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Abstract: 

 This article analyzes the challenges of legality and legitimacy in the context of artificial 

intelligence (AI), emphasizing the inability of traditional legal frameworks to keep pace with 

technological acceleration. It highlights the dual perception of AI as both an opportunity and a 

threat, revealing tensions between innovation and social concerns. Through a transdisciplinary 

and pragmatic approach, the study examines the boundaries between legality and legitimacy, 

focusing on risks such as algorithmic manipulation. It also explores AI’s effects on legal systems 

and its wider geopolitical and societal implications, concluding with the strategic dominance of 

major AI companies and the urgent need for balanced regulation. 
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Introduction  
The issue of legitimacy and legality presents significant challenges for the reader, 

particularly when intertwined with emerging and highly complex fields such as artificial 

intelligence. Indeed, the legal approach, by its very nature, often struggles to keep pace with the 

rapid transformations of the global environment, requiring effective justification prior to any 

implementation. Moreover, the application of the law (legality approach) can only be deemed 

sufficient if it is perceived as legitimate by the relevant stakeholders (legitimacy approach). 

In the same context, and according to the most recent data from Statista (2024), perceptions 

surrounding artificial intelligence and its applications vary significantly: 46% of individuals 

consider it an opportunity to simplify their daily lives, whereas 53% perceive it as a threat. These 

contrasting views underscore the fact that the transition to an AI-driven world continues to provoke 

deep intellectual debates regarding its legitimacy and legality. Indeed, a conflict emerges between 

the forces driving its development and society’s concerns. The lack of legitimacy and legality may 

thus reflect a fracture between the structure of social organization and the outcomes of 

technological and scientific advancement. 

This observation can be supported by several arguments. On the one hand, it is currently 

particularly difficult to precisely define the illicit uses of artificial intelligence applications and their 

impact on economic, social, and legal balances at all levels. On the other hand, artificial intelligence 

is advancing rapidly, thereby deepening a legal vacuum marked by the absence of regulatory 

mechanisms capable of countering the manipulative potential of intelligent algorithms, which are 

characterized by a low probability of detection. 

A valuable perspective on this dynamic is offered in the report by Jérôme Dupré (2018), 

which explores the convergence between the field of law and that of artificial intelligence. This 

convergence is examined along two distinct axes. First, law is approached as a technical discipline 

in which artificial intelligence outputs are used to quantify legal issues and enhance the 

understanding of their contexts and orientations. This approach is not inherently antagonistic to the 

legal domain; however, it raises critical questions regarding the credibility and transparency of such 

outcomes, as well as their potential to influence judicial autonomy. Second, at the level where 

artificial intelligence is considered a domain in its own right within the legal field, the issue of its 

legality is rigorously addressed within the legal community. 

Our research approach aims to explore in depth the boundaries that define the legitimacy 

and legality of artificial intelligence within a transdisciplinary framework. The objective goes well 

beyond a mere delineation of the legal domain. Rather, it involves a thorough analysis of social 

dynamics and their interaction with technical and scientific developments. In this context, the 

concept of artificial intelligence acquires a renewed significance, revealing actors in conflict as they 

seek to assert greater legitimacy and legality. This analysis leads to a comprehensive perspective 

that raises a central question: What are the limits faced by the legal representations of artificial 

intelligence, and what are the legitimate foundations of its applications? 

The significance of this study lies in its exploration of underlying meanings through its 

variables, particularly where tensions arise between what is legally established and what is socially 

accepted. Within this context, the true nature of artificial intelligence is revealed amid dynamics in 

which various actors compete to impose their own logic, driven by their respective norms and 

objectives. Consequently, the objectives of this research are crystallized around two major axes: 

first, to shed light on the nuances of artificial intelligence with regard to its legitimacy and its 

compliance with existing legal frameworks; second, to identify the principal strategies used to 

legitimize outputs generated by artificial intelligence. 
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Accordingly, given the novelty and emerging nature of the subject, this study adopts a 

methodological approach based on a systemic vision, supported by a pragmatic logic to interpret 

social interactions. This implies that clarity regarding the legitimacy and legality of artificial 

intelligence should reflect the divergent interests of the various stakeholders involved, while also 

being grounded in tangible reality. At the same time, our research hypothesis posits that the 

intersection between legitimacy and legality within the context of the artificial intelligence system 

constitutes a threat to existing balances at all levels. 

I.  Dominant Logic and the Need for Legitimacy and Legality 

The concept of interaction constitutes the structural foundation of any approach aimed at 

understanding change. It is only through such interaction that the true nature of intelligent systems 

can be revealed. Accordingly, the dilemma of legitimacy and legality concerning artificial 

intelligence will not be treated merely as a causal relationship between predefined variables, but 

rather as a relationship that encompasses the hidden meaning of its complexities—or, more 

precisely, as a relationship of domination at the core of the global system. Numerous examples 

illustrate this point: whether it be Russian President Vladimir Putin’s 2017 statement envisioning 

artificial intelligence as an instrument of international domination; the February 2022 report by the 

U.S. President’s Council of Advisors on Science and Technology, classifying AI as a critical 

strategic domain; or statistical data clearly highlighting the existence of Sino-American rivalry in 

the field of AI applications. 

