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EXECUTIVE BOARD’S MESSAGE 
Dear Delegates, 

It gives me immense pleasure to welcome you all to the seventh edition of the Welham 
Boys’ School Model United Nations, 2021. This committee is a simulation of the 
United Nations General Assembly- First Committee. Unprecedented times have called 
for unprecedented measures and sadly we would not be meeting in person this year but 
regardless of that, we as the Executive Board promise you an enriching online 
experience that you shall never forget. 

This guide has been prepared to brief you on the agenda and give you a starting point 
for your research. However, no delegate should solely depend on the information 
provided here as we encourage you to study beyond its scope. The agenda that would 
be discussed in the committee is the ‘Weaponization of Artificial Intelligence in 
relation to international Security.’ The crucial role of AI in the future can no longer be 
undermined and it is of paramount importance that the Committee on Disarmament 
and International Security discuss and prepare guidelines to regulate the possible 
development/use of AI weaponry. 

The Executive Board expects the delegates to be well researched about the intricacies 
of this topic. Documentation and lobbying would play a major role in the committee. 
Delegates are not just expected to present information but also indulge in analysis and 
focus on argumentation. A solution-oriented approach is always appreciated and 
delegates must think critically in order to solve real-time issues. At the same time, we 
do not want first-time MUNers to get intimidated and will try our best to make this a 
riveting experience for each one of you. 

We now leave you with our best wishes and I hope that during this two-day 
conference, we all learn something amidst the fierce competition. Please feel free to 
contact the executive board regarding any query. 

 
Arnav Goel Srijit Banerjee Yuvraj Gambhir Bimarsh Jha 
(Director) (Joint Director) (Joint Director) (Rapporteur) 

Warm Regards, 
Hrittvik Moody 
chair.disec@welhamboys.org 

mailto:chair.disec@welhamboys.org
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NATURE OF REPORTS AND EVIDENCES   
Evidence or proofs from the following sources will be accepted as credible in the 
committee: 

1. News Sources - 

a) REUTERS – Any Reuters’ article which clearly makes mention of the fact stated or 
is in contradiction of the fact being stated by another delegate in council can be used to 
substantiate arguments in the committee. 

However, Reuters reports claiming to quote any individual affiliated in any manner to 
any government may not necessarily reflect the views of that government in totality. 
For example, at times the office holding individuals venture out for lectures, talks, 
discussions etc. wherein they tend to express things which are a 
contravention/extension of the policy they hold. So we need to take into consideration 
the time and space dimension of such views and also the chronology of what they 
spoke or what their government policy was post and prior to this. 
Thus, the Reuters report can be denied by any member state subject to their policy and 
it is only when the report is accepted by the government that it shall be admitted as 
persuasive proof. 

b) State operated News Agencies – These reports can be used in the support of or 
against the State that owns the News Agency. These reports, if credible or substantial 
enough, can be used in support of or against any country as such, but in that situation, 
they can be denied by any other country in the council. 

2. Government Reports - 

These reports can be used in a similar way as the State Operated News Agencies 
reports and can, in all circumstances, be denied by another country. However, a 
nuance is that a report that is being denied by a certain country can still be accepted by 
the Executive Board as credible information. 

3. UN Reports - 

All UN Reports are considered credible information or evidence by the Executive 
Board. 

Please note that under no circumstances will sources like Wikipedia (http:// 
www.wikipedia.org/) Amnesty International (http://www.amnesty.org/) or newspapers 
like The Guardian (http://www.guardian.co.uk/) Times of India (http:// 
timesofindia.indiatimes.com/) be accepted in the Council. 

http://www.wikipedia.org/)
http://www.amnesty.org/)
http://www.amnesty.org/)
http://www.guardian.co.uk/)
http://www.guardian.co.uk/)
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INTRODUCTION 
 
 
 

Many people often associate the term “artificial intelligence” with robots in human 
form. However, that is not all that artificial intelligence represents. Some machines 
entail designs that include certain human characteristics such as learning and thinking, 
and some machines resemble human physical features such as having a face and 
body. AI’s ability to imitate human decisions effectively has reduced human effort in 
most tasks. While the civilian world uses AI for harmless yet useful purposes, its 
application has no bounds. Although AI is useful to humans in various fields including 
research and development, its use in weapons has stoked many controversies. Issues 
and concerns of AI leaving people unemployed and maybe even controlling their lives 
has brought into question the ethical implications of its use, even more so in the case 
of weaponised Artificial Intelligence capable of several malicious acts. 

