman in Damage Control Mode / Anthropic Ethical 

Boundaries. Futurism. 

https://futurism.com/artificial-intelligence/sam-altman-damage-control-mass-cancellation 
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