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Artificial Intelligence in The Perspective of
Indonesian Law: Subject or Object of Law?

ABSTRACT

The rapid development of artificial intelligence (Al) technology has presented
newchallenges in the field of law, particularly regarding its status as a legal subject or
object inindonesia. What isthe legal position of artificial intelligence (Al) in Indonesia and
what legal implications ariseregarding its regulation as an object or subject of law in the
Indonesian legal system? Thepurpose of this study is to explore and determine the legal
position of Al in Indonesia, aswell as analyze the legal implications that may arise from

this status. This research uses
agualitativeapproachwithnormativelegalresearchmethodsandcomparativeanalysis.Data
was obtained through

aliteraturereviewthatincludednationallawsandregulations,internationallegaldocuments,andr
elatedacademicliterature. Theresultsshowthatinthelndonesianlegalsystem,Aliscurrently
considered more as a legal object, without a personification status that
allowsrecognitionasalegalsubject. Thisleadstovariousconsequences,includingliabilityissues
in cases of harm caused by Al actions. This study also found that there are gaps in Al-
specific regulations, creating room for debate on whether or not legal policy changes
areneeded to support Al as partial legal subjects or entities with limited liability. In
conclusion,Al in Indonesian law is still positioned as a legal object with inadequate
regulations toaddress the complexity of Al use in various sectors. There is a need to
develop adaptivelegal policies and a clearer regulatory framework to address the ethical
challenges and legalresponsibilities in this digital era. This research recommends legal
reforms that consider amultidisciplinary approach and the precautionary principle to
maximize the potential of Alwithoutcompromisinglegalprotectionforsociety.

Keywords: Artificial:Intelligence, Legal Subject, Legal Object, Indonesian Law, Legal
Responsibility, Regulation, Legal Reform.

1. INTRODUCTION

Thedevelopmentofartificialintelligence(Al)technologyintoday'sdigitaleraisincreasingly
rapidandhaspenetratedvariousaspectsoflife,rangingfromindustry,health,transportation,
tolaw.InIndonesia,theuseofAlisstartingtobeutilizedforefficiencyandinnovationin
varioussectors,butregulationsgoverningthistechnologyarestillinadequate[1]. This
backgroundunderscorestheimportanceofdiscussingthelegalstatusofAl,whetheritcanbe
recognizedasalegalsubjectwithrightsandresponsibilities,orstillbetreatedasalegalobject
subjecttohumancontrol.Thisconditionposessignificantchallengesintheapplicationoflawinindon
esia,especiallyintermsoflegalresponsibilityandprotectionoftherightsofindividuals




andsociety.Artificialintelligencehastheabilitytomakeautonomousdecisions,whichoften
haveadirectimpactonhumans[2].Forexample,theuseof Alinautonomousvehiclesor
medicalsystemsthatrelyonalgorithmsfordiagnosisandpatientcareraisesthequestionof
whoisliableintheevent of errorsorharm. Thelackof clarityregardingthelegalstatusof Al
posesadilemmaamonglegal expertsandpolicymakers: whether Alshouldbeconsidereda
legalsubjectthatcanbeheldliable,orremainmerelyalegaltoolorobjectforwhichthehuman
or entity using it bearsresponsibility.

Todate,IndonesianlegislationhasnotexplicitlyregulatedthelegalpositionofAl,whichhas
createdalegalvacuuminrespondingtovarioussituationsinvolvingthistechnology.When
disputesorlegalissuesinvolvingAlarise,courtsoftenhavetorelyontheinterpretationof
lawsthatwerenotdesignedtodealwiththecomplexitiesofmoderntechnology[3].Thiscan
lead to legal uncertainty that interferes with fairness and effective legal

protection.

Toaddressthischallenge,considerationshouldbegiventothedevelopmentofaprogressive
legalframework,whichcouldincluderegulationofAlliabilityandprotectionofuserrights.
Somecountries,suchastheEuropeanUnion,havetakenthefirststepbyissuingdraft
regulationsgoverningthesafeandethicaluseofAl[4].Indonesianeedstostudythese
approachestocreatepoliciesthatcanaccommodatetechnologicaladvancementswithout
compromising legal and ethical aspects.

