NEGATIVE: GLOBAL SECURITY


Negative Case: Global Security
By Owen Axelberd

Resolved: In combat, the use of automation should be valued above the use of military personnel
With the development of Automation within the military comes new, more effective ways to kill people. While that comes with some benefit, as AFF will surely point out, it comes with significant risks. Automated weapons are easy to scale into swarms capable of significant damage to people, hard to control because of inherent flaws in AI, and would be difficult to keep out of the hands of bad actors. The proposition of this case is that these inescapable risks of automated weapons mean that we should do all in our power to reduce their adoption and proliferation.

AFF may try to claim that we must use autonomous weapons to stay competitive with other countries, but this would ultimately lead to a greater risk of catastrophe, just as the arms race of the Cold War lead to greater risk of nuclear disaster. Just as cooperation reduced that risk today, we must cooperate with other countries to heavily limit the use of automation in military combat.












Introduction

The Cold War saw the grim race between the United States and Soviet Union to produce the most powerful nuclear arsenal possible, and the result of that is a world that has to work tirelessly to reduce the number of these weapons available. Today, with the advent of similarly powerful autonomous weapons, we are given the opportunity to prevent a similar proliferation in the first place. For this reason, I negate the resolution. In combat, the use of automation should not be valued above the use of military personnel. Let’s start with some definitions

Definitions

Combat is defined by oxford references as: “fighting between armed forces” Combat, Oxford references, (last accessed Nov. 19, 2024) (https://www.oxfordreference.com/display/10.1093/oi/authority.20110803095626174?p=emailAUTb1gYqoIXlg&d=/10.1093/oi/authority.20110803095626174 )

Automation is defined by cambridge as “the use of machines and computers that can operate without needing human control” Automation, Cambridge Dictionary,  (last accessed Nov. 19, 2024)
(https://dictionary.cambridge.org/us/dictionary/english/automation#google_vignette)

Military personnel is defined by Law Insider as such “Military personnel means an active member of the Armed Forces of the United States, including members of the Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard.” military personnel definition, Law Insider, (last accessed Nov. 19, 2024)
(https://www.lawinsider.com/dictionary/military-personnel)

Resolutional Analysis: Active Engagements

It’s important to note that the resolution is specifically about combat, that means an active engagement or fight between opposing militaries, and not other uses including intelligence, logistics, healthcare, etc. This is important to realize because some of these weapons have the potential to become weapons of mass destruction

Zachary Kallenborn writes for Brookings “As autonomous weapons scale into massive drone swarms, the uncontrollability and potential for mass harm create a new weapon of mass destruction. Imagine 1,000 Slaughterbots flitting about a city, deciding who to kill. And that’s not terribly outlandish: India wants to build a swarm of 1,000 drones operating without human control. And the Naval Postgraduate School is modeling swarms of up to a million drones, operating underwater, on the ocean’s surface, and in the air.”  
Zachary Kallenborn, Applying Arms-control Frameworks to Autonomous Weapons, BROOKINGS, (Oct. 5, 2021) (last accessed Nov. 19 2024) (https://www.brookings.edu/articles/applying-arms-control-frameworks-to-autonomous-weapons/)

Value: Global Security

Defined by RAND as follows: “Global security includes military and diplomatic measures that nations and international organizations such as the United Nations and NATO take to ensure mutual safety and security.”
Global Security, Rand, (last accessed Nov. 19 2024) (https://www.rand.org/topics/global-security.html)

Reason to Prefer: Highest Military Aim
The idea of “world peace” is essentially a cliche for what an ideal world would look like. Thus it’s clear that any moral military would seek to make the world more secure, not just promote the interests of its own country.



Criterion: Non-proliferation
Since we are dealing with weapons in this round, the best way to measure how much we are achieving global security is by looking at which side is going to minimize the number of autonomous weapons in use. 
[bookmark: _heading=h.51s167212kpl]
Contention 1: Valuing Autonomous Weapons Leads to Proliferation
Simply the act of valuing these weapons would lead to more proliferation. The problem is that it won’t just be in our military, but militaries across the globe. 

Application 1: AI Race to the Bottom
We are currently seeing a race to the bottom where countries carelessly pursue the most powerful, least regulated AI weapons they can. This pushes us closer to a world like that of the Cold War. 

Sam Meacham writes for the Harvard International Review “Missile gap logic is rearing its ugly head again today, this time with regard to artificial intelligence, which could be more dangerous than nuclear weapons. China’s AI efforts are raising fears among American officials, who are concerned about falling behind. New Chinese leaps in AI inexorably produce flurries of warnings that China is on its way to dominating the field.
Whoever is “ahead” in the AI race, however, is not the most important question. The mere perception of an “arms race” may well push companies and governments to cut corners and eschew safety research and regulation. For AI — a technology whose safety relies upon slow, steady, regulated, and collaborative development — an arms race may be catastrophically dangerous.” 
Sam Meacham, A Race to Extinction: How Great Power Competition Is Making Artificial Intelligence Existentially Dangerous, Harvard International Review, (Sep. 8, 2023)(last accessed Nov. 19 2024)  
(https://hir.harvard.edu/a-race-to-extinction-how-great-power-competition-is-making-artificial-intelligence-existentially-dangerous/)











Impact: Global Insecurity
Ultimately the proliferation of these weapons means significant and dangerous insecurity.

According to Autonomousweapons.org, “Given the speed and scale at which they are capable of operating, autonomous weapons systems introduce the risk of accidental and rapid conflict escalation. Recent research by RAND found that “the speed of autonomous systems did lead to inadvertent escalation in the wargame” and concluded that “widespread AI and autonomous systems could lead to inadvertent escalation and crisis instability.” 
The United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) has concurred with RAND’s conclusion.” 
Autonomous Weapons, The Risks of Autonomous Weapons, (last accessed Nov. 19 2024)  
(https://autonomousweapons.org/the-risks/)

Contention 2: Valuing Military Personnel Prevents Proliferation
By choosing to use personnel rather than automated weapons, we naturally prevent the proliferation of those weapons not just in our own country but in others. It gives us the chance to be a leader when it comes to reducing the use of this dangerous technology.

Application 2: START I

Center for Arms Control and Non-proliferation writes “The Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START I), signed in 1991, was a bilateral arms control treaty between the United States and the Soviet Union. The result of the agreement was the first significant reduction in the number of strategic nuclear weapons in both the U.S. and the Soviet stockpiles. It entered into force in 1994, after the Soviet Union’s dissolution, and eventually expired in 2009. The treaty is considered one of the most successful arms control agreements because by the time of its full implementation in 2001, 80 percent of all the world’s strategic nuclear weapons were dismantled. These standards were maintained for eight years after full implementation.”
Center for Arms Control and Non-proliferation, Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START I), (November 16, 2022) (last accessed Nov. 19, 2024)(https://armscontrolcenter.org/strategic-arms-reduction-treaty-start-i/)

Impact: Preserving Global Security
By reducing proliferation of AI weapons we ultimately reduce the risk that these dangerous weapons are used to a significant degree and create a more peaceful world.
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