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Abstract: The world is rapidly moving towards a new era: the age of artificial intelligence. We
are now surrounded by manmade systems and spend most of our days dealing with the artificial
— using our computers, phones, ipads, televisions —and dealing less and less with that which is
natural. The relationship between the artificial and the human has traditionally been
characterized in normative terms.

One of the biggest challenges posed by Artificial Intelligence is the status of the
normative concept of responsibility. With the emergence of increasingly developed technologies
and artificial agents impacting the day by day, several problems arise but, at this stage, we don’t
seem to have the conceptual tools to engage with its solutions.

The main caveat for that is a specific responsibility thesis that is being used in the
traditional scenarios of human-machine interactions, that we will henceforth call the
“conventional thesis” (CT), which can be logically stated as follows:

(CT): x is a responsible agent iff x possess y;

A negative version is also applied: no Artificial Agent (AA) is responsible for its actions or
motivations. On the basis of (CT) we can find a fundamental ontological assumption: the thesis
that no (AA) posses, ontologically, the y property that is relevant to give moral status to an
entity. Note that y is not a property of an unlimited open set but, rather, must be a morally
relevant property for the normativity of responsible actions. Thus, y is conventionally equivalent
to a set of properties whose legal codes and common sense commonly denominate
"consciousness” or "self-awareness" that we can summarize as mentalistic or intentionalist
properties. That is: for an agent x to be held responsible, x must necessarily have the property
of being a conscious or/and self-conscious agent

This is, in a nutshell, what (CT) is about: a very plausible way of making moral judgments
about actions caused by human beings and it actually works pretty well for a pre-artificial
intelligence realm. The problem is that, again, we are reaching the age of artificial intelligence.
The world is changing but our concepts of normativity regarding moral agency and moral
responsibility remain the same as before (cf. Verbeek, 2011). We are trying to create fire with
stones whilst ignoring that stones are no longer the best way to create fire: we are using the
same ethical assumptions to think a world of actions where human beings are no more the only
player in town.

In this talk, we will argue that (CT) creates what it is known as the “responsibility gap”
(RG). We will show that (CT) is implausible to deal with the rapid development of current
technologies and, at the shoulders of Luciano Floridi (2013, 2016), we will propose the concept
of Distributed Responsibility (DR) to close the current normative gap (cf. Gouveia, 2018, 2019).
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