The relationship between artificial intelligence and human social activity, in all its 

dimensions, underscores its impossibility of being considered in absolute terms. On the contrary, it 

compels us to first identify the key actors within its global system, while emphasizing the need to 

distinguish the integrated components of this interaction: on one hand, an active component that 

sets the rules of the game and weaves its network particularly the ecological systems of artificial 

intelligence and their pivotal firms; and on the other hand, a component responsible for defining the 

legitimacy and legality of this activity and its outcomes, involving in particular nations with their 

legal frameworks, economic enterprises with their utilitarian logic, and society in all its 

complexities. 

Moreover, the evolution of artificial intelligence confronts contemporary societies with new 

challenges that disrupt previous balances centered around the principle of domination. Today, no 

one can ignore the growing power of the pivotal AI firms, as clearly reflected in the expression 

―GAFAM Nation‖
1
. This reality, coupled with an attempt to promote a dominant logic in the field 

of artificial intelligence, further underscores the need for legitimacy and legality surrounding these 

key firms. The link between domination and the need for legitimacy and legality is clearly 

highlighted in a recent report by the Observatory of Multinational Enterprises, published on 

December 13, 2022. Its findings, presented in the following figure (Figure 1), indicate a significant 

increase in expenditures related to lobbying groups between 2017 and 2022. 
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Figure 1: Increase in Lobbying Expenditures by Pivotal Firms 

 

Source: Observatory of Multinational Enterprises, France, 2022. 

The intensified pursuit of legitimacy and legality now represents a crucial element in the 

strategic orientations of leading American companies operating in the field of artificial intelligence. 

We argue that this approach stems from artificial intelligence’s capacity to reorganize dynamics 

among the various actors within the global system, thereby establishing new balances in accordance 

with its predominant logic. 

On the other hand, states and their legal arsenals are perceived as the primary guarantors of 

legitimacy and legality—a reality well understood by artificial intelligence ecosystems that seek to 

strengthen their ties with states and to play a role in geopolitical balances in order to secure 

enhanced legal support. This approach aims to impose their development model through algorithms 

of social, political, and cultural domination
2
. However, at the same time, the (power/domination) 

equation demands that states and societies protect themselves against the rise of major AI 

corporations capable of monitoring and exploiting information for private purposes, notably by 

significantly influencing the construction, development, and preservation of individual and social 

trust. 
3
 

In certain instances, the pursuit of legitimacy and legality emerges as a dynamic condition 

within the global artificial intelligence system, shaped by the inherent contradictions embedded in 

the very logic of domination. A case in point is the relationship between the White House and 

pivotal AI firms, which reveals an alliance grounded in mutual interests—namely, increased 

efficiency in the implementation of federal policies in exchange for enhanced legitimacy and legal 

recognition. This evolving dynamic is exemplified by the growing presence of representatives from 

these leading firms within the U.S. administration, as depicted in Figure 2. 
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Figure 2: Presence of Representatives from Pivotal Artificial Intelligence Firms within 

the U.S. Administration 

 

Source: FACA Data, Charles Thibout, May 2022.
4

 

 

Undeniably, this connection reflects a power dynamic in which decision-making centers 

operate beyond the legal and ethical frameworks to which they are ostensibly subject. Numerous 

revelations corroborate this observation—for instance, Edward Snowden’s 2013 disclosures, which 

exposed surveillance operations conducted on behalf of the U.S. National Security Agency in 

collaboration with pivotal artificial intelligence firms, impacting even institutions such as the 

European Parliament and the United Nations headquarters. 

These violations have compelled the parties involved to reassess how they justify and 

maintain their legitimacy and legality. Indeed, the notion of loss of legitimacy is generally 

associated with the emergence of significant discrepancies between the expectations of various 

stakeholders regarding the actions and operations of a given system, and the actual perception of 

those activities
5
. Accordingly, the U.S. administration was quick to invoke legality by imposing 

certain restrictions on its agents in matters of interrogation and security, while [Google] reaffirmed 

its commitment to providing information products beneficial to society and compliant with laws 

governing the development of artificial intelligence. Depending on their specific context, pivotal 

firms may adapt by manipulating information and misleading the international community—or even 

their own users—about their ethical commitments. However, a ten-billion-dollar transaction with 

the U.S. military could reignite competition among these firms and expose the emptiness of such 

commitments. 

These observations underscore the importance of legitimacy and legality in uncovering the 

subtleties surrounding artificial intelligence, highlighting the contradictions through which 

economic, political, and technological conditions intertwine to create ambiguity in the perception of 

the relationship between artificial intelligence and society: does it truly serve society, or is it being 

used to subordinate society to its own ends? 

