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ABSTRACT

Artificial intelligence technologies are rapidly evolving and increasingly influencing nearly every aspect of social
life. These technologies are typically assessed within ethical, legal, technical, or professional frameworks;
consequently, their political implications are often overlooked. However, artificial intelligence is not merely a
technical tool but also a form of governance that operates within specific political rationalities. In this context, the
study examines the politicization of artificial intelligence as a contemporary extension of classical power relations
and analyzes it through Michel Foucault's concepts of biopolitics and governmentality. The primary assertion of
the study is that the peril or practicality of artificial intelligence technologies is determined by the political context
in which they operate, rather than by their technical characteristics. Therefore, whether a technology serves as a
tool of domination depends not on its inherent nature but on the strategies of power within which it functions.
Artificial intelligence is employed to monitor, predict, and influence individual behavior, creating a space where
traditional techniques of power are reproduced in more rational and less visible forms. This study analyzes this
transformation by examining how individuals are subjectivized within the framework of governmentality and how
populations are reduced to manageable categories. Consequently, while artificial intelligence diminishes the
visibility of power, it emerges as a new and effective technique of political power through algorithmic decision-
making mechanisms that align with knowledge-based norms.
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Introduction

Today, artificial intelligence technologies have profoundly transformed all aspects of social life.
Alongside this development, there is a polarized discourse concerning the potential effects of
artificial intelligence on humanity. On one hand, dystopian predictions warn that artificial
intelligence will eradicate human subjectivity, establish mechanisms of autonomous
domination, or radically disrupt human existence. On the other hand, overly simplistic analyses
rooted in technological determinism obscure the constitutive role of power relations. However,
both perspectives overlook a fundamental sociopolitical reality: no technology can produce
social effects independent of the rationalized governing practices of power (Foucault, 1993).

Existing literature has predominantly confined discussions of Al to its technical capabilities or
ethical and technological implications, thereby limiting systematic analysis of how political
domination intertwines with institutional rationality. To address this gap, this paper advances
the following fundamental argument: Al technologies are embedded within the social order

'This article is derived from the author's master's thesis, which bears the title ‘Exploring of Artificial
Intelligence in the Context of Biopolitics and Governmentality' (Bolu Abant Izzet Baysal University, 2020).
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through a dialectic of mutual power and resistance and can only be fully understood by
examining power-subject relations. The ultimate aim of this study is to theoretically
demonstrate that artificial intelligence is not a neutral tool; rather, it is a concrete manifestation
of power strategies reproduced within the state-society-individual triangle.

Artificial intelligence technologies exemplify the biopolitical transformation of power by
permeating fundamental aspects of human life—such as health, employment, and security—
without relying on traditional mechanisms of repression or discipline. This infiltration occurs on
two levels: first, the liberal rationalization that reduces the individual to a self-disciplining subject,
framed as a free-choice actor (homo economicus); second, an algorithmic information-power
domination, in the Foucauldian sense, that envelops life in data flows, rendering all existential
practices—from health to social behavior—manageable. Throughout this process, power
legitimizes itself through biopolitical interventions, concealing its agency behind a facade of
technological neutrality and extending the metaphor of the "invisible hand" into the digital realm.
Consequently, artificial intelligence functions as a contemporary technigue of biopolitical power.

What is artificial intelligence?

Artificial intelligence is a broad term referring to systems that can mimic certain cognitive
abilities inherent to human intelligence. These systems, which can make decisions
independently and learn or adapt to environmental changes, are no longer limited to machines
but also include software, robotics, and algorithmic processes. Although there is no universal
consensus on its definition, artificial intelligence has been explained from various perspectives.
For example, McPherson (2018, p. 4) defines artificial intelligence as a concept encompassing
robots, computers, and machines capable of solving human problems. Nabiyev (2012, p. 25)
describes this technology as "the ability to perform higher mental tasks such as reasoning,
inference, generalization, and learning that are typical of human beings, while Nilsson (1998, p.
1) associates artificial intelligence more broadly with intelligent behaviors exhibited by man-
made objects. In this context, intelligence is considered a feature that can be learned and
developed, unlike an innate ability (Elmas, 2010, p. 21).

The historical development of artificial intelligence (Al) began in 1950 with the Turing Test,
devised by Alan Turing to determine whether a machine can think (Turing, 1950). During this
period, Al gained an intellectual foundation aimed at creating systems capable of imitating
human intelligence. The Dartmouth Conference in 1956 marked the formal establishment of Al
as an academic discipline, leading to the development of the first algorithmic models (McCarthy
et al, 2006). The 1980s saw the emergence of expert systems, representing a significant
milestone, while the 1990s brought statistical learning and machine learning algorithms to the
forefront (Russell & Norvig, 2016). In the 2000s, advances in artificial neural networks and deep
learning techniques led to substantial progress, particularly in image and voice recognition
(LeCun, Bengio, & Hinton, 2015). Since 2018, large language models developed by OpenAl, such
as the GPT series, have revolutionized natural language processing and dramatically increased
Al's interaction with everyday life (Brown et al., 2020). Collectively, these developments have
transformed Al from a mere technical tool into a framework that profoundly influences social,
economic, and political processes.

Political dimension of artificial intelligence

While Al technologies were initially conceived as systems focused solely on solving technical
problems, they have gradually assumed political functions as well. This transformation stems
not only from the nature of technological progress itself but also from the increasing influence
of a rational form of governance grounded in knowledge. As Foucault emphasizes, modern
power is no longer merely prohibitive or repressive; it is also productive and regulatory (Foucault,
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2000b). In this context, artificial intelligence emerges as a technology of governmentality that
guides individuals through algorithms in decision-making processes, monitors their behavior,
and contributes to the reproduction of social order. Eubanks (2018) argues that artificial
intelligence has been institutionalized as a managerial tool, particularly through algorithms that
generate automatic discrimination in public services, social assistance systems, and security
policies. Thus, Al is becoming not only a neutral tool for processing data but also an ideological
apparatus that provides information to serve specific political goals and perpetuate social
norms. Therefore, the emergence of Al technologies on the political stage necessitates
considering them not only as technical instruments but also as strategic tools intertwined with
techniques of power (Zuboff, 2019).

Much of the current debate on artificial intelligence focuses on the technical capabilities or
ethical boundaries of these systems; however, such approaches often fail to adequately
consider the political context in which these technologies operate. It is evident that technological
tools alone cannot fulfill social functions without an underlying logic of governance. They are
not neutral; rather, they are always shaped by specific power relations, social norms, and
strategic objectives (Kubilay, 2020, p. 1). Drawing on Foucault's observation that "power has a
logic that not only prohibits but also produces and directs" (Foucault, 2000b, p. 119), it becomes
clear that artificial intelligence cannot be regarded merely as a technical instrument. Instead, Al
technologies should be understood as technologies of power that shape and guide individual
behavior. Power, as Foucault describes, generates new strategies by leveraging knowledge,
thereby rendering individuals predictable and identifiable subjects within its techniques. In this
context, framing Al technologies as neutral tools—ignoring their roles in violating privacy,
commercial exploitation, or other forms of power—is fundamentally flawed and misleading.
Above all, Al has consciously evolved into a governance technique based on the predictability
and manipulability of individuals' actions through these tools. Therefore, rather than evaluating
artificial intelligence solely in terms of its technical or ethical limitations, it is essential to analyze
it within the framework of political governance and the structures of domination that shape it.

The positioning of artificial intelligence within the framework of power
techniques: Biopolitics and governmentality

Power in Foucault

Unlike classical theories of sovereignty, Foucault's understanding of power does not view power
as an oppressive force concentrated in a particular person, institution, or center. Instead, he
conceives power as a productive and ubiquitous process distributed throughout a network of
social relations. While classical theories typically associate sovereignty with a centralized
structure that legislates, enforces obedience, and represses, Foucault defines power as a
mechanism operating at the micro level, directing individuals' behavior through norms and
knowledge. According to him, power is not only represses but also It produces knowledge, the
subject, and norms of normality. Within this framework, power is not a fixed structure located in
a specific place but a continuous phenomenon embedded in relationships among individuals,
coexisting with resistance (Foucault, 1993). This approach provides a foundational framework
for understanding modern forms of power, particularly through concepts such as disciplinary
societies, surveillance mechanisms, and biopower. ?

Michel Foucault's conception of power transcends classical models of sovereignty by defining
power not as a fixed attribute belonging to a particular class, institution, or individual, but as a
relational, dynamic, and strategic process. According to Foucault, power is "not an institution or

“Biopower is a contemporary form of power that operates through biopolitical mechanisms,
conceptualizing life as an object of governance (Foucault, 1993).
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structure, nor is it something with which we can arm ourselves to gain a certain power; it is a
name attributed to a complex strategic situation in a given society." In this context, power
ceases to be a one-way instrument of oppression monopolized by a specific group and
operating from the top down. Instead, it becomes a strategic field of interaction that makes
nuanced interventions in the behaviors, desires, and thoughts of individuals. Foucault's
assertion that "power is everywhere" does not imply that it is all-encompassing; rather, it is
"everywhere because it comes from everywhere" (Foucault, 1993, pp. 72-73). Therefore, power
should be understood as a multilayered structure that penetrates the micro-levels of society,
extending to its most capillary relations. It is non-resident, shifting, and articulated through
various forms of relations.

This diffuse and dispersed structure of power also underscores its constitutive relationship with
the subject. Foucault emphasizes that power is not only repressive but also productive and
pervasive. Power does not merely control individuals; it constructs, shapes, and reproduces
them within the framework of specific norms. By highlighting that power is a process that
"directs bodies, governs gestures, and instills behavior" (Foucault, 2002, p. 41), it becomes
evident that power is a structure that not only compels the subject into submission but also
constructs it within particular regimes of knowledge, desire, and behavior. Therefore, the
individual is not merely a passive object in the face of power but also its carrier: "The individual
is an agent of power, and at the same time, insofar as he is an agent, he is its mediator"
(Foucault, 2002, p. 47). Thus, power ensures its own continuity through individuals, relying both
on their capacity for freedom and their ability to manage and effectively exercise this freedom.
Within this framework, Foucault's understanding of power is not merely a mechanism of
repression; rather, it involves a strategically operational analysis of power that is intertwined with
the processes of subjectification, knowledge production, and norm construction.

Power and knowledge

Michel Foucault's analysis of the intrinsic relationship between power and knowledge provides
valuable insights into understanding the political dynamics of artificial intelligence technologies.
Foucault conceptualizes power as a network of strategies that are not only repressive but also
productive; the effectiveness of these strategies depends on the predictability of subjects’
behavior and the shaping of these subjects according to specific regimes of truth (Foucault,
1993, p. 72). At this juncture, knowledge becomes a fundamental component of power relations,
as subjects regulate their behavior based on truths produced by everyday, traditional, or
scientific forms of knowledge (Veyne, 2014, p. 119). Artificial intelligence systems operate
precisely by producing, disseminating, and reorganizing these forms of truth. Algorithms
generate new fields of knowledge by analyzing individuals' preferences, tendencies, and
behaviors, thereby rendering individuals more manageable.

The concept of dispositif, which Foucault uses to describe the relationship between knowledge
and power, is instrumental in understanding the structure of modern management techniques,
including artificial intelligence. These strategic arrangements of the state or power concerning
knowledge not only produce knowledge but also institutionalize, circulate, and transform it into
a means of controlling individuals (Lemke, 2015, p. 48). In this sense, artificial intelligence
functions not only as an information-processing tool but also as a technique of power that
renders individuals' behavior rational and predictable. In Foucault's words, "there is always a
relationship of immanence between power and knowledge, neither serving the other nor existing
completely independently (Lemke, 2016, p. 139). Within this framework, artificial intelligence is
the contemporary instrument of modern power's strategy to shape the world and define
subjects through knowledge. Thus, through algorithms, power categorizes individuals, subjects
them to normative values, and transforms them into objects of governance based on their
collected information.
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Biopolitics and artificial intelligence

While Al technologies were initially regarded solely as tools for technical advancement and
efficiency, Al technologies have increasingly expanded their functions to encompass
managerial and political dimensions. Leveraging their data processing capabilities, algorithmic
decision-making processes, and automated control systems, artificial intelligence has evolved
into a strategic management tool capable of directing individual behavior, classifying people,
and measuring their performance. When this development is examined through the lens of
Michel Foucault's concept of power, it aligns with the notion that power is not merely a top-down
mechanism of oppression but also operates through strategic networks of relationships that
indirectly influence individual behavior. In this context, artificial intelligence exemplifies a
biopolitical practice of governmentality (gouvernementalité) that, unlike classical forms of
governance, is characterized more by surveillance, norm-setting, the construction of
subjectivity, and security strategies.