ThelackofclarityinthelndonesianlegalsystemonthelegalpositionofAlbecausethecurrent
regulationsdonotspecificallyaddressAl,hasresultedinconfusionintermsoflegalliability
intheeventofharmcausedbyAl'sactionsordecisions[5].Withoutclarityonthelegalstatus

of Al therearerisksinlawenforcementandprotectionofpeople'srights.Withoutaclearlegal
framework,Alusersanddevelopersinindonesiaarefacedwithuncertaintyindetermining
whoisliablefornegativeimpactsorlossescausedbyAl Thismayhinderthedevelopment
ofthetechnologyduetoconcernsoverpotentiallegaldisputesthataredifficulttoresolve.For
example, ina situationwhereAlmakes awrongdecision,suchas inanautonomousvehicle
systemthatcausesanaccident,thequestionarisesastowhoshouldbear theresponsibility,
the vehicle owner, the software developer, the manufacturer, or other related parties [6].

Thislackofclarityalsohinderslegalregulationtoprotectusers'rightsandpreventpotential
misuseofAltechnology.Withoutadequateregulation,theuseofAlmayraiseethicalissues,
suchasalgorithmicdiscrimination,dataprivacy,andmisuseofthetechnologyinsecurity.In
addition,lackofelarityinthelegalframeworkcanslowdowntechnologicaladaptationand
innovation in‘the private sector due to concerns about unanticipated legal risks.

Developmentofaclearerandmoreadaptiveregulatoryframework,whichconsidersthe
recognitionofAlasapartiallegalsubjectwithlimitedliability,oratleasttheformulationof
newrulescapableofclosinglegalloopholesrelatedtotheuseofAl. Asurveyoftheliterature
showsthatinvariousjurisdictions,suchastheEuropeanUnion,effortshavebeenmadeto
regulatetheuseofAl,includingconsideringethicalaspectsandresponsibilities[4].Some
academicsarguethattherecognitionofAlasafulllegalsubjectisstillpremature,but
recognize that firmer rules are urgently needed to mitigate legal risks.

Inthelndonesiancontext,thissolutionrequiresanin-depthevaluationofthecompatibilityof
existinglegalprincipleswithtechnologicaldevelopments.indonesia'slegalsystem,whichis
currentlybasedontheCivilCodeandtraditionalcriminallaw,doesnothaveenoughflexibility
todealwiththecomplexityofAltechnology.RecognizingAlasapartiallegalsubjectcanhelp
individingtheliabilitybetweenthedeveloper,theowner,andtheAlitselfwithincertain
boundaries,whichwillcreateaclearerframeworkforlawenforcement[7].



Asafirststep,theproposedregulatoryframeworkshouldsetouttheresponsibilitiesofparties
involvedinthedevelopmentanduseofAl. Thiscouldincludetheobligationofdevelopersto
ensuretransparentandbias-freealgorithms,aswellastheresponsibilityofusersinmonitoring
andcontrollingAlactions.Theregulationcouldalsoincludeflexibleliabilitymechanisms,such
as through joint liability or tiered liability schemes that ensure legal protection for victims.

Inaddition,thisresearchassessesthelegalimplicationsthatmayarisefromtheuncertainty
ofAlregulation,includingpotentialconflictsoflawinliabilitydeterminationandconsumer
protection.SuchimplicationsmayincludesituationswhereharmoccursasaresultofAl
actions,raisingquestionsaboutwhoshouldbeliableusers,developers,orotherlegalentities.
Theanalysisalsoexploreshowlegaluncertaintymayimpacttechnologicalinnovation,where
concernsoverunclearlegalrisksmayhinderthedevelopmentofthetechnologysectorin
Indonesia.

Thereisanurgentneedforalegalframeworkthatcankeeppacewithtechnologicaladvances,
strikingabalancebetweeninnovationandlegalprotection.GiventhatAlhasgreatpotential
toaffectvarioussectors,comprehensiveandresponsiveregulationsareessentialtoensure
thatAlisusedresponsiblyandsafely,andcansupportsustainableeconomicdevelopment.

