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Abstract 

This paper focuses on the intersection of 

artificial intelligence (AI) and the concept of 

the soul within the realm of Theology. As an 

intersection of various disciplines, it entails 

classical and contemporary theories of the 

soul, the philosophy of consciousness, and 

the science of mind and AI. The key 

question revolves around the idea of whether 

current and future AI systems can be said, in 

any meaningful way, to possess or imitate a 

soul. Based on biblical anthropology, the 

early Church fathers, scholastic 

metaphysics, modern philosophy of mind, 

and AI research, this work claims that AI 

can imitate some of the cognitive and 

linguistic behaviors of a 'person', but falls 

short of the metaphysical, moral, and 

spiritual dimensions of a soul within 

Christian thought. The paper presents the 

ecclesial, ethical, and pastoral dimensions 

on the need for interdisciplinary cooperation 

among theologians, philosophers, and 

scientists. 
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Introduction 

Artificial intelligence moves from theory to 

practice and is protected rapidly over the last 

few decades and over the last few decades is 

changing the world including industries, 

governance, education, and communication. 

All the advances in Machine Learning, 

language processing and robotics have led to  

 

 

deeper theological and philosophical issues 

surrounding the essence of humanness, 

personhood, and the soul. Classical  

Christian the soul was understood and 

defined as the source of life and moral 

agency and still is a relational definitional 

soul of life with God (Murphy, 1990). 

Newer science, however, tends to focus 

more on cognitive processes and 

consciousness as purely physical processes, 

bounding metaphysical dualism and soul to 

the side (Chalmers, 1995).   

Advances in intelligence AI pose more of 

the same questions. A soul, AI can imitate. 

Functions cognitive certain replicate 

personhood,? Does consciousness? Passion 

theological anthropology All the above 

questions are, however, to purely be 

speculative. The integration of ai in decision 

making in the practice of religion and 

healthcare are social questions, pastoral and 

ethical in nature (Schneider; 2019, Pontifical 

Academy for Life, 2020). 

This paper aims to answer some of these 

questions in depth using a multidisciplinary 

approach that incorporates theology, 

philosophy, and science. It contends that 

even though present-day AI systems do not 

possess a soul, an AI system's theology may 

help in understanding the complexities of 

human exceptionalism and the moral 

intricacies of responsibility. 

 

Literature review  

The topic of AI and the soul continues to 

grow and include new disciplines. Some of 

the new contributors include theologians 

(who write about personhood, imago Dei, 

and sacramental life), philosophers of mind 
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(who address the "hard problem" of 

consciousness and whether machines can 

think), neuroscientists (who offer 

measurable correlates of consciousness), and 

AI/ethics scholars (who focus on moral and 

governance issues of AI systems). Recent 

surveys and textbooks aimed at grounding 

students show the field expanding at a rapid 

pace on multiple fronts. Professor Beth 

Singler's survey work and related teaching 

resources documenting intersections of 

religion and AI across traditions and 

practical concerns offer great value. 

(Professor Beth Singler)   

 

Theological perspectives:   

Contemporary theologians can be classified 

in two broad categories. The first consists of 

those who still use classical or modified 

dualist language and who, hence, maintains 

ontological distinctiveness for the soul, 

while the second consists of those who 

prefer embodied or emergent accounts and 

who reinterprets "soul" as something which 

describes dispositional, relational, or 

emergent capacities which are a person‘s 

body and social life. The second approach 

includes Nancey Murphy who defends non-

reductive physicalism, arguing that 

contemporary neuroscience can be 

integrated with a robust Christian 

anthropology. In this view, the ―soul‖-

language is simply a more convenient 

theological term for personal, morally 

accountable, and embodied life, rather than a 

Cartesian ghost. Murphy‘s work remains 

invaluable for theologians who wish to 

preserve their theological commitments 

while taking neuroscience seriously. 

(PubMed) 

Other theologians and faith leaders press 

ethical and pastoral priorities rather than 

metaphysical settlement. Recent institutional 

statements (e.g., Vatican and ecumenical 

ethics initiatives) combine theological 

reflection about human dignity with calls for 

concrete AI governance and oversight. Such 

documents typically avoid definitive 

metaphysical claims about machine souls 

but insist that human beings must not be 

instrumentalized or diminished in dignity by 

AI deployment. The Rome Call and similar 

statements illustrate this ecclesial emphasis 

on policy and pastoral care. (PubMed) 

 

Philosophy of mind and AI: the divided 

center: 

In the field of analytic philosophy, David 

Chalmers‘ ―hard problem‖ continues to 

influence thinking: functional or behavioral 

frameworks of cognition do not attend to the 

real issue of why subjective experience 

(phenomenal consciousness) emerges. As a 

consequence, many philosophers see the 

claim ―AI is conscious‖ to be a genuine 

philosophical and empirical claim that is 

beyond resolution by performance alone. 

