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Symposium on the Bible and AI V4 def 5 ENG 

 

Impact of AI on Young Generation 

 

Tarantola Intervention 

Good morning everyone. 

It is an honor for me to participate in this Symposium. I thank Professor Dr. Father Waldecir 

Gonzaga and the entire Pontifical Catholic University of Rio de Janeiro for the invitation. 

 

I begin my speech with a quote from the Gospel of Mark because it is the common thread 

that guides the reflections I will share with you. 

“Let the little children come to me, and do not hinder them; for to such belongs the 

kingdom of God. Truly I tell you, whoever does not receive the kingdom of God like a 

little child will never enter it” (Mark 10:14-15). 

 

How do we welcome children in the age of artificial intelligence? The answer requires a 

complex and detailed analysis that must be anchored in the Magisterium of the Church. 

In his first Encyclical, “Magnifica humanitas” signed on May 15, the anniversary of Rerum 

Novarum, and presented on May 25 in the New Synod Hall in the presence of the Holy 

Father, Pope Leo XIV outlines a true “social doctrine” for the digital age. 

I haven't had time to carefully read the encyclical, but it seems to me that Pope Leo 

addresses the risks and opportunities of the digital revolution with a critical eye and a clear 

anthropological vision, placing human beings, their dignity, responsibility, freedom, 

and work at the center of every action and decision. According to the Pontiff, 

increasingly sophisticated systems risk altering the way humans think, communicate, 

and build relationships. 

The Holy Father had previously addressed the critical issues of the digital age in several 

of his messages. I recall the message, delivered through Cardinal Secretary of State 

Pietro Parolin to the AI for Good Summit (July 10, 2025), in which Pope Leo XIV called 

for "coordinated management at the local and global levels" to guide the 

development of new technologies, and for a " new humanism " founded, in line with 

the teachings of Pope Francis, on justice, fraternity, and transparency for the pursuit 

of the integral common good. 
And the message for the 60th World Communications Day (24.01.2026) with the 

theme “Protecting human voices and faces” with which Pope Leo XIV invites us to 

preserve the uniqueness of the person and of relationships from the risk of 

dehumanization and deception in the digital age by preserving the value of face and 

voice which are the expression of the unrepeatable identity of each person. 
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Six months ago, on December 5, 2025, in his greeting to the participants in the Conference 

“Artificial Intelligence and Care of Our Common Home” Pope Leo XIV stated: “And here it is 

important to reflect on a concern that must touch our hearts: the freedom and 

spirituality of our children and young people, with the possible consequences of 

technology on their intellectual and neurological development. The new generations must 

be helped, not hindered, on their journey toward maturity and responsibility. The well-being 

of society depends on giving them the ability to develop their talents and to respond to the 

demands of the time and the needs of others with a free and generous spirit.” 

 
These words provide clear guidance on how technology, and in particular artificial 

intelligence, should develop to protect the dignity of minors and promote a future of hope 

and global collaboration. 

Protecting the dignity, understood as an intrinsic value of the person, of children and 
adolescents takes on a highly sensitive connotation because it concerns the right of 
minors to develop their own identity, to enjoy protection, and to participate 
meaningfully in society, including in the digital world. Minors are developing human 
beings, fragile, vulnerable, and insecure. They must be lovingly accompanied on their 
journey to adulthood. For this reason, the Magisterium of the Church indicates that 
digital tools, and in particular Artificial Intelligence (AI), in all its variants, must be 
developed, applied, and used in a way that always respects the best interests of the 
minor, avoiding any form of exploitation, manipulation, and discrimination. 

The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989) establishes the 
principle of " the best interests of the child", which must guide all political and 
technological decisions concerning the child. 

The question we must ask ourselves is whether AI, as it is developed, produced, 
managed, and used today, respects the best interests of the child and in particular 
reflects the following characteristics: 

1. promote the development and well-being of children, not exploit their 
vulnerabilities; 

2. avoid physical, psychological, moral and social harm by promoting, and not 
hindering, the development of virtues such as autonomy, prudence, justice and 
responsibility; 

3. respecting children and adolescents' ability to make decisions and understand 
the technological context they face, by providing them with clear and 
accessible information; 
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4. prevent discrimination and ensure equal opportunities for access to 
educational technologies; 

5. guarantee transparency and accountability, so that minors and their guardians 
can know when they interact with a person or an automated system. 