According to Foucault (2002, p. 41), power is a form of action that "directs bodies, instills
behavior, and operates within the individual's sphere of freedom." In this context, artificial
intelligence technologies, without directly interfering in individuals' decision-making processes,
indirectly regulate behavior through statistical modeling, predictions, and algorithmic
evaluations. For example, algorithms used in recruitment systems, while providing rational
criteria for selecting suitable candidates, actually prioritize certain values and norms.
Consequently, these algorithms assume not only a technical function but also managerial and
political roles. In this regard, artificial intelligence diverges from classical models of power by
enabling the management of individuals based on their consent. At this juncture, it is pertinent
to draw parallels with Foucault's conceptualization of biopolitics. The advent of artificial
intelligence systems that regulate individuals' actions signifies more than mere instruments of
control; these systems have the potential to transform life into an object susceptible to political
intervention.

The biopolitics framework conceptualized by Michel Foucault is closely linked to the idea that
modern power transforms life into an object of direct governance. According to Foucault, the
modern human being is no longer merely a zoon—that is, a "living being" defined by basic
biological functions such as eating, sleeping, and reproducing in relation to the body—but also
a being who politicizes their own life: "Modern man is an animal that questions his life as a living
being within his own politics" (Foucault, 1993, p. 105). This approach demonstrates that life is
placed at the center of the power sphere and reintroduced as a problem requiring regulation,
especially in domains such as production, health, fertility, and death. This concept, which
Foucault develops based on the premise that life cannot be considered independently of power
relations, encompasses management strategies targeting entire populations, as opposed to
disciplinary techniques applied to individual bodies (Foucault, 2002, p. 251). In this context,
biopower involves systematic and planned interventions that regard the human body not only
as a biological entity but also as an economic and political resource. With the advancement of
medicine, environmental policies, and genetic sciences, life has become increasingly malleable,
and control over life has been reconstructed through rational, technical, and institutional means
(Lemke, 2011, pp. 25-26). This aspect of biopower has become especially evident with the
development of artificial intelligence technologies. Al systems have emerged as contemporary
biopolitical tools that enable the regulation of life through technical means, particularly in areas
such as population management, health practices, behavioral monitoring, and normative
guidance. In sum, the concept of biopolitics provides a crucial foundation for understanding how
power integrates with technical apparatuses in the process of not only protecting life but also
making it efficient, directed, and calculable.

In summary, artificial intelligence technologies, with their capacity to monitor, analyze, and
influence various aspects of individual and social life, enable a more in-depth and systematic
application of the biopower techniques described by Foucault. Data such as fertility rates,
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causes of death, health status, and behavioral patterns of the population—primary targets of
biopolitics—are now influenced not only by state apparatuses but also by big data-driven
artificial intelligence systems. In Foucault's words, functions to bodies, govern gestures, and
instill behavior" (Foucault, 2002, p. 41); today, this directing function is executed by decision-
making mechanisms automated through algorithms. Specifically, surveillance technologies and
predictive algorithms produce regulatory effects on the population by calculating numerous
parameters, ranging from individuals' potential health risks to their social behavioral tendencies.
In this context, Foucault's generative structure of power relations (Foucault, 1993, pp. 72-73)
has been deepened by the technical capabilities offered by artificial intelligence; thus, artificial
intelligence has become a tool that enhances biopower's ability to both monitor and direct.

The art of liberal government, governmentality, and artificial
intelligence

The concept developed by Michel Foucault provides a foundational framework for
understanding the nature of modern power. Rather than focusing solely on the authority of
specific individuals or institutions, this concept seeks to explain how individuals, groups, and
populations are directed and "regulated in the conduct of conduct. Governmentality differs from
political power or legal sovereignty in the classical sense; it refers to a multi-layered form of
power that operates through techniques, forms of knowledge, security strategies, and rational
management tools (Dean, 2010, p. 17).

Governmentality can be understood as the modern iteration of the liberal art of governance.
Foucault argues that, unlike classical forms of government, liberalism does not entirely
eliminate individual freedom of movement; rather, it is based on the indirect guidance of
individuals through their choices. This approach is described as the management of freedom.
Foucault defines liberalism as follows: "To be liberal is to establish certain traffic rules but to
recognize that the same rules cannot be applied to the fast vehicles of today and the horse-
drawn carts of the past" (Foucault, 2015, p. 136). This metaphor illustrates the logic of regulation
without direct intervention, encapsulating the concept of governmentality.

At the core of governmentality lies a rational administrative logic grounded in statistical
knowledge. Within this framework, individuals' behavior becomes calculable, predictable, and
measurable. Consequently, power operates not through force but by anticipating individuals'
consent, choices, and behavioral patterns. As Dean observes, modern governmentality governs
not people directly, but their relationships and the phenomena that emerge from these
relationships (Dean, 2010, p. 18). For this reason, Foucault emphasizes that governmentality
intervenes not directly on individuals, but on the conditions surrounding them, stating, "a captain
governs the ship, not the sailors" (Foucault, 2013, p. 109).In summary, governmentality is a form
of power in which liberal governance manages individuals by subjectivizing them through
instruments such as knowledge, political economy, and security. It shapes behavior at the micro
level while regulating the population at the macro level. This model, conceptualized by Foucault,
demonstrates that power is no longer solely repressive but also productive, regulatory, and
strategic. In this context, governmentality can be considered one of the fundamental
rationalities of the contemporary political order.

The political construction of artificial intelligence technologies involves more than just technical
hardware and software processes; it is also rooted in the assumption of the individual as a
rational being and the establishment of a sphere of administrative intervention aligned with this
assumption. As Michel Foucault emphasizes in his concept of governmentality, individuals'
actions are not random but are shaped within frameworks of calculated behavior patterns
aimed at specific goals (Foucault, 2013, pp. 26-27). Based on this principle of rationality,
artificial intelligence systems analyze individuals' decision-making processes through data sets
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and predict their future behavior. Thus, the individual is transformed into a subject whose
behavior can be predicted, directed, and shaped rather than merely managed.

In this framework, artificial intelligence functions as a novel component of modern power
strategies. By employing algorithms based on the assumption of the rational individual, people
are reduced to numerical data that reflect their preferences, tendencies, and reactions.
Consequently, the behavioral patterns of the population can be statistically analyzed. Artificial
intelligence serves as an effective tool that renders regulatory intervention more invisible yet
more efficient, with the potential to shape individuals' spheres of action. As a result, although
individuals' freedom appears to be protected, their actual scope of action is structured through
behavioral predictability. This structuring makes the exercise of power more cost-effective and
efficient. This process aligns with the goals of biopower and the logic of governance. It is
important to note that, at this stage, individuals' behavior is not directly controlled by the
government but rather predicted and indirectly shaped.

Artificial intelligence directly serves the goal of achieving "behavioral predictability of the
population understanding governmentality. Algorithms generate information across various
domains, ranging from individuals' consumption preferences to their political tendencies. This
information is incorporated not only into economic but also political decision-making processes.
At this stage, artificial intelligence differs from traditional disciplinary techniques of power and
classical forms of authority. As Dean (2010, p. 18) emphasizes, it enables a form of orientation
within the field of freedom by pre-framing the individual's range of choices. In this way, artificial
intelligence supports power strategies by providing information and control—not only as a
technical tool but also as a technique of power that predicts individual behavior and intervenes
accordingly.

As a result, artificial intelligence serves as a tangible manifestation of knowledge-based forms
of governmentality. Its capacity to collect and analyze information enables power to regulate
populations at the macro level while influencing individual behavior at the micro level. As
Foucault observes, modern forms of power do not directly suppress individuals; instead, they
subjectivize them in specific ways, integrating them into power structures (Foucault, 2014, p.
47). The information-processing and manipulation capabilities of artificial intelligence facilitate
this process of subjectivization, reproducing individuals as consensual subjects within invisible
networks of power.

Method

This study employs an explanatory case study approach to investigate the political construction
of artificial intelligence technologies through the lenses of biopolitics and governmentality. This
methodology enables an in-depth understanding of the social and political implications of these
technologies by conducting a detailed analysis of specific issues related to artificial intelligence
applications within the theoretical frameworks of biopolitics and governmentality (Arsezen &
Mutlu, 2024).

The explanatory case study approach was selected to theoretically elucidate how artificial
intelligence applications serve as biopolitical tools within the framework of Michel Foucault's
analysis of power. Accordingly, specific examples of Al—=such as predictive policing, recruitment
algorithms, and healthcare applications—are examined as concrete cases that illustrate how Al
intersects with the objectives of modern power—namely population management, risk control,
and the construction of normality. This approach aims to clarify the complex political dynamics
of Al and its relationship with power strategies through theoretical analysis.
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Biopolitics and governmentality analysis through examples of artificial intelligence
applications: Case studies

Case 1. Predictive policing practices

Predictive policing is a security methodology that aims to forecast where, when, and how crimes
are likely to occur using artificial intelligence-powered algorithms. These systems are capable
of analyzing a wide range of data sets, including historical crime records, demographic
information, social media activity, and spatial models, with the purpose of identifying potential
crime hotspots or suspicious behavior. PredPol, a system utilized in the United States, is an
example of such a technology. It employs data analytics to predict the likelihood of criminal
activity in specific areas, thereby directing police patrols accordingly (Perry, Hollywood, &
McCall, 2013). Concurrently, software such as HunchlLab and ShotSpotter is utilized to evaluate
crime intensity and optimize police interventions (Upturn, 2025). Nevertheless, these practices
are subject to substantial ethical and political scrutiny regarding human rights, privacy, and
discrimination. This is due to the risk that these practices might perpetuate biases inherent in
data sets and institutionalize discriminatory practices.

Contemporary power dynamics have evolved to encompass a paradigm shift from direct
suppression to a state of perpetual management and oversight. In this paradigm, security
policies are shaped by strategies aimed at detecting and preventing crime before it occurs,
rather than punishing it afterward. Conversely, power is directed toward the management,
regulation, and optimization of life. In this context, predictive policing practices aim to prevent
crime, contrasting with the classical criminal law approach that punishes offenses after they
have occurred. Consequently, monitoring individuals based on their potential risk of committing
crimes and surveilling spaces in advance according to the likelihood of crime are directly related
to the normative intervention areas of biopolitics.

In the context of Foucault's (2007, p. 243) conceptualization of life as a political object, predictive
policing, from a biopolitical perspective, targets not only crime but also the living spaces,
behavioral patterns, and spatial clusters where crime may occur. Within this theoretical
framework, crime is conceptualized not merely as individual behavior but as a population
movement that can be monitored statistically. Consequently, individuals can be designated as
potential criminals based on algorithmic calculations, resulting in the administrative structuring
of life according to the logic of norms and risks. This phenomenon, shaped by biopolitical logic,
positions artificial intelligence not as fundamentally different from previous technologies but as
an advanced modern method intertwined with power relations.

The primary concern with these systems pertains to their intervention in events that have not
yet transpired. Foucault's concept of pathologizing deviations from the norm becomes evident
in this context, as evidenced by the surveillance of high-risk individuals prior to the commission
of a crime. This practice results in a redefinition of the concept of crime and a restriction of the
individual's living space (Foucault, 1995, pp. 199-200). At this juncture, it is imperative to
acknowledge the role of predictive systems supported by artificial intelligence in perpetuating
the foundational tenets of biopolitics. These systems function through the regulation of the
population, the codification of normative behaviors, and the repression of dissent under the
pretext of crime prevention.

When examined through the lens of governmentality, Foucault's observation that power
operates not through direct coercion or disciplinary mechanisms but through individuals' self-
regulation of their behavior in accordance with certain norms becomes more significant
(Foucault, 2000a). This notion is exemplified by predictive policing practices, which are a
foundational component of contemporary security technologies. Predictive policing is a system
that utilizes data and analytics to categorize individuals based on their propensity to commit
criminal acts. This categorization is then used to assign individuals to specific risk profiles,
thereby establishing a legitimate basis for state intervention. In this process, crime is treated as
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a potential event predicted by statistical and algorithmic inferences rather than as an actualized
occurrence. Consequently, rather than relying on classical punitive discipline, behavioral norms
are predetermined, and the individual's scope for autonomy is restricted. In this regard,
predictive systems have been shown to provide a proactive strategy for crime prevention, as
they are able to anticipate situations and respond accordingly. Additionally, these systems
function as a consent-based form of control by fostering a surveillance consciousness among
those being monitored.

