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I. Introduction 

Before talking about the transparency of such technologies, first there must be a clear 

understanding of how Artificial Intelligence (AI) systems could be used in militaries, the possible outcomes, 

and general thoughts when it comes to the topic of these developments.  

Back in the first decade of the 20th century, the world witnessed the biggest technological 

development in warfare when aircrafts were first used in WWI. Since then, times have changed drastically 

and with constant developments in modern technology, it shouldn’t come as a surprise that militaries are 

also following suit. This improvement usually causes people to be extremely concerned about the future of 

warfare. When it comes to people’s views on these developments, one of the biggest question marks that 

arise is the ethical aspect of the issue because, in a possible battle situation, AI military systems fighting 

against human beings could go as far as a genocide. Obviously, machines cannot process feelings and 

emotions like human beings and are cold blooded by their nature. However, if both sides of the conflict have 

these technologies and the number of human beings on the battlefield are at a minimum or none 

whatsoever, then the concern diminishes all together because now it is a war between machines and robots 

where the number of human casualties decreases drastically. To give examples from real life, a war such as 

the Vietnam War would have had a much more different outcome if such technologies were present at the 

time. A More Economically Developed Country (MEDC) with a huge arsenal of AI machinery in their military 

such as the United States attacking a Less Economically Developed Country (LEDC) such as Vietnam that 

doesn’t have access to this technology would turn out to be a genocide. However, a war like World War II 

where all the powerhouses of the globe were fighting with or alongside each other would have had a much 

more different outcome if there were automated machines and robots roaming the battlefields. The war that 

has the most number of casualties in the history of mankind could have been very different than how we 

know it to be.  

The reason that transparency is of crucial importance in this issue is because secrecy can cause 

huge problems in the long term. If a country is keeping secrets to other nations, and/or to its own people, 

then fear, controversy, and the feeling of being unsafe starts to rise. Also, in such a hazardous topic like the 
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automation of war, no nation should be conducting secret research without the knowledge of the world 

stage as it can cause mass destruction in the case of a great conflict. 

To sum it all up in context with the theme of TIMUN’19, autonomous weapons can be both a gift, 

and a curse to any civil society, depending on who we ask. However, trust is definitely not the strong suit of 

this issue because one of the main reasons that this issue is even relevant is because nations have lost their 

trust in each other and feel the need to be prepared to properly defend themselves in case everything goes 

wrong. In order to solve this issue and many others, this diminished trust between nations must be settled. 

Finally, in any democratic nation, the people should be able to freely voice their opinions and when that fails, 

the people that they have elected to represent them should be able to and if the people want to diminish 

these weapons, then as democratic nations, this opinion should have a strong voice. 

II. Involved Countries and Organizations 

United States of America 

When those who are against automated war machinery are on stage, the US is undoubtedly the main aim of 

all the criticism. Currently, they think that it is too soon to have a clear prohibition on such technologies and 

they point out the possible positive uses of autonomy as a reason for their policies. They have written many 

different documents regarding the issue where they claim that with the correct features, an automated 

weapon could actually bring safety to human beings rather than cause harm. Some of these documents 

are: “Autonomy in Weapon Systems” , “Characteristics of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems” , and 1 2

“Humanitarian Benefits of Emerging Technologies in the Area of Lethal Autonomous Weapon Systems”  3

1
     “Autonomy in Weapon Systems.” Group of Governmental Experts of the High Contracting Parties to the Convention 

on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively 

Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, 

www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/99487114803FA99EC12581D40065E90A/$file/2017_GGEonLAWS_

WP6_USA.pdf. 

 
2
 “Characteristics of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems .” Group of Governmental Experts of the High Contracting 

Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be 

Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, 
www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/A4466587B0DABE6CC12581D400660157/$file/2017_GGEonLAWS

_WP7_USA.pdf. 