The ethical questioning raised by this issue is closely tied, according to [Paolo Benanti, 

2020]
6
, to the intrinsic legitimacy of the state itself. Indeed, applications of artificial intelligence, by 

at times making the exercise of individual freedom more difficult, may compromise the relative 

autonomy of society as a whole in the absence of control mechanisms that clearly define AI’s role 

within the social dynamic. At the same time, it is essential to consider the social and ethical 
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responsibility borne by the pivotal artificial intelligence firms. In a context where regulatory norms 

and mechanisms are lacking, it becomes difficult for society to formulate objective judgments 

regarding their actions. It is therefore essential to acknowledge, to a certain extent, that these pivotal 

firms exert a dominant influence—often anticipating legal frameworks and societal expectations—

in the name of their pursuit of legitimacy and legality, which are fundamentally derived from the 

law and society. 

II. Legal representations of artificial intelligence 

The possibility of considering artificial intelligence as a symbol of global domination raises 

crucial questions regarding its legal and ethical regulation. It is imperative to examine the capacity 

to regulate this intelligence, given that the power of domination could potentially undermine state 

sovereignty and homogenize societies, while also having the potential to promote values of justice 

and foster humanity. Indeed, the power of law can help frame the development of artificial 

intelligence and prevent its excesses, while acknowledging that artificial intelligence also possesses 

the capacity to adapt to legal requirements.
7
  

To address this issue, it is first necessary to grasp the intrinsic nature of the functioning of 

the artificial intelligence system. From a philosophical perspective, the fundamental aim of the 

sciences is to serve human happiness [Francis Bacon, considered the first philosopher of modern 

science], and no isolated legal or logical rule can absolutely oppose this. Contemporary 

technological advancements promise the fulfillment of our future aspirations, both individual and 

collective, which crystallize into a profound cultural value based on the refusal to retreat in the face 

of the impossible.
8
 This inevitably leads to the rejection of all constraints opposing it, including 

those of a legal nature. 

The legal response to the challenges posed by artificial intelligence risks exacerbating its 

contradictions at the intersection of legitimacy and legality. This dynamic becomes clearer when 

examining deep learning algorithms, which are capable of exploring all conceivable correlations 

among various variables within raw Datasets derived from society’s virtual interactions, thereby 

enabling their reuse to enrich analysis.
9
 This situation gives rise to a body of rules, laws, and values 

which, cumulatively, shape a law wrapped in the legitimacy of its application. 

A similar observation warrants emphasis regarding the potential existence of a 

superintelligent artificial intelligence, within which humans would constitute merely one 

component among the elements of an AI system, organically interconnected with every intelligent 

device. In such a context, artificial intelligence would possess the capacity to hear, see, and monitor 

at all times and in all places.
10

 

 It thus becomes plausible that artificial intelligence could itself become the law. This reality 

prompted China to enter the field of artificial intelligence after 2016, when the intelligent 

application AlphaGo succeeded in defeating the world champion of the game of Go, Lee Sedol. 

The emergence of an artificial intelligence capable of solving problems of such complexity 

represents a powerful implicit indicator of its potential to constitute itself as a singular law of 

sovereignty. 

The convergence of legitimacy and legality within the artificial intelligence system 

represents a major risk for states, as traditional sources of legality, and for society, as a source of 

legitimacy. Any attempt at regulation, despite its intrinsic legality, will lack the legitimacy required 

for effective implementation, since legitimacy, as a social construct, can be manipulated and shaped 

through artificial intelligence. Consequently, the legality of artificial intelligence will not be 

established through logical justifications, but rather through its own legitimacy—one that precludes 

the possibility of objection or critique. 
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II.1. Algorithmic Threats and State Sovereignties 

All these observations converge toward a precise assessment of the profound shifts in the 

dynamics of domination, highlighting a clear decline in state sovereignty in favor of the pivotal 

corporations driving artificial intelligence. These entities go beyond social and economic regulatory 

frameworks to exert direct influence over the shaping of law.
11

 As a result, there is now an almost 

unanimous consensus among many researchers and experts across various fields regarding the 

threat posed by the artificial intelligence system to the law [Bouteille-Brigant.M; 2018
12

, 

Barraud.B; 2019
13

; Portnoff & Soupizet; 2018
14

]. 

This implies the fundamental necessity of reexamining the configuration of the legal 

landscape in light of the advent of the artificial intelligence system. Even before actors manage to 

exercise effective control over the outputs generated by artificial intelligence, they first strive to 

legalize their own representations, thereby preempting any potential threat to their interests. 

In this vision, the principle of technological dominance takes on a competitive dimension in 

relation to the principle of state sovereignty, with this competition increasingly playing out among 

states themselves. For example, the United Kingdom seeks to position itself as a global center for 

AI regulation by hosting the Global AI Summit scheduled for June 2024, while the U.S. 

administration continues to protect its multinational corporations at a pace that could ultimately 

erode its sovereignty over them—instituting a reality in which political sovereignty is replaced by 

technological sovereignty, and parliamentary legislation by algorithmic law.
15

 At the same time, 

European countries are striving to catch up technologically without compromising their 

informational sovereignty, as reflected in the recommendations of the report by Cédric Villani in 

March 2018
16

, which warned against the dangers posed by black-box algorithms. 