It is important to note that predictive policing practices regulate not only individuals' behavioral
patterns but also their spatial mobility. The identification of areas with high crime potential
through the application of algorithms has led to an increase in surveillance and control
measures in these locations. In this context, power is exerted through information-based
surveillance mechanisms and normative frameworks rather than through traditional physical
forms of suppression. The contemporary understanding of crime and normality is now being
redefined through the lens of data analytics and algorithmic decision-making processes, which
are increasingly shaping individual behaviors within this novel framework. Consequently,
predictive policing systems have emerged as a technology of governmentality, whereby power
operates surreptitiously yet efficaciously, fostering an environment of perpetual surveillance and
self-regulation among individuals.

Case 2. Recruitment practices

The employment of artificial intelligence in the domain of recruitment has given rise to
automation systems that are designed to assist human resources specialists at various points
in the recruitment process. These applications are utilized in a variety of domains, including
resume screening, candidate ranking, video interview analysis, psychometric test evaluation,
and behavior prediction. The overarching goals of these initiatives encompass several key
objectives, including the acceleration of the recruitment process, the reduction of expenses, the
expansion of the reach to a more diverse candidate pool, and the reinforcement of the principle
of impartial decision-making (Binns et al., 2018). Automated CV scanners, in particular, pre-
screen thousands of candidates by evaluating applications with predetermined keywords and
scoring systems. For instance, systems such as HireVue employ analytical methods to assess
candidates' facial expressions, tone of voice, and word choice during video interviews, thereby
calculating a suitability score. Other systems, such as Pymetrics, utilize neuroscience-based
games to create cognitive and emotional profiles of candidates and predict their suitability
(Ajunwa, 2020). The fundamental premise underlying these systems is the assumption that
candidates are rational individuals whose behavior can be predicted based on historical data.
However, extant algorithms are susceptible to the propagation and reinforcement of social
biases within data sets. A notable illustration of this phenomenon is Amazon's previous
recruitment algorithm, which exhibited a tendency to prioritize male candidates (Dastin, 2018).
The advent of artificial intelligence has undeniably modernized the recruitment process.
However, this development has concomitantly exposed the multifaceted nature of the
recruitment process, which is not merely a technical endeavor but also a political and normative
one.

When approached from the framework of biopolitics, which is based on the ways in which
modern power governs and regulates life, it should be taken into account that this governance
operates not only through direct coercion but also through norms and standards. Within this
paradigm, Al-supported recruitment practices, despite their apparent neutrality, harbour the
capacity to perpetuate prevailing social norms, biases, and disparities. As Michel Foucault
posits, contemporary power can be defined as "a form of power that directs individuals by
shaping them according to certain norms" (2003, p. 38). By employing algorithms that
internalize these norms, artificial intelligence systems select the "normal" and "suitable
individual during the process of job suitability assessment, systematically eliminating those who
are deemed to be deviant or outsiders.
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In this context, algorithms function not only as an effective tool in the recruitment process, but
also as a biopolitical filtering mechanism. For instance, factors such as gender, ethnicity, and
socioeconomic background are re-evaluated through the lens of biases embedded in the data,
which can produce exclusionary results. In this process, power does not benefit from a
centralized authority in the classical sense; rather, it benefits from artificial intelligence, a
distributed and automated mechanism. Foucault's observation that "power works everywhere
because it comes from everywhere" (Foucault, 1990, p. 93) is exemplified in this context;
recruitment processes evolve into a form of systematic norm production, rather than merely
individual preferences. These practices are embedded within a complex network of power
relations, encompassing the ideologies of their originators, the entities that facilitate their
implementation, and the political entities that endorse their propagation. This phenomenon
underscores the assessment of individuals not solely as economic actors but also as biopolitical
subjects, with this evaluation being facilitated by technological systems. The algorithms
employed in recruitment processes, in determining who is sufficiently productive to participate
in the economy, are, in fact, informed by the same biopolitical framework that organizes life
politically.

The utilization of artificial intelligence in recruitment practices entails the prediction of
individuals' behavioral and professional tendencies and their subsequent classification
according to predetermined criteria. This contributes to the more efficient management of
employment processes. The underlying logic of power that governs these practices, which are
not solely based on technical efficiency, renders individuals' behaviors predictable and
transforms them into quantifiable and comparable data. Consequently, individuals' engagement
in the labor force evolves from a matter of personal volition to one of compliance with the
rational behavior patterns dictated by the prevailing system. In this process, the subject is placed
in a sphere of power, selected according to certain performance criteria and shaped according
to external norms.

In accordance with the logic of governmentality, artificial intelligence-based recruitment
systems influence individuals' preferences within certain limits without compromising their free
will. This manipulation functions not through overt coercion but rather through the
dissemination of definitions of suitability that are shaped by algorithmic criteria. For instance,
factors such as gender, race, political views, and religion are influenced by an individual's
understanding of their own dispositions. In this case, the recruitment process evaluates not only
the performance potential of individuals, but also functions as a normative filter that directs
them towards certain behavioral patterns. In this regard, the measurement of an individual's
productivity can also serve as a catalyst for the evolution of their degree of adaptation to the
prevailing system. In this context, Al systems are not merely technical tools in the field of
employment; they are also strategic instruments of power that shape the subjectivity of
individuals.

Case 3. Health practices

The utilization of artificial intelligence applications is predicated on their role as efficiency-driven
instruments. These applications are designed to facilitate continuous monitoring of individuals'
health status, thereby enhancing the prospects for early diagnosis and expediting the diagnostic
and treatment processes. These systems, particularly those equipped with technologies such
as big data analytics and machine learning, enable the early detection of disease symptoms and
facilitate more accurate and rapid evaluations in medical imaging. Furthermore, they are
capable of providing high-cost integrated solutions for public hospitals and private healthcare
institutions. Furthermore, artificial intelligence (Al) is becoming increasingly pervasive in
wearable technologies that individuals utilize on a daily basis to monitor and report health data
in real time. In this context, artificial intelligence functions not only as a technical instrument that
facilitates diagnosis and treatment in healthcare but also as a management instrument that



685 ODUSOBIAD

collects health data, transforms it into actionable information, and indirectly supervises
individuals.

Al-supported telemedicine systems, including Google DeepMind (2025) and eMed (2025), are
employed for the development of medical imaging, disease prediction, and data-driven
diagnostic tools. The Neuralink project endeavors to establish a direct connection between the
nervous system and computers through brain-implanted chips (Musk, 2019). Applications of
genetic mapping, such as CRISPR (2025), utilize genetic data analysis to provide
recommendations, thereby facilitating proactive risk assessment for individuals. Furthermore,
applications such as BlueDot (2025), HealthMap (2025), and COVID-Net (2025) offer predictions
on case numbers, transmission rates, and quarantine measures during the ongoing pandemic.
Al-supported wearable devices, including the Apple Watch (2025), have been developed to
continuously collect and analyze data such as heart rate, sleep patterns, and movement. These
devices serve as examples of health applications.

The applications of artificial intelligence extend beyond the realm of technological innovation to
encompass crucial domains such as healthcare, where they play a pivotal role in facilitating
diagnostic and therapeutic processes. Beyond the healthcare sector, these technologies have
also evolved into administrative tools, wielding significant influence in the realm of political
strategy, thereby integrating individuals' lives into broader socio-political frameworks. When
examined through the theoretical framework of biopolitics, these systems are defined as
technical arrangements aimed at safeguarding public health and augmenting population
productivity. For instance, artificial intelligence systems such as DeepMind analyze vast
quantities of patients' medical records to predict kidney diseases, thereby serving both individual
treatment and the optimization of societal health. In this context, health has evolved from a
matter of individual well-being to a political objective aimed at enhancing population
productivity, safeguarding the workforce, and ensuring the sustainability of the system.
Consequently, the prediction of risks and the prevention of diseases directly align with
governmental goals of enhancing productivity.

These systems facilitate continuous monitoring, analysis, and guidance of individuals' health.
Wearable devices (e.g., Apple Watch), health applications, and genetic mapping systems provide
a constant stream of data, transforming individuals' vital signs into political objects by making
them measurable and comparable. As Foucault (1993, pp. 72-73) emphasizes, modern power
no longer prohibits; instead, it employs knowledge as a strategic tool to predict and direct
individuals' behavior. This phenomenon gives rise to an apparent field of action that ostensibly
emanates from individuals' own preferences. However, upon closer scrutiny, it becomes evident
that this field of action is, in fact, a manifestation of pre-established normative frameworks.
Health, in this sense, becomes a managerial domain that facilitates both the subjectivation of
the individual and the subjection of the population to rational calculations. At the core of this
structure lies artificial intelligence, serving as a foundational instrument of power that processes
information, directs behavior, and shapes subjectivity.

The advent of artificial intelligence has precipitated a paradigm shift, effectively transforming
life into a subject of political regulation. In this regard, artificial intelligence functions as a
repository of information and a system of control, not only to ensure the well-being of individuals
but also to mold them as subjects who can be perpetually observed, assessed, and
administered. Consequently, these technologies empower power to exercise control over bodies
in both invisible and immanent ways, circumventing the need for direct physical coercion. They
accomplish their objective of managing, directing, and optimizing life through technical means.
In this context, health technologies function not only as medical instruments but also as political
instruments.

The significance of artificial intelligence-based health applications in modern governance
cannot be overstated. These applications, characterized by their data-driven analysis, diagnosis,
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and guidance functions, exert a direct and substantial influence on individuals' lives. When
examined through the lens of Foucault's (2013) concept of governmentality, these applications
function not only as health tools but also as mechanisms of management, reducing costs by
rendering individuals' health conditions predictable, quantifiable, and regulable. The data
collected through various means—ranging from wearable devices to centralized systems such
as e-Nabiz—subjects individuals to constant surveillance and promotes behavioral regulation
based on the norm of maintaining good health. In this manner, individuals voluntarily engage
with governmental objectives by consenting to directives such as disease prevention, eligibility
for health insurance, and adherence to treatment.

In accordance with the principles of governmentality, the role of Al in the healthcare system
extends beyond curing individuals to maintaining the population in a manageable state. By
identifying potential health risks in advance, these applications facilitate a political strategy
focused not only on treatment but also on risk management. This phenomenon can be
conceptualized as an extension of a form of power that "regulates the behavior of individuals by
obtaining their consent" (Foucault, 2013, p. 109). While predictions and guidance informed by
health data appear neutral and technically driven, they effectively transform healthcare into a
management mechanism that shapes individual lifestyles according to specific norms.
Consequently, health policies become strategic domains in which artificial intelligence tools
direct both bodies and lives.

Conclusion

This study reveals that artificial intelligence technologies are not merely technical tools; rather,
they are deeply intertwined with power strategies. Utilizing a Foucauldian framework, it is
concluded that the impact of Al on social life differs from classical techniques of power, serving
to reproduce power in more invisible and rationalized forms. Three case studies—predictive
policing, recruitment algorithms, and health applications—demonstrate that artificial intelligence
(Al), with its capacity to regulate all spheres of life, directly aligns with the primary objectives of
modern power: population efficiency, risk management, and the construction of normality.

As Foucault emphasizes, biopolitics is the process of "turning life into a political object. The
augmentation of this process is facilitated by artificial intelligence systems through statistical
data processing, algorithmic classification, and predictive logic. Predictive policing is a criminal
justice strategy that aims to identify and control "potential criminals" by employing statistical
profiling techniques. This approach diverges from the conventional criminal justice approach of
merely suppressing crime, as it seeks to proactively identify and address potential criminal
behavior. This phenomenon exemplifies a novel extension of the prevailing paradigm of power's
codification of normality and pathologization of deviance, whereby it is characterized as
diseased, abnormal, or deviant. The objective of these systems is to predict potential criminal
activity. In a similar vein, the utilization of artificial intelligence in healthcare has been observed
to promote societal compliance with the prevailing concept of a ‘healthy body." This
phenomenon occurs through the exclusion of high-risk groups through data sharing with
insurance companies or state institutions. In this context, an average or arithmetic framework
is established that the government deems reasonable. Concurrently, recruitment algorithms
perpetuate the notion of the efficient individual and institutionalize social biases in alignment
with the objectives of power.

