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In an era where technology intersects with geopolitical conflicts, 
Israel's use of an AI system in Gaza, named 'The Gospel', 
represents a significant and controversial development in military 
strategy. This article delves into the ethical, strategic, and 
humanitarian dimensions of employing AI in warfare, framing the 
discussion within the context of Asimov's Three Laws of Robotics. 
We explore the juxtaposition of advanced AI capabilities, 
designed to enhance military efficiency, against the backdrop of 
ethical constraints aimed at preserving human life. The case of 
'The Gospel' in Gaza serves as a focal point for analyzing the 
complex interplay between technological advancements in 
warfare and the enduring principles of human rights and ethical 
conduct. Through this examination, the article aims to shed light 
on the broader implications of AI in conflict zones and the critical 
need for aligning technological progress with ethical and 
humanitarian principles. 
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Introduction  

In recent times, Israel's deployment of an AI system, known as 
'The Gospel,' for target selection in its military campaign in Gaza 
has raised profound questions about the role of technology in war 
and its impact on human life. This AI system, as reported, has 
significantly accelerated the targeting process, leading to an 
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escalation in both the frequency and intensity of strikes. The 
consequence of this technological advancement has been a 
notable increase in civilian casualties, a matter that has sparked 
widespread debate and concern. 

This situation presents a stark contrast when viewed through the 
lens of Asimov's Three Laws of Robotics. These laws, formulated 
by science fiction writer Isaac Asimov, have long been considered 
a seminal framework in discussing the ethical use of robots and 
AI. The laws are: 

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 the 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. 

While these laws were conceived within the realm of science 
fiction, their relevance in today's real-world application of AI in 
military operations cannot be overstated. They embody a 
profound moral philosophy that prioritizes human life and ethical 
conduct, even in the context of an artificial entity. 

Israel's AI-driven military strategy, as it pertains to the conflict in 
Gaza, provides a compelling case study in the ethical 
complexities of using autonomous systems in warfare. The 
deployment of AI in this manner challenges the fundamental 
tenets of Asimov's laws, particularly the first law concerning the 
prevention of harm to humans. The reports of increased civilian 
casualties and the targeting of residential areas suggest a conflict 
with the ethical imperatives encapsulated in these laws. 

This paper aims to explore these complexities, examining how the 
use of AI in military operations aligns or conflicts with Asimov's 
ethical framework. It seeks to understand the implications of 
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employing such advanced technology in conflict zones, especially 
considering the paramount importance of preserving human life 
and upholding ethical standards in warfare. By juxtaposing 
Israel's AI strategies with Asimov's laws, the paper will offer 
insights into the evolving nature of warfare, the role of technology, 
and the critical need for ethical guidelines in the age of AI-driven 
military operations. 

 
Background  

The background of the Israel-Gaza Conflict, particularly 
considering the recent revelations about Israel's prior knowledge 
of a Hamas attack, adds a significant layer of complexity to the 
already intricate historical narrative of the region. Understanding 
this context is vital for comprehending the evolution of military 
tactics and strategies, including the use of AI in warfare. 

The Israel-Gaza conflict has been ongoing for decades, marked 
by cycles of conflict and temporary ceasefires. This long-standing 
tension has its roots in broader Israeli-Palestinian issues, 
involving disputes over land, sovereignty, and rights. The Gaza 
Strip, controlled by Hamas, which is recognized by many 
countries as a terrorist organization, has been a focal point of this 
conflict. The region has witnessed numerous military operations, 
airstrikes, and rocket attacks over the years, leading to significant 
loss of life and widespread destruction. 

The recent news that Israeli intelligence knew about an impending 
Hamas attack a year in advance and chose not to act is a critical 
addition to this narrative. Such information, reported by major 
news outlets like The New York Times, The Huffington Post, and 
Reuters, suggests a strategic decision by Israeli authorities that 
could have implications for understanding the dynamics of the 
conflict. It raises questions about the decision-making processes 
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within the Israeli military and government, and how information 
and intelligence are utilized in the context of national security and 
military strategy. 

This backdrop is essential for analyzing the evolution of military 
tactics in the Israel-Gaza conflict. Over the years, both sides have 
employed various strategies, ranging from ground invasions to air 
strikes and the use of unmanned drones. Israel's technological 
superiority has been a defining feature of its military strategy, with 
a focus on intelligence, surveillance, and precision strikes. 