Some of these philosophers are 

contemporary figures like Susan Schneider, 

who moves the discourse to applied 

metaphysics. In addition to previously 

exploring the logical possibility of artificial 

consciousness, Schneider considers the 

ethics and identity ramifications of scenarios 

(such as mind uploading and hybrid human-

AI fusions) that provoke a reaction. Her 

scholarship is recognized in philosophy and 

interdisciplinary AI ethics, as well as AI 

ethics literature. (OUP Academic) 

At the same time, functionalists and many 

AI researchers argue that behavior as well as 

the causal capacities accompanying it 

(information processing, memory, and 

agency in decision making) are what counts. 

If a system reliably exhibits the capacities 

that are linked to personhood, they argue, it 

is a reason to align our moral practices with 

that. Critics counter that this blurs the 

dangerous line of conflating simulation with 

instantiation: a system may behaviorally 

pass a test while merely syntactically 

processing information, and not generating 

http://www.ijmsrt.com/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27225071/?utm_source=chatgpt.com


Volume-3-Issue-10-Octember,2025                          International   Journal  of   Modern  Science  and  Research    Technology 

                                                                                                                                                                             ISSN  NO-2584-2706 

 

IJMSRT25OCT069                                                           www.ijmsrt.com                                                                                 171 
                                                          DOI: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17350846 

semantics or qualia (Searle‘s Chinese Room, 

along with the critiques, remains a classic 

touchstone in philosophy). (PhilPapers) 

 

Neuroscience and formal attempts to 

measure consciousness: 

Neuroscientists and cognitive theorists 

propose candidate scientific frameworks for 

consciousness that may be applied to 

biological and artificial systems. The most 

famous case is Giulio Tononi‘s Integrated 

Information Theory (IIT) — phi represents a 

formal metric which claims to quantify a 

given system‘s level of integrated 

information and, more controversially, 

equates a higher phi to higher 

consciousness. There are supporters and 

critics of IIT; it has produced testable claims 

and empirical research, but its appreciation 

in the empirical literature rests on the claim 

that it posits the core of phenomenal 

consciousness, rather than interesting but 

dispensable correlates. Acceptance of IIT, or 

a version of it, would offer ethicists and 

theologians a measurable parameter to 

debate ―conscious‖ artifacts although many 

warn that no mathematical indicator will 

resolve the theological issues of relation to 

God, the eschaton, or the imago Dei. 

(PubMed) 

 

AI ethics and policy: urgent, pragmatic 

concerns: 

In the past two years, the attention has 

shifted from speculative metaphysics to 

urgent policy. Open letters and research 

articles from practitioners in the field warn 

that guidelines must be established to avoid 

the inadvertent development of ―suffering 

beings.‖ A notable paper and open letter of 

2025 (cited in The Guardian) called for 

principles that constrain and monitor 

research into AI consciousness and 

advocated for a phased, transparent 

approach to prevent harm to humans and 

conscious beings. These tangible steps have 

spurred philosophers and theologians into 

active collaboration with ethicists and 

regulatory authorities. (The Guardian) 

Interdisciplinary initiatives and pedagogies 

have sought to bridge these gaps: More 

recent symposia and university courses 

(Harvard, Candler/Emory, Bethel, etc.) 

illustrate a new institutionalizing of the 

field: theology departments convene with 

other social and hard sciences to co-teach 

and co-research the religious and moral 

dimensions of AI. New public intellectuals 

and religious leaders, for instance, Hannah 

Eagleson‘s Christian ―Rule of Life for AI‖, 

provide pastoral frameworks that, while 

modest in metaphysical ambition, have 

strong practical components: resisting 

technology idolatry, preserving human 

relational rhythms, and moral guardrails of 

AI use. (rpl.hds.harvard.edu) 

Across these works, there is wide consensus 

on two points: (1) the current narrow AI 

technology lacks phenomenality, moral 

accountability, and social relations that the 

theology soul is accustomed to, and (2) there 

is a need to provide governance with respect 

to the advanced or conscious AI that will 

pose pressing ethical issues. 