 
Today, the world stands on the verge of destruction and while many of us still struggle 
to adapt, a minority has realised the urgent need for future preparedness. The 
pandemic has shown us that the worst calamities often strike when least predicted (are 
you sure you didn’t want to say ‘expected’?) and with the exponential increase in both 
arms development and hostility, the next disaster will probably involve warfare. After 
recent advances in artificial intelligence, the concept of autonomous technology (AT) 
was introduced to the world. Though it is yet to have a universally agreed upon 
definition, it essentially is technology that can govern itself; make its own demands 
without human control. This has stimulated the production of autonomous weapons; 
weapons which can essentially own themselves, conduct their own thinking process 
and select/target anything they wish using artificial intelligence. 

 
Since the future is all about technology and advancements, the capacity to launch 
cyber attacks, the use of remotely- controlled armed unmanned aerial vehicles – 
known as drones – and the possible development of fully autonomous weapons 
systems commonly known as ‘killer robots’ – raise numerous critical questions for 
scholars and policymakers. Powered by AT, these weapons have sparked debate all 
over the world regarding their ethical and legal righteousness in warfare, with experts 
and government leaders all over the world articulating their respective opinions 
concerning the issue. NGOs and some actors of the private sector have already called 
for regulations to be implemented on both autonomous weapons and artificial 
intelligence at the national and international level. 



Welham Boys’ School Model United Nations 21 Background Guide 

UNGA : Disarmament and International Security 4 

 

 

 
 

DEFINITION OF KEY TERMS 
 
 
 

Artificial Intelligence (AI); Intelligence demonstrated by technology, that is usually 
displayed by humans. AI ranges from having some to no human input. 

 
Lethal Autonomous Weapon Systems (LAWS): A type of autonomous military 
robot that can independently search and engage targets based on programmed 
constraints and descriptions. They can potentially kill, and their usage has sparked 
debate all over the world. 

Autonomous Technology (AT): A type of technology that can function without direct 
demands from a human being; it can govern itself. This technology is the basis of all 
autonomous weapons produced and is a feature of AI. 

Autonomous Weapons: Weapon system(s) that once activated can select and 
engage targets without further intervention by a human operator. Semi-Autonomous 
Weapons are weapons that can act independently to a certain degree. 

A2/AD: Anti-access/area denial technology has been implemented by Russia and the 
People’s Democratic Republic of China as a way to prevent the United States from 
intervening in their affairs. These technologies include sensors and guidance 
technologies that prevent the freedom of movement of unwanted military equipment. 

Arms Race: A competition between two or more states over armed forces and military 
superiority 

Conventional Prompt Global Strike (CPGS): A United States military effort that 
would allow them to launch a precision-guided conventional weapon air strike 
anywhere globally within an hour. 

 
Intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance (ISR): It is a practice that is 
employed for acquiring and processing information to better support the battlefield 
commander. 
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GENERAL OVERVIEW 
 
 
 
 

HISTORY 
The history of Artificial Intelligence weapons systems can only be understood after 
understanding the inception of non-manned weaponry which dates back to the 1600s 
when the land mine (an automatically triggered explosive buried underground) was 
first invented. This was then followed by the naval mines which could strike 
underwater targets without the constant need of pilots. These were constantly 
improved using better sensors and technology, allowing them to automatically explode 
on impact with the enemy but not naturally occurring impacts. After understanding 
the potential of such offensive weaponry, the priority of AI development was shifted 
to more defensive tactics. Initially, development was slow and involved extensive 
drudgery, but massive leaps were made in the 19th century. The creation of radar 
guided CIWS systems used to defend ships with the help of radar technology also 
hugely contributed to this growth. One its best examples is the US Phalanx defense 
systems. 

The growth of Artificial Intelligence to the form it has assumed today was gradual but 
worth studying about. A.I was first popularized by British mathematician, computer 
scientist and philosopher Alan Turing who worked on the historic Turing machine - a 
pioneering mathematical model which is credited with laying down the foundation for 
modern Artificial Intelligence machines. In 1950, he published the paper “Computer 
Machinery and Intelligence” in which he explored and invented different methods to 
build such intelligent machines and test their ability using the famous “Turing Test”. 
Even after his findings and accomplishments, Artificial Intelligence remained a 
relatively new topic in the scientific community until 1956 when the field of AI was 
formally found at the Dartmouth College conference in Hanover, New Hampshire. 
The official term “Artificial Intelligence” was also coined here. In 1997, IBM 
developed AI Deep blue which became the first computer to beat Russian chess 
champion Grand-master Garry Kasparov in a match of chess. This is seen as a historic 
moment for AI when the world saw a clear demonstration of its extreme superiority 
over humans in mental ability. 