 
3
“Humanitarian Benefits of Emerging Technologies in the Area of Lethal Autonomous Weapon Systems.” Group of 

Governmental Experts of the High Contracting Parties to the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of 

Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, 
www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/7C177AE5BC10B588C125825F004B06BE/$file/CCW_GGE.1_2018_

WP.4.pdf. 
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United Kingdom 

The United Kingdom is one of the main advocates that are standing against the complete ban of 

autonomous weapons systems. As a reason for their policies they point out the fact that autonomous 

weapons systems are still under development and do not cause any threat in its current form, therefore, a 

decisive ban against them would be a premature decision. They have been hearing a lot of backlash for their 

policies especially in the United Nations as a huge majority of the organization is in favor of a complete or a 

partial ban. 

Russian Federation 

Just like other powerhouses that have been mentioned previously, Russia is also against the 

complete ban of autonomous weapons. They have a very similar policy to the United States where they 

think that it is too early to ban these weapons because we are not knowledged about the full potential they 

can have in terms of bringing good to the people. However, especially P5 members that are openly against 

such a ban always get harsh criticism because the rest of the world feels like they are hiding big projects 

and are just wasting time. 

Israel 

As the closest ally of the US in the Middle East, it shouldn’t come as a surprise that Israel has an 

arsenal of “killer robots”. In 2018 the UN has acted in order to ban these weapons that Israel possesses, 

however, Israel is still standing strong in its pro-autonomous weapons stance. 

Germany 

Upon all MEDCs, Germany is perhaps the closest nation to a ban on autonomous weapons. 

German Foreign Affairs Minister Heiko Maas have once said: “Fundamentally, it's about whether we control 

the technology or it controls us.” upon many other statements. Also Campaign to Stop Killer Robots has 

also reached Germany and called for the creation of a universal treaty. However, Germany’s stance is still 

not clear as they are yet to officially ban these weapons and it is a big question mark if Germany will do such 

a thing seeing that most other MEDCs are against the ban of autonomous weapons and have an arsenal.  

United Nations 

The UN has always been in favor of banning these weapons viewing them as lethal machinery that 

can and will cause great danger to humans. Secretary-General Antonio Guterres has always voiced his 

concerns regarding the issue and once said: “Imagine the consequences of an autonomous system that 
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could, by itself, target and attack human beings. I call upon States to ban these weapons, which are 

politically unacceptable and morally repugnant.” 

III. Focused Overview of the Issue 

In the previous section, it is clear to see that the major powerhouses of the globe, especially the P5 

members (China, France, Russia, United Kingdom, United States) are not so keen regarding a possible ban 

on autonomous weapons and this shouldn’t come as a surprise. The same situation is also present with the 

topic of nuclear weapons. Although none were used since 1945, the P5 is still reluctant to keeping their 

arsenal seeing it as more of a defense strategy rather than an attack. However, as long as these powerful 

nations keep standing against a ban, then the world stage is going to continue worrying about their full 

potential. That is why transparency is of crucial importance in this issue.  

Isaac Asimov’s Laws of Robotics 

Although these three “laws” are taken from a fictional book, they still hold huge importance as they 

should be obeyed in order to have the best results in the safest way possible. However, it is still unknown if 

the autonomous weapons that we will see in the future will abide by these rules or not. These three laws are 

as follows: 

1. A robot may not injure a human being or, through inaction, allow a human being to come to harm. 

2. A robot must obey orders given it by human beings except where such orders would conflict with 

the First Law 

3. A robot must protect its own existence as long as such protection does not conflict with the First or 

Second Law. 

World War III 

World War I introduced the world with aerial vehicles and World War II introduced the world with 

tanks so what will World War III introduce? With rising tensions between nations and limited resources 

decreasing day by day, a third installment of the World War shouldn’t be a surprise. This question is one of 

the biggest concerns of those nations who do not have such an arsenal in their militaries. Just like Albert 

Einstein said: “ I know not with what weapons WWIII will be fought, but WWIV will be fought with sticks and 

stones.” Non-transparency brings out this issue: us knowing not with what weapons WWIII will be fought. 

This is why the majority of the globe is acting early on in order to ensure that the state of autonomous 

weapons and the automation of war do not get out of hand where it can seriously harm human beings. 
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Also, on the other side of the spectrum, the policies of countries such as the USA, Russia, and the UK 

makes people wonder if they have big plans or arsenals they want to hide. 