6. Listen to the voices of children and adolescents in decisions about the use of 
artificial intelligence in schools, public services, and digital platforms. 

7. Integrate AI into relationships and support networks, not make it a substitute, 
because children and adolescents need authentic relationships, empathetic 
attention, and shared responsibility. 

Observation of reality shows that AI currently does not meet these characteristics 
because it is developed, produced, and managed by a few large companies that enjoy 
"enormous" power, are driven by the pursuit of profit, and in fact they prove to be 
little sensitive to the protection of the fundamental rights of minors. 

1. The risks of AI 

As emerges from the aforementioned papal encyclical “Magnifica Humanitas” and 
from the message "Protecting human voices and faces", from the literature and 
research of associations for the protection of minors, various risks for minors are 
associated with the digital world: 

• Privacy violation, surveillance and commercial profiling: The use and 
processing of biometric data (images, voice), online tracking and behavioral 
profiling can violate the privacy of children and adolescents – who are not fully 
aware of the value of their data – and influence the development of their 
identity, undermine their freedom and autonomy. In fact, minors can 
unwittingly become marketable objects, tools of marketing and monitoring 
(commodification); in this way, their identity is reduced to economic value and 
their moral integrity is damaged. 

• Disinformation and manipulation: Recommendation systems and AI-
generated content can influence opinions and behaviors and push minors 
toward extreme or harmful content (hate, fake news, pornography). 
Deepfakes—artificially generated content, faces and voices —can make 
children targets of scams, cyberbullying, or revenge porn. Filter bubbles reduce 
critical capacity because AI only displays "personalized" content. AI that mimics 
youth language promotes grooming. All of this undermines the development of 
children's freedom, including their inner freedom. 

• Unequal access: Not all children are guaranteed the same opportunities to 
access AI-based digital learning tools, leading to the risk of new forms of 
exclusion.  
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• Reduced psychological well-being: Interactions with chatbots or avatars, AI-
based games, and social media can replace human interactions, generating 
"simulated" relational experiences that impact a child's sense of self and affect 
self-esteem, relationships, and identity. There is a risk of social isolation, the 
replacement of authentic relationships with artificial interactions lacking true 
empathy, and the modeling of children's behavior on AI responses; these 
dynamics can undermine the capacity for independent thought, create 
dependency, and/or distort the perception of reality, hindering the 
development of critical and decision-making skills. 

• Reduced learning capacity. Overreliance on automated learning tools reduces 
cognitive effort. Standardized curriculum risks stifling creativity and critical 
thinking. 

• Inequalities and discrimination: AI selection or recommendation systems can 
reproduce stereotypes (gender, ethnic, social) and determine forms of 
educational, social, and cultural exclusion; artificial intelligence designed in 
Western contexts may not respect the linguistic and cultural diversity of other 
areas of the world. 

• Normalization of surveillance: Children grow up in a world where there is 
pervasive and constant digital monitoring of their behavior: what they do, what 
they buy, what they watch, etc .; their preferences are recorded and used to 
guide their choices. They are so accustomed to it that they consider this 
monitoring normal and accepted. 

• Decision-making delegation: Important decisions risk being delegated to 
algorithmic systems without adequate human oversight, with significant 
negative impacts on minors. No decisions should be delegated to an algorithm. 

All these risks are already manifesting themselves, partly because minors are often 
left alone to use devices and, placing unconditional trust in technology, tend to 
underestimate its dangers. Adolescents in particular tend to believe they are immune 
to the consequences of risky behavior, that they are invulnerable (so-called 
unjustified optimism), and therefore fail to take the necessary precautions. 

Recognizing the presence of potential dangers does not mean "demonizing" AI, but 

rather being aware that for AI to truly be a tool at the service of humanity and 

minors, it must be ethical and responsible, and unfortunately today it is not. 

 

2. Corrective actions 

 

The situation requires urgent interventions on multiple levels to create a 
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technological "system" that puts the person, social justice, and the protection of 

creation back at the center, with particular attention to young people, who are the 

most vulnerable. 

All actors in this "new world"—technology companies, legislators, governments, 

institutions, educators, spiritual leaders, the media, communities, civil society, and 

individuals—must change their goals and methods and always operate responsibly. 

Everyone is (we all are) responsible, depending on their role. 