Observing the constant improvement in AI weapons and its abilities, many nations 
throughout history have raised the issue of its militarization. Especially since the 
Russian Federation brought the issue of cyber-security to the United Nations’ agenda  
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in 1998, there have been numerous legal actions that have been developing the 
international and regional legal framework concerning the cyber sphere. 

In October 2015, the Permanent Mission of Costa Rica to the United Nations led a 
discussion on the proliferation of armed drones extending to its legal, ethical, and 
political perplexities. This initiative was the first to touch upon the importance of 
understanding the impact of such technologies on the international community, 
drawing the attention of policymakers to constructing a binding legal framework for 
new technologies that might resolve future conflicts. 

 
Recognizing the threat to international peace and security caused by lethal 
autonomous weapons, 116 founders of robotics and artificial intelligence companies 
from 26 countries released an open letter urging the United Nations to ban lethal 
autonomous weapons systems. Consequently, in 2016, under the auspices of the 
United Nations Conference of the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons 
(CCW), a Group of Governmental Experts (GGE) on Lethal Autonomous Weapons 
Systems was established. The GGE is mandated with examining emerging technologies 
in the area of lethal autonomous weapons systems. However, no further measures of 
significance were pursued and thus the committee must now create a new mandate on 
the regulation of such weapons. 
Observing these threats, the United Nations developed the AI for good global summit 
in 2017, created with the very purpose of monitoring and focusing on how the power 
of Artificial intelligence could be used in better ways. This annual summit also aims to 
use AI for contributions toward more international issues. Apart from these joint 
efforts, there have been updates of numerous research and regulation projects on an 
almost monthly basis. Delegates must be well-versed with recent developments in AI 
weaponry in order to come up with effective measures against its mass development. 

 
 
 

STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 
 

Today we see that the weaponization of Artificial Intelligence has become the centre 
of a global political power play. Many complications in its development have arisen 
throughout its evolution which, if ignored, may end in catastrophe. As countries with 
the ulterior motive of gaining military dominance in this global power play start 
downplaying the role of International Humanitarian Laws(IHL), the international order 
as we know it is at the brink of a collapse. As laws that keep armed conflict in check 
go neglected, the potential dangers of these systems dawn on us. 

The major clash that confronts us remains a part of the question, “Who is to be 
blamed?” The international laws throughout the centuries have been developed in the 
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system with the added provision that any misuse of these laws will result in a form of 
punishment or other form of a major repercussion. In the case of an AI weapon 
system, intentionally or by accident, breaking this conduct gives rise to the crucial 
question of “who is to blame?” repeatedly - The military leaders who do not have the 
accurate and adequate knowledge on the subject, the people involved in development, 
or the machine itself? 

 
One of the other main reasons behind these suspicions is the massive importance of 
code developers behind the development of these technologies. That can very easily be 
exploited and influenced at the hands of powerful terrorist organisations. The risks 
“are associated with the instability that the proliferation of technologies within the 
international arena creates, the prospect of arms races and security dilemmas, the risk 
that non-state actors will acquire weaponized agents, the risk that states will not be 
able to effectively control the weaponized technology and that AI technologies will be 
uncontainable and result in unintended consequences when used. Also, the risk of a 
hack into these codes for malicious purposes cannot be ignored as a simple team of 
talented coders could, if they want, get hold of positive data and supreme power which 
could end in catastrophe. 

 
In the case of cyber-attacks, it will be necessary to determine exactly what constitutes 
an attack, if such an attack should fall under international humanitarian law (IHL) or 
the laws of armed conflict as an armed attack and how to distinguish between civilian 
and military infrastructures. These interconnected issues have not yet created a gaping 
legal hole or a new legal crisis, and therefore the existing international law may 
suffice. However, there are questions that need to be addressed. Cyberspace is 
digitised, allowing greater anonymity and thus complicating the attribution of conduct. 
As the ability to enforce IHL depends on attribution of responsibility, if a perpetrator 
cannot be identified it is not clear how IHL can be applied. Such new technologies 
may raise the legal questions of what would be considered a legal attack, who would 
be considered the attacker and what constitutes the battlefield? Fully lethal 
autonomous systems, when operational, will create many legal and ethical concerns 
that need to be addressed. It is not clear who can be held responsible for attacks, as one 
cannot hold a robot responsible. The programming of such robots raises concerns as 
there needs to be agreement on what type of instructions they can receive. It is 
essential to determine whether international law and security governance are 
adequately keeping up with the development of new technologies. 