These examples illustrate that artificial intelligence has evolved into, in Foucault's (1993)
conceptualization, a means of sustaining life. Consequently, life transcends the mere status of
a value to be safeguarded, becoming an infinite political resource that warrants optimization.
According to Foucault, this phenomenon manifests in a more nuanced manner, operating subtly
through the shaping of the space of possible actions available to others. The function of artificial
intelligence is to fulfill this role by indirectly guiding individuals' behavior without overt
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repression. For instance, discourses on security engage individuals in surveillance mechanisms
through voluntary data sharing. This dynamic exacerbates the freedom-security paradox, as
individuals sacrifice their freedom in the pursuit of security, while concurrently witnessing an
expansion in the scope of power control.

In conclusion, the present study has demonstrated that artificial intelligence can be considered
a novel manifestation of modern biopolitics and the rationality of governmentality within the
realm of power. These technologies do not diminish the influence of power merely by diffusing
it; on the contrary, they render power less visible, less costly, and more effective. Their pervasive
infiltration into all aspects of social life resonates with Foucault's (1993) assertion that power is
diffused throughout society in a capillary manner—that is, omnipresent. In contrast to
conventional instruments of power, artificial intelligence is characterized by its diffuse and
immanent nature, operating at the micro level. It is not necessary to locate it in a fixed place. In
this context, the notion of artificial intelligence as a neutral entity is questionable, as its
application within a political environment can lead to its instrumentalization for the purpose of
domination. Consequently, deliberations concerning artificial intelligence ought to prioritize
inquiries into its intended beneficiaries and the power dynamics it perpetuates, as opposed to
narrowly focusing on its technological prowess.
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Arastirma Makalesi Acik Erisim

Yapay zekanin siyasal ingasi: biyopolitika ve yonetimsellik agisindan
kisa bir degerlendirme?

Ramazan Kubilay?
2Kamu Yonetimi Boliimii, Bolu Abant izzet Baysal Universitesi, Bolu, Tiirkiye.

OZET

Yapay zeka teknolojileri ginimuzde hizla gelismekte ve toplumsal yasamin hemen her alaninda etkin bir rol
ustlenmektedir. Bu teknolojiler genellikle etik, hukuki, teknik ya da mesleki baglamlarda degerlendirilmekte;
dolayisiyla siyasal etkileri cogu zaman geri planda kalmaktadir. Oysa yapay zeka, yalnizca teknik bir arag degil,
ayni zamanda belirli siyasal rasyonaliteler gcergevesinde islev goren bir yonetim teknigine donismektedir. Bu
baglamda galisma, yapay zekanin siyasallagsma strecini, klasik iktidar iliskilerinin ¢cagdas bir uzantisi olarak ele
almakta ve Michel Foucaultnun biyopolitika ve yonetimsellik kavramlari tzerinden degerlendirmektedir.
Galismanin temel iddiasi, yapay zeka teknolojilerinin tehlikeli veya yararli hale gelisinin teknik niteliklerinden cok,
yerlestikleri siyasal baglama gore bigimlendigidir. Bu nedenle, bir teknolojinin tahakkim araci olup olmamasi onun
dogasindan degil, hangi iktidar stratejileri iginde islev kazandigindan kaynaklanir. Yapay zeka, bireylerin
davraniglarinin izlenmesi, ongorilmesi ve yonlendiriimesinde kullanilarak klasik iktidar tekniklerinin daha rasyonel
ve gorinmez bicimlerde yeniden dUretildigi bir alan yaratmaktadir. Bu calismada, s6z konusu donudsum,
yonetimsellik cergevesinde bireylerin nasil 6znelestirildigi ve nifusun nasil yonetilebilir bir kategoriye
indirgendikleri Gzerinden analiz edilmektedir. Sonug olarak yapay zeka, iktidarin gorinurligunu azaltirken, bilgiye
dayali normlar dogrultusunda isleyen algoritmik karar mekanizmalari araciligiyla yeni ve etkili bir siyasal iktidar
teknigi olarak belirmektedir.

ANAHTAR KELIMELER
Yapay zeka, biyopolitika, yonetimsellik, iktidar.

Giris

Gunumuzde yapay zeka teknolojileri, toplumsal yagsamin tim alanlarinda donusturtcu bir etkiye
ulagsmistir. Bu gelismeye paralel olarak yapay zekanin insanlik Uzerindeki potansiyel etkilerine
dair iki kutuplu bir soylem egemendir: Bir tarafta yapay zekanin insan oznelligini ortadan
kaldiracagi, otonomik tahakkiim mekanizmalari kuracagi veya insan yasamini radikal bigimde
altlst edecegdi yonundeki distopik ongordler; diger taraftaysa teknolojik determinizmle sinirl,
iktidar iligkilerinin kurucu rolinl gorinmez kilan naif analizler bulunmaktadir. Oysa her iki
yaklasim da temel bir sosyopolitik gercegi iskalamaktadir: Hicbir teknoloji, iktidarin rasyonalize
edilmis yonetim pratiklerinden bagimsiz olarak toplumsal etki Gretemez (Foucault, 1993).

Mevcut literatur, yapay zeka tartismalarini agirlikli olarak teknik kapasiteden etik ya da teknolojik
sonuglara varincaya kadar indirgemis; bu da siyasal tahakkimun nasil kurumsal rasyonaliteyle
ic ice gectiginin sistematik analizini sinirlandirmistir. Bu galisma, so6z konusu boslugu
doldurmay hedefleyerek su temel argimani ortaya koymaktadir: Yapay zeka teknolojileri,
toplumsal duzene karsilikli iktidar-direnis diyalektigi iginde yerlesir ve sadece iktidar 0zne
iliskilerinin anlasgilmasiyla goztmlenebilir. Bu ¢galismanin nihai amaci, yapay zekanin notr bir arag

% Bu makale, yazarin ‘Biyopolitika ve Yonetimsellik Baglaminda Yapay Zekanin incelenmesi” baslikli
ylksek lisans tezinden (Bolu Abant Izzet Baysal Universitesi, 2020) tiretilmistir.
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olmadigini; tersine devlet-toplum-birey Uggeninde yeniden Uretilen iktidar stratejilerinin somut bir
tezahurt oldugunu teorik dizlemde tartismaktir.

Yapay zeka teknolojileri, geleneksel baski/disiplin mekanizmalarina basvurmadan, insan
yasaminin temel alanlarina (saglik, istihdam, glvenlik vb.) sizarak iktidarin biyopolitik
donisimini yansitmaktadir. Bu penetrasyon (nifuz etme) strecinin iki veghesi vardir: Birincisi,
bireyi 6zgUr tercih aktorl (homo economicus) soylemiyle kendi disiplinasyonunu gerceklestiren
dzne konumuna indirgeyen liberal rasyonalize etme surecidir. ikincisiyse Foucaultcu anlamda
yasami veri akislyla kusatan, sagliktan sosyal davranisa tum varolussal pratikleri yonetilebilir
kilan iktidar midahalesine acik algoritmik bir bilgi-iktidar tahakkimudur. Iktidar, bu strecte
biyopolitik mudahalelerle kendisini mesrulastirirken, failligini teknolojik notrlik perdesi arkasinda
gizleyerek "gorinmez el" metaforunu dijital alana tasir. Boylece yapay zeka, biyopolitik iktidarin
cagdas bir teknigi olarak islev kazanir.

Yapay zeka nedir?

Yapay zeka, insan zekasina 0zgu bazi zihinsel yetileri taklit edebilen sistemlerin genel adidir.
Kendi kendine karar verebilen, 6grenebilen ya da cevresel degisimlere uyum saglayabilen bu
sistemler, artik yalnizca makinelerle sinirli kalmayip yazilim, robotik ve algoritmik suregleri de
kapsamaktadir. Tanim olarak Uzerinde evrensel bir uzlasi bulunmamakla birlikte, farkli
cercevelerden agiklanmaya calisiimistir. Ornegin McPherson (2018, s. 4), yapay zekayi robotlara,
bilgisayarlara ve insani problemleri cozme yeteneg@ine sahip makinelere isaret eden bir kavram
olarak tanimlar. Nabiyev (2012, s. 25) ise bu teknolojiyi “insana 6zgu akil yuritme, anlam
clkarma, genelleme ve 6grenme gibi yuksek zihinsel gorevleri gerceklestirme yetenegdi” olarak
tanimlarken; Nilsson (1998, s. 1), yapay zekayl daha genis bir anlamda insan yapimi nesnelerde
sergilenen zeki davranislarla iliskilendirir. Bu baglamda zeka, dogustan gelen bir yeti olan
“akil"dan farkli olarak 6grenilebilir ve gelistirilebilir bir 6zellik olarak distndlmektedir (Elmas,
2010,s. 21).

Yapay zeka teknolojilerinin tarihsel gelisimi, 1950 yilinda Alan Turing'in bir makinenin dusunebilip
dislinemeyecegini anlamaya yonelik gelistirdigi Turing Testi ile baglamistir (Turing, 1950). Bu
donemde yapay zeka, insan zekasini taklit edebilen sistemler Uretmeye yonelik bir dustnsel
zemin kazanmistir. 1956'daki Dartmouth Konferansi ile yapay zeka, akademik bir alan olarak
kurumsallagmis ve ilk algoritmik modeller gelistiriimeye baslanmistir (McCarthy vd., 2006).
1980'lerde uzman sistemlerin gelismesi onemli bir asamayi temsil ederken, 1990'lardan itibaren
istatistiksel 6grenme ve makine 6grenmesi algoritmalari 6n plana ¢ikmistir (Russell ve Norvig,
2016). 2000'li yillardaysa yapay sinir aglari ve derin 6grenme teknikleri sayesinde 6zellikle
gorintd ve ses tanima gibi alanlarda ciddi ilerlemeler kaydedilmistir (LeCun, Bengio ve Hinton,
2015). 2018 sonrasi donemde OpenAl tarafindan gelistirilen biylk dil modelleri (6rnedin GPT
serisi), dogal dil isleme alaninda devrim niteliginde bir kirllma yaratmis ve yapay zekanin gtindelik
yasamla etkilesimini radikal bicimde artirmistir (Brown vd., 2020). Tim bu gelismeler, yapay
zekanin salt teknik bir arag olmanin otesine gecerek toplumsal, ekonomik ve siyasal suregleri
etkileyen bir yaplya dontsmesini saglamistir.

Yapay zekanin siyasal boyutu

Yapay zeka teknolojileri, baslangicta yalnizca teknik sorunlari cozmeye odakli sistemler olarak
tasarlanmigken, zamanla politik islevler de Ustlenmeye baslamistir. Bu donustim, yalnizca
teknolojik ilerlemenin kendi karakterinden degil, ayrica bilgiye dayali rasyonel yonetim seklinin
de artan etkisinden kaynaklanmaktadir. Zira Foucault'nun da vurguladi§i gibi modern iktidar,
artik yalnizca yasaklayici veya baskilayici sekilde degil ilaveten Uretken ve dlzenleyici bir karakter
tasimaktadir (Foucault, 2000b). Bu baglamda yapay zeka, karar verme sireglerinde algoritmalar
yoluyla bireyleri yonlendiren, onlarin davranislarini izleyen ve toplumsal duzenin yeniden
dretimine katki saglayan bir yonetimsellik teknolojisi olarak belirmektedir. Eubanks (2018), yapay
zekanin ozellikle kamu hizmetlerinde, sosyal yardim sistemlerinde ve guvenlik politikalarinda
otomatik ayrimcilik yaratan algoritmalarla, yonetimsel bir ara¢ olarak kurumsallastigini ifade
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eder. Dolayislyla yapay zeka, yalnizca veri isleyen notr bir arag degil, ayni zamanda belirli siyasi
hedefler icin bilgi sadlayan ve toplumsal normlar yeniden Ureten ideolojik bir aygita
donusmektedir. Bu nedenle yapay zeka teknolojilerinin politik sahneye ¢ikisi onlari sadece teknik
araclar olarak degil, iktidar teknikleriyle i¢ ice ge¢cmis stratejik araclar olarak da degerlendirmeyi
gerektirir (Zuboff, 2019).