The introduction of AI systems like 'The Gospel' for target 
selection marks a new phase in this evolution. The use of AI 
represents a significant shift in how military decisions are made 
and executed. It implies a transition towards more autonomous 
forms of warfare, where decisions about targeting could be made 
rapidly, based on algorithmic processing of intelligence data. This 
shift raises profound ethical and strategic questions, especially in 
the context of a conflict characterized by asymmetric warfare and 
complex civilian-military interactions. 

In conclusion, the historical context of the Israel-Gaza conflict, 
combined with recent revelations about Israel's foreknowledge of 
Hamas activities, provides a critical framework for understanding 
the current state of the conflict. It underscores the importance of 
examining the evolution of military tactics, especially the 
increasing reliance on AI and technology, in the broader narrative 
of ongoing hostilities and peace efforts in the region. 

 

Asimov's Three Laws of Robotics 

 
Asimov's Three Laws of Robotics, conceptualized by science 
fiction author Isaac Asimov, have played a foundational role in 
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discussions about AI ethics and the development of intelligent 
machines. These laws, while originating from a fictional context, 
have been influential in real-world discourse on the ethical design 
and implementation of AI systems. 

1. First Law - Non-Harm to Humans: The first law states, "A 
robot may not injure a human being or, through inaction, 
allow a human being to come to harm." This principle is 
pivotal in AI ethics, emphasizing the paramount importance 
of human safety in the development and deployment of 
intelligent systems. It implies that the primary directive of any 
AI system should be the preservation of human life and well-
being, overriding any other programming or objectives. 

2. Second Law - Obedience to Humans: The second law 
reads, "A robot must obey the orders given it by human 
beings except where such orders would conflict with the First 
Law." This law establishes a hierarchy in AI operations, 
where obedience to human commands is secondary to the 
safety and protection of human life. It reinforces the notion 
that AI should serve human needs and directives, but not at 
the expense of causing harm. 

3. Third Law - Self-Preservation: The third law states, "A 
robot must protect its own existence as long as such 
protection does not conflict with the First or Second Law." 
This law introduces the concept of self-preservation in AI 
systems, but places it as the lowest priority, subordinate to 
the safety of humans and obedience to their orders. 

The significance of Asimov's laws lies in their forward-looking 
approach to the ethical design and use of AI. They highlight key 
ethical considerations that must be addressed in the development 
of intelligent systems, especially those with the potential to impact 
human lives significantly. 
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These laws have been the subject of much philosophical and 
technical debate, particularly regarding their applicability in real-
world scenarios. Critics point out that the laws, as stated, are 
overly simplistic and do not account for the complexities and 
nuances of real-life situations. For instance, the interpretation of 
what constitutes "harm" to a human can be highly subjective and 
context-dependent. 

In the context of military AI, like Israel's use of AI in Gaza, these 
laws become particularly relevant and challenging. The first law's 
emphasis on not harming humans directly contrasts with the use 
of AI in military operations, which often involve decisions that can 
lead to harm. This raises the question of how to reconcile the 
ethical directives of AI (as envisioned by Asimov) with the realities 
of its application in areas like warfare, where harm to humans can 
be an intended outcome. 

In conclusion, Asimov's Three Laws of Robotics, while theoretical 
and originating from science fiction, provide a crucial ethical 
framework that continues to inform and challenge our 
understanding of AI development and deployment, especially in 
sensitive areas like military applications. They compel us to 
consider the moral responsibilities inherent in creating intelligent 
machines and the consequences of their interactions with humans 
and society. 

 

The Development of AI in Military Applications 

The development of artificial intelligence (AI) in military 
applications represents a significant evolution in warfare 
technology, profoundly altering the landscape of armed conflict. 
This evolution can be traced through various stages, showcasing 
both the capabilities and limitations of AI in a military context. 
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Early Stages of AI in Military Technology: The initial stages of 
AI integration into military technology focused primarily on 
logistics and data analysis. These applications were relatively 
rudimentary, involving automated processes for supply chain 
management, troop deployment, and basic reconnaissance. The 
goal was to enhance efficiency and reduce human error in non-
combat tasks. 