The legality of artificial intelligence refers to the legal framework that sets the boundaries 

and provides guidance for the development and use of AI technologies. However, this legality 

cannot be fully understood without being situated within a broader framework shaped by 

geopolitical power balances. Indeed, these balances are partially intertwined with legal systems, 

generating profound disparities that subsequently hinder the establishment of an international 

regulatory system for artificial intelligence. The following table seeks to highlight some of these 

evolving disparities 

Table 1: Legality of Artificial Intelligence in the Geopolitical Equation 

Observations Key Features The Hidden 

Layer 
 

 

 

A legality that establishes 

an alliance based on 

mutual benefits but lacks 

international legitimacy. 

 

 Attempt at smooth regulation of 

artificial intelligence outputs. 

 Regulation through general 

political guidelines, with the 

absence of comprehensive 

federal legislation. 

 Presence of representatives 

from Pivotal companies within 

the U.S. administration. 

 

 

 

International 

Hegemony 

 

 

 

The United 

States 

 

 

A legality that establishes a 

greater advantage for 

Chinese institutions at the 

expense of American ones. 

 

 Serving China’s public policy. 

 Targeting specific problems 

through artificial intelligence. 

 Continuous adaptation of laws 

 

 

International 

Hegemony 

 

 

China 
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An incomplete legitimacy 

resulting from the 

instability of the legal 

framework and the absence 

of a clear vision for the 

future. 

to keep pace with the speed of 

artificial intelligence. 

 

 

A legality that establishes 

constraints on the 

development of artificial 

intelligence within member 

states. 

An incomplete legitimacy 

governed by a purely 

legalistic vision, lacking 

flexibility and excluding 

technical considerations as 

well as the dominant logic 

of artificial intelligence. 

 

 A consensual project involving 

more than 27 member states. 

 Legal restrictions on the content 

of artificial intelligence. 

 Alignment with European 

values. 

 Classification according to the 

degree of risk. 

 

 
 

To overcome 

the lag or at 

least maintain 

the same 

distance from 

the leading 

countries in the 

field. 

 

 

European 

Union 

 

The association of 

legitimacy with legality 

facilitates acceptance and 

seamless implementation, 

while enabling significant 

adaptability within existing 

legal frameworks. 

 Law as an organized set of 

information and data. 

 Technology as a global cultural 

value. 

 The substitution of 

parliamentary legal legislation 

with algorithmic laws. 

 Reliance solely on the ethical 

commitment of the actors 

involved. 

 

 

Algorithmic 

Dominance and 

the Decline of 

State 

Sovereignty 

 

 

Artificial 

Intelligence 

as a Legal 

System 

Source: Author’s compilation based on the evolving legal dynamics surrounding 

artificial intelligence from 2022 to 2024. 

 

II.2. Threatening Algorithms: Impact on Economy and Society 

The field of artificial intelligence challenges traditional models of constructing and 

representing economic and social reality, due to its capacity—through intelligent digital 

platforms—to access dimensions that were previously unreachable. Among these are the domains 

of individual privacy, now increasingly exposed to forms of behavioral manipulation and steering, 

as well as the enhanced ability to predict and monitor dynamics associated with the unequal 

exploitation of opportunities within economic and technological environments.  

Consequently, any ethical framework governing artificial intelligence proves inadequate in 

the absence of binding regulations aimed at safeguarding the individual and fostering social 

cohesion.
17

 This issue also extends to the economic order, potentially leading to a growing rift 

between society and the state. 

In order for artificial intelligence to maximize its operational effectiveness, it must access a 

substantial volume of information, including personal data, thereby enabling it to engage with a 

virtual social structure while exercising a degree of autonomy beyond existing legal frameworks. 

However, personal information constitutes an inherent right of the individual, which may be 

relinquished or valorized at their discretion. 
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 This dynamic is shaped by the integration of social relationships into the legal 

representations of artificial intelligence, where data protection legislation must play a central role
18

, 

as well as by the requirement that the dominant party in this relationship be entirely incapable of 

harming the other or of exerting an algorithmic dictatorship [Barraud, 2019]
19

 that would undermine 

the individual’s habits, acquired traditions, and symbolic values. 

From a Habermasian perspective, the legality of dominant systems must be tied to their 

capacity to generate belief in their legitimacy. Accordingly, any conception of the legality of 

artificial intelligence can only be complete within the framework of the social interactions that 

confer legitimacy upon it. Today, a significant portion of these interactions is embedded within the 

AI system itself, thereby rendering the legal challenges more complex and multifaceted due to the 

difficulty in identifying the actors involved and their respective roles (provider, intermediary, user, 

beneficiary, impacted party), as well as the pace of change, which limits the ability to effectively 

track them
20

.  