Drone Warfare 

In recent years the word “drone” has become much more friendly due to the widespread usage of 

commercial drones used for shooting videos. However, actual drones are far from machines that shoot 

panoramic videos for social media and instead are dangerous vehicles that can even kill targets. The fact 

that they can reach high altitudes without being detected makes them even more hazardous. There are 

many reports of civilian casualties because of drone attacks. Also, according to international humanitarian 

law, the targets that are being attacked by drones must possess a direct threat to the country, if not it is a 

violation of the law. The US has been conducting these attacks for nearly two decades now and all these 

missions have been categorized under the same name: “Fight against terrorism” This “fight” started after the 

attack on the World Trade Center and have going on ever since and have effected the Middle East 

incredibly. Perhaps the world stage would be much more furious with the US if these attacks weren’t under 

the name of “fight against terrorism” However, some think that combining this fight and the international law 

stated above, the US has created a loophole where they can eliminate a target for any reason and can state 

that the target was a terrorist which was a threat the the US. Furthermore, there is the issue of trespassing a 

country’s sovereignty. As stated previously drones are not only used to attack people and/or individuals but 

it can also be used in order to gather data and perform surveillance without the knowledge of the target 

country. This act brakes many international laws such as trespassing a country’s airspace without 

permission. In conclusion, drones are already extremely hazardous vehicles in their current form and any 

kind of development in the future could even make them worse.  

IV. Key Vocabulary 

Artificial Intelligence (AI): Fully automated machinery systems that can perform tasks that human beings can 

without needing any kind of human intelligence and/or human interference. 

This is one of the most crucial topics of this issue and is actually a huge topic of discussion just on 

its own. Therefore, in order to fully understand the issue at hand, one must first have more than a basic 

knowledge of AI. 

Automation: The usage of automatic machines that usually don’t need human management.  
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The term “automation of war” will be used throughout this report. This term refers to the ever so 

changing faces of militaries around the world where human interference is decreasing rapidly and machines 

and robots are there to replace and therefore, wars will now be obviously automated. 

Autonomous Weapons: Weapons systems that do not require human interference once it is built, also 

referred to as “killer robots”. 

Many people are scared about such weapons as they can be merciless killing machines. All they 

need is a human to code them to kill. After that, there is no “who?”, or “when?”, or even “why?”  

Transparency: Being open to the public eye in all areas of work where there are no secrets or cover-ups 

This term is not only associated with this specific issue and there are many other examples where 

transparency is much needed and the main reason behind this is that transparency brings trust and the 

feeling of being safe. Whenever a government is being discreet and non-transparent about an action, 

suspicion arises. 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV): Flying machinery that is controlled by a panel without needing human 

interference onboard. Also known as a drone. 

Whenever the topic of UAVs and drones are debated, one country is the center of attention and that 

nation is the United States. Their deployment of drones especially in the Middle East has been a huge 

controversy ever since the Iraq War. These vehicles can perform acts that range from surveillance to missile 

attacks.  

V. Important Events & Chronology 

Write a timeline of all the events that are relevant to your issue. Make sure that it is detailed and includes all 

of the essential dates. 

Date (Day/Month/Year)  Event 

1941 

British Mathematician Alan Turing decoded the German 

“Enigma” with his invention which is viewed as the father of 

the modern computer. This event was perhaps the first time 

such a complicated piece of machinery was used during a 

war. (WWII)  

1956 
The term “artificial intelligence” was first used by American 

scientist John McCarthy. 
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1960s 
US Department of Defence started to conduct tests where 

they deployed human reasoning skills to computers. 

2015 

A group of around 3000 researchers including experts such 

as Steve Wozniak, Steven Hawking, and Elon Musk signed 

an open letter calling for the immediate ban of autonomous 

weaponry.  

2017 

While the US has been developing their autonomous 

weapon arsenal each and every year, Russia unveils its 

“robot army” to the world. 

2018 
The European Parliament passes a resolution on this topic 

that calls for the banning of these weapons. 