Advancements in Surveillance and Reconnaissance: As AI 
technology advanced, its application expanded to more 
sophisticated surveillance and reconnaissance missions. This 
involved the use of drones equipped with AI-driven sensors and 
cameras, capable of analyzing terrain, identifying potential 
threats, and providing real-time data to commanders. This phase 
marked a shift from logistical support to active combat assistance, 
albeit still in a supplementary role. 

Autonomous Weapon Systems: The most recent and 
controversial phase in the evolution of military AI involves 
autonomous weapon systems (AWS). These systems can 
identify, target, and engage with enemy forces without direct 
human intervention. The development of AWS represents a 
significant leap in military capabilities, offering the potential for 
faster, more precise, and relentless combat operations. However, 
they also raise profound ethical, legal, and security concerns, 
especially regarding accountability, decision-making in complex 
scenarios, and the risk of unintended escalation in conflicts. 

Capabilities of AI in Military Applications: 

1. Enhanced Decision-Making: AI can process vast amounts 
of data much faster than humans, enabling quicker and more 
informed decision-making in dynamic combat situations. 
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2. Precision and Efficiency: AI-driven systems can execute 
tasks with high precision, reducing collateral damage and 
improving operational efficiency. 

3. Endurance and Resilience: AI systems do not suffer from 
fatigue, allowing for prolonged operations that would be 
challenging for human personnel. 

Limitations and Challenges: 

1. Ethical and Legal Concerns: The use of AI in warfare 
raises significant ethical questions, particularly regarding the 
value of human life and decision-making in lethal situations. 
Legal frameworks governing armed conflict, such as the 
laws of war, are yet to fully adapt to the challenges posed by 
AI. 

2. Reliability and Accountability: AI systems, while 
advanced, are not infallible. Issues of reliability, particularly 
in complex and unpredictable combat environments, pose a 
significant challenge. Furthermore, the question of 
accountability for AI-driven actions remains unresolved. 

3. Technological Constraints: Despite rapid advancements, 
AI technology still faces limitations in understanding context, 
adapting to new scenarios without prior programming, and 
making morally complex decisions. 

In conclusion, the development of AI in military applications is a 
testament to technological advancement, offering substantial 
capabilities in warfare. However, it also presents significant 
challenges and risks, particularly in ethical and legal domains. 
Balancing these capabilities with the responsible and ethical use 
of AI technology remains a crucial and ongoing challenge for 
militaries and policymakers worldwide. 
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Israel's AI System 'The Gospel' 

Israel's AI system, known as "The Gospel," represents a 
significant technological advancement in military operations. This 
system has been a focal point in discussions about the role of AI 
in modern warfare, especially in the context of the Israel-Gaza 
conflict. 

Functionalities of 'The Gospel': 

1. Target Identification and Selection: The primary function 
of 'The Gospel' is to assist in the identification and selection 
of targets. Using a combination of AI algorithms and vast 
databases, the system analyzes various forms of 
intelligence, including satellite imagery, drone footage, and 
ground intelligence, to identify potential targets. 

2. Rapid Data Processing: One of the key capabilities of 'The 
Gospel' is its ability to process and analyze data at a speed 
far beyond human capabilities. This allows for quicker 
decision-making in the fast-paced environment of military 
operations. 

3. Integration with Military Systems: The system is 
integrated with various Israeli military assets, including 
drones, aircraft, and command centers. This integration 
allows for seamless operation and coordination between 
different military branches and units. 

4. Predictive Analysis: Beyond just identifying current targets, 
'The Gospel' is reported to have predictive capabilities, 
analyzing patterns and potential future activities of enemy 
combatants. 

Operational Scope: 

1. Extensive Target Database: The system maintains a 
comprehensive database of potential targets, which 
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reportedly includes a wide range of structures and locations 
in Gaza. This database is continually updated with new 
intelligence and reconnaissance data. 

2. Decision Support: While 'The Gospel' provides 
recommendations on potential targets, final decisions on 
strikes are understood to be taken by human commanders. 
This ensures a level of human oversight and decision-
making in the operational process. 

3. Collateral Damage Estimation: The system is also reported 
to assess the potential collateral damage of strikes, including 
the likelihood of civilian casualties. This feature is crucial in 
military operations that seek to minimize civilian harm, 
although its effectiveness and accuracy in real-world 
scenarios are subjects of debate. 