This complexity hinders any meaningful debate on the true nature of artificial intelligence 

within the bounds of the principle of freedom of expression—now no longer safeguarded by elected 

representatives, but increasingly controlled by private institutions—thus raising, according to Boris 

Barraud (2019)
21

, the risk of a shift in power from the public to the private sector. 

This legal challenge extends across all sectors of the economy, where the fragility of 

traditional legislative frameworks becomes evident in the oversight of pivots artificial intelligence 

firms. For instance, existing laws against anti-competitive practices have proven largely ineffective 

in curbing the dominant influence of these companies, due to their ability to strategically adapt and 

diversify their approaches to consolidate control over the AI domain in relation to competitors. 

 It is undeniable that deep learning algorithms and open-source development platforms—

such as TensorFlow—play a decisive role in circumventing antitrust regulations at an early stage by 

identifying threats and shaping trends around emerging technologies.
22

 This situation reflects a 

genuine struggle for the monopolization of artificial intelligence, as clearly illustrated in the 

following figure: 

 

 

 

Figure 3: Competition over Artificial Intelligence Applications 

 

Source: CB Insights, 2021. 
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This suggests that the challenges we face cannot be addressed solely through a strictly legal 

lens, as the artificial intelligence system seeks to destabilize traditional structures and establish new 

mechanisms of control by leveraging diversity and perceived legitimacy. This dynamic is clearly 

illustrated by Mark Zuckerberg’s testimony before the U.S. Congress, in which he stated: “The 

mission of the company is to connect people, build communities, and bring the world closer 

together.” Yet, there remains widespread concern over the company's involvement in disrupting 

electoral processes, spreading hate speech, and disseminating misleading advertisements. This issue 

arises within a complex social context in which legal responsibility appears, at first, to stem from 

individual transgressions—only to dissolve within the intricate nature of the system’s 

interdependent components. 

Thus, it becomes impossible to separate legal responsibility from corporate social 

responsibility, as algorithmic accountability partly relies on the presumed existence of tools capable 

of independently and transparently evaluating intelligent applications.
23

  

Consumer protection law alone is insufficient to address the strategies of information 

manipulation, deception, and cognitive bias inherent in the complexity of intelligent algorithms. 

According to Rebecca Slaughter, it is evident that this is not merely an attempt to circumvent user 

protection measures, but rather a deliberate effort to avoid and undermine them. A striking example 

is the case of Zoom, which avoided prosecution by the Federal Trade Commission through user 

agreements concerning information transparency. Consumers’ personal data has become a resource 

to be exploited in order to influence their choices and anticipate their behaviors—posing major 

challenges in an economy where information has become the principal currency. 

In this context, personal data concerning user behavior, preferences, vulnerabilities, and 

habits has become the new currency of business models centered on advertising and marketing.
24

 

As these practices become increasingly widespread, they acquire a high degree of legitimacy—

eventually becoming almost institutionalized and emerging as tacit norms within the commercial 

ecosystem. 

It is widely acknowledged that the role and legitimacy of the state are closely linked to the 

comprehensiveness and strength of its legal framework. However, with the current advent of 

artificial intelligence as a dominant logic, social dynamics are undergoing profound 

transformations, generating tensions and polarizations that redefine geopolitical balances. Under 

such circumstances, there emerges an increased need for legitimacy, understood as a strategic 

resource in its own right, the extent of which is determined by the willingness of communities and 

states to embrace artificial intelligence applications. 

III. Legitimate Foundations of Artificial Intelligence 

At first glance, legitimacy appears to stem from compliance with established laws and 

systems. However, this notion conceals a multidimensional depth, reflecting the perceptions and 

conceptions developed around a specific subject at a given moment, within a complex web of social 

interactions. This pluralistic diversity of legitimacy highlights the profound social and political 

transformations we are experiencing, as well as the evolving modalities of rights exercise within 

contemporary societies.
25

  

This shift is particularly salient in the fields of legal, medical, and financial consultations, 

where the necessity to follow prescribed legal procedures—such as appointing a lawyer, consulting 

a physician, or obtaining financial expertise—is questioned in terms of legality when not 

accompanied by the legitimacy of its application, especially in the presence of user-friendly 

artificial intelligence systems whose results are reliable. What may be considered legitimate in a 
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given context can only remain so within the framework of the conditions that produced it. It is 

undeniable that this reality does not go unnoticed by pivot artificial intelligence companies in their 

process of legitimizing practices. Consequently, it is essential to study the methodological 

approaches to constructing legitimacy. 

In light of the foregoing, it is evident that the foundations and bases of legitimacy for 

artificial intelligence applications are subject to a complex set of objective and subjective 

conditions, which determine the level of support granted to what, may be considered acceptable, 

rational, and appropriate within the broader framework of artificial intelligence. This issue holds 

fundamental importance as it outlines a particular vision held by key stakeholders—states, central 

institutions, economic entities, and society—who are perceived as the arbiters of future directions 

concerning AI legislation or its potential deregulation. 