VI. Past Resolutions and Treaties 

The UN have gathered and discussed the matter numerous times but have yet to entertain a 

resolution on the issue at hand due to the topic still being somewhat new and underdeveloped. However, in 

the future, with more development in the are, a resolution in the General Assembly and/or the Security 

Council is more than likely. However, a resolution in the European Parliament has been passed regarding 

the topic. (RC-B8-0308/2018) 

(http://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-8-2018-0341_EN.html?redirect) 

VII. Failed Solution Attempts 

As this is still a new topic of discussion and there is still room for much more development to be 

made, at this moment it is hard to differentiate the solution attempts as successful and unsuccessful. 

However, seeing that nations that have been against a ban haven’t changed their policies, and that there 

are still autonomous weapons systems developing each day, it is clear to say that these attempts are yet to 

be successful. However, there is still no universal treaty that has been drafted and signed which gives many 

nations the understandable right to have such weapons without any clear guidelines and/or restrictions 

and/or bans.  

VIII. Possible Solutions 

Although the main aim of this issue is to sustain transparency of such technologies, delegates must 

not forget that the first aim should be having a solid foundation of the implementation of AI, then the topic of 
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transparency can be discussed. In order to ensure this, there are many possible solutions that can be 

written as clauses and some of them are as follows: 

First of all, one of the biggest topics of discussion in this question is the actual definition of these 

machines. There is always some kind of misunderstanding or confusion as to what autonomous weapons 

really are so in order to solve this, there must be a international treaty with an aim to have as many 

signatories as possible that covers this gap. However, this treaty can also have many other regulations on it. 

For example, The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) is the single most important 

piece of document when it comes to the safe usage and development of nuclear weapons systems and a 

similar treaty is much needed for autonomous weapons systems as well and now is the perfect time to draft 

such a document because the issue is still somewhat new and in control. If the NPT was signed before 

1945 then Hiroshima and Nagasaki could have been saved so this new treaty on the safe usage and 

development of autonomous weapons can play a similar role in preventing a similar tragedy. Also, this treaty 

should have regulations regarding the transparency of these developments. 

As this is the Security Council which can take much more drastic measures compared to all the 

other committees, a nation that is strongly in favor of the ban on autonomous weapons can and should 

have clauses against said technologies. However, all delegates must be aware of the veto power the P5 

members possess. In order for a country to pass their clause in the committee without being vetoed, the 

clause must be drafted with the utmost caution. The points must be clear, and not too harsh. As a clear 

statement of condemnation, or directly calling upon a ban on these weapons without proposing any other 

feasible solution idea would likely result in a veto. Also, on the other side of the spectrum, a country that is 

strongly against banning these weapons can and should have clauses regarding the possible positive 

outcomes of such technologies where they can try to change the alienated reputation of such technologies.  

As the topic of discussion deals with the transparency of these weapons, there must be clauses that 

secure this. This can be done in the form of setting new legislation that demands transparent works to be 

done or selected officials from specific organizations can perform check ups regularly and afterward create 

a report where all the important data can be gathered. 

 

IX. Useful Links 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-8-2018-0341_EN.html?redirect (This is a resolution passed by 

the European Parliament on 12 September 2018, which calls for a ban on autonomous weapons.) 
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https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/7C177AE5BC10B588C125825F004B06BE/$file/CCW_GGE.

1_2018_WP.4.pdf (The name of this document is “Humanitarian benefits of emerging technologies in the area 

of lethal autonomous weapon systems” and was submitted by the United States to the Convention on 

Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) in an attempt to show the world the positive side of autonomous 

weaponry. 

 

https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/A4466587B0DABE6CC12581D400660157/$file/2017_GGEo

nLAWS_WP7_USA.pdf (This is a document called “Characteristics of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems” also 

submitted by the USA to the CCW which explains how autonomous weapons function. 

 

https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/99487114803FA99EC12581D40065E90A/$file/2017_GGEon

LAWS_WP6_USA.pdf ( This is a document called “Autonomy in Weapon Systems” which was also submitted by the 

USA to the CCW. This document explains autonomy in weapons and military systems as a whole, basically serving as 

autonomous weapons 101. 

 

https://undocs.org/A/HRC/23/47 ( This document is called the “Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, 

summary or arbitrary executions, Christof Heyns” and is a report regarding the findings of the UN Rapporteur, Christof 

Heyns regarding human rights issues mostly concerning autonomous weapons. 
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