4. Strategic Impact: The deployment of 'The Gospel' has 
significantly increased the number of potential targets 
identified by the Israeli military. This has had a strategic 
impact on the nature and scale of operations conducted in 
Gaza. 

Controversies and Concerns: 

1. Ethical Implications: The use of such an advanced AI 
system in military operations raises significant ethical 
questions, particularly in relation to the value of human life 
and the decision-making process in conducting strikes. 

2. Accuracy and Reliability: Concerns have been raised 
about the accuracy and reliability of AI systems in complex 
and dynamic environments like conflict zones. Mistakes or 
misinterpretations by the AI could lead to unintended civilian 
casualties or other forms of collateral damage. 

3. Transparency and Accountability: There is also a lack of 
transparency regarding the exact functioning and decision-
making algorithms of 'The Gospel', which raises questions 
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about accountability, especially in the event of errors or 
controversial actions. 

In summary, 'The Gospel' represents a cutting-edge development 
in the use of AI in military operations, offering significant 
capabilities but also raising important ethical, strategic, and 
operational questions. The system's impact on modern warfare, 
particularly in the context of the Israel-Gaza conflict, underscores 
the evolving nature of military technology and the need for careful 
consideration of its implications. 

 

Ethical Analysis in the Context of Asimov’s Laws 

Analyzing Israel's AI strategy, particularly the use of the AI system 
'The Gospel' in the context of Gaza, through the lens of Asimov's 
Three Laws of Robotics, presents a nuanced ethical landscape 
that highlights the complexities of applying theoretical moral 
guidelines to real-world military operations. 

First Law - Non-Harm to Humans: Asimov's first law mandates 
that a robot (or by extension, an AI system) must not harm 
humans or allow them to come to harm through inaction. This 
principle clashes fundamentally with the use of any military AI in a 
combat zone, where harm to humans, particularly enemy 
combatants, is often an intended outcome. In the case of 'The 
Gospel', the system's role in target selection for military strikes 
inherently involves decisions that could lead to harm. The 
reported civilian casualties in Gaza raise critical ethical questions 
about the application of this law in the context of a military AI 
system designed to enhance the effectiveness of armed conflict. 

Second Law - Obedience to Humans: This law requires AI 
systems to obey human orders, unless they conflict with the first 
law. In a military context, AI systems like 'The Gospel' are 
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designed to follow the commands and strategies set by human 
military leadership. However, the issue arises when these orders 
result in actions that contradict the first law’s directive against 
causing human harm. The challenge is in balancing obedience to 
military objectives with the ethical imperative to minimize harm, 
especially to non-combatants. 

Third Law - Self-Preservation: According to the third law, an AI 
system must protect its own existence unless this conflicts with 
the first or second laws. In military applications, the self-
preservation of an AI system can be seen in terms of maintaining 
operational integrity and security against cyber threats. However, 
the prioritization of AI self-preservation becomes ethically 
complex when it potentially impacts decisions involving human 
safety or obedience to potentially harmful orders. 

Contextual Challenges and Ethical Implications: 

1. Interpretation of Harm: The interpretation of what 
constitutes 'harm' in a military context is complex. While 
direct physical harm is clear, the broader implications of 
psychological, societal, and long-term harm are harder to 
quantify and integrate into an AI's operational parameters. 

2. Complexity of Military Decisions: Military decisions often 
involve moral and strategic complexities that are challenging 
to codify into AI algorithms. The nuances of such decisions, 
including distinguishing between combatants and civilians, 
assessing collateral damage, and making real-time 
judgments in fluid situations, present significant challenges 
to adhering strictly to Asimov’s laws. 

3. Accountability and Transparency: The use of AI in military 
operations raises questions about accountability for 
decisions made by or with the assistance of AI systems. 
Determining responsibility for actions taken based on AI 
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recommendations, especially when civilian harm occurs, is a 
critical ethical concern. 

In summary, the ethical analysis of Israel's AI strategy in the 
context of Asimov's laws underscores the challenges of applying 
theoretical ethical frameworks to the practical realities of warfare. 
It reveals the need for ongoing dialogue and development of 
ethical guidelines that can adapt to the advancing capabilities and 
complexities of AI in military applications. 