In this perspective, we examine the conceptualization of legitimacy as developed by 

Suchman
26

 (1995), who defines it as a strategic act and an inherent response to the environment. 

This conceptualization serves as a framework or generalized norm through which specific entities 

or systems may be judged regarding what is desirable, acceptable, and appropriate. It is embedded 

within a broader system socially constructed around a set of definitions, beliefs, norms, and values 

[Buisson, 2005]
27

, thereby delineating three fundamental dimensions: pragmatic, ethical, and 

cognitive, in accordance with Scott’s (1995) classification. 

The pragmatic dimension of legitimacy focuses on personal interests as well as the 

satisfaction of the desires and aspirations of various stakeholders, reflecting the efforts made by 

pivot artificial intelligence companies to serve specific and carefully targeted interests. Within this 

framework, legitimacy essentially represents the social counterpart to the service provided by the 

intelligent application. This aspect is embodied in the ethical charter of the organization OpenAI: 

"The organization’s mission is to ensure that highly autonomous generative artificial intelligence 

benefits all of humanity... We will consider our mission truly accomplished if we succeed in helping 

others achieve the same goal." This statement can be interpreted within the context of social 

pragmatic legitimacy, which gains increasing importance as the social network expands to 

encompass nearly all sensitive domains. 

This expansion includes states with their geopolitical interests, institutions with their 

economic, financial, and banking priorities, as well as the need to manage risks; the health sector 

with its diagnostic and treatment tools; security systems focused on threat prevention; the judiciary 

through the bureaucratic handling of legal procedures; education and training; and, finally, the 

advancement of research. Indeed, the pragmatic dimension plays a crucial role in the legitimation 

strategy of intelligent applications, aligning with the rise of an algorithmic culture that believes in 

its capacity to transform the world. 

However, the reliability of the world of interests does not endure beyond the interest itself, 

and with it, the legitimacy of the application fades. This is why Habermas argues that legitimacy 

must be subject to a validity test based on consensus around an objective norm, rather than on 

subjective interests.
28

 For instance, applications that provide sexual services to specific societal 

groups, infringe upon individual freedom in the name of counterterrorism, or claim to enhance the 

human race through genetic engineering, can be evaluated within a value-based framework 

independent of the interests they serve. In such cases, the question of the legitimacy of intelligent 

applications becomes an ethical concern that must avoid injustice, harm to others, or disruption of 

global balances.
29

  

The legitimacy of artificial intelligence is founded on both ethical and normative 

perspectives. The ethical dimension expands in correlation with positive evaluations of the AI 

system and its actions—such as the promotion of the common good, social justice, and cultural 
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inclusion. In parallel, the normative dimension is closely linked to the acceptance of intelligent 

applications within specific regulatory frameworks, such as compliance with existing legal systems 

and institutional structures.
30

 In both respects, legitimacy is expressed through the interpretations, 

meanings, and collective perceptions shaped by the various stakeholders of the broader AI 

ecosystem. This dynamic necessitates a thorough analysis of the legitimation strategies employed 

by leading AI enterprises. These organizations often seek to craft a tailored communicative 

discourse for each user, thereby enhancing their capacity to influence behaviors and drive social 

transformation. 

Anticipated increases in skepticism surrounding the content and outcomes of the "black box" 

emerge across multiple contexts, particularly when ethical considerations related to intelligent 

applications come to the forefront. This concern manifests on three distinct levels: 

1. Proper Disposition: An intelligent application may gain greater acceptance and legitimacy 

if it is perceived as exhibiting appropriate behavior aligned with the common good and 

shared values (dispositional legitimacy). Accordingly, institutions such as Facebook 

emphasize their social role in public communication strategies, while Amazon highlights its 

commitment to delivering exceptional service and a convenient shopping experience. 

2. Impacts: An application is considered legitimate if its outcomes and effects are also deemed 

legitimate (consequential legitimacy). For instance, Apple actively promotes its commitment 

to safeguarding personal data due to the significant impact such protection has on individual 

privacy and personal freedom. 

3. Procedural Ethics: When outcomes are difficult to define or assess, legitimacy may instead 

be grounded in the ethical quality of the processes that lead to them. In this respect, Google 

adopts a transparency strategy by issuing periodic reports on data collection procedures and 

government requests, while Microsoft publishes detailed reports outlining its ethical 

standards for artificial intelligence. 

It is particularly noteworthy, in this context, to observe the contradictions embedded within 

the values and beliefs underpinning this strategy. These very contradictions appear to be the source 

of its effectiveness. For instance, pivot technology companies often adopt liberal stances on major 

societal issues such as genetic modification, capital punishment, jihadist ideology, minority rights, 

and cultural openness. These topics generate extensive intellectual debates across virtual networks 

and become crystallized into algorithmic values that serve undeclared economic interests. As a 

result, these institutions publicly promote a discourse seemingly aligned with the common good and 

human values,
31

 while in reality concealing economic motives, self-serving agendas, and potential 

harm to social values. 