• 2.1. Education system: Schools have an important role to play, both in terms 
of teaching methods and content, in re-educating young people about 
relationships in the digital world. The logic, dynamics, and content of lessons 
should be modified, and the assessment system should be innovated. AI 
education should integrate into curricula, not only as a technology, but as an 
ethical, social, and spiritual issue. The goal is to develop in minors the ability to 
use AI consciously, critically, and responsibly, helping them distinguish between 
human-generated and artificially generated content. Promoting new 
educational applications without adequately assessing ethical risks can lead to 
irreversible consequences. 

• 2.2. Training: It is necessary to initiate a widespread training process for adults, 
especially teachers. The education system cannot be changed without the 
support of teachers capable of acting as mediators between children and 
technology, and of responsibly guiding minors in the critical use of AI. and to 
support them in developing, even in this new context, critical thinking, 
awareness, and autonomy. The role of universities, I am thinking in particular of 
Catholic universities, is fundamental in the training of future teachers and, more 
generally, in innovating their educational and research activities. Parents also need 
training, as they are often unprepared to manage relationships with their 
children in the new digital age. They must not be left alone. Schools can take on 
the responsibility, even by using external professionals, of training and 
informing families, as they are a place where it is easier to come together and 
communicate. Educators—teachers and parents—must be informed about the 
risks of AI, the implications of consent, the impact on privacy, and the conscious 
use of social media. It is essential to convey the awareness that AI must 
complement, not replace, their role. But above all, it is necessary to help 
parents rekindle dialogue with their children, which represents the best 
protection for their healthy and free growth. 

• 2.3. Community and civil society: it necessary to revitalize collective education, 
which has unfortunately been lost, by rebuilding the model of widespread 
community and recovering the educational role of intermediary bodies. 
Communities and civil society can monitor and promote ethical practices that 
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strengthen the dignity and well-being of minors, collaborate with local media 
to promote the ethics of AI, and disseminate stories that respect the world of 
children and adolescents. Parishes can work, including through external digital 
professionals, to engage in dialogue with families and pave the way for a 
reshaping of the social structure, including through the call to mercy, as Pope 
Francis has taught us. It would be helpful to activate a strong and united 
grassroots movement from the Catholic world to send a signal to large tech 
companies and regulatory bodies on what Catholics mean, in light of the 
encyclical "Magnifica Humanitas," by technological development that helps, 
not harms, humanity, starting with the very young. 

• 2.4. States and institutions. The importance of protecting minors with 

adequate regulation is now recognized, but there is no broad and shared 

orientation on how regulation should be. I think that in the digital age, 

legislators must develop specific creativity: the task is strategic and complex, 

requiring effective and flexible regulations because technological innovation is 

tumultuous and fast. International cooperation is essential: national regulations 

would be ineffective because the digital world is global. Therefore, it would be 

appropriate for the regulations to be global, applicable to all countries. The European 

Union has issued the AI Act,2024, based on the risk approach, it is an important step. But 

European regulations do not apply to the two countries, the United States and China, 

that are the largest producers and developers of AI. Unfortunately, the likelihood of 

common regulations is very low today, but that doesn't stop us from trying and working 

for a better world. Regulations should address all the various dangers previously 

mentioned that specifically affect minors, as well as the issue of data 

ownership, such as how to share the profits large companies make using the 

data of everyone on the planet. Not more regulations, but good regulations it may 

seem like a cliché, but it's a necessity. Regulations should also include the active 

involvement of children so that they are not passive recipients of AI, but co-

creators and evaluators of technologies that affect them. Governments must 

promote ethical, transparent, inclusive, and child-centered governance; 

institutions and companies should adopt internal policies to ensure the 

protection of children's rights and assess their impact. An adequate AI oversight 

system would also be useful, including an authority with the power to issue global 

standards, perform supervisory functions, impose sanctions in case of violations, and 

provide incentives to encourage ethical innovation. One could also consider an 

independent global observatory tasked with evaluating the ethics of AI.  On 

May18,2026, the Pontifical Academy of Theology promoted the creation of the 

Observatory un the impact of digital technologies on the environment. 
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• 2.5. The world of communication: this sector should ensure, also through 
specific self-regulation, that the content, images, data dissemination, and 
articles should always respect the intrinsic value of minors as human beings, 
without reducing them to victims or objects. Digital and social media platforms 
should adopt clear policies for the protection of minors (for example, limiting 
tagging, geolocation, and images recognizable without consent) and effective 
tools for the early reporting of harmful content or content that violates 
children's privacy and exploits their vulnerability. Advertising and marketing 
should avoid using minors in sexualized or exploitative contexts, always be 
transparent in their messages, and avoid the use of stereotypes or 
stigmatizations and "pious images" that exploit suffering to generate "easy" 
emotions. Influencers could be engaged and encouraged to provide positive 
testimonials, given their strong influence on young people. Public television 
broadcasters could launch a broad, globally coordinated information and 
education program. All communication decisions should be assessed with the 
best interests of the child in mind. Specific training for journalists and the 
media on the issue of childhood and adolescence should be provided, as well 
as ethical codes that include rules on anonymity, consent, respectful 
representation, editorial review and supervision to avoid sensationalism. 

