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From: Gary Marchant  
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 10:43 AM 
To: Patrick Lin; arkin@gatech.edu; 'Edward Barrett '; Orde Kittrie; 'George R. Lucas, Jr.'; maxwell.mehlman@case.edu; 
omearar@msn.com; Jason Robert 
Cc: Braden Allenby; 'Shannon French'; 'Peter French'; Gary Marchant 
Subject: Consortium project on International Governance of Robots in National Security  
  
Hello to those of you who signed up for the Consortium project on International Law, Ethics and Governance on Robotics 
and National Security.  In the final session of the Cleveland meeting, George, Orde, Rick and I met to discuss how our 
group might proceed, and this email summarizes our discussion, requests your comments on this proposed course of 
action, and lists some action items. 
  
We identified our goal to be to  

• seek grant funding for a collaborative project that seeks to create a forum for broad engagement and 
discussion on potential international governance approaches for promoting the ethical use of robotics in 
national security applications.   

• These governance models can range from formal international treaties, to more informal international 
mechanisms such as consultations or confidence building measures, to approaches based on laws of war 
and rules of engagement (modified as needed). 

  
We discussed potential sources of funding, which might include NSF, NIH or private foundations. 
  

1. We concluded that an initial step would be to quickly prepare a jointly-authored overview article for a law journal. 
 This article would serve several purposes.   

a. First, some funding agencies prefer that grantees have published in the subject area of the grant, which 
many in our group have not yet done.   

b. Second, there are no law review articles published on this subject yet, so publishing such an article would 
help raise the profile of this issue and would likely attract attention and help to identify other scholars who 
may have an interest in this subject.   

c. Third, preparation of such an article would help us to organize and develop our initial thinking on this 
subject, and this knowledge and even text from the journal article could be used in the grant application. 

  
We sketched an initial outline of the article, and suggested that 1-3 people take initial responsibility for researching and 
drafting each section: 
  

VI.             Current and future robotic architecture, including potential military applications and benefits. 
  

VII.          Concerns and risks (ethical, security, safety) associated with potential military applications of 
robotic 

  
VIII.       Existing Governance for military robotics, including laws of war/rules of engagement, guidelines, 
etc. 

  
IX.             Precedents for international control/governance of other military technologies (Nuclear, CBW, 
arms exports, nanotech, land mines, etc) 

  
X.                International governance options for military robotics 

  
• Note that the article would identify options for international governance and their strengths and weaknesses, but 

this initial article would likely not make any specific recommendations (other than more work needs to be done, and 
hence our grant application). 

  
• We also suggested that we aim to have first drafts of these sections written by early January, and convene a half-

day internal workshop on our work to date in DC in early January to discuss our project.  Monday January 11 or 
Tuesday January 12 were identified as potential dates for the workshop.  In addition to all of us, we could invited 
other experts to the workshop, such as Hayes Park from the JAG, David Koplow (Georgetown/DOD), and Michael 
Scharf (Case Western).  Orde will see if we can use the facilities of the American Society of International law for 
our workshop.  For committee members outside of DC, we may be able to get some travel funds to attend the 
meeting, and/or we could try to set up a video conferencing capability. 
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Action Items 
  

1.      Please provide any suggestions on this course of action. 
  

2. We should create a set of background materials for this project.  The overall consortium is creating a 
documentary repository, but maybe we should start by identifying materials most relevant to our project, 
which we can then add to the larger Consortium repository.  

a. Ron and Orde have already provided some suggestions, and Patrick’s report should also be part of our 
core materials.  Max sent a list of  suggested rules for robotics from the Stockdale seminar.  I have a 
couple other resources that will be useful.  Please let me know if there is anything that you are aware of 
that should be added, and then I will send another message to the whole group with copies or links to all of 
the initial set of materials. 

  
3.      Please let me know if you are willing to be an author of one of the sections of the paper (listed above). 

  
4.      Please let me know if you can attend a ½ day workshop in DC on Jan 11 or 12, and if you would need travel 
funds to participate. 

  
Once I get your responses to these action items, I will collate responses and get back to you all with next steps. 
  
  
Thanks, 
  
 
Gary E. Marchant, Ph.D. J.D 
Lincoln Professor of Emerging Technologies, Law & Ethics,  
Sandra Day O'Connor College of Law 
Executive Director, Center for Law, Science & Technology 
Professor, School of Life Sciences 
Arizona State University  
P.O. Box 877906 
Tempe, AZ  85287-7906 
ph:  480-965-3246 
fax:  480-727-6973 
email:  gary.marchant@asu.edu 
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