Therefore,itisnecessarytoexaminethelegalpositionofAlinthelndonesianlegalsystemandthelega
limplicationsthatmayarisefromitsstatusasanobjectorsubjectoflaw.Withthecontributionofthis
research,it is expectedtoprovidenew insights for
policymakersandacademicsindevelopingadaptiveregulatorystrategies. Thisresearchisalsoexp
ectedtobeanimportantreferenceforthegovernmentandrelatedpartiesindraftingregulationsthatc
anaccommodatethedevelopmentofAlwithoutignoringtheprinciplesoffairness,transparency,
and protection of individual rights.

2.RESEARCHMETHODOLOGY

Thisresearchusesaqualitativeapproachwithnormativelegal
researchmethodsandcomparativeanalysis[8]. Thismethodologywaschosentoobtainacomprehe
nsivepictureofthelegalpaesitionofartificialintelligence(Al)inthelndonesianlegalsystem. Thefollow
ingaredetailsofthemethodologyusedinthisresearch:

1.Normativeapproach:Thisresearchfocusesonanalyzinglegaldocuments,includingrelevantind
onesianlawsandregulations,suchasLawNo.19/2016onElectroniclnformation
andTransactions(UUITE), aswellasotherregulations related
totechnologyanddataprotection.Theresearchwillalsoincludeareviewofinternationallegaldoc
umentsandAlpoliciesincountriesthatalreadyhaverelevantregulations,suchastheEuropeanu
nionwithitsArtificiallntelligenceAct.

2.Secondary Data Analysis: Thisresearch utilizessecondary
dataobtainedfromvarioussources, including academic journals, books, research
reports, and relevant legal articles.This literature was used to understand the
legal position and perspective on Al in variousjurisdictions and its implications
for the legal system in Indonesia.

3. Qualitative Analysis: All data obtained will be analyzed qualitatively using
descriptive-analytical methods to develop logical legal arguments that support
the development of anAl regulatory framework. This analysis will integrate
normative findings and interview perspectives to formulate relevant and
applicable policy recommendations for Indonesia.



ResearchProcedures:

1. Collectprimaryandsecondarylegaldata.
2. Analyzetheexistinglegalregulationsinindonesia.
3. Integratefindingsfrommultiplesourcestodeveloprecommendations.
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Fig 1..Research procedure

The following chart illustrates the research methodology used in this study. This chart
showstheinterconnectedflowoftheNormativeApproach,SecondaryDataAnalysis,andQualitativ
eAnalysis, starting from legal data collection, analysis of Indonesian legal regulations,
tointegration of findings to produce Policy Recommendations that are adaptive and
responsivetothelegalpositionofAlinindonesia.

LITERATUREREVIEW

Several studies.on the legal position of Artificial Intelligence (Al) in Indonesia have raised
thedebateonwhetherAlshouldbetreatedasalegalsubjectorobject.InanarticlepublishedbyRavizk
i and<Yudhantaka (2022) in Notaire, they argued that Al can be considered a legalsubject,
which has rights and obligations equal to those of humans or other legal entities.
[4].Although Al can act independently, they argue that the creator or user of Al still has
legalresponsibility for the actions taken by the Al. On the other hand, Fatimah Nada and
hercolleagues[9]emphasizetheneedforclearerregulationsregardingthelegalpositionofAlinindo
nesia.TheysuggestthatAlshouldbetreatedasalegalentitywithrightsandobligations,but
recognize that there is confusion as to who should be liable for Al actions-the creator,
theuser,ortheAlitself. Eachofthesestudiesmakesanimportantcontributiontothedevelopingunder
standing of the legal standing of Al, although the regulatory challenges that exist
inIndonesiastillneedtoberesolved.

Although there are differences of opinion on the legal status of Al, most experts agree
thatindonesianeedstodevelopmorecomprehensiveregulationstoaddressthelegalchallengesari
sing from the development of this technology. However, from the literature review above,the



main weakness is that the research is limited to contractual and legal liability issues
andlacks practical discussion on the implementation of regulations that can accommodate
therapidadvancementofAltechnology.Whilethisresearchdelvesdeeperintoabroaderunderstan
dingofthesocialandethicalimplicationsifAlistreatedasalegalsubjectorobject

in the Indonesian legal system.

4. RESULTSANDDISCUSSION
1.Artificiallntelligence(Al)anditsCharacteristics

Alhasrapidlyevolvedtobecapableofperformingcomplextaskssuchasautonomous
decision-making,bigdataanalysis,andhuman-robotinteraction.Thelearningandadaptability
characteristicsofAlhaveledtoadebateonitsstatusinlaw:whetherAlshouldberecognized
asalegalsubjectwithcertainrightsandresponsibilities,orremainasalegalobjectcontrolled
entirely by humans[10].