3. The responsibility of technology companies 

Technology companies deserve special attention. It is their duty to design safe AI 
systems that respect the dignity of minors, conceived according to a " safety and 
ethics by design " approach. Those who produce and develop artificial intelligence 
systems have several responsibilities, which they often deny in the name of a 
presumed neutrality; no innovation is neutral, and AI certainly isn't. 

• Ethical responsibility: algorithms must be designed ethically (algorethics, as 
Pope Francis defined it in his speech to the G7, 14 June 2024, Village Egnazia ), 
tested on representative data, avoiding biases that could penalize vulnerable 
groups (youth, minorities, women). Transparency must also be guaranteed, 
meaning the criteria for building and operating algorithms must be explained 
("explainable AI") to allow users and institutions to understand their 
mechanisms. 

• Social responsibility: AI developers should avoid using their products as tools 
for surveillance, commercial manipulation, or exploitation of minors. Instead, 
they should launch initiatives to educate minors about the responsible use of 
AI, disseminating guidelines, teaching tools, and best practices. 

• Legal liability: Manufacturers are responsible and should be held liable (as with 
any other product) when AI tools cause material, physical, or psychological 

https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html
https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/speeches/2024/june/documents/20240614-g7-intelligenza-artificiale.html


 

8 
 

harm to minors. AI producers must actively work to prevent harm to minors 
and misuse by integrating safety measures and technical limitations into their 
algorithms. In the EU, AI developers must comply with the aforementioned 
European regulatory framework (AI Act, 2024), which introduces conformity 
assessment requirements, transparent documentation, monitoring and audit 
systems, and registration in the EU database. Unfortunately, US and Chinese 
developers are excluded. 

AI producers and developers appear unwilling to acknowledge these responsibilities 

and are reluctant to rethink their business models; they show reservations about 

operating in accordance with ethical, social, and legal obligations to develop a safe, 

fair, and transparent AI system capable of preventing abuse and protecting young 

and vulnerable people. Some have signed memoranda of understanding, e.g., the 

Rome Call for AI Ethics, 27.10.2025 and Child Foundation Declaration, Rome, 12, 11, 

25. However, the actions they take on a daily basis clearly do not correspond to the 

commitments they have made. In March 2026, the California Superior Court ruled, 

in a historic verdict, that Meta and Google are responsible for social media addiction 

among young Americans because they failed to do enough to prevent this risk, and 

ordered them to pay three million dollars in damages (La Repubblica, 26 March 

2026). This is not the only case. 

4. Shared responsibility 

The path to ethical artificial intelligence must be based on the logic of shared 
responsibility: each actor must assume their share of ethical and legal commitment. 
This is a goal that concerns everyone. Everyone must feel responsible and work, both 
individually and collaboratively, for a digital world fit for children and adolescents. 
There are no excuses not to do so. 

Pope Leo XIV in the aforementioned greeting to the participants in the Conference “ 
Artificial Intelligence and Care of Our "Commun Home" stated: "To build a future 
together with our young people that, also through the potential of artificial 
intelligence, achieves the common good, it is necessary to recover and strengthen 
their trust in the human capacity to determine the evolution of these technologies 
: a trust that today is increasingly eroded by the paralyzing idea that its development 
follows an inescapable path. To this end, coordinated and concerted action is needed 
that involves politics, institutions, businesses, finance, education, communications, 
citizens, and religious communities. All these actors are called to fulfill a common 
commitment by assuming this shared responsibility." 
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In concrete terms, this shared responsibility means that:  

- Parliaments, as already noted, must enact appropriate regulations and 

possibly coordinate to define a global regulation and to achieve the creation of 

an independent global authority with regulatory and supervisory powers over 

the AI world. 

- Governments, businesses, the education, communications, and 
technology sectors must initiate a broad process of changing their 
strategic objectives and organizational and operational methods, and 
must jointly commit to implementing this change promptly with courage, 
responsibility, and determination. 