AI has also caused and will cause in the future even more political instability and risk 
of war as the “AI ARMS RACE” moves in. This is a competition of who has the best 
weapon and technology, and therefore, who has military dominance and this mere 
competition can create huge adverse impacts on communities. The “Interim Report” of 
the United States’ National Security Commission on Artificial Intelligence in 
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November 2019 indicates that China, who is the United States’ “most serious strategic 
competitor, has declared its intent to become the world leader in AI by 2030 as part of 
a broader strategy that will challenge America’s military and economic position in 
Asia and beyond.” This was proved further when the reports released by the Chinese 
government revealed that China and Chinese companies filed nearly five times as 
many AI patents as American entities. 

More advanced LAWS in the United States includes unmanned combat aerial vehicles 
such as: unmanned surface vessels (USV), unmanned maritime systems (UMS), 
drones, the Northrop Grumman X-47B with an Unmanned Carrier-Launched Airborne 
Surveillance and Strike (UCLASS) system. 78 other nations, such as the Russian 
Federation, China and the United Kingdom are actively developing LAWS and AI 
missiles, drones, and robots. 

They can be used for “logistics and training; augmented reality systems, for example, 
are already in use in the Royal New Zealand Navy for training engineers to work on 
naval platforms.”. More importantly, AIs can also be used for surveillance, both civil 
and military. Along with investment in the civil world, the U.S. develops many 
military AI combat programs, such as the Sea Hunter autonomous warship, which is 
designed to function for extended amounts of time on sea without crew members, and 
Project Maven, a Pentagon project aiming to build an AI surveillance platform for the 
military to have remote control over unmanned aerial vehicles. During Barack 
Obama’s presidency from 2009 to 2017 the amount of American troops in war zones 
dropped by about 90 percent but there were ten times as many drone strikes. 

The world has witnessed what these machines and AI are able to cause in terms of 
damage in the war between Armenia and Azerbaijan, which ended in November 2020, 
and became a telling example of the use of autonomous systems for warfare. Drone 
attacks, striking Armenian and Nagorno-Karabakh soldiers and destroying tanks, 
artillery and air defense systems, provided Azerbaijan with a major victory in the 44- 
day war. Hundreds died in less than two weeks, with extensive concomitant damage to 
more than 120 residential and administrative buildings in the town. The drone strikes 
forced the evacuation of around 6,000 residents, with most women and children 
seeking refuge outdoors. After all, it is a very inviting offer to the nations as it 
provides economic relief while accounting for more power. It was discovered in tests 
that America’s unmanned Artificial Intelligence powered destroyer ship costs an 
average of only 20000$ per day while the manned destroyers cost more than 700000$. 
Due to such reasons, after gunpowder and nuclear weapons, artificial intelligence has 
been described as the third evolution in warfare. 
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AI’S IMPACT ON THE CIVILIAN WORLD 
 
 
 
 

The use and development of Artificial Intelligence in an indiscriminate fashion and the 
ethics surrounding its use have triggered vigorous debates since the past few years but 
have not yielded anything consequential. AI's impact at the outset draws into question 
the physical damage caused by autonomous AI decisions and the intangible 
destruction caused in the political and social space. Due to the absence of international 
treaties and definitive laws, the Martens Clause, which declares that in cases where 
international agreements don't exist, the principles of humanity and the dictates of 
public conscience must protect civilians and combatants, is often used. This moral 
standard has helped question its use on ethical grounds, that encapsulates many 
aspects of weaponized artificial intelligence. Although still under watch remotely, 
artificial intelligence has been unable to distinguish between civilians and combatants, 
resultantly killing or injuring many innocent civilians and thus defying the laws of 
armed conflict. Respecting human life entails minimizing bloodshed, but AI 
effectively substitutes human decision making and due to AI's lack of emotion and 
ethical judgement, respect for human life and human dignity is lost. Rather than 
exercising legal and ethical judgement, AI machines base their decisions on pre- 
installed algorithms culminating in catastrophic objective decisions when stuck in 
complex and unpredictable situations. 