Yapay zeka Uzerine yapilan mevcut tartismalarin bayuk bolumd, sistemlerin teknik kapasitesi ya
da etik sinirlari etrafinda sekillenmektedir ancak bu yaklasimlar, soz konusu teknolojilerin iginde
isledigi siyasal baglami yeterince dikkate almamaktadir. Oysa teknolojik araclarin tek basina bir
yonetim mantigi olmadan toplumsal islev kazanamadi§i yahut tarafsiz olmadigi ve her zaman
belirli iktidar iliskileri, toplumsal normlar ve stratejik hedefler icerisinde sekillendigi agiktir
(Kubilay, 2020, s. 1). Foucault'nun “iktidar yalnizca yasaklayan dedil, ayni zamanda dreten ve
yonlendiren bir mantiga sahiptir.” (Foucault, 2000b, s. 119) tespitiyle birlikte disUnuldigunde,
yapay zekanin da yalnizca teknik bir ara¢ olarak addedilemeyecedi aciktir. Yapay zeka
teknolojileri bu agidan bireylerin davraniglarini bigimlendiren ve yoneten bir iktidar teknolojisi
olarak gordlmelidir. Cunkd Foucault'nun bahsettigi manada iktidar, bilgiyi kullanarak yeni
stratejiler Uretir ve bireyleri bu sayede kendi teknikleri icerisinde 6n gorulebilir ve tanimlanabilir
birer 6zne haline getirir. Bu baglamda bir arac olarak yapay zeka teknolojilerinin; bireylerin
mahremiyetini ihlal etme, ticarilestirme ya da yarar saglama gibi herhangi bir iktidar bigimine
atifta bulunmayan notr gercevelestirme oldukga kusurlu ve hatalidir. TUm bunlarin 6tesinde,
bireylerin hareketlerinin bu araglarla ongorulebilirligini ve yonlendirilebilirligini temel alan bir
yonetim teknigine donusttugu ve bunun bilingli bir sekilde gercgeklestirildigi aciktir. Bu baglamda
yapay zekayl yalnizca teknik ya da etik sinirlariyla degerlendirmek yerine, onun iginde sekillendigi
siyasal yonetim mantigi ve tahakkum yapilariyla birlikte ele almak gerekmektedir.

iktidar teknikleri baglaminda yapay zekanin konumlanisi: Biyopolitika ve
yonetimsellik

Foucault'da iktidar

Foucault'nun iktidar anlayisl, klasik egemenlik kuramlarindan farkli olarak iktidar belirli bir kisi,
kurum ya da merkezde toplanmis baskici bir guc olarak degil; toplumsal iliskiler agi iginde
dagiimis, uretken ve her yerde bulunan bir stirec¢ olarak ele alir. Klasik teorilerde egemenlik
genellikle yasa koyan, itaat ettiren, bastiran merkezi bir yapi ile iliskilendirilirken, Foucault iktidar
mikro duzeyde isleyen, normlar ve bilgi araciliiyla bireylerin davraniglarini yonlendiren bir
mekanizma olarak tanimlar. Ona gore iktidar yalnizca yasaklayan” degil, Ureten de bir guctur.
Bilgiyi, 6zneyi ve normalligi Uretir. Bu gergevede iktidar, belirli bir yere yerlesmis sabit bir yapi
degil, bireylerin iligkileri icerisinde sureklilik arz eden, direnisle birlikte var olan bir olgudur
(Foucault, 1993). Bu yaklasim, 6zellikle disiplin toplumlari, gézetim mekanizmalari ve biyoiktidar*
gibi kavramlar Uzerinden iktidarin modern bigimlerini anlamada temel bir gerceve sunar.

Michel Foucault'nun iktidar anlayisi, klasik egemenlik modellerinin otesine gegerek, iktidari belirli
bir sinifa, kurum ya da 6zneye ait sabit bir guc olarak degil, iliskisel, dinamik ve stratejik bir stire¢
olarak tanimlar. Foucault'ya gore iktidar, “bir kurum ve yapi olmadigi gibi, onunla donanarak belli
bir glc kazanabilece@imiz bir sey de degildir; belli bir toplumdaki karmasik stratejik duruma
atfedilen bir isimdir.” Bu baglamda iktidar, belli bir zimrenin tekelinde bulunan ve yukaridan
asaglya isleyen tek yonlu bir baski araci olmaktan gikar; bilakis bireylerin davranislari, arzulari ve
dusunceleri Uzerinde ince ayarll mudahalelerde bulunan stratejik bir etkilesim alani haline gelir.
Foucault'nun “iktidar her yerdedir” ifadesi, onun her seyi kusattigi anlamina gelmez; aksine “her
yerden geldigi icin her yerdedir” (Foucault, 1993, s. 72-73). Bu nedenle iktidar, toplumun mikro
duzeylerine, en kilcal iliskilerine kadar ntifuz eden, yerlesik olmayan, yer degistiren ve cesitli iligki
bicimlerine eklemlenen gok katmanli bir yapi olarak anlasiimalidir.

4 Biyoiktidar, yasami bir yonetim nesnesi haline getirerek biyopolitik mekanizmalar araciliiyla isleyen bir
modern iktidar bigimidir (Foucault, 1993).
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Iktidarin bu yaygin ve daginik yapisi, onun 6zneyle olan kurucu iliskisini de giindeme getirir.
Foucault'nun, iktidarin yalnizca bastiran degil ayni zamanda “Ureten” bir karaktere sahip oldugu
vurgusu daha belirgin hale gelir. iktidar bireyleri sadece denetlemez, onlari insa eder, sekillendirir
ve belirli normlar gergevesinde yeniden Uretir. iktidarin “bedenleri yonlendiren, jestleri yoneten ve
davraniglari asilayan” bir sire¢ oldugu (Foucault, 2002, s. 41) vurgusuyla, onun 6zneyi yalnizca
boyun egmeye zorlayan degil, onu belirli bilgi, arzu ve davranis rejimleri icinde kuran bir yapil
oldugunu gosterir. Bu nedenle birey, iktidarin karsisinda pasif bir nesne degil ayrica onun
tastyicisidir: “Birey iktidarin bir etmenidir ve ayni zamanda, bir etmeni oldugu olctide de onun
aracisidir” (Foucault, 2002, s. 47). Boylece iktidar, kendi surekliligini bireyler araciligiyla saglar
hem onlarin 6zgurluk kapasitesine dayanir hem de bu ozgurltigu yonetme ve etkili kullanma
kabiliyetinde yatar. Bu gercevede Foucault'nun iktidar anlayisi, yalnizca bir baski mekanizmasi
degildir. Oznelestirme, bilgi Gretimi ve norm ingasi stregleriyle i ige gegmis, stratejik olarak isler
halde olan bir iktidar ¢ozimlemesi soz konusudur.

iktidar ve bilgi

Yapay zeka teknolojilerinin siyasal baglantisini anlamak igin Michel Foucault'nun iktidar ve bilgi
arasindaki ickin iliskiye dair gozimlemeleri oldukga agiklayicidir. iktidari yalnizca baskici degil,
dretici bir strateji agi olarak da tahlil eden Foucault'ya gore, bu stratejilerin uygulanabilirligi
Oznelerin davraniglarinin dnceden bilinebilirligine ve bu 6znelerin belirli hakikat rejimlerine gore
sekillendirilmelerine baglidir (Foucault, 1993, s. 72). Bu noktada bilgi, iktidar iliskilerinin temel bir
bileseni haline gelir. CunkU ozneler, gundelik, geleneksel veya bilimsel bilgi bi¢cimlerinin Urettigi
hakikatlere gore davraniglarini tayin ederler (Veyne, 2014, s. 119). Yapay zeka sistemleri, tam da
bu hakikat bigimlerini Uretmek, yaymak ve yeniden dizenlemek noktasinda islevsel duruma gelir.
Algoritmalar, bireylerin tercihlerini, egilimlerini ve davraniglarini analiz ederek yeni bilgi alanlari
yaratir ve boylece bireyleri yonetilebilir kilar.

Foucault'nun bilgi-iktidar iliskisini betimlemek icin kullandigi dispositif kavrami, yapay zekanin
da iginde yer aldigi modern yonetim tekniklerinin yapisini anlamada yol gostericidir. Devletin ya
da iktidarin bilgiye dair bu stratejik duzenlemeleri, yalnizca bilgiyi iretmekle kalmaz; ek olarak bu
bilgiyi kurumsallastirir, dolagima sokar ve bireyler tzerinde denetim aracina donusturtr (Lemke,
2015, s.  48). Bu anlamda yapay zekd, sadece bir bilgi isleme araci dedil ayrica bireylerin
davranislarinin rasyonel ve ongorulebilir hale gelmesini saglayan bir iktidar teknigi olarak islev
kazanir. Foucault'nun ifadesiyle “iktidar ve bilgi arasinda daima igkinlige dayali bir iliski” vardir.
Biri ne digerinin hizmetinde ne de ondan tamamen badimsizdir (Lemke, 2016, s. 139). Yapay
zeka bu baglamda, modern iktidarin bilgi yoluyla dunyayi sekillendirme ve ozneleri tanimlama
stratejisinin guncel aracidir. Boylece iktidar, algoritmalar vasitasiyla bireyleri siniflandirir,
normatif degerlere tabi tutar ve onlari toplanan bilgileri araciligiyla birer yonetim nesnesi haline
getirir.

Biyopolitika ve yapay zeka

Yapay zeka teknolojileri baslangicta yalnizca teknik bir ilerleme ve verimlilik araci olarak
degerlendiriimis olsa da gtnimuzde bu araclarin islevleri giderek daha fazla yonetimsel ve
siyasal boyut kazanmaktadir. Veri isleme kapasitesi, algoritmik karar alma surecleri ve otomatik
denetim sistemleri sayesinde yapay zeka, bireylerin davranislarini yonlendirebilen, onlari
siniflandirabilen ve performanslarini olgebilen stratejik bir yonetim araci haline gelmistir. Bu
durum, Michel Foucault'nun iktidar anlayisiyla birlikte ele alindiginda, iktidarin yalnizca yukaridan
asaglya isleyen bir baski mekanizmasi olmadigi, bilakis bireylerin davraniglarini dolayli bigimde
yonlendiren stratejik iliski aglar araciligiyla isledigi fikriyle orttismektedir. Yapay zekanin bu
kapsamda ustlendigi rol, klasik yonetim bicimlerinden farkl olarak daha cok gozetim, norm
koyma, 6znellik inga etme ve guvenlik stratejileri etrafinda sekillenen biyopolitik bir yonetimsellik
(gouvernementalité) pratigine isaret eder.

Foucault'nun ifadesiyle iktidar, “bedenleri yonlendiren, davranislar asilayan” ve bireyin 6zgurltk
alani iginde isleyen bir eylem bicimidir (Foucault, 2002, s. 41). Bu baglamda yapay zeka
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teknolojileri, bireylerin karar alma sureclerine dogrudan mudahale etmeksizin, onlarin
davranislariniistatistiksel modellemeler, dngaoruler ve algoritmik degerlendirmeler yoluyla dolayli
olarak dizenler. Ornegin, ise alim sistemlerinde kullanilan algoritmalar hangi adayin uygun
olduguna dair rasyonel kriterler sunarken aslinda belli dederleri ve normlari dnceler; boylece
yalnizca teknik degil ayrica yonetsel ve siyasi bir islev de kazanir. Bu yonuyle yapay zeka, klasik
iktidar modellerinden farkli olarak bireylerin rizasina dayanarak onlar yonetilebilir kilar. Bu
noktada, bireylerin eylemlerini duzenleyen yapay zeka sistemleri, yalnizca bir denetim araci degil,
yasami siyasal mudahaleye acan bir ara¢ haline getirebilecek olmalari nedeniyle Foucault'nun
biyopolitika kavrayisiyla dogrudan iligkilidir.