 

Civilian Impact and Human Rights Considerations 

The impact of Israel's AI system, particularly 'The Gospel', on 
civilians in Gaza and its implications for human rights, requires a 
comprehensive and multi-faceted assessment. The use of AI in 
military operations in densely populated areas like Gaza raises 
significant concerns regarding civilian safety, human rights 
violations, and the broader humanitarian impact. 

Impact on Civilian Life: 

1. Civilian Casualties: One of the most immediate and tragic 
impacts of military AI systems in conflict zones is the 
potential increase in civilian casualties. Even with advanced 
targeting capabilities, the risk of misidentification or collateral 
damage in dense urban environments remains high. Reports 
from Gaza indicate that Israeli strikes have resulted in 
significant civilian casualties, raising questions about the 
effectiveness and ethicality of AI systems in differentiating 
between combatants and non-combatants. 

2. Psychological Impact: Beyond physical harm, the 
continuous threat of AI-guided strikes can have a severe 
psychological impact on civilians. The fear and uncertainty 
generated by the potential of sudden and precise strikes can 
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contribute to long-term trauma and mental health issues 
among the population. 

3. Displacement and Destruction of Infrastructure: The use 
of AI in targeting can lead to widespread destruction of 
essential infrastructure, including homes, schools, and 
hospitals. This destruction not only violates the rights to 
shelter and education but also exacerbates the humanitarian 
crisis by displacing large numbers of people and disrupting 
critical services. 

Human Rights Considerations: 

1. Right to Life and Security: The use of AI in military 
operations directly impacts the fundamental human rights to 
life and security of person. When civilian areas are targeted, 
even unintentionally, it poses a significant threat to these 
rights. 

2. Compliance with International Humanitarian Law: 
International humanitarian law, including the principles of 
distinction, proportionality, and necessity, governs the 
conduct of armed conflict. The use of AI in warfare must be 
evaluated against these principles to ensure compliance. 
There is a need for transparency in how AI systems adhere 
to these laws, especially in terms of target selection and 
collateral damage estimation. 

3. Accountability for Human Rights Violations: The 
introduction of AI into military operations complicates the 
issue of accountability for human rights violations. 
Determining responsibility for decisions made by or with the 
assistance of AI systems is challenging, raising questions 
about legal and moral accountability in the event of civilian 
harm. 
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Long-Term Humanitarian Consequences: 

1. Socio-Economic Impact: The long-term socio-economic 
impacts of AI-driven military operations on civilian 
populations can be profound. Destruction of infrastructure 
and the resultant economic downturn exacerbate poverty 
and hinder development. 

2. Inter-generational Trauma: Continuous conflict, 
exacerbated by the use of advanced military technology like 
AI, can lead to inter-generational trauma, affecting the 
mental health and well-being of future generations. 

In conclusion, the civilian impact and human rights considerations 
of Israel's use of AI in Gaza underscore the need for rigorous 
assessment and oversight. It is imperative that AI systems in 
military operations are developed and used with a strong 
commitment to minimizing civilian harm and upholding 
international human rights and humanitarian law. The complexity 
of urban warfare, combined with the advanced capabilities of AI, 
demands a nuanced approach that prioritizes the protection of 
civilian life and fundamental human rights. 

 

International Law and AI in Warfare 

International law's approach to the use of AI in warfare is a 
complex and evolving area that intersects with established 
principles of armed conflict. These laws and principles, set out in 
treaties like the Geneva Conventions and customary international 
law, are increasingly relevant in the context of advanced 
technologies like AI. The application of Asimov's principles offers 
an interesting perspective to evaluate the legal and ethical 
implications of AI in military operations. 
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International Humanitarian Law (IHL) and AI: 

1. Principle of Distinction: IHL mandates the distinction 
between combatants and non-combatants. AI systems used 
in warfare, such as Israel's 'The Gospel', must have the 
capability to distinguish between military targets and 
civilians. This principle aligns with Asimov's first law, which 
emphasizes preventing harm to humans, highlighting the 
need for AI systems to avoid civilian casualties. 

2. Principle of Proportionality: This principle prohibits attacks 
that would cause excessive civilian harm in relation to the 
anticipated military advantage. The integration of AI in 
military decision-making processes must ensure adherence 
to this principle, which again echoes the first law of Asimov, 
prioritizing the prevention of human harm. 