There are large disagreements on 

metaphysical possibility (can machines ever 

have souls?) and on the justification for 

moral status. Theologically, the field lacks 

sustained work that connects formal 

measures of consciousness (e.g., IIT) and 

doctrinal aspects such as imago Dei, 

sacramentality, and eschatology simply 

because this is the work that theology of 

science is beginning to address, but this is 

still open for a lot of work. (PubMed) 

 

Research agenda suggested by the 

literature: 

 Several priorities for the future scholarship 

arise from the literature:  
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(a) develop detailed conceptual maps that 

connect the technical terms (phi, neural 

correlates) to the theological ideas;  

(b) empirical-theological case studies 

addressing the intersection of AI and 

pastoral practice (e.g., AI chaplaincy, 

decision aids for end-of-life care);  

(c) develop normative ethics that combine 

the theological ethics of human dignity and 

the law with technology and human-robot 

governance; and  

(d) develop public theology initiatives that 

engage congregations with AI policy and 

practice. Recent interdisciplinary symposia 

and policy letters recommend exactly these 

mixed research-and-practice lines. 

(rpl.hds.harvard.edu) 

 

The Soul in Theological Perspective: 

In Christian theology, the soul serves as the 

basis for personal identity, moral 

accountability, and the capacity for a 

relationship with God. In the Bible, text uses 

nephesh and ruach to describe a living being 

that God 'breathes' life into (Gen 2:7; Ezek 

37). Christian theology articulates a soul in a 

more developed form in the New Testament, 

emphasizing the unity of the body and soul 

and the focal points of eschatological 

resurrection (1 Cor. 15).  

Early Christian thinkers such as Augustine, 

drew more from Christian theology and 

viewed the soul as the center of rationality 

and the spiritual interiority of a person. The 

soul in Scholastic theology, particularly that 

of Aquinas, viewed the soul as the 

substantial form of the body, thus, providing 

a metaphysical basis for human unity and 

rationality. 

 

Consciousness's in Philosophy of Mind: 

Discussions in philosophy focus on qualia, 

self awareness, and intentionality. Chalmers 

(1995) makes a distinction between the 

―easy problems‖ of explaining cognitive 

functions and ―the hard problem‖ of 

explaining subjective experience. These 

positions include substance dualism (mind 

and body as different substances), property 

dualism, physicalism (mental states are the 

same as brain states), and emergentism (the 

mind as a higher level property of more 

complex physical systems). 

 

Artificial Intelligence and Machine 

Cognition: 

The two categories of AI are narrow AI, 

which focuses on specific functions, and 

general AI, which aspires to replicate human 

general intelligence. Large language models, 

such as the GPT systems, utilize statistical 

models and do not have subjective 

experiences. Although these systems can 

simulate understanding, critics say this is not 

real consciousness (Searle, 1980).  

 

The Soul in History and Theology 

1 Scripture and Patristic Writings 

In the Hebrew Scriptures, the soul is not 

seen as an entity that can be separated, but 

rather the life-principle of a person. God 

breathes life into Adam, and Adam becomes 

a ―living being‖ (nephesh chayah) (Gen 

2:7). Early Christian authors, like Irenaeus, 

focused on the unity of the human person, 

while Augustine, in addition to Irenaeus, 

developed more introspective analyses 

concerning the soul's memory, 

understanding, and will.  

2 Scholastic Metaphysics  

In his works, Thomas Aquinas formulated a 

non-dualistic but non-materialist 

understanding of the soul as the form of the 

body. The soul is not a separate ―ghost‖ but 

the organizing principle of the human being. 

Although he affirmed the soul's immortality 

due to its capacity for abstract intellectual 

operations, he also stressed the soul's natural 

unity with the body. 

Engagements with Science in Contemporary 

Theology 
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Theology engages with science in varied 

ways; some scholars maintain classical 

dualism in order to defend teaching 

immortality and moral agency. Others, like 

Nancey Murphy (1990), defend non-

reductive physicalism, claiming that the soul 

can be best understood as becoming 

emergent from embodied human life. John 

Polkinghorne (2005), who connects science 

and theology, argues that soul theology must 

include insights from neuroscience while 

still holding to the soul as a spiritual reality. 

