Presentation Transcript: Should AI Be Considered a Person?
Slide 1: Title Page
Hi, my name is Charlotte Moore, and my presentation is on should AI be considered a person.
Slide 2: Introduction
During this presentation, I will be discussing personhood and how it links to AI. Personhood means what makes someone count as a person. It is mainly about who deserves rights and respect and moral treatment, as well as who we actually define as being a person. There are a few ideas that could make someone a person. A person is someone who can think and have a voice and be completely aware of themselves. Another idea is someone who can make choices for themselves and be responsible for their actions.
 This makes us think, if AI can actually do these things, even though AI has been seen to be quite intelligent, and they answer back to you with every question. It does not make them a person in my eyes. I am using the ideas because AI now acts in ways that seem human. It can talk, make decisions, and respond, just like a person would if you were to ask them questions. This does make everybody consider whether AI can just count as a person or if is simply just a flare in technology, which has potentially gone out of control. In the rest of my presentation, I will look at how these theories applied to AI, and later I will share my own perspective on whether AI should be considered a person with personhood. 
Slide 3: Theoretical Perspectives
Theoretical perspectives. In this part of the presentation, I will be covering a few ideas that make us think if AI could ever be seen as a person. The ideas around autonomy, rights and responsibilities, moral consideration, and relationships. The first point autonomy just means being able to make your own choices. As humans, we can think for ourselves and make our own choices and decide what we do, and the consequences of what we do. Where the question stands, whether AI can actually do this. Is AI programmed to answer every question? Or could it be considered the next generation of humans? With AI the question is whether it is really choosing or is it just following instructions from someone higher up. Autonomy helps us to ask, does AI act on its own, or is it controlled by others. Does AI have its own mind or do others influence it. This is the question.
 On the next point I will cover rights and responsibilities. If something is seen as a person, we would consider it to have rights, and if it is considered to have rights, then it should also have responsibility. Humans are held responsible for their actions. As well as what we do, AI does not understand the bigger picture of laws and consequences. So, within this theory could we ask whether AI has ever had rights and do we think its responsible for its actions. Moving on, we have moral consideration, this means asking whether something deserves respect and the protection that us humans have. 
We give moral consideration to humans and often other creatures within the world because we can feel and experience things, we have feelings. Where AI tends to answer just the questions that you give it and rarely has emotions and feelings. So, with this in mind, it does make us question whether AI could get to the point where it does have feelings and emotions and relationships. Personhood can come from how we act or relate to something. If we treat something like we would a person, where we form respect and possibly a friendship with that person or a relationship. Do we feel that AI can possibly do this. Does AI become reliable just like a human would, and because it can answer the questions that we ask it, it does seem more like a person. However, technology has got to the point where it has gone out of control and made AI just like a person. However, this could possibly be the future for technology. I do not feel that AI can have the feelings and form relationships like we do. 


Slide 4:  Academic Insights

Academic insights, the first academic thought states that to enable AI to become a person, it would need to think and act for itself and become aware of its own thoughts. This would refer to conscientious. The second academic source focuses on responsibility as AI becomes more autonomous. Many argue that this tool can become responsible for its own actions. This then creates the debate that if AI can act alone, then the law should maybe give it a legal identity. However, it is important to take in to account the fact that AI was trained and programmed by humans, giving it its human traits. Both insights from these two sources mainly agree as their thoughts highlight that AI cannot be morally responsible for its actions, now and in the future. 

Slide 5: My Perspective
My perspective, based on the research conducted on whether AI should be considered a person. I feel AI should does not have self-awareness and the emotions and feelings that us humans do. The AI tool is not able to reflect on its own thoughts. This research fits well within the theory that personhood requires awareness and the ability to understand and feel emotions. AI tends to behave differently by communicating in a different way using different patterns. I agree with the academic insights around conscientious.
 As it explains why AI cannot be a moral person due to its lack of moral responsibilities and self-awareness. However, I disagree with the thoughts that AI could be responsible for its actions like humans, as I feel that the responsibility should stay with the individuals who train and create AI. I feel if AI was able to be responsible for its actions, then this would give them a sense of personhood, and I feel as a technology tool this should not be granted to AI to become an individual with a legal identity. 
Slide 6: Conclusion
To conclude this presentation on whether AI should be considered a person with personhood, it is clear to see that most are concerned for the future of artificial intelligence. From a moral perspective most, academics agree that moral personhood requires self-awareness. AI follows some human traits. However, it lacks a lot when it comes to feelings, lived experiences and different behaviour patterns, which shows it is not able to have a sense of personhood. 
From a legal side, it has been highlighted within academic thoughts that AI could possibly cause harm, with it not being able to take responsibility for its actions in the same way that humans do. To sum up this presentation, the theories highlight that AI can be useful in some areas, however, it does not meet the requirements for personhood showing AI cannot be considered a person in this current time. 