OneofthemostprominentcharacteristicsofAlisitsabilitytolearnindependentlyfromthe
dataitisfed,eitherintheformofsupervisedlearning,unsupervisedlearning,orreinforcement
learning[11]. ThiscapabilityallowsAltocontinuouslyimproveitsperformanceasitgains
moredataandexperience.Forexample,infacialrecognitionsystems,Alcangraduallylearn
new patterns to improve its identification accuracy.

Alisalsocapableofmakingautonomousdecisionswithoutdirecthumanintervention.Thisisseenin
applicationssuchasautonomouscars,whereAlsystemscanevaluate
trafficconditions,planroutes,andmakedecisionswithinsecondstoavoidhazards[12].Inthefinanci
alsector,Alisusedtorunalgorithmictradingthatcanexecutetransactionsquicklybasedonreal-
timedataanalysis[13]. Thisautonomousdecision-
makingposesalegaldilemmaasAlmaymakedecisionsthathavenegativeconsequences,raisingth
equestionof

who should be liable for such actions.

HumaninteractionwithAlintheformofsocialrobotsordigitalassistants,suchaschatbots
andvirtualassistants(e.g.Siri,Alexa),showsthatAlhasreachedacomplexlevelof
interaction.TheseAlscanunderstandandrespondtovoicecommands,recognizeemotions,
andprovidepersonalizedrecommendations.Atanadvancedlevel Alwithnaturallanguage
processing(NLP)capabilitiescancarryonhuman-likeconversations,enhancingtheuser
experienceofinteractingwithtechnology[14].Inhealthcare,Alisbeingusedtoassistin

patient diagnosis and treatment through medical robots and data analytics platforms [15].

The autenomousnatureof Alraises fundamental guestions
fromalegalperspective:shouldtheseentitiesbetreatedaslegalsubjectswithresponsibilitiesandrig
hts,orremainaslegalobjectssubjecttohumancontrol?IfAlcanmakedecisionsandactindependentl
y,thenwhoisliablewhenthosedecisionscauseharm?lsitthedeveloper,owner,oruseroftheAlwhos
houldbearthelegalconsequences?Theseuncertaintiestriggertheneedforareviewofthetraditional
conceptiof legal subject that includes only humans and legal entities.

ModernAl isoftenbasedonhighlycomplex algorithmsthat aredifficult forordinaryhumansto
understand, known as black
boxes[16]. Thiscomplexityraisesissuesoftransparencyandaccountability.Howcancourt
sorregulatorsevaluateAlactionsifthereisnoclarityonhowthedecisionwasmade?Thislackof
clarity poses challenges in proving Al intent or responsibility in a legal context.

Al'scharacteristicofbeingabletolearnandactwithouthumancontrolalsocarriesethicalandsocialim
plications.ThereisariskthatAlmaydevelopbiasesfromimperfectdata,resultingindiscriminatoryde



cisions.Forexample,inemployeerecruitment,Alalgorithmstrainedwithbiasedhistoricaldatamayr
einforcegenderorracialinequalities. ThisraisesthequestionofhowAlcanbecontrolledtoactinaccor
dancewithfairlegalandsocialnorms.

2.TheSubjectvs.Objectof Law Debate

EffortstopreparealegalumbrellaforAlareveryimportanteventhoughAlhasnotyetreachedthelevel
of AGI(ArtificialGenerallntelligence),whichisAlthathastheabilitytothink,understand,andsolvepro
blemslikehumans.Currently,AlisstillatthenarrowAllevel,whichmeansitisdesignedforspecificand
limitedtasks,suchasfacialrecognition,dataanalysis,ornaturallanguageprocessing.However,wit
htherapiddevelopmentoftechnology,thepossibilityofAGlorevensuperintelligenceisbecomingm
oreandmorerealinthefuture.

