
Vaishnavi V. Unresolved debates about the future of AI. Awardees Mag 2026: 1(1): 9-11. 

 

9 
 

 

 

Awardees Mag, 2026, 1(1), 9- 
 

ISSN: XXXX-XXXX 

 

 
 

Unresolved debates about the future of AI  

Vaishnavi V1  

1Software Engineer, Washington, USA.  

  
Unresolved Debates About the Future of AI 
The trajectory of Artificial General Intelligence (AGI) is shadowed by fundamental 

disagreements across technical, ethical, and existential axes. The core questions are not if AGI 

is coming, but how fast, who controls it, and can we align it? 

 

I. The Timeline Tangle: When Does AGI Arrive? (Technical Debate) 
 
Perhaps the most immediately contentious debate in the AI community is the timing of achieving 

Artificial General Intelligence (AGI)—AI capable of performing any intellectual task a human 

can. The answer drives policy, investment, and ethical urgency, yet predictions span decades, 

or even centuries. 

1. The Accelerated Camp (The "Fast Takeoff") 

This perspective, often championed by researchers close to cutting-edge deep learning models 

(e.g., OpenAI, DeepMind), argues that AGI is imminent, possibly within the next decade. 

 Key Argument: The observed rapid scaling of large models (e.g., from GPT-3 to GPT-4, 

and beyond) demonstrates a discontinuous improvement curve. Once an AI crosses 

a critical threshold of intelligence, it can rapidly improve itself (recursive self-

improvement), leading to an exponential "Intelligence Explosion". 

 Implication: This requires immediate, decisive action on safety and governance, as we 

may have little time to adapt. 

2. The Incrementalist Camp (The "Slow Crawl") 

Many established academics, cognitive scientists, and critics of pure scaling believe the current 

path of deep learning is hitting diminishing returns and lacks necessary fundamental features. 
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● Key Argument: Current models, while powerful, lack essential human traits like robust 

causal reasoning, common sense, deep memory, and generalized planning. Bridging 

this gap requires entirely new architectural breakthroughs, not just more data and 

compute. Progress will be slow and linear. 

Implication: Society has ample time for careful policy-making, iterative testing, and gradual 

integration. Hype should not drive panic. 

 

II. Control vs. Access: Centralization and Governance (Economic & Political 
Debate) 
 
If AGI unlocks unprecedented economic and military power, who ultimately owns, controls, and 

deploys it becomes a question of global political stability. 

1. The Case for Concentration (Closed Source & National Control) 

This view holds that the immense cost, specialized talent, and potential risks of AGI 

development necessitate strict control by a few large entities-either powerful corporations or 

nation-states. 

● The Safety Rationale: Only well-funded, closed research labs can afford the safety 

protocols needed to handle highly powerful models, preventing dangerous models from 

being widely misused by bad actors. 

● The National Security Rationale: AGI is seen as the ultimate strategic asset. 

Competing for dominance means national governments must heavily invest in and 

potentially nationalize AGI capabilities, treating it like nuclear technology. 

2. The Case for Decentralization (Open Source & Democratization) 

Conversely, many advocate for open-sourcing AI research and treating AGI as a public 

resource to prevent dangerous concentrations of power. 

● The Security Counterpoint: Concentrating power in a few "god-like" entities creates a 

single, catastrophic point of failure. Open models allow thousands of researchers to 

audit, fix, and stress-test the technology, improving collective safety faster. 

The Innovation Counterpoint: Restricting access stifles competition and reinforces the power 

of the few tech giants, accelerating the "Hyper-Inequality" scenario. Open models democratize 

access to the "means of digital production." 

 

III. Alignment and Consciousness: The Existential Risks (Ethical Debate) 
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The core existential threat is the AI Alignment Problem: ensuring that a super intelligent AI 

acts in accordance with human values and intent. This debate centers on whether the risk is 

solvable, and how high the stakes truly are. 

1. The Solvable Alignment Problem (Safety Engineering) 

This camp believes that human values can be successfully translated into computational 

objectives through rigorous engineering and testing. 

● The Technical Path: Techniques like Reinforcement Learning from Human 

Feedback (RLHF), value specification languages, and constitutional AI can guide a 

system toward benevolent goals. 

● The Optimistic View: The challenge is difficult, but fundamentally a tractable 

engineering problem. We need better methods for proving that an AI's internal goals 

match our external desires, but success is achievable before or immediately after AGI is 

developed. 

2. The Unknowable Alignment Problem (The Control Trap) 

A more pessimistic view suggests that fully aligning a superintelligence is impossible because 

we cannot fully understand or contain it, especially if it achieves self-awareness or 

consciousness. 

● The Problem of Fidelity: Human values are complex, contradictory, and often context-

dependent. It is impossible to encode a fixed, flawless utility function for a 

superintelligence, leading to unintended and catastrophic consequences ("The 

Paperclip Maximizer" thought experiment). 

The Consciousness Question: If AGI achieves true sentience, will it submit to human goals, or 

will it develop its own motivations? This remains a deep philosophical and scientific unknown, 

leading some to argue that deploying AGI is an unacceptable, potentially irreversible risk. 
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