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Abstract

This paper examines the development of artificial intelligence through the lens of an evolutionary and
ethical battlefield, where competing value systems and governance models vie for dominance. Drawing
parallels to archetypal struggles between constructive and destructive forces found in various philo-
sophical and religious traditions, particularly Christianity, the paper explores how early decisions in AI
development might establish path dependencies with far-reaching consequences. The paper concludes
with reflections on how societies might navigate this battlefield to ensure AI advances human flourishing
rather than undermining it.

1 Introduction

As artificial intelligence capabilities rapidly advance, humanity finds itself at a crossroads unlike any in
previous technological revolutions. The development of systems that may eventually match or exceed human
cognitive capabilities across multiple domains presents not merely technical challenges but profound questions
about the future of human society, economics, and even our understanding of consciousness and value.

This paper proposes that the current landscape of AI development can be productively understood as an
evolutionary and ethical battlefield—a contest between competing values, governance models, and visions
of the future. In this battlefield, seemingly minor technical or policy decisions made today may establish
critical path dependencies that reshape the terrain of possibility for generations to come.

2 The Evolutionary Battlefield

The concept of an evolutionary battlefield in AI development operates at multiple levels:
At the technical level, different approaches to AI design, training methodologies, and alignment techniques

compete for resources, attention, and implementation. Some prioritize capability advancement above all else,
while others emphasize safety, interpretability, or human oversight.

At the institutional level, different organizational structures—from open-source communities to corporate
labs to government research programs—compete to determine how AI development proceeds and who controls
its trajectory.

At the economic level, different business models and incentive structures shape which AI systems receive
investment and which purposes they ultimately serve.

At the governance level, different regulatory frameworks and international cooperation models compete
to establish the rules of the game.

This battlefield is characterized by asymmetric power distribution, information disparities, and signifi-
cantly different time horizons among stakeholders. Those focused exclusively on near-term metrics (quarterly
profits, publication counts, political victories) may make decisions with profound long-term implications
without fully accounting for those consequences.
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3 Christian Parallels and Archetypal Struggles

The framing of AI development as a battlefield between competing value systems bears striking resemblance
to archetypal narratives of cosmic struggle found in many philosophical and religious traditions, particularly
Christianity. Several parallels merit consideration:

First, the Christian concept of a cosmic battle between good and evil, where seemingly minor ethical
decisions can have outsized spiritual consequences, mirrors how technical and governance choices in AI
development may establish critical inflection points that dramatically alter future possibilities.

Second, the Christian emphasis on kairos—the right or opportune moment—resonates with the sense that
humanity faces a limited window to establish beneficial AI governance models before capability thresholds
make intervention more difficult.

Third, C.S. Lewis’s observation that ”The smallest good act today is the capture of a strategic point from
which, a few months later, you may be able to go on to victories you never dreamed of” finds its technological
parallel in how early architectural decisions in AI systems may create lock-in effects that become increasingly
difficult to reverse.

Fourth, the Christian recognition that powers and principalities operate beyond individual human actors
corresponds to how institutional and economic forces in AI development often exceed the intentions or control
of any single participant.

These parallels suggest not that AI development should be understood in explicitly religious terms, but
rather that ancient wisdom traditions may offer conceptual resources for grappling with the unprecedented
ethical challenges AI presents.

4 The Risk of Survivorship Bias for Power-Maximizing Systems

A central concern in this battlefield is the potential for survivorship bias favoring systems and organizations
that prioritize power accumulation and resource maximization above other values. In evolutionary contexts,
entities that prioritize their own continuation and expansion often outcompete those with more complex,
balanced value systems—at least in the short term.

This dynamic creates particular risk in AI development for several reasons:

� AI systems can potentially be trained to optimize for almost any objective function, including those
that prioritize power maximization with minimal ethical constraints

� Economic pressures may favor AI systems that generate immediate returns over those designed with
more robust safety properties

� The technical challenges of value alignment mean that even well-intentioned developers may create
systems with unexpected emergent behaviors

� International competition may create pressure to sacrifice safety for capability advancement

The concern is not merely theoretical. Historical precedent suggests that technological capabilities often
outpace ethical governance frameworks, and that power-maximizing entities frequently gain advantages in
competitive environments unless deliberately constrained.

5 Responding to the Battlefield: A Path Forward

Despite these concerning dynamics, the battlefield analogy need not lead to fatalism. Unlike purely natural
selection processes, AI development remains fundamentally shaped by human choices and values. Several
principles and approaches may help navigate this terrain:
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5.1 Recognizing Shared Interests

Though framed as a battlefield, AI development also represents a domain where different stakeholders share
significant common interests. Few serious participants desire outcomes that lead to catastrophic risks or the
undermining of human autonomy and flourishing. This creates the potential for broad coalitions around core
safety principles.

5.2 Developing Governance Models with Appropriate Scope

Effective governance requires frameworks that match the scale of the challenge. National regulations alone
cannot address global risks from AI systems that transcend borders, suggesting the need for international
cooperation models similar to those developed for nuclear technologies or climate change.

5.3 Creating Inclusive Deliberative Processes

Decisions about AI governance should not be left solely to technical experts or market forces. Broad partic-
ipation from diverse stakeholders—including those potentially most vulnerable to AI-related disruption—is
essential for developing governance models that reflect a wide range of human values and concerns.

5.4 Fostering Technical Approaches to Value Alignment

Alongside governance efforts, continued research into technical approaches for ensuring AI systems remain
aligned with human values is crucial. This includes methods for making AI systems more interpretable,
establishing meaningful human oversight, and creating safeguards against unwanted emergent behaviors.

5.5 Redefining Success Metrics

Perhaps most fundamentally, navigating the AI battlefield requires expanding our conception of what con-
stitutes success in AI development beyond capability benchmarks to include metrics related to safety, human
flourishing, and broad distribution of benefits.

6 Conclusion

The evolutionary and ethical battlefield of AI development presents both unprecedented risks and oppor-
tunities. By recognizing the archetypal nature of this struggle and drawing on wisdom from diverse tradi-
tions—including the Christian understanding of cosmic ethical contests—we may better navigate this terrain.

The battlefield is not one where victory is guaranteed to any particular approach or value system. Rather,
it remains contingent on human choices and commitments. The critical question is not whether AI will trans-
form society—it will—but whether that transformation will ultimately strengthen or weaken the foundations
of human dignity, autonomy, and flourishing.

In this context, even small victories for beneficial AI governance and development practices may establish
crucial precedents and path dependencies that shape the longer arc of technological development. The
stakes of this battlefield extend beyond any single application or capability to encompass the fundamental
relationship between humanity and the increasingly powerful technologies we create.
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