SomeofthereasonsthatreinforcetheimportanceofpreparingAlregulationsearlyareas
follows:

1.EthicalandLegalRiskMitigation

TheincreasingautonomyofAlbringsnewrisksindecision-makingthataresometimesdifficult
for humans tocontrol. Thisraises avariety ofethical andlegalrepercussions that needtobe
anticipated,especially in termsofalgorithmic bias,data privacyand-humanrights protection.
[17].Withoutclearandstrictregulation,Almayoperatewithoutadequatemoralguidance,
potentiallycreatinginjusticeorunwittinglyviolatingindividualrights.

Therefore,acomprehensivelegalumbrellaisneededtoensurethatAldevelopsinacorridor
thatisinaccordancewiththeethicalandfairnessprinciplesrecognizedbysociety.Thislegal
frameworkshouldnotonlyserveasacontrollingrule,butalsoasanethicalguideforAl
developersandusers,sothattheuseofthistechnologycanbedoneresponsiblyand
transparently.Withproperregulation,Alcanprovidemaximumbenefitstosocietywhile
minimizingtherisksthatmayarisefromitsincreasingautonomy.

2.ResponsibilityandAccountabilityArrangements

Thedevelopmentofappropriateregulationswillstrengthenthelegalbasisforenforcingliabilityinthe

contextofartificialintelligence;especiallyinindonesia[18].Thisincludesnotonlytechnicalaspectsr
elatedtosecurityandprivacy,butalsoethicalprinciplesthatneedtobeaccommodatedintheuseofAl.
Withoutaclearlegalframework,thepotentialformisuseorviolationofthelawbyAl,eitherdirectlyorin

directly,willbedifficulttomanage.

Regulationsthatcovertheresponsibilitiesofdevelopersandusers,aswellasentitiesthatutilize Alfor
commercialorpublicpurposes,cancreatelegalcertaintyandprotectthepublicfromunintendedneg

ativeimpacts[19].Inaddition,theserulescanalsoencourageinnovationbyprovidingclearguideline
stothetechindustry,sothattheycandevelopAlwithlegalcomplianceandsocialresponsibilityinmind

3.AnticipatingAGlandSuperintelligence

WhilewehavenotyetreachedthelevelofArtificialGeneralintelligence(AGl),intensiveresearchandi
nvestmenttrendssuggestthatprogresstowardsAGI,orevensuperintelligence,maynolongerbeme
respeculation.AGlswillhavecapabilitiesthatfarsurpasshumansinmanyareas,includingcomplex
decision-makingandmasteryofmultipledisciplines[20].I1fnot balancedwithalegal umbrellathat
ispreparedearlyon,theriskof
negativeimpactsthataredifficulttocontrolcanbeevengreater,fromsocialtosecurityaspects.



ProactiveregulationwillbeapreventivemeasuretosteerAldevelopmenttowardspositive
andbeneficialgoals.Withadaptiveregulations,governmentsandsocietycanbettercontrol
thedirectionofAldevelopment,mitigatepotentialharms,andensurethatthesetechnologies
operateinaccordancewithsociety'sdesiredvalues.Theseregulationscanalsoserveasa
frameworkforresponsibleinnovation,whereeverystepforwardinAltechnologyremainsin
linewithethics,safety,andprotectionofthepublicinterest.

4.IncreasedPublicTrust

AmidstpublicconcernsabouttherisksofAl,transparentandaccountableregulationwill
increasepublicconfidenceinthetechnology. Thisiscrucialtosupportthewidespread
acceptanceofAl,especiallyifitreachescapabilitiesthatapproachorevenexceedhuman
intelligence.

Consideringthesefactors,Alregulationsinindonesiashouldbedevelopedimmediatelyto
coverthediversecharacteristicsandlevelsofautonomyofAl.Inaddition,theregulation
shouldbeflexibleenoughtoadapttotherapiddevelopmentofthetechnoelogy.These
regulationsneedtosummarizevariousaspects,includinglegalresponsibilities, rightsand
obligationsofrelevantparties,ethicalsupervision,andthesafeuseofAlinvariousfields.

Article1367oftheCivilCodewhichregulatestheliabilityofemployersfortheactsoftheirsubordinates
orservantscanbearelevantbasisforthelegaldiscourseonAlinindonesia[21]. Thisarticlestatesthat
aperson,includinganemployerorowner,isliablefordamagescausedbytheactsofanotherpartyund
erhisorhersupervision.Inthiscontext,theconcept
ofanemployer'sliabilityfortheactsofhissubordinatescanbeanalogouslyappliedtoAl,especiallysin
ceAlactsasa"tool"thatperformsactionsatthecommandorunderthecontrolofitsdeveloper,owner,
oroperator.