The cognitive dimension of legitimacy involves an implicit understanding of the socio-

cultural context, which, from our perspective, constitutes a key approach adopted by leading 

companies to align intelligent applications with the existing legal framework. By embedding this 

understanding into intelligent systems and controlling the sources of information that shape public 

acceptance, it becomes possible to influence the legal field and legal professionals in ways that 

reinforce the perceived legitimacy of such applications. For example, predictive justice—powered 

by algorithms that analyze judicial data—can provide seemingly irrefutable insights into the 

effectiveness of legal tools (e.g., Lex Machina, Ross Intelligence, Blue J Legal, Premonition, 

CaseMine). According to Senator [Philippe Bas], these tools offer a promising solution for 

improving litigation management and alleviating the burden on the judicial system. 

The significance of this dimension also lies in its ability to generate a social dynamic driven 

by the desire for exploration and innovation. The legal field, for instance, is experiencing a state of 

imbalance in the face of emerging innovations and changes, prompting legal professionals to 
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question and feel concern about the future of their profession.
32

 This phenomenon is mirrored in 

many other sectors, where artificial intelligence experts foresee the potential transformation of core 

professions such as medicine, education, and the media. 

The ability of intelligent applications to address problems with multiple and interconnected 

dimensions grants them an effective position within complex and uncertain environments. This 

capability confers technical legitimacy grounded in algorithmic objectivity, computational 

precision, statistical equations, and logical rigor.
33

 Consequently, contemporary debates no longer 

focus on the classical opposition between positivism and relativism, but rather on the social efficacy 

of intelligent applications, which increasingly garner support amid recurring objective questions: 

Why consult a doctor if an intelligent application can replace them? Why hire a lawyer if an 

intelligent application can assist in defense? Why resort to the judiciary if an intelligent consensus 

can resolve disputes? 

The questions thus formulated reveal that artificial intelligence operates according to a 

legitimacy equation that constructs its own normativity—one governed by logic, objectivity, 

utilitarianism, appropriate conduct, and social and moral harmony. This new law is founded on the 

principle of social efficacy and promotes a higher ethical ideal that transcends existing laws,
34

 even 

surpassing them. 

Thus, artificial intelligence, as a legitimate model of social action, shapes its own reality 

while simultaneously transcending it. This sheds light on the multiple concerns currently 

surrounding this field, particularly in light of a recent study conducted by a team of researchers, 

whose results were published in the journal Patterns (Vol. 5, No. 5, 2024)
35

. The study highlights 

the capability of intelligent applications to deceive humans by spreading false beliefs with the intent 

to distort the truth. This reality is further corroborated by numerous concrete examples presented in 

Table 2. 

The ability of intelligent applications to mislead and manipulate paves the way for numerous 

ethical violations such as fraud, manipulation, and loss of control. Thus, Peter Park, a researcher at 

the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, warns that this dangerous capability can only be 

detected after its actual occurrence. Indeed, the machine does not exceed human subjectivity but 

rather industrializes it.
36

  

Consequently, the legitimacy of intelligent applications derives its strength from the 

integration of human contradictions and a precise understanding of the temporarily established 

balances among the pragmatic, cognitive, and ethical dimensions within a widely influential virtual 

society. 
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Table 2. Overview of examples of AI systems’ learned deception 

 
Source: Park PETER, S. et al. 2024 

 

Conclusion: 

The development of artificial intelligence confronts contemporary societies with new 

challenges that disrupt previously established balances centered around the principle of domination. 

Today, the growing prominence of leading AI companies in strategic decision-making circles is 

beyond dispute. However, the mastery of information does not necessarily imply a transfer of power 

from states to private corporations; rather, it suggests that these companies possess the tools of 

social action through which they impose their rational and technical will upon society as a whole, 

thereby controlling outcomes. This reality is accompanied by an effort to promote a dominant logic 

centered on artificial intelligence, which in turn amplifies the need for both legitimacy and legality 

of these leading AI firms. 

The debate inevitably lies at the intersection of legitimacy and legality—that is, a law whose 

application is legitimized, formulated by a system that is objectively present on a global scale and 

subjectively embedded in the fabric of society. Such a law is defined by its effectiveness, yet 

simultaneously poses a threat to geopolitical balances and to human and societal values. 

Consequently, the issue of artificial intelligence acquires new significance, centered on competing 

dynamics aimed at reinforcing their own legitimacy and legality. This constitutes the general 

framework underpinning the research question: What are the limits faced by the legal 

representations of artificial intelligence, and what are the legitimate foundations of its 

applications? 