Michel Foucault'nun kavramsallastirdigi biyopolitika cergevesi, modern iktidarin yasami
dogrudan bir yonetim nesnesi haline getirmesiyle yakindan baglantilidir. Foucault'ya gore
modern insan artik yalnizca bir zoon olarak yani basitce yiyen, uyuyan Ureyen vb. manada
bedene iliskin “canli varlik” degil, ayni zamanda kendi yasamini politik bir mesele haline getiren
bir varliktir: “Modern insan, canli bir varlik olarak yasamini kendi politikasi dahilinde soru konusu
edinen bir hayvandir” (Foucault, 1993, s. 105). Bu yaklasim, yasamin iktidar alaninin merkezine
yerlestirildigini ve oOzellikle Uretim, saglik, dogurganlik ve olum gibi alanlarda dizenlenmesi
gereken bir sorun olarak yeniden gindeme tasindigini gosterir. Foucaultnun yasamin iktidar
iliskilerinden bagimsiz olarak ele alinamayacagi fikrinden hareket ederek kullandigi biyopolitika
kavrami, bireysel bedenler Gzerinde uygulanan disiplin tekniklerinden farkli olarak, tim bir nifusu
hedef alan yonetim stratejilerini kapsar (Foucault, 2002, s. 257). Bu badlamda biyoiktidar, insan
bedenini yalnizca biyolojik degil ayrica ekonomik ve siyasal birer kaynak olarak goren sistemli ve
planli mudahaleleri igerir. Gelisen tip, gevre politikalari ve genetik bilimleriyle birlikte yasam daha
fazla sekillendirilebilir bir forma buriinmus ve boylece yasam uzerindeki denetim, rasyonel,
teknik ve kurumsal araglarla yeniden insa edilmistir (Lemke, 2011, s. 25-26). Biyoiktidarin bu
yonu, yapay zeka teknolojilerinin gelisimiyle birlikte daha da belirginlesmis ozellikle nifus
yonetimi, saglik uygulamalari, davranissal izleme ve normatif yonlendirmeler gibi alanlarda
yapay zeka sistemleri, yasamin teknik yollarla dizenlenmesini mimkuin kilan cagdas bir
biyopolitik ara¢ haline gelmistir. Kisaca biyopolitika kavrami, yasamin yalnizca korunmasi degil
ek olarak verimlilestiriimesi, yonlendiriimesi ve hesaplanabilir hale getirilmesi surecinde iktidarin
teknik aygitlarla nasil buttinlestigini anlamak acgisindan onemli bir zemin saglamaktadir.

Ozetle yapay zeké teknolojileri, bireysel ve toplumsal yasamin gesitli yonlerini izleme, analiz etme
ve yonlendirme kapasitesiyle, Foucaultnun tanimladi§i biyoiktidar tekniklerinin daha
derinlemesine ve sistematik bicimde uygulanmasini muamkun kilmaktadir. Biyopolitikanin temel
hedeflerinden biri olan nufusun dogurganlik oranlari, 6lim nedenleri, saglk durumu ve
davranissal kaliplar gibi veriler artik yalnizca devlet aygitlarinin degil, bdyuk veri temelli yapay
zeka sistemlerinin de etkisi altindadir. Foucault'nun ifadesiyle iktidar, “bedenleri yonlendiren,
jestleri yoneten ve davranislari asilayan” bir isleve sahiptir (Foucault, 2002, s. 41); bugin bu
yonlendirme islevi, algoritmalar tarafindan otomatiklestiriimis karar mekanizmalariyla
yuritilmektedir. Ozellikle gozetim teknolojileri ve tahmin odakli algoritmalar, bireylerin
potansiyel saglik risklerinden toplumsal davranis egilimlerine kadar ¢ok sayida parametreyi
hesaplayarak nufus tzerinde dlzenleyici etkiler dretmektedir. Bu baglamda, Foucault'nun iktidar
iliskilerinin Uretici yapisi (Foucault, 1993, s. 72-73) yapay zekanin sundugu teknik olanaklar
sayesinde derinlesmis; boylece yapay zeka, biyoiktidarin hem izleme hem de yonlendirme
kabiliyetini glclendiren bir ara¢ haline gelmistir.

Liberal yonetim sanati yonetimsellik ve yapay zeka

Michel Foucault'nun gelistirdigi “yonetimsellik” kavrami, modern iktidarin dogasini anlamada
temel bir cergeve sunar. Bu kavram, sadece belirli kisi ya da kurumlarin otoritesine odaklanmak
yerine, bireylerin, gruplarin ve nufusun nasil yonlendirildigini, “davraniglarin duzenlendigini”
(conduct of conduct) agiklamaya calisir. Yonetimsellik, klasik anlamda siyasal iktidar ya da
hukuki egemenlikten farklidir; teknikler, bilgi bigimleri, givenlik stratejileri ve rasyonel yonetim
araglariyla birlikte isleyen cok katmanli bir iktidar aklina isaret eder (Dean, 2010, s. 17).
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Yonetimsellik, liberal yonetim sanatinin modern versiyonu olarak gortlebilir. Foucault, klasik
yonetim bigimlerinden farkli olarak liberalizmin, bireyin serbest hareket alanini tamamen ortadan
kaldirmadigini; aksine, bireyin secimleri tzerinden dolayl bigcimde yonlendiriimesini esas aldigini
belirtir. Bu, serbestligin yonetimidir. Foucault, liberalizmi soyle tarif eder: “Liberal olmak, belli
trafik kurallarn belirlemek ama guntUmuzun hizli tasitlari ve gegmisin at arabalari igin ayn
kurallarin uygulanamayacagini kabul etmektir” (Foucault, 2015, s. 136). Bu metafor, miidahale
etmeksizin dizenleme yapma mantigini yani yonetimsellik anlayisini agiklar.

Yonetimsellik anlayisinin merkezinde, istatistiksel bilgiye dayali rasyonel bir yonetim akli yatar.
Bu baglamda bireylerin davranislari hesaplanabilir, ongorulebilir ve dl¢ulebilir hale gelir. Boylece
iktidar, bireyleri zorla degil, onlarin kendi rizalar, segimleri ve davranis kaliplari Uzerinden tahmin
ederek yonetir. Dean’in de belirttigi gibi, modern yonetimsellik, insanlari degil, onlarin iligkilerini
ve bu iligkilerden dogan seyleri yonetir (Dean, 2010, s. 18). Bu nedenle Foucault, “bir kaptan
gemiyi yonetir, denizcileri degil” diyerek yonetimselligin dogrudan bireylere degil, bireyleri
kusatan kosullara yonelik bir mtidahale bigimi oldugunu vurgular (Foucault, 2013, s. 109).

Ozetle yonetimsellik, liberal iktidarin bilgi, ekonomi politik ve guvenlik gibi araclarla bireyleri
Oznelestirerek yonettigi, mikro dizeyde davranislari sekillendirip makro dlzeyde nufusu
duzenledigi bir iktidar bicimidir. Foucault'nun kavramsallastirdigi bu model, iktidarin artik sadece
baski kuran degil, ayni zamanda uretici, dizenleyici ve stratejik bir boyut kazandigini gosterir. Bu
baglamda yonetimsellik, cagdas siyasal duzenin temel rasyonalite bicimlerinden biri olarak
degerlendirilebilir.

Yapay zeka teknolojilerinin siyasal insasi, yalnizca teknik donanim ve yazilim sureglerinden
ibaret degildir; es zamanli sekilde bireyin rasyonel bir varlik olarak varsayilmasina ve bu varsayim
dogrultusunda yonetsel bir mudahale alani olusturulmasina dayanir. Michel Foucault'nun
yonetimsellik kavramsallastirmasinda da vurguladigr gibi, bireylerin eylemleri rastlantisal degil,
belirli hedeflere yonelmis ve hesaplanabilir davranis kaliplar gercevesinde sekillenir (Foucault,
2013, s.26-27). Yapay zeka sistemleri de bu rasyonalite ilkesini temel alarak bireylerin karar alma
suregclerini veri setleri Uzerinden analiz etmekte ve gelecekteki davraniglarina iliskin tahminlerde
bulunmaktadir. Boylece, birey yalnizca yonetilen degil; davranislari onceden ongorlen,
yonlendirilebilen ve bigimlendirilebilen bir 6zneye donusturtlmektedir.

Bu cercevede yapay zeka, modern iktidar stratejilerinin yeni bir bileseni olarak islev gormektedir.
Rasyonel birey varsayimiyla donatiimis algoritmalar sayesinde bireyler, tercihleri, egilimleri ve
tepkileri bakimindan sayisal verilere indirgenmekte; bu sayede nifusun davranis ortntuleri
istatistiksel olarak islenebilir hale gelmektedir. Yapay zeka ise bu dlzenleyici mudahaleyi daha
gortinmez ama daha etkili kilan ve bireylerin eylem alanlarini sekillendirme potansiyeline sahip
etkili bir aractir. Sonuc olarak, bireylerin 0zgurlik alani gorundrde korunurken, aslinda
davranissal ongordlebilirlik Gzerinden onlarin  eylem alanlari  yapilandirimakta ve bu
yapilandirma, iktidarin uygulanmasini daha disuk maliyetli ve daha etkili kilmaktadir. Bu durum
hala biyoiktidarin hedefi ve yonetim manti§i icerisinde gergeklesmektedir. Bu asamada bireylerin
davranislarinin iktidar tarafindan dogrudan kontrol edilmedigini bilakis dnceden tahmin edilerek
dolayli yollarla bi¢cimlendirildigi onemli bir noktadir.

Yapay zeka, yonetimsellik anlayisinda one ¢gikan “ntfusun davranissal ongorulebilirligi” hedefine
dogrudan hizmet eder. Algoritmalar, bireylerin tiketim tercihlerinden siyasi egilimlerine kadar
cesitli alanlarda bilgi Uretir; bu bilgi ise yalnizca ekonomik degil, ayni zamanda siyasal karar alma
sureclerine eklemlenir. Bu asamada yapay zeka, klasik iktidar bigimlerinden farkli olarak
disiplinci iktidar tekniklerinden farklilasir. Dean’in (2010, s. 18) vurgusundaki gibi bireyin segim
alanini onceden cergevelendirerek 6zgurluk alani icinde yonlendirme bigimine olanak saglar.
Boylelikle yapay zeka, yalnizca teknik bir arag olarak degil, ayni zamanda bireyin ne yapacagini
ongoren ve buna gore mudahalede bulunan bir iktidar teknigi olarak bilgi saglama ve denetleme
hususunda iktidar stratejilerine yardimci olmaktadir.
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Sonug olarak yapay zeka, yonetimselligin bilgiye dayali iktidar formunun somut bir yansimasidir.
Bilgi toplama ve analiz etme kapasitesi sayesinde iktidarin makro duzeyde nufusu, mikro
duzeyde ise bireylerin davranislarini dizenlemesi miumkin hale gelir. Foucault'nun belirttigi gibi,
modern iktidar bigimleri, bireyleri dogrudan bastirmak yerine onlari belli bigimlerde
Oznelestirerek iktidarin bir pargasi haline getirir (Foucault, 2014, s. 47). Yapay zekanin bilgi
isleme ve yonlendirme iglevi de tam olarak bu 6znelestirme surecine hizmet eder; bireyleri
gorunmez iktidar aglari icerisinde kendi rizalariyla hareket eden 6zneler olarak yeniden Uretir.

Yontem

Bu calisma, yapay zeka teknolojilerinin siyasal insasini biyopolitika ve yonetimsellik
perspektifinden incelemek tzere agiklayici vaka ¢alismasi yontemini benimsemistir. Bu yontem
secimi, sinirli ve spesifik konular yapay zeka uygulamalari Gzerinden, belirlenen teorik cercevede
(biyopolitika ve yonetimsellik) detayl bir analiz gergeklestirerek ilgili olgularin toplumsal ve
siyasal sonuglarini derinlemesine anlama imkani sunmaktadir (Arsezen ve Mutlu, 2024).

Tercih edilen agiklayici vaka calismasi yaklasimi, yapay zeka uygulamalarinin Michel
Foucault'nun iktidar analizi baglaminda nasil birer biyopolitik ara¢ olarak islev gordugunu teorik
olarak agiklamak icin secilmistir. Bu dogrultuda, tahmine dayali polislik, ise alim algoritmalari ve
saglik uygulamalari gibi belirli yapay zeka ornekleri, modern iktidarin ntfus yonetimi, risk
denetimi ve normallik insasi hedefleriyle yapay zekanin nasil ortistigund gosteren somut
vakalar olarak ele alinmistir. Bu yaklasim, yapay zekanin karmasik siyasal dinamiklerini ve iktidar
stratejileriyle olan iliskisini teorik arglimanlar araciligiyla agikliga kavusturmayi amaclamaktadir.

Ornek yapay zeka uygulamalan iizerinden biyopolitika ve yonetimsellik analizi: Vaka
c¢aligmalan

Vaka 1.Tahmine dayali polislik uygulamalari

Ongoriicti polislik uygulamalari, yapay zeka destekli algoritmalar araciligiyla sucun nerede, ne
zaman ve nasil islenebilecegine dair tahminlerde bulunmayi amaglayan bir guvenlik yontemidir.
Bu sistemler, gecmis suc verileri, demografik bilgiler, sosyal medya analizi ve mekansal modeller
gibi ¢ok cesitli veri setlerini kullanarak potansiyel su¢ bolgelerini ya da supheli davranislari
ongormeye cgalisir. Ornegin, ABD'de kullanilan PredPol adli sistem, belirli bolgelerde sugun
islenme ihtimalini ongorerek polis devriyelerinin  yonlendirilmesini saglamaktadir (Perry,
Hollywood ve McCall, 2013). Benzer sekilde HunchLab ya da ShotSpotter gibi yazilimlar da sug
yogunlugunu analiz edip polis midahalelerini optimize etmeye yonelik kullaniimaktadir (Upturn,
2025). Bu uygulamalar, veri setlerindeki onyargilarin yeniden Uretimi ve ayrimcilig
kurumsallastirma riski tasidigr icin insan haklari, mahremiyet ve ayrimcilik gibi konularda onemli
etik ve siyasal elestirilere de maruz kalmaktadir.