The Weaponization of Artificial Intelligence is essentially the process of converting 
civilian use technology into military use weapons or dual-use technology. The 
exploitation of such advancements has risen indiscriminately and has potentially 
handed not only nations but even individuals with enormous power. AI's capability 
empowers individuals with the influence to propagate manipulated data and 
disseminate propaganda capable of manipulating a country's election results or even 
starting a rebellion. An example of this practice is the claims highlighting the use of 
sophisticated data algorithms in the run-up to the 2016 US elections. The dangers of 
AI extend beyond armed conflict and are seen in the political and social spaces where 
both individuals and nations can manipulate national elections and even change the 
public's conceptions. While AI has the potential to carry out fully autonomous tasks 
like eliminating a human target, AI is also effectively being used in collecting 
intelligence and in surveillance systems. The facial recognition systems used in 
phones can also be used for mass surveillance set up through a network and an 
advanced AI system. AI's self-learning capabilities and its pervasive nature has made 
it prominent in mass surveillance networks across the globe and has increasingly 
attracted investments, especially from major powers like the USA and China. While 
many states have adopted these sophisticated technologies to locate and control 
people's movements under policies that are not always legitimate, the European Union  
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is planning to ban the use of AI in mass surveillance which is a welcomed move in the 
current scenario. 

AI technology is being exploited widely in the social space for numerous abusive tasks 
such as creating deep fakes (deep learning and fake media), complementing the use of 
technology like Generative Adversarial Network (GAN). While GAN is employed to 
perform tasks that include blackmail, espionage and other forms of abuse, the more 
imminent threat is posed by the use of AI under the guise of national security as 
pointed out by famed whistleblower Edward Snowden who brought to light America's 
use of indigenously designed technologies such as PRISM and the country's access to 
enormous amounts of private data from across the globe. Artificial Intelligence has 
helped wield enormous influence over world politics and has completely shifted the 
technological paradigm, but it is also an existing threat endangering defenseless 
civilians who          are always left in the dark by governments consolidating more and more 
power and influence. 

 
 
 
 

BLOC POSITIONS 
 
 
 
 

Supporting the Use or Development of AI 

 
•  United States: Has one of the most advanced AI systems and technologies in 

military and civilian sectors. The United States is also China and Russia’s 
biggest competitor in the AI arms race. In 2018, the Pentagon stated that it is 
committed to spending $2 billion through DARPA every year for the next five 
years for developing AI weapons. 

 
• Russia: Throughout the development phase, it has focused more on developing 

AI weapons instead of popularizing their civilian AI technologies. It has said in 
LAWS’ defense that “the concerns regarding LAWS can be addressed through 
faithful implementation of the existing international legal norms.” 
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• Israel: Also, one of the lead producing members in the arms race scenario. 
Israel has some of the most sophisticated facilities with regard to AI production 
and has repeatedly emphasised on such weaponry’s advantages. 

• China: In April 2018, China called for a ban on fully autonomous weapons, but 
later clarified that its call was limited to use only and not development and 
production. Since then it has not offered any major update with regards to its 
policy and reasoning behind why research holds any importance for LAWS if 
their use is to ultimately be prohibited. 

• Other major countries supporting these developments are South Korea and the 
UK. 

 
Countries supporting a Ban 

Around 30 countries including Austria, Ghana, Mexico and Peru have addressed the 
need to fully ban the development and use of such AI weaponry due to the numerous 
potential threats that they pose to humanity. Some major nations amongst these are:- 

 
• Brazil: It has emphasised the uncertainties that these weapons bring into the 

field of warfare and how accountability as a concept becomes ambiguous if we 
choose to deploy LAWS. It has raised ethical, legal, moral and several other 
objections in order to prove that such weapons can never comply with 
International Humanitarian Law. 

• Pakistan: In May 2013, at the UNHRC, Pakistan became the first nation to call 
for a ban on these autonomous weapons. It represented the Organisation of the 
Islamic Conference, and on behalf of 50 states warned that removing human 
control from use of force will fundamentally change the nature of war itself. 
Since then, Pakistan has been vocal about the urgent need to stop production of 
such weaponry. 

 
Maintaining Neutrality 

Apart from these countries, some have taken a relatively neutral stance in the issue and 
called for further deliberation on such weaponry. For example, France has stated that 
it “refuses to entrust the decision of life or death to a machine that would act in a 
completely autonomous manner and would be beyond any human control.” However, 
it hasn’t yet called for a ban on the development or use of said machines. Moreover, 
these countries, especially Switzerland, have been criticised for taking a neutral 
approach to a problem which is directly related to the future of international security. 
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DISCUSSION QUESTIONS 
 
 
 

Delegates must keep in mind the following questions during debate:- 

 
• Does the development of AI weaponry raise grave ethical and legal problems to 

such an extent that it should be banned? If not, how do member states propose 
to regulate and limit both development and use of such weapons? 