Before addressing this research question, it is essential to recognize that the leading artificial 

intelligence firms are imposing a dominant logic that transcends both legal and societal frameworks 

in their pursuit of legitimacy and legality—even though these very frameworks serve as the sources 

from which such legitimacy and legality are drawn. While it is undeniable that the law has the 

capacity to regulate artificial intelligence, it is equally evident that artificial intelligence is capable 

of adapting to legal requirements. This duality stems from the fact that the global AI system strives 
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to present itself as an autonomous system—one that operates without direct human presence, while 

ostensibly representing the society in which it functions and for which it exists. It is precisely this 

characteristic that causes the law to hesitate, and at times renders it powerless, to regulate AI 

effectively. This situation leads to a near-consensus and a growing societal sentiment that artificial 

intelligence poses a threat to the legal framework, for the following reasons: 

1. Contemporary technological advances give rise to the hope that our 

aspirations may materialize in the future, presenting themselves both individually and 

collectively as a profound cultural value rooted in willpower rather than resignation in the 

face of the insurmountable. These advances instinctively reject all forms of limitation that 

may hinder their progress—including legal constraints themselves. 

2. Any attempt at regulation, despite its legal conformity, will lack the 

legitimacy necessary for its enforcement, as legitimacy—being a social construct—is 

susceptible to manipulation and influence by artificial intelligence. Thus, the legality of 

artificial intelligence will not be secured through logical justification, but rather through its 

intrinsic legitimacy, which precludes the possibility of opposition or critique. 

3. The principle of technological preeminence assumes a competitive character 

in relation to the principle of state sovereignty, and this competition extends among states 

themselves. Thus, the legality of artificial intelligence refers to the legal framework that 

defines the restrictions and sets the guidelines for the development and use of AI 

technologies. However, it does not end there; it must also be understood as part of a broader 

dynamic shaped by geopolitical balances. In reality, these balances only partially address 

legality, thereby creating significant disparities that ultimately hinder the establishment of an 

international regulatory system for artificial intelligence. 

4. The inability to address the challenges posed from a purely procedural legal 

standpoint stems from the fact that the artificial intelligence system possesses the capacity to 

master the cognitive dimension of complexity. This enables it to challenge the classical 

structure of law and to create the conditions for its own control by manipulating diversity 

and legitimacy. 

5. In an era governed by information, artificial intelligence applications are 

increasingly establishing themselves as the prevailing standard for business models. As 

these practices expand and become more deeply embedded, they gradually attain the status 

of applicable norms, legitimized through their widespread adoption and integration into 

socio-economic structures. 

The duality of legitimacy and legality thus encompasses an intrinsic social subjectivity, 

continuously shaped by partial and diverse virtual aggregates. This paves the way for validating the 

central hypothesis of this study concerning numerous threats to state sovereignty and societal 

stability, which call for an in-depth analysis of the legitimization strategies employed within the 

context of the global artificial intelligence system. Superficially, this system appears to attempt to 

encapsulate this intrinsic subjectivity within algorithmic objectivity, imposing a digital dictatorship 

that is challenging to apprehend and overcome. 

These strategies primarily encompass a pragmatic dimension aimed at personal interests, 

diverse aspirations, and expectations for a better future for all. They represent a characteristic 

example of the commitment by pivot artificial intelligence companies to serve specific and 

precisely targeted interests. Their role could involve regulating the relationship between the deep 

needs of individuals and society and the outcomes produced by the artificial intelligence system. It 

is here that legitimacy emerges as the social counterpart to the service provided by the intelligent 

application. This may explain the competition between institutions and states to win the artificial 

intelligence battle within the framework of pragmatic social legitimacy, which is increasingly 
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gaining ground every day with the expansion of social networks to encompass nearly all sensitive 

domains. 

Legitimacy unfolds in its socio-ethical dimension through the meanings attributed within 

collective perceptions, connotations, and interpretations formulated by the various stakeholders of 

the global artificial intelligence system. Its essential role lies in regulating the outputs of artificial 

intelligence to align them with the prevailing system of norms and values, thereby granting it the 

necessary flexibility to comply with laws and international frameworks. Consequently, a positive 

image of artificial intelligence is continuously highlighted and actively promoted in cyberspace as 

fully consistent with the public interest and human values. However, this representation can obscure 

underlying economic interests, personal selfishness, and infringements upon social values. 

The cognitive dimension of legitimacy establishes a social dynamic driven by a desire for 

exploration and the discovery of what is new and emergent. It constitutes an objective and rational 

element enabling the understanding of social and cultural contexts within intelligent applications. 

This dynamic is reinforced by the efficient management of information sources and knowledge, 

which determines the level of acceptability of these applications by experts, professionals, and 

various layers of society. Its fundamental role lies in its capacity to apprehend complex problems 

according to objective and logical criteria, in order to foster increased support and to adapt 

effectively to a world characterized by uncertainty and ambiguity. 

In sum, the legitimate strength of intelligent applications rests on the integration of human 

contradictions and a precise understanding of the temporary balances between pragmatic, cognitive, 

and ethical dimensions within a widely influential virtual society. Consequently, this study 

recommends, in light of this notion, that the challenges arising from artificial intelligence and its 

applications should not be confined solely within the strict framework of the law. 
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