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Abstract: Aligning artificial intelligence (Al) ethical governance with the Al rule of law is an inevitable
requirement for addressing the deep integration of artificial intelligence into social life. Compared to the Trolley
Problem, the “Drunk Driving Problem” has deeper ethical and legal significance in the context of Al governance.
The fact that Al value alignment is difficult to achieve through self-consistency solely within the ethical sphere,
and the practical obstacles regarding legal enforcement and application in Al governance, jointly constitute the
logical starting point for the necessity of the alignment between Al ethical governance and the Al rule of law. To
accomplish this alignment, one should adopt “minimalism” as the core principle and construct a phased pathway
as follows: embedding fault-tolerance mechanisms in the design phase to ensure technological development;
integrating ethics and law in the supervision phase to control application risks; and adhering to the principle of
proportionality in the accountability phase to balance liability and ethical values.

Key Words: Al ethics governance; Al rule of law; Drunk driving problem; Fault tolerance mechanism;
Principle of proportionality
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