Modern iktidarin temel egilimi, yasami dogrudan baski altina almak yerine, onu surekli bir
denetim ve mudahale alanina donusturmektir. Bu gergevede, guvenlik politikalar da artik sugu
cezalandirmaktan cok, olusmadan oOnce tespit edip ©Onlemeye yonelik stratejilerle
sekillenmektedir. Bu baglamda ongorucu polislik uygulamalari, klasik ceza hukuku anlayisindaki
sug olduktan sonra cezalandirma mantigindan farkli olarak, sugu onleme hedefiyle hareket eder.
Dolayisiyla, bireylerin potansiyel olarak suc isleme riskine gore izlenmesi, mekanlarin suc
ihtimaline gore onceden gozetim altina alinmasi, biyopolitikanin normatif midahale alanlariyla
dogrudan iligkilidir.

Foucault'nun (2007, s. 243) "yasami siyasal bir nesne haline getirme” silreci tanimlamasi
cercevesinde ongorucu polislik, biyopolitika agisindan yalnizca sucu degil, sucun olusabilecegdi
yasam alanlarini, davranis kaliplarini ve mekansal kiimelenmeleri hedef alir. Boylece sug,
yalnizca bir bireyin davranisi degil, istatistiksel olarak izlenebilecek bir nifus hareketi olarak da
dusundlmektedir.  Bireyler, algoritmik hesaplamalar sonucu potansiyel suclu olarak
etiketlenebilir; bu da yasamin, norm ve risk mantigi icinde yonetsel olarak bigimlendirilmesi
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anlamina gelmektedir. Tam da biyopolitika mantigi gercevesinde sekillenen bu durum, yapay
zekayl daha onceki teknolojilerden farkli degil, aksine iktidar iliskilerine eklemlenmis gelismis
modern bir yontem olarak one ¢ikarir.

Bu sistemlerdeki temel sorun, dnceden mudahale edilen eylemlerin hentz gerceklesmemis
olmasidir. Foucaultnun normdan sapmayi patolojilestirme sureci olarak betimledigi durum
burada daha gorundr hale gelir: Sug islenmeden once riskli addedilen bireylerin gozetim altina
alinmasi hem suc¢ kavraminin yeniden tanimlanmasi hem de bireyin yasam alaninin daraltiimasi
anlamina gelir (Foucault, 1995, s. 199-200). Bu noktada yapay zeka destekli ongorticu sistemler,
sugu onleme adi altinda nufusu duzenleme, normal davranisi kodlama ve aykiriliklari bastirma
isleviyle, biyopolitikanin temel ilkelerini yeniden durettigi ve devamliigini sagladigi dikkat
cekmektedir.

Yonetimsellik agisindan bir inceleme yapildiginda Foucault'nun iktidarin dogrudan zorlama ya
da disiplin mekanizmalariyla degil, bireylerin kendi davranislarini belirli normlara uygun sekilde
0z-dlzenlemeleri yoluyla isledigi tespiti daha da fazla anlam kazanir (Foucault, 2000a). Bu
anlayis, cagdas guvenlik teknolojilerinin bir parcasi olan tahmine dayali polislik uygulamalarinda
somutlagsmaktadir. Tahmine dayal polislik uygulamalari, bireyleri sug isleme potansiyelleri
dogrultusunda kategorize ederek onlari belirli risk profilleri icinde konumlandirmakta ve boylece
devlet mudahalesi igin mesru bir zemin Uretmektedir. Bu sUregte sug, artik gerceklesmis bir
olgudan ziyade, istatistiksel ve algoritmik gikarimlarla ongordlen bir potansiyele dontsmektedir.
Dolayisiyla klasik anlamda cezalandirici bir disiplin yerine, davranigsal normlarin dnceden
belirlenerek bireyin hareket alaninin daraltiimasi soz konusu olmaktadir. Bu yonuyle tahmine
dayali sistemler hem sugun 6nlenmesine yonelik proaktif (durumu 6ngorme ve ona gore hareket
etme) bir strateji sunmakta hem de gozetlenen bireylerde bir izlenme bilinci olusturarak riza
temelli bir denetim islevi gormektedir.

Tahmine dayali polislik uygulamalarinin sadece bireylerin davranigsal oruntulerini degil ayrica
mekansal hareketliligi de kontrol altina aldigi dikkat ¢ekicidir. Su¢ potansiyelinin ytiksek oldugu
bolgelerin algoritmalar araciligiyla tespit edilmesi, bu mekanlarin daha yogun gozetim ve
denetim altina alinma sina yol agmaktadir. Bu noktada iktidar, klasik anlamdaki fiziksel bastirma
bicimlerinden ziyade, bilgiye dayali gozetim mekanizmalariyla ve normatif cerceveler araciligiyla
islev gostermektedir. Sugun ve normalligin tanimi, artik veri analitigi ve algoritmik karar
surecleriyle yeniden insa edilmekte ve bireyler, bu vyeni cerceve dogrultusunda
yonlendiriimektedir. Sonug olarak, tahmine dayali polislik sistemleri, bireylerin surekli gozetim
altinda olduklari bilinciyle kendi davranislarini yonetmelerini saglayarak iktidarin gorinmez ama
etkili bicimde tahakkum kurdugu bir yonetimsellik teknolojisine donusmektedir.

Vaka 2. ise alim uygulamalari

Yapay zeka tabanliise alim uygulamalari, ise alim surecinin gesitliasamalarinda insan kaynaklari
uzmanlarina destek olmak amaciyla gelistiriimis otomasyon sistemleridir. Bu uygulamalar;
6zgecmis tarama, aday siralama, gortintulu mulakat analizi, psikometrik test degerlendirmesi ve
davranis tahmini gibi pek ¢ok alanda kullaniimaktadir. Temel amaclariysa ise alim surecini
hizlandirmak, maliyeti azaltmak, daha fazla adaya ulasmak ve yansiz kararlar alindigi kanisini
glclendirmektir (Binns vd., 2018). Ozellikle otomatik CV tarayicilar, basvurular dnceden
belirlenmis anahtar kelimeler ve puanlama sistemleriyle degerlendirerek binlerce aday arasinda
on eleme yapar. Ornegin, HireVue gibi sistemler, adaylarin gorintili milakatlardaki mimiklerini,
ses tonlarini ve kelime segimlerini analiz ederek uygunluk degeri hesaplar. Pymetrics gibi bagka
sistemler ise norobilim tabanl oyunlarla adaylarin bilissel ve duygusal profillerini gikararak,
uygunluklarini tahmin eder (Ajunwa, 2020). Bu sistemlerin arkasindaki temel varsayim, adaylarin
rasyonel bireyler oldugu ve davraniglarinin gegmis veriler 1siginda ongorulebilecegidir. Ancak
mevcut algoritmalar, veri setlerinde yer alan toplumsal onyargilari da tasima ve pekistirme riski
icerir. Amazon'un ge¢cmiste kullandigi ve erkek adaylara oncelik veren ise alim algoritmasi, bu
durumun somut orneklerinden biridir (Dastin, 2018). Yapay zeka ise alim uygulamalari, sireci
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verimlilik acisindan donusturse de ise alimin yalnizca teknik bir islem degil ek olarak siyasal ve
normatif bir pratik oldugunu da gostermektedir.

Modern iktidarin yasami yonetme ve duzenleme bicimlerini temel alan biyopolitika
gergevesinden yaklasildiginda, bu tur bir yonetimin yalnizca dogrudan baski yoluyla dedil,
normlar ve standartlar araciligiyla isledigi de dikkate alinmalidir. Bu cergevede yapay zeka
destekli ise alim uygulamalari, gorinUste tarafsiz algoritmalarla yurUtllse de aslinda mevcut
toplumsal normlari, onyargilari ve esitsizlikleri yeniden udretme potansiyeline sahiptir. Michel
Foucault'nun ifadesiyle, modern iktidar “bireyleri belirli normlara gore bicimlendirerek onlari
yonlendiren bir iktidar bigimidir” (Foucault, 2003, s. 38). Yapay zeka, bu normlarin igsellestirildigi
algoritmalar araciligiyla, ise uygunluk degerlendirmesi adi altinda “normal” ve “uygun” bireyi
secer, sapkin veya dissal olani sistematik olarak eler.

Bu baglamda algoritmalar, yalnizca ise alim surecinde etkin bir ara¢ olmakla kalmaz; ayni
zamanda biyopolitik bir filtreleme mekanizmasi olarak da islev gorir. Ornegin cinsiyet, etnik
koken, sosyoekonomik arka plan gibi faktorler veriye gomulu onyargilar araciligiyla yeniden
degerlendirilir ve dislayici sonuglar Uretir. Bu surecte iktidar, klasik anlamda merkezi bir
otoriteden degil, dagitiimis ve otomatiklestiriimis bir mekanizma olan yapay zekadan faydalanir.
Foucault'nun “iktidar her yerde isler, ¢linkd her yerden gelir” (Foucault, 1990, s. 93) seklindeki
tespiti burada somutlasir; ise alim suregleri yalnizca bireysel tercihler degil, sistematik norm
dretimi halini alir. Bu durum, uygulamalarin gelistiricilerinin fikirlerinden onlarin tretimine destek
veren Kisilere ve hukimetlere kadar pek cok iktidar iliskisini barindirir. Mevcut tablo, bireylerin
yalnizca ekonomik birer aktor olarak degil, biyopolitik birer nesne olarak degerlendirildigini ve bu
degerlendirmenin artik teknolojik sistemler araciligiyla yiritildugini gostermektedir. ise alim
sureglerinde kullanilan algoritmalar, kimlerin ekonomiye katilmaya deger bir Uretkenlik tasidigina
karar verirken, aslinda yasamin siyasal olarak dlzenlenmesine ayni biyopolitik ¢ergeveden
hizmet eder.

Yapay zekaya dayali ise alim uygulamalari, bireylerin davranigsal ve mesleki egilimlerini dnceden
kestirerek onlari belirli kriterlere gore siniflandirmakta ve boylelikle istihdam stireglerinin daha
verimli yonetilmesine katki saglamaktadir. Yalnizca teknik verimliligi temel almayan bu
uygulamalarin arka planinda isleyen iktidar mantigi, bireylerin davranislarini nceden ongorebilir
kilmakta, onlari hesaplanabilir ve karsilastirilabilir veriler haline donusturmektedir. Boylece
bireylerin is gucune katihmi bir tercih degil, sistemin ongordugu rasyonel davranis kaliplarina
uyum gosterme zorunlulugu haline gelir. Bu slregte 0zne, belirli performans olcitlerine gore
secilen, dissal normlara gore sekillendirilen bir iktidar alanina yerlestirilir.

Yonetimsellik mantiginda oldugu gibi, yapay zeka tabanli ise alim sistemleri de bireylerin serbest
iradesine dokunmaksizin, onlarin tercihlerini belirli sinirlar icinde yonlendirir. Bu yonlendirme,
aclk bir baski yerine, algoritmik kriterlerle bicimlenen uygunluk tanimlarinin dolasimi tGzerinden
isler. S6z gelimi cinsiyet, Irk, siyasi gorus ve din vb. egilimlerin bilinmesiyle sekillenir. Bu durumda
ise alim stregleri, yalnizca bireylerin performans potansiyelini degerlendirmekle kalmaz; ayrica
onlari belli davranis kaliplarina yonlendiren normatif bir siizgeg islevi gordr. Bu yonuyle iktidar,
bireyin Uretkenligini 6lgerken ayni anda onun sisteme uyum derecesini de bigimlendirme firsati
bulur. Bu baglamda, yapay zeka sistemleri istihdam alaninda yalnizca teknik aracglar degil, ayni
zamanda bireylerin 6znelligini sekillendiren iktidarin stratejik araclaridir.