• How to prevent a full-fledged AI-oriented arms race from developing and 
combat the several threats it poses to the international community? 

• How can the new challenges posed by remote controlled armed unmanned 
aerial vehicles (drones) be addressed? 

• What would follow if non-state actors gain access to such technology and how 
do we prevent terrorist organisations from exploiting code developers/ hacking 
the system itself? Further, how to tackle the exploitation of this technology in 
the social space? 

• Who is responsible for executing the tasks assigned to the autonomous weapon 
and who is to be held accountable in case the machine makes an error or 
irrational decision? 

• What are the ways to ensure transparency in this field and make sure that 
individual member states do not conceal important information that might 
otherwise be fundamental to the issue? 

• How to resolve the problem of existing discrepancies related to whether specific 
attacks including cyber-attacks fall under the purview of International 
Humanitarian Law or other legal framework? 

• What are some ways to make sure that AI weaponry doesn’t have a 
disproportionate impact and prioritizes citizen welfare even in warfare 
situations? 
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POSITION PAPER POLICY 
 
 
 

What is a Position Paper? 
A position paper is a brief overview of a country’s stance on the topics being 
discussed by a particular committee. Though there is no specific format that the 
position paper must follow, it should include a description of the position your 
country holds on the issues on the agenda, relevant actions that your country has 
taken, and potential                   solutions that your country would support. 

Purpose: 
Keep in mind the recent developments in AI weaponization and your foreign policy 
regarding the same. The Position papers should include the following details: 

• The delegate’s preliminary understanding of the topic and what it entails 

• Allocation of the delegate and your stance on this agenda 

• Your proposed plan of action and effective solutions 

• Any information regarding your portfolio that you think that the Executive 
Board members should know 

• Furthermore, your expectations as to how this committee should progress and 
what are your expectations from the debate. 

 
Each position paper should not exceed two pages, and should all be combined into 
a                single PDF or word document per delegate (other formats will not be accepted.) 

Formatting 
Position papers should include: the name of the delegate, his/her country, the 
committee, along with the agenda — 

• Be in a standard font (e.g. Times New Roman) with a 12-point font size and 1- 
inch document margins 

 
Due Dates and Submission Procedure 
Position papers for this committee must be submitted by midnight of August 5, 2021. 
Once your position paper is complete, please save the file as your country and position 
paper and send it as an attachment in an email to your committee’s email address, 
with the subject heading as your country name and position paper.( File should be 
saved as: country position paper) 
Subject of the mail should be: Country Name - Position Paper 

Each position paper will be manually reviewed. 
            The email address for this committee is chair.disec@welhamboys.org 
 
 
 
 

mailto:chair.disec@welhamboys.org
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LINKS FOR RESEARCH  
 
 
 

• https://ethicsandtechnology.org/wp- 
content/uploads/2018/06/2018_RSurber_AI-AT-LA WS-Peace-Time- 
Threats_final.pdf  

• http://www.iai.it/en/pubblicazioni/lethal-autonomous-weapon-systems-and- 
future-warfare 

• https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/chronology/ 

• https://autonomousweapons.org 

• www.thenextweb.com/artificial-intelligence/2018/02/16/good-news-for- 
humanity-ger 

• www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/fact-sheets/critical-issues/7972-fully- 
autonom ous-weapons 

• www.iai.it/en/pubblicazioni/lethal-autonomous-weapon-systems-and-future- 
warfare 

• http://www.kurzweilai.net/meme/frame.html?main=/articles/art0324.html 

• www.npr.org/sections/alltechconsidered/2018/04/23/604438311/autonomous- 
weapon s-would-take-warfare-to-a-new-domain-without-humans 

• www.hrw.org/news/2013/04/15/review-2012-us-policy-autonomy-weapons- 
systems 

• www.thebulletin.org/2015/04/semi-autonomous-and-on-their-own-killer-robots- 
in-platos-cave/ 

• http://www.lawfareblog.com/too-early-ban-us-and-uk-positions-lethal- 
autonomous-weapons-systems 

• www.youtube.com/watch?v=9CO6M2HsoIA 
 
 
 
 
 
 

               NOTE: The background guide cannot be used as 

                evidence for any claims made in the committee. 
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