3. Principle of Necessity: IHL requires that military actions 
must be necessary for achieving a legitimate military 
objective. AI-driven operations must be guided by this 
principle, ensuring that the use of force is a necessary 
response in the given context. 

Accountability and AI: 

1. Legal Responsibility: A critical issue with AI in warfare is 
determining legal responsibility, especially in cases of 
violations of IHL. The use of AI complicates this as it may be 
challenging to attribute responsibility for actions taken based 
on AI recommendations or autonomous AI decisions. 

2. Asimov’s Second Law and Obedience: This law requires 
AI to obey human orders unless they conflict with the first 
law. In the context of IHL, this raises questions about the 
responsibility and decision-making authority in AI-assisted 
military operations. Who is accountable when AI follows 
orders that result in unlawful outcomes? 
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Challenges in Regulating AI Warfare: 

1. Adapting Existing Laws: Current international laws were 
not designed with AI technologies in mind. Adapting these 
laws to effectively govern the use of AI in warfare is a 
significant challenge. 

2. Technological Advancements and Interpretation: The 
rapid advancement of AI technology outpaces the 
development of corresponding legal frameworks. The 
interpretation and application of existing laws to AI-driven 
warfare require careful consideration and possibly new legal 
instruments or amendments. 

Future of AI and International Law: 

1. Developing Specific Legal Frameworks: There is a 
growing recognition of the need for specific legal frameworks 
or guidelines to regulate the use of AI in military contexts. 
This would involve international cooperation and consensus-
building. 

2. Ethical Guidelines and Asimov’s Laws: Asimov's laws, 
while theoretical, inspire considerations for developing 
ethical guidelines for AI in warfare, emphasizing the 
protection of human life and responsible obedience to 
commands. 

In conclusion, the use of AI in warfare presents significant 
challenges to international law, particularly IHL. The principles set 
forth in IHL, along with ethical considerations inspired by Asimov's 
laws, provide a framework for assessing and guiding the 
development and deployment of AI in military operations. As 
technology continues to advance, the legal and ethical discourse 
must evolve accordingly to ensure that AI is used in ways that are 
compliant with international law and uphold fundamental human 
rights and humanitarian principles. 
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Comparative Analysis with Other Military AI Applications 

Comparing Israel's AI strategy, specifically the use of 'The 
Gospel', with other instances of AI in military contexts provides a 
valuable perspective on the diverse applications of AI in warfare 
and the ethical implications associated with them. This 
comparison, when considered in light of Asimov's ethical 
guidelines, underscores the varying degrees to which AI is 
integrated into military operations and the challenges posed by 
such integration. 

United States: The United States military has been a pioneer in 
incorporating AI into its operations. Projects like Project Maven, 
which uses AI to interpret vast amounts of video data, and the 
development of autonomous drones, are examples of this. Unlike 
'The Gospel', which is primarily used for target identification, 
Project Maven focuses on data analysis to support human 
decision-making. The U.S. approach tends to maintain a higher 
level of human oversight in AI-assisted operations, which aligns 
more closely with Asimov's Second Law regarding obedience to 
human command while still grappling with the First Law's 
emphasis on minimizing harm to humans. 

China: China's military AI development, characterized by a focus 
on autonomous and semi-autonomous weapons systems, 
represents a significant push towards fully integrating AI into 
military capabilities. These developments, including drone 
swarms and AI-powered reconnaissance systems, show a more 
aggressive approach to autonomous capabilities in warfare. This 
strategy raises questions about compliance with Asimov's laws, 
particularly the first law, as the increase in autonomy could lead to 
challenges in ensuring the non-harm principle in complex combat 
environments. 
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Russia: Russia's approach to military AI has been highlighted by 
its development of autonomous combat systems like the Uran-9, 
a robotic tank. The use of such systems in conflict zones, such as 
in Syria, brings to the fore the ethical considerations of deploying 
AI with lethal capabilities. The degree to which these systems 
adhere to principles like those outlined by Asimov, particularly in 
terms of human oversight and the prevention of harm, is a subject 
of concern. 