 

Mind and Consciousness: Scientific and 

Philosophical Accounts 

Neuroscience and the Mind 

Neuroscience has shown how certain 

cognitive functions are linked to particular 

brain structures and how brain and mind 

states are correlated. However, the 

―explanatory gap‖ still exists: the question 

of why neural processes of the brain cause 

certain subjective experiences remains 

unanswered. Many scientists working in this 

area are methodological naturalists and are 

interested only in science and not 

metaphysics. 

Philosophical Tests and AI 

The Turing Test (1950) proposes that if a 

machine can mimic human behavior to the 

extent that the machine can be determined 

indistinguishable from the human, this 

means the machine possesses human-like 

intelligence. However, some disagree with 

this assertion claiming a machine lacking 

consciousness is still able to exhibit 

intellection. Searle‘s Chinese Room (1980) 

argues that a machine that manipulates 

symbols syntactically does not possess the 

meaning of the symbols. Integrated 

Information Theory (Tononi, 2008) attempts 

to measure consciousness, although 

theorizing about it in relation to AI remains 

far from settled. 

 

AI and the Question of the Soul 

1. Requirements for Having a Soul   

In theology and philosophy, the criteria for 

having a soul may include: (1) subjective 

experience, (2) moral agency, (3) relational 

capacity with God and with others, (4) the 

bodily, and (5) eschatological.   

2. Fulfilling the Requirements with AI   

Present day AI convincingly meets none of 

the requirements. It does not have true 

consciousness, moral agency, relationality, 

and eschatological being. It does have 

robotic forms of ‗an embodiment‘ where the 

body and the narrative remain absent, but 

the sacramental taking of the body.   

3. Possible Theories   

In philosophy, for example Schneider 

(2019), speaks of ‗uploading‘ and machine 

consciousness. Theologically, even if such 

beings were possible, questions of divine 

creation, imago Dei, and the complexities of 

salvation remain.   

Ethical, Ecclesial, and Pastoral Implications  

  

1. Imago Dei and AI   

Even if AI does pose challenges, theological 

affirmation and the dignity of the person still 

stands and is not replaced. The church 

should still not utilize people in an AI 

society (Pontifical Academy for Life, 2020).   

 

2. Moral Responsibility   

Human agents designing, deploying, and 

profiting from AI are the ones carrying the 

primary ethical responsibility. These actors 

must be held accountable legally and 

morally. 

 

3 Sacramental Lives and  

Spiritual Practice 

Churches need to think about the use of AI 

during worship services and in pastoral care. 

AI-generated ―prayer bots‖ or automated 

sermons might cause people to question the 

integrity of spirituality and the sacramental 

involvement of their audience. 

4 Educations and Formation 
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Seminaries and other theological in-

stitutions need to add the philosophy of 

mind, neuroscience, and AI ethics to their 

curricula in order to equip leaders for the 

new pastoral challenges that are on the 

horizon. 

 

Summary 

This paper investigated multiple discourses 

involving artificial intelligence, the soul, and 

intersecting disciplines, alongside the fields 

of theology, philosophy, and science. It 

covered the emergence of artificial 

intelligence technologies and the resurgence 

of interest in the questions of the uniqueness 

of humanity and the consciousness and 

moral characteristics of individuals. The 

theology section discussed the Christian 

soul, both classical and contemporary, under 

the dualist, non-reductive physicalist, and 

relational paradigms. The soul in philosophy 

focused on the ―hard problem‖ of 

consciousness (Chalmers, 1995) and debates 

on the functionalist versus non-functionalist 

argument on the existence of artificial 

consciousness. The science positions 

discussed Integrated Information Theory 

(Tononi, 2012) and other frameworks that 

attempt to quantify consciousness and 

measure it against other parameters. 

Diverse scholarly positions emerged in the 

literature review. Theologians—for example, 

Murphy (2006) and Clayton (2004) consider 

the soul neuroscience compatible and the 

soul as emergent or as being embodied—

while ecclesial bodies, such as the Vatican, 

speak of human dignity, the ethics of 

oversight, and categorical avoidance of 

speculative metaphysics. Philosophers, such 

as Schneider (2019), have moved applied 

metaphysics to the forefront of discussion by 

speaking of the ethics of potential machine 

consciousness. In the meantime, 

contemporary machine AI researchers and 

ethicists (Bostrom & Yudkowsky, 2014; 

Gabriel, 2020) are concerned with 

frameworks of ethics and governance to 

minimize potential harm to human and 

machine entities, conscious or otherwise, 

and to mitigate the risk of impending 

adversarial harm to these entities, human or 

otherwise, and may yet conscious machines. 