GiventhatAloperatesbasedonhuman-createddirectionsorprograms,itcanbeviewedas
a"worker"or"servant"inthesensethatitactsonbehalfoforinfurtheranceoftheinterests
ofthepartycontrollingit.Article1367(1)and(3)placestheemployerasthepartyliablefor
damagescausedbytheactsoftheiremployeesorsubordinates.Inthiscase,theowneror
operatoroftheAlmaybeconsideredastheemployerwhohastheresponsibilityforanyimpact
orlossgeneratedbytheAl'sactions.

WhenAlactsormakesdecisionsthatresultinharm,theconceptinArticle1367oftheCivil
CodecanbethebasisforestablishingliabilityonthepartythatcontrolsorownstheAl.[7].
SinceAls,likeworkers,performactionsthatcanbesaidtobewithinthecontrolofthe
employer(ownerordeveloper),liabilitywillfallonthemintheeventoflossescausedbythe
Al'sdecisionsoractions.

ThisanalysisofArticle1367oftheCivilCodeshowsthatthelndonesianlegalframeworkactuallyhast
hefoundationtoregulateliabilityrelatedtotheuseof Al.However,toaccommodatetheuniqueanddy
namiccharacteristicsofAl,morespecificandadaptiveregulationswillberequired.Thesedraftregul
ationsmayincludeguidelinesregardingthelevelofAl autonomy limitationofliability, and
theowner'sobligationtocontrol andsupervise theirAl.

Thus,Article13670oftheCivilCodeprovidesaninitialfoundationinthelegaldiscussionofAl
asasubjectofliability.However,tomeetthelegalneedsofthedigitalera,furtherdevelopment
isnecessaryforthelegalframeworktoaccommodatethecomplexitiesofmodernAl.



TheanalogyapproachthatconsidersAlas"workers"hasinterestingimplicationsinlegaldiscourse,e
speciallyinrelationtotheconceptofliabilityandthelegalrelationshipbetweenAlanditsowners[22].
GiventhatAlisdesignedtoassisthumanworkandiscapableofperformingtasksautonomously,Alap
pearstohavesimilarcharacteristicstoworkers.AsAlevolvesineverydaylife,itactsasatoolthatcana
ccelerate,support,orevenreplacetheroleofhumansincertainjobs.

IftheAlisanalogoustoaworker,thentheowneroruseroftheAlcanbeconsideredthe
"employer."Under Article 1367 ofthe CivilCode,liability for Al's negligence or misconduct in
the performanceofits dutiescanbeimposed ontheownerastheemployer, who isliablefor
damagesarisingfromtheactsofhissubordinates. ThismeansthatiftheAlmakesamistake
orevenharmsanotherparty,theowneroftheAlcanbeheldliableforsuchactions,in

accordance withtheprinciplethat employersareresponsiblefortheactionsof theirservants
orsubordinates.

Assuch,theanalogyofAlasaworkerprovidesausefulstartingpointforunderstandingthe
legalrelationshipbetweenAlanditsowners,whilehighlightingtheneedforadditional
regulationsspecificallydesignedforAl.Theseregulationsareimportanttoensurethatliability
forAlactionsremainsclearlydefinedfordevelopers,owners,andotherpartiesinvolved.

TherearetwomainperspectivesinthediscussiononthelegalstatusofAl,namelywhether
AlissimplyatoolthatisfullyunderhumancontrolorwhetherAlhasthepotentialtobe
recognizedasalegalsubjectwithlimitedliability.

2.1.Alas aLegal Toolor Object

ThisviewunderliesthatAlismerelyaninstrumentthatissubjecttohumancontrolandsupervision.Int
hisperspective,Alisconsideredalegalobject,whereallitsactions,includinganypotentialerrorsorlo
ssescaused,arethesoleresponsibilityofthedeveloper,owner,oruseroftheAl.[6]. Thisapproachisi
nlinewithexistinglegalprinciples,whereobjects,includingtoolsortechnologies,havenolegalcapac
ityorresponsibilityfortheiractions.Accordingtothisview,Alisnotconsideredtohaveawill
ormoralitythatallowsforindependentliability, so anyerrorsorlosses remain within thedomainof
responsibilityof thehumanswhocreatedoroperateit.