Vaka 3. Saglik uygulamalari

Yapay zekéa uygulamalari, saglik alaninda bireylerin saglik durumlarinin dtzenli olarak
izlenmesini, erken teshis olanaklarinin artirlmasini ve tani-tedavi sureglerinin hizlandiriimasini
amagclayan verimlilik temelli araglar olarak islev gormektedir. Bu sistemler, ozellikle buyuk veri
analizi ve makine 6grenmesi gibi teknolojilerle donatilarak, hastalik belirtilerinin erken evrede
tespit edilmesini, tibbi gorintileme sureglerinde daha dogru ve hizli degerlendirmeler
yapilmasini mamkun kilmaktadir. Ayni zamanda, kamu hastaneleri ve 6zel saglk kurumlarinda
bitlnlesmis (entegre) sistemler seklinde yiksek maliyetli cozimler sunabilmektedir. Ote
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yandan bireylerin guinltik yasamlarinda kullanabildigi, saglik verilerini anlik izleyen ve raporlayan
giyilebilir teknolojiler biciminde de yayginlasmaktadir. Bu yonuyle yapay zeka, saglik alaninda
yalnizca teshis ve tedaviyi kolaylastiran teknik bir arag degil; bireylerin saglik verilerini toplayan,
bu verileri bilgiye donusturen ve bireyleri dolayli sekilde gozetim altina alan bir yonetim araci
olarak daislev kazanir.

Tibbi goruntuleme, hastalik tahmini ve veri destekli tani sistemleri gelistirme amaciyla kullanilan
Google DeepMind (2025), eMed (2025) gibi yapay zekd destekli teletip sistemleri, Beyne
yerlestirilen gipler araciligiyla sinir sistemi ile bilgisayarlar arasinda dogrudan baglanti kurmayi
hedefleyen Neuralink projesi (Musk, 2019), bireylerin genetik verilerinden hastalik risklerini
onceden analiz ederek onerileri sunabilen CRISPR (2025) gibi genetik haritalama uygulamalari,
COVID 19 pandemi surecinde vaka sayilari, bulagsma oranlari ve karantina tedbirleri Gzerine
ongorl saglayan BlueDot (2025), HealthMap (2025), COVID-Net (2025) gibi uygulamalar; Apple
Watch (2025) vb. sirekli kalp atisi, uyku, hareket gibi verileri toplayan, analiz eden yapay zeka
destekli giyilebilir cihazlar saglk uygulamalarina ornek gosterilebilir.

Yapay zeka uygulamalari saglik alaninda sadece teshis ve tedavi sureglerini kolaylastiran
teknolojiler olmaktan ote, bireylerin yasamlarini siyasal stratejilere entegre eden yonetimsel
araclar haline gelmistir. Biyopolitika cercevesinde degerlendirildiginde bu sistemler, ntfusun
saglhigini koruma ve verimliligini artirma hedefiyle isleyen teknik dizenlemelerdir. Ornegin,
DeepMind gibi yapay zeka sistemleri bobrek hastaliklarini dnceden tahmin etmek igin
milyonlarca hastanin tibbi verisini analiz ederken yalnizca bireysel tedaviye degil, ayni zamanda
toplumsal saghgin optimal hale gelmesine hizmet eder. Bu yonuyle saglik, artik yalnizca bireyin
bedeniyle ilgili degil; nufusun Uretkenligini artirma, is gudcinlt koruma ve sistemin
surdurtlebilirligini saglama amaci tasiyan bir siyasal hedefe dondsmustir. Bu sebeple risklerin
ongorulmesi ve hastaliklarin onlenmesi, dogrudan iktidarin yasami verimli kilma hedefiyle
ortusmektedir.

Bu sistemler, bireylerin saglik yoluyla izlenebilir, analiz edilebilir ve yonlendirilebilir olmalarini
mumkdn kilar. Surekli veri akisi saglayan giyilebilir cihazlar (6rnedin Apple Watch), saglik
uygulamalari ya da genetik haritalama sistemleri bireylerin yasamsal verilerini ol¢ulebilir ve
karsilastirilabilir hale getirerek bilgi yoluyla politik bir nesneye donusturmektedir. Foucault'nun
da vurguladigi gibi (1993, s. 72—-73), modern iktidar artik yasaklamaktan ziyade, bilgiyi stratejik
bir ara¢ olarak kullanarak bireylerin egilimlerini ongordr ve onlari belirli davranis kaliplarina
yonlendirir. Bu yonlendirme, bireylerin kendi tercihlerinin sonucu gibi gortinen ancak onceden
yapilandinlmis normatif gergevelere uyum saglayan bir hareket alani yaratir. Boylece saglik hem
bireyin 6znellestiriimesini hem de nifusun rasyonel hesaplamalara tabi tutulmasini mimkin
kilan bir yonetimsel alan haline gelir. Yapay zeka, bu yapinin merkezinde yer alarak bilgiyi isleyen,
davranisi yonlendiren ve 0znelligi bigcimlendiren temel bir iktidar aracina dontsmektedir.

Yapay zeka yasami dogrudan siyasal dizenleme nesnesi haline getirir. Yapay zeka, bu anlamda
yalnizca bireylerin sagligini korumaya degil, ayni zamanda onlari surekli izlenebilir, dlgulebilir ve
yonetilebilir 6zneler olarak sekillendirmeye yonelik bir bilgi ve denetim kaynagidir. Dolayisiyla bu
teknolojiler, iktidarin dogrudan baski uygulamadan, gorinmez ve igkin yollarla bedenler Gzerinde
tasarruf sahibi olmasini mumkuin kilmakta; yasami yonetme, yonlendirme ve optimize etme
hedeflerini teknik araclar Uzerinden gergeklestirmektedir. Bu baglamda, saglik teknolojileri
yalnizca tibbi degil, ayni zamanda politik araclardir.

Yapay zeka tabanl saglik uygulamalari, bireylerin yasamlarini dogrudan etkileyen veri temelli
analiz, teshis ve yonlendirme islevleriyle modern yonetimsellik bigimlerinin merkezinde de yer
almaktadir. Foucault'nun (2013) yonetimsellik anlayisi gercevesinde degerlendirildiginde, bu
uygulamalar yardimci saglik araglari olmasinin otesinde, bireylerin  saglk durumlarini
ongorulebilir, hesaplanabilir ve duizenlenebilir kilarak yonetim maliyetini dusurur. Giyilebilir
cihazlardan e-Nabiz benzeri merkezi sistemlere kadar cesitli araglarla toplanan veriler, bireylerin
bedenlerini surekli gozetim altinda tutar ve sagliki olma normu Uzerinden davranigsal
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duzenlemeleri de tesvik eder. Bu sekilde birey, hastaligi onleme, saglik sigortasina uygunluk ya
da tedaviye uyum gibi yonlendirmelere riza gostererek yonetimsel hedeflere gondllt olarak dahil
olur.

Yonetimsellik mantigr dogrultusunda, saglik sisteminde yapay zekanin iglevi yalnizca bireyleri
iyilestirmek degil ayrica ndfusun tamamini yonetilebilir bir formda tutmaktir. Bu uygulamalar,
bireylerin potansiyel saglik risklerini onceden tespit ederek yalnizca tedaviye degil ek olarak risk
yonetimine dayall bir siyasal stratejiye zemin hazirlar. Bu durum “bireylerin davranislarini,
rizalarini alarak dizenleyen” iktidar biciminin bir uzantisidir (Foucault, 2013, s. 109). Saglk
verileri Uzerinden yapilan tahminler ve yonlendirmeler, goriintste tarafsiz ve teknik temelli olsa
da bireyin yasam tarzini belirli normlara gore sekillendirerek saglik alanini bir tir yonetim
mekanizmasina donusturmektedir. Bu da saglik politikalarinin, yapay zeka araclariyla hem
bedenleri hem de yasamlari yonlendiren stratejik alanlar haline gelmesine yol agmaktadir.

Sonug

Bu calisma, yapay zeka teknolojilerinin salt teknik araglar olmadigini; aksine, iktidarin
stratejileriyle ic ice gecmis oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir. Foucaultcu cerceveden hareketle,
yapay zekanin toplumsal yasama etkisinin, klasik iktidar tekniklerinden farklilasarak daha
gorinmez ve rasyonellesmis bicimlerde yeniden dretiimesine hizmet ettigi sonucuna
ulasiimistir. Ug 6rnek vaka (tahmine dayali polislik, ise alim algoritmalari, saglik uygulamalari),
yapay zekanin yasamin tim alanlarini dizenleme kapasitesiyle modern iktidarin temel hedefleri
olan nufusun verimlilestirilmesi, risk yonetimi ve normalligin insasi ile dogrudan ortistigunu
gostermektedir.

Foucault'nun vurguladigi gibi, biyopolitika "yasami siyasal bir nesne haline getirme" surecidir.
Yapay zeka sistemleri, bu sureci istatistiksel veri isleme, algoritmik siniflandirma ve
ongorulebilirlik mantigiyla derinlestirmektedir. Vaka orneklerine bakildiginda, tahmine dayali
polislik, sugu bastirmaktan ziyade "potansiyel suclulan” istatistiksel profillerle tanimlayarak
ongormeyi ve denetlemeyi hedeflemektedir. Bu, iktidarin normalligi kodlamasinin ve sapmayi
patolojilestirmesinin (hastalikl, anormal veya sapkin olarak tanimlamanin) yeni bir uzantisidir.
Bu sistemler, sugun olasi durumlarini dngormeyi arzulamaktadir. Ayni sekilde saglik alanindaki
yapay zeka uygulamalari, bireyleri "saglikli beden" normuna uyum saglamaya yonlendirirken,
verilerin sigorta sirketleri veya devlet kurumlariyla paylasiimasi yoluyla yuksek risk gruplarinin
dislanmasi gibi durumlara zemin hazirlamaktadir. Bu durumda da bir ortalama ya da iktidarin
makul saydigi bir aritmetik cerceve bulunmaktadir. ise alim algoritmalariysa, verimli dzne idealini
yeniden ureterek toplumsal 6nyargilari iktidar hedefleriyle ortisecek sekilde kurumsallastirir.

Bu ornekler, yapay zekanin Foucaultnun (1993) deyisiyle yasatma iktidarinin araci haline
geldigini kanitlar niteliktedir: Yasam artik korunmasi gereken bir deger degil, optimizasyonu
hedeflenen sonsuz bir siyaset kaynadidir. Foucault'ya gore bu kaynak, baskalarinin olasi eylem
alanini yapilandirarak daha goriinmez bir sekilde nifuz eder. Yapay zeka tam da bu islevi,
bireyleri dogrudan baskilamadan davranislarini dolayl yollarla yonlendirerek yerine getirir.
Ornegin, glvenlik soylemleri, bireyleri gontlli veri paylasimi yoluyla gézetim mekanizmalarina
dahil eder. Bu, o0Ozgurluk-guvenlik paradoksunu derinlestirir.  Bireyler guvenlik adina
Ozgurluklerinden vazgecerken, iktidarin kontrolu genisler.

Sonug olarak, yapay zeka modern biyopolitikanin ve yonetimsellik rasyonalitesinin iktidar
alanindaki yeni bir teknigi ve teknolojik tezahurtdur. Bu teknolojiler iktidarin glicinid daha fazla
dagitarak onu zayiflatmaz; aksine onu daha az gorunur, daha az maliyetli ve daha etkili kilar.
Toplumsal yasamin her alanina sizan bu teknolojiler, Foucault'nun (1993) ¢ikarimini hatirlatir:
Iktidar kilcal sekilde her yere dagilmistir, iktidar her yerdedir. Bu baglamda yapay zeka, iktidarin
geleneksel araclarindan farkli olarak mikro diizeyde isleyen, daginik ve ickin bir karakter tasir.
Onu sabit bir yerde aramak gerekmez. Bu baglamda yapay zeka notr degildir; siyasal baglam
onu tahakkim aracina donustirmektedir. Bu nedenle, yapay zeka tartismalar teknik
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kapasitesinden ¢ok, neye hizmet ettigi ve hangi iktidar stratejilerini guglendirdigi sorulari
etrafinda sekillenmelidir.

Yazar katkisi

Calisma tek yazar tarafindan ydratilmustdr.

Cikar ¢gatismasi beyani

“Yapay zekanin siyasal insasi: biyopolitika ve yonetimsellik agisindan kisa bir degerlendirme”
baslikl makalemiz ile ilgili herhangi bir kurum, kurulus, kisi ile mali ydnden ¢ikar gatismasi yoktur.
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