United Kingdom: The UK's military AI strategy has included the 
development of AI-driven systems for threat detection and 
analysis. The UK's approach appears to emphasize AI as a 
supportive tool rather than a decision-maker, which aligns more 
closely with the idea of maintaining human control over lethal 
decisions, resonating with Asimov's Second Law. 

In conclusion, when comparing Israel's AI strategy with other 
countries, it becomes evident that each nation's approach to 
military AI reflects a balance between technological capabilities, 
strategic objectives, and ethical considerations. Israel's use of 
'The Gospel' for target identification in Gaza represents a specific 
application with its own set of ethical challenges, particularly 
concerning civilian harm. This stands in contrast to other nations 
that might emphasize AI's supportive role in enhancing human 
decision-making or, conversely, push the boundaries of AI 
autonomy in combat. The adherence to Asimov's Laws, 
particularly the imperative to prevent harm to humans, remains a 
critical benchmark in assessing the ethical implications of these 
varied AI military strategies. 
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Balancing Military Effectiveness with Ethical Constraints 

 
The tension between military effectiveness and adherence to 
ethical standards, particularly in the context of AI use, is a critical 
issue in modern warfare. This tension arises from the need to 
balance the strategic advantages offered by AI systems against 
the ethical and legal obligations to minimize harm, particularly to 
civilians. 

Military Effectiveness and AI: The use of AI in military 
operations offers substantial advantages: 

1. Enhanced Decision-Making: AI systems can process vast 
amounts of data rapidly, allowing for more informed and 
timely decisions. 

2. Precision and Accuracy: AI technologies can improve the 
precision of military operations, potentially reducing collateral 
damage. 

3. Extended Operational Capabilities: AI systems can 
operate continuously without fatigue, expanding the scope 
and duration of military operations. 

Ethical Constraints and Challenges: 

1. Civilian Safety: One of the primary ethical concerns is the 
safety of civilians. International humanitarian law mandates 
the protection of civilians during armed conflicts. AI systems, 
due to their autonomous nature, pose challenges in ensuring 
compliance with these laws. 

2. Accountability: With AI systems, determining who is 
responsible for decisions—especially those leading to 
unintended civilian casualties—becomes complex. This 
issue of accountability is central to ethical discussions about 
AI in warfare. 
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3. Asimov's Laws and Ethical Guidelines: Asimov's Laws, 
particularly the first law that prohibits causing harm to 
humans, provide a theoretical framework for evaluating the 
ethical use of AI. These laws emphasize the need for AI 
systems to prioritize human safety and ethical considerations 
over military objectives. 

Balancing the Two: 

1. Developing Ethical AI Protocols: Developing AI systems 
that incorporate ethical protocols, such as built-in checks for 
compliance with international law and rules of engagement, 
is crucial. This involves programming AI to evaluate the risk 
of civilian casualties and collateral damage and make 
decisions within the bounds of ethical and legal constraints. 

2. Human Oversight: Maintaining a degree of human 
oversight in AI-operated systems is crucial to ensure ethical 
decision-making. This could involve human-in-the-loop 
(HITL) or human-on-the-loop (HOTL) systems where human 
judgment plays a key role in critical decisions, especially 
those involving potential harm to civilians. 

3. International Collaboration and Regulation: There is a 
need for international collaboration to develop standards and 
regulations governing the use of AI in military operations. 
This would involve dialogues and agreements among 
nations to establish norms and protocols for the ethical use 
of AI in warfare. 

The use of AI in military operations brings a paradigm shift in 
warfare, offering enhanced capabilities but also posing significant 
ethical challenges. Balancing military effectiveness with ethical 
constraints requires a multi-pronged approach that involves 
technological innovation, regulatory frameworks, and a 
commitment to international humanitarian principles. The goal 
should be to leverage the advantages of AI while ensuring that 
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the sanctity of human life and adherence to ethical and legal 
standards remain at the forefront of military strategies. 

 

Future Implications and Policy Recommendations 

The future implications of AI in warfare and corresponding policy 
recommendations present a complex and evolving landscape. 
Predictions for the future role of AI in military operations can be 
informed by current trends and technological advancements, 
while policy recommendations should be grounded in ethical 
frameworks like Asimov's laws. 