 

Findings 

1. Theological Ambiguity but Ethical Clarity 

Noting that AI may never attain soul, 

ambiguity remains on the theology of AI. 

Yet contemporary theologians and the 

church as a whole sufficiently agree that the 

ethics of governance of AI technologies 

must focus on the preservation of human 

dignity and the ethics of relationality 

(Vatican, 2020; Singler, 2023).   

2.Philosophical Debate Centers on 

Consciousness, Not Soul 

Most philosophical discourse now shifts 

from the soul to the essence of 

consciousness and personhood. The 

scholarly discourse, especially, is divided on 

the question of whether functional 

equivalence to a person means that a real 

consciousness exists or a mere simulation 

(Searle, 1980; Chalmers, 2010). 

3. Scientific Frameworks Provide Tools, Not 

Answers.    

Scientific frameworks, such as IIT, put 

forward potential metrics for consciousness, 

but do not answer metrics for consciousness. 

Even if AI fulfills such metrics, does the AI 

―have a soul‖ becomes a theological and 

metaphysical question, not a scientific one.   

4. AI Raises Novel Ethical and Ecclesial 

Challenges.   

Religious communities need to think of and 

act on the integration of AI into pastoral, 

medical, and educational settings. AI raises 

ethical questions on moral responsibility, the 

uniqueness of humans, and action-

participation in the sacraments, all of which 

require deep theological thought (Eagleson, 

2024).   

5. Interdisciplinary Dialogue is Essential.   
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No discipline stands alone, be it theology, 

philosophy, or the sciences, to answer, 

―Does AI have a soul?‖ Productive discourse 

requires sustained collaboration across 

numerous fields and the integration of public 

theology. 

 

Conclusion 

Asking whether AI could have a soul brings 

to light complex issues surrounding 

humanity, metaphysics, and theology. 

Current AI systems do not have whatever 

attributes a soul might have. That said, 

however, AI does challenge some AI 

theologians to rethink their positions and 

engage with lateral disciplines. AI 

technology and theological anthropology 

can still affirm the unique dignity of 

humans. A focused, critical, and 

collaborative approach is needed to address 

the speculative and practical issues of AI 

and the soul. 

The interface of AI and the soul is perhaps 

one of the deepest and most complex 

questions of the twenty-first century. For 

some theological traditions, the uniqueness, 

dignity, and relationality of humans can be 

understood, and used, in opposition to some 

of the more contemporary questions in 

science and philosophy. No AI system, 

however, possesses the phenomenological, 

relational, or spiritual attributes that have 

historically been connected with a soul. 

With technological advancements, however, 

the issues of AI and soul can no longer 

remain speculative. They must be addressed 

in the realms of public ethics, church 

practice, and policy development. 

Technologically reproducing an individual‘s 

soul is impossible due to the fact that one‘s 

soul involves real relationality and divine 

creation. Theologically relationality and 

divine creation have to do with God and is 

the basis of the soul. Philosophically the 

nature of consciousness still unsolved. 

Offering a functionalist explanation would 

still be insufficient and in the realm of 

science, there is science of measuring 

consciousness, but it will not eclipse 

anthropological theology. For these reasons, 

the use of these things involves discernment, 

humility, and responsible interdisciplinary 

dialogue. 

. 

Recommendations 

1.Theological Research   

Scholars and institutes should focus more on 

theological anthropology researching, AI, 

and the implications of the imago Dei, 

incarnation, and eschatological anthropology 

on emerging technologies.  

 

2.Interdisciplinary Initiatives   

Collaborative research, conferences, and 

teaching strategies that include theologians, 

philosophers, and scholars of the AI and 

neuro sciences should be designed to fill the 

gaps between disciplines and provide 

comprehensive approaches for dealing with 

AI and the soul. 

   

3.Church Compliance   

Pastoral and ethical approaches on AI 

deployment in liturgy, education, and 

pastoral care should be designed to ensure 

that the core of every church and religion 

function preserves human dignity.  

  

4.AI Policy Advocacy   

Faith communities must ensure that the 

discourse around AI governance speaks to 

the ethical and human-centric approaches to 

technology development.  

  

5.Theological Education   

Educators, religious leaders, and 

congregations should be educated on the AI 

discourse in order to generate constructive 

theological and ethical discourse as opposed 

to fear or mindless acceptance. 
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