- Academia must be a powerful engine of innovation for research, 
education, and the dissemination of ethical and responsible AI to drive 
change along the path of the common good. Universities, especially 
Catholic ones, can play a significant driving role in their triple mission: 
education, scientific research, and the valorization and dissemination of 
knowledge. 

Awareness of this shared responsibility is still modest and not widespread. Much 
remains to be done; initiating a constructive dialogue among the various 
stakeholders and aiming for effective collaboration is the best path, as Pope Francis 
and Pope Leo XIV teach us, but it is difficult. It requires enormous commitment, 
determination, creativity, and courage. 

5. Possible future lines of research 

The complexity of the relationship between technological innovation and minors, as 
well as the potential negative effects that may result, necessitate several innovative 
lines of research, to be initiated with a multidisciplinary approach and in cooperation 
with parliaments, governments, institutions, and businesses, both nationally and 
internationally. I am referring to: 

• Study of the psychological and identity-related effects on minors of 
interactions with generative systems and immersive environments (e.g., the 
metaverse). 

• Analysis of the impact of regulatory policies on the effective protection of 
children's rights, and the feasibility of global regulation. 

• In-depth analysis of “AI literacy” as a strategic key competence for digital 
citizenship, with particular attention to minors and other vulnerable groups. 

• Comparative research to understand how child dignity is expressed in different 
cultural and educational contexts. 
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• Identify whether and at what point it may become necessary to interrupt the 
innovation process, evaluating the opportunity costs of technological progress 
and the impact on the very existence of human beings. 

• Evaluate how to combine technology and the humanities, recovering the 
humanistic dimension of culture in a world increasingly characterized by a post-
human culture in which people risk becoming obsolete. 

• To launch a broad philosophical movement to understand the influence of the 
rapid and pervasive development of artificial intelligence, particularly 
generative intelligence, on the deepest structures of reality, on fundamental 
questions about the very essence of human beings from early childhood. 

6. Conclusions 

We live in an age characterized by widespread wars, pandemics, poverty, violence, and 

constant conflicts fueled by thirst for power and wealth, as well as by uncontrolled, 

tumultuous, and extremely rapid technological evolution. Along with its benefits, it also has 

significant impacts on people's dignity, their work, and the pursuit of the integral common 

good. 

We have seen that the risks for minors are numerous, the protection objectives 
challenging, and the corrective actions possible but not easy to implement. 

Pope Francis and Pope Leo XIV have repeatedly emphasized that profit must never take 
precedence over the well-being of human beings, especially minors, and that the 
approach to be adopted is anthropological: one of respect, justice, equity, inclusion, 
solidarity, and sustainability. They emphasized that the key to protecting new generations 
in the world of AI is the activation of shared responsibility: all actors in the new world must be 
aware that now more than ever it is absolutely necessary to exercise respect for human dignity 
and live this responsibility in daily activities in a spirit of solidarity and cooperation. 

Everyone's actions must converge on AI management policies that guarantee: 
constant human oversight (humans must remain involved in the decision-making 
process), reliability and safety, fairness and equality, privacy and data protection, 
accountability and traceability (auditing and reporting), placing people, and 
especially minors, at the center of their operations. 

In this way, we pursue value creation for shareholders, along with value creation for 

all stakeholders, and the protection of creation with a long-term vision that 

strengthens the solidity and resilience of companies and countries and improves the well-being 

of all, starting with that of children. 
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It's not an easy path because it requires a return to being guided by ethical and moral 
values and a willingness to accept less profit in order to pursue a greater benefit for the 
common good, which in the medium-long term also translates into advantages for 
individual actors. 

It's a long journey. It seems utopian to propose a change in people's lifestyles, corporate 

business models, and the goals of governments and institutions that encompasses the 

exercise of the capacity to care and attention to the little ones, as Jesus teaches us, in a context 

like the current one, characterized by individualism, the supremacy of power and profit, and 

the domination of technology (Pope Francis in Laudato si' speaks of a technocratic paradigm), 

where international institutions are under pressure and have lost their ability to lead. 

But the Jubilee of Hope, which concluded in December last year, taught us that the 
Holy Spirit is always at our side and that by activating discernment, even the 
impossible is possible.  

 

Anna Maria Tarantola 

Text of the speech given at the “Bible and AI Symposium,” Rio de Janeiro, May 26-
28, 2026. 
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