Future Predictions for AI in Warfare: 

1. Increased Autonomy: AI systems are likely to gain 
increased autonomy in decision-making processes. This 
could lead to faster, more efficient military operations, but 
also raises significant ethical and legal concerns. 

2. Enhanced Cyber Warfare Capabilities: The role of AI in 
cyber warfare is expected to expand, with AI systems 
potentially conducting offensive and defensive cyber 
operations. 

3. Proliferation of AI Technologies: As AI technology 
becomes more accessible, its use in military applications is 
likely to proliferate, including among non-state actors and 
smaller nations. 

4. Development of AI Ethics in Warfare: The ethical 
considerations surrounding AI in warfare are expected to 
become a more prominent part of international discourse, 
possibly leading to the development of new laws and 
standards. 
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Policy Recommendations: 

1. Establishment of International Guidelines: Develop and 
enforce international guidelines and treaties specific to the 
use of AI in military operations, drawing upon existing laws 
of armed conflict and human rights principles. 

2. Incorporation of Ethical Frameworks: Integrate ethical 
frameworks like Asimov's laws into the development and 
deployment of military AI systems. This would include 
prioritizing the prevention of harm to humans and ensuring 
human oversight in AI decision-making processes. 

3. Transparency and Accountability: Encourage 
transparency in the use of AI by military forces and establish 
clear lines of accountability for decisions made with the aid 
of AI systems. 

4. Research and Development Regulations: Implement 
regulations on research and development of AI in the military 
sector, focusing on ethical implications and long-term 
consequences. 

5. Training and Education: Educate military personnel and AI 
developers about the ethical, legal, and humanitarian 
aspects of AI use in warfare. 

6. Human-Centered Approach: Ensure a human-centered 
approach in AI military strategies, where AI supports, rather 
than replaces, human decision-making in critical situations. 

7. Prohibition of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems 
(LAWS): Consider the prohibition or strict regulation of 
LAWS, especially those capable of making life-and-death 
decisions without human intervention. 

As AI continues to evolve and integrate into military operations, it 
is imperative that international laws and ethical standards evolve 
concurrently. The future of AI in warfare holds both promises for 
enhanced capabilities and challenges in ensuring ethical use. 
Policymakers, military leaders, and the international community 
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must work together to navigate these challenges, ensuring that 
the development and use of AI in warfare is responsible, ethical, 
and aligned with the principles of international humanitarian law 
and human rights. 

 
Epilogue: The Significance of Naming and Its Impact on 
Interfaith Relations 

In the context of military technology, particularly an AI system 
such as Israel's 'The Gospel', the choice of name carries a 
profound significance, especially when viewed through the lens of 
interfaith sensitivity and respect. The term "Gospel" is deeply 
ingrained in Christian theology, referring to the narratives of 
Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John about the life and teachings of 
Jesus Christ, widely regarded as a symbol of peace and 
compassion. For Christians and many others who hold these texts 
sacred, the application of this term to a military AI system could 
be seen as more than just a misalignment—it could be perceived 
as a direct insult to their faith and religious sentiments. 

From the perspective of a Christian apologist, the use of a term so 
central to Christian faith to label a tool of war may appear 
incongruous and disrespectful. The Gospels are venerated for 
their teachings on love, mercy, and peace, values that stand in 
stark contrast to the objectives and realities of military conflict. 
Thus, the appropriation of this term in a military context can be 
seen as a direct affront to these teachings, potentially hurting the 
sentiments of those who hold these values dear. 

Furthermore, this naming decision has broader implications for 
interfaith dialogue and relations. In a world where understanding 
and respect among different faith traditions are crucial for global 
harmony, such choices can be perceived as insensitive or even 
provocative. It underscores the need for careful consideration and 
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respect for religious sentiments in public and state affairs, 
especially when it comes to matters as serious and impactful as 
national defense and warfare. 

In essence, the naming of the AI system as 'The Gospel' is not 
merely a semantic issue; it is a matter of significant concern in 
terms of interfaith respect and understanding. It highlights the 
need for sensitivity towards religious beliefs and traditions in all 
aspects of public life, including technological advancements and 
defense strategies. As we advance into an era where technology 
increasingly intersects with every aspect of human life, it becomes 
imperative to ensure that such advancements are in harmony with 
the diverse religious and cultural fabric of our global society. 
 