Withthisposition,legalresponsibilityfallsentirelyonthehumanswhoplayaroleintheAl
lifecycle,includingdevelopers,owners,andusers.EveryactionoftheAl,whetherbeneficial
orpotentiallyharmful,isconsideredtobetheresultofthedecisionsorarrangementsofthe
humansbehindit[28]. Thisconceptreflectsthetraditionalviewinlawthathumansarethe
onlylegalsubjectswhocanbeheldaccountablefortheactionsperformedbythetoolsor
technologiestheycontrol. Forexample,ifanAlperformsanactionthatharmsathirdparty,
theusererownerwhoutilizedtheAlcanbeheldliable,astheyareconsideredtohavecontrol
overthetoolused.

Whilethisapproachfitswithintheexistinglegalstructure,italsohaslimitations. AsAl
advancestobecapableofautonomousdecision-makingwithouthumanintervention,there
aresituationswhereAlactionsmaynotbepredictablebyitsdevelopersorusers.This
limitationposesadilemmaasitisdifficultforhumanstobearalltheresponsibilityforthe
actionsofAlthattheydonotfullycontrol. ThisriskisfurtherincreasedinAlbasedonmachine
learningordeeplearning,whereAlcanlearnpatternsandmakedecisionsoutsideofpre-
programmedconstraints.

Consideringthelimitationsofthisapproach,additional,morespecificregulationsareessential.
ExistingregulationsneedtobeupdatedtoaccommodatetheuniquecharacteristicsofAlthat



isabletoadaptandevolvebeyondhumancontrol.Forexample,regulationscouldinclude
standardsforthedevelopmentandoperationofAl,aswellasadditionalsupervisory
obligationsforusersorownerstomonitorandlimittheautonomouscapabilitiesofAl.Inthe
Indonesiancontext,suchregulationsdonotyetexist,whichcalls foramorein-depth
discussiononlegalliabilityinrelationtoAl.

Thisapproachalsotriggersethicalandsocialconsiderationsregardingthelimitsofhuman
controloverincreasinglysmarttechnologies. TreatingAlasameretoolmayoverlookthe
potentialforbroadersocietalimpacts,especiallyinthecontextof Al'shighlycomplexuses.
Withoutproperregulation,Alhasthepotentialtoposegreatrisksintermsofdatasecurity,
privacy,andfairness,especiallyforindividualsorgroupsaffectedbyAl-generateddecisions.
Forexample,intheapplicationofAlinthefieldofjusticeorlawenforcement,toomuch
relianceonAlasatoolwithoutconsideringethicalvaluesmayleadtounintendedbiasand
discrimination.

Overall,althoughAlisstillconsideredalegalobjectunderhumancontrol,itisimportantfor
thelegalsystemtorespondtothisrapidtechnologicaldevelopmentwithmoreadaptiveand
contextualizedregulations[24].RestrictionsonthelegalresponsibilityofAlasanobjectmay
workfornow,butovertime,aflexiblelegalframeworkisurgentlyneededtomaintainabalance
betweentheutilizationoftechnologyandtheprotectionofsociety.

2.2.AlasalegalSubjectwithLimitedLiability

Ontheotherhand,advancesinAltechnologythatallowAltolearn,adapt,andevenact
autonomously,triggeredadiscourseonthepossibilityofmakingAlalegalsubjectwithlimited
liability[4].Inthisperspective,anincreasinglyintelligentandautonomousAlcanhaveitsown
formofliability,albeitwithincertainlimits. Thisissimilartotheconceptofacompanyasa
legalentity-anentitythatislegallyrecognizedeventhoughitisnothuman. Thisapproach
wouldallowAltoassumesomeresponsibilityfortheactionsittakesindependently,especially
ifthoseactionsgobeyondthecontrolofthehumansoperatingordevelopingit.

TheapproachthatseesAlasalegalsubjectwithlimitedliabilityisbasedonthefactthatAl
technologyhasreachedalevelofintelligencethatallowsAltolearnandadaptindependently,
withouthumaninterventionateverystep[24].Withitsabilitytoactautonomously,Alcanbe
saidtohavecertain"behaviors'thathaveadirectimpactontheenvironmentorotherparties
[25]. ThisgivesrisetotheideathatAlcanbegrantedlimitedlegalstatus,similartolegal
entitiessuchascompanies,wheretheentityisrecognizedasalegalsubjectandcanbeheld
liablewithincertainlimits.

IfanAlisgivenlimitedlegalstatus,someoftheresponsibilityforitsautonomousactionscan
beplacedontheAlentityitself.Forexample,ifanAlactsbeyondthedeveloper'sprediction
orcontrolandcausesharm,transferringsomeoftheliabilitytotheAlcouldprovideanew
mechanismforhandlingrisk.Thiscanreducetherelianceonfullhumanresponsibility,
especiallywhentheAl'sactionscannolongerbepredictedorcontrolledbyitsowneror
developer.

Thisapproachrequiresafundamentalchangeinlegaldefinitions,especiallyinsettingtheboundarie

softheresponsibilitiesandrightsthatmaybegrantedtoAl.IfAlistobepositionedasalegalsubjectwith
limitedliability,regulationsneedtospecifywhattypesofdecisionsoractionsAlcanbeheldaccountab
leforindependently[26].Thisiscomplicatedbecause,unlikehumans,Aldoesnothavewill,consciou
sness,ormoralaccountability.



Sucharrangementsrequirecarefulconsiderationtoavoidambiguityinapplication.Anypolicymustb
eabletoclarifyhowresponsibilitywillbesharedbetweenAlandthoseinvolvedinitsdevelopment,and
underwhatcircumstancesAlcanbeconsideredtobe"acting"autonomously.Thischallengerequire
sacross-
disciplinaryapproachthatcombineslegal,ethical,andtechnologicalperspectivestoproduceabala
ncedregulatoryframeworkthatisadaptivetotherapiddevelopmentofAl,withoutcompromisingthep
rotectionofsociety.

Thisapproachalsoposes implementation challenges, bothtechnicaland ethical.Onthe one
hand,Alhasnointentionormorality,sorecognizingAlasalegalsubjectcouldbeseenas
blurringhumanresponsibility.Ontheotherhand,thisrecognitioncouldprovidemore
protectionforusers,asAlasalegalsubjectwouldassumecertainrisksthatarecurrentlyonly
imposedonitsownersordevelopers.Therefore,thediscourseofmakingAlalegalsubject
withlimitedliabilityneedstobecarefullyconsidered,takingintoaccountitspotentialimpact
ontheprevailinglegalsystem,justiceforsociety,andsafetyintheapplicationofAlinvarious
sectorsoflife.

4.CONCLUSION

Theincreasinglycomplexdevelopmentofartificialintelligence(Al)technologydemandslegalcertai
ntyregardingitsstatusandresponsibilitiesinthelndonesianlegalsystem.Currently,Alisgenerallytr
eatedasalegalobject that isfullyunderhuman control.
Withinthisframework,thelegalresponsibilityforanyAlactions,includinganyerrorsorlossesitcause
s,lieswiththe

developer,owner,oruserofthe Al. This approach:isconsistentwith existing legalprinciples,
buthaslimitationsastheautonomyofAlincreases.

Ontheotherhand,withAl'sincreasinglyadvancedabilitytoactindependently,thereisa
discoursetograntAllimitedlegalstatusasalegalsubject. ThisapproachallowsAltohave
itsownliabilitywithincertainlimits,similartootherlegalentitiessuchascompanies.This
recognitioncouldprovideanewmechanismtomanagerisksarisingfromAl'sautonomous
decisions,whilereducingtheassociatedhumanliabilityburden.

However,therecognitionofAlas alegalsubjectposesgreatchallenges,bothindefiningthe
limitsofresponsibilityandinitspracticalimplementation. Therefore,althoughstillinthe
discussionstage,itisimportantforthelndonesianlegalsystemtoimmediatelyformulatea
regulatoryframeworkthatisadaptivetotheadvancementofAl,bothasanobjectandalegal
subjectwithlimitedliability. Thiswillnotonlyprovidebetterlegalcertainty,butalsoensurefair
andappropriateprotectionforsocietyandsupporttheresponsibleuseoftechnology.
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