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	Chapter 1: AI Governance – Fueling Conflict, Not Peace

	Can AI Chips Become Bargaining Chips?

	Introduction: The Illusion of AI as a Force for Global Peace
In the aftermath of World War II, global governance structures like the United Nations (UN) were founded on the belief that multilateral cooperation and diplomatic discourse would guide nations toward lasting peace. These institutions were designed to prevent conflicts by fostering international dialogue, setting humanitarian standards, and regulating the use of military power. However, as the world has entered the age of artificial intelligence (AI), the foundations of this diplomatic order are being undermined by a new kind of warfare, one that is faster, more precise, and fueled by technological advancements that far outpace the traditional rules of engagement.

	AI, once heralded as a tool for improving human welfare and fostering international cooperation, is rapidly becoming a key player in global power struggles. Instead of promoting peace, AI is now driving new forms of competition, economic warfare, and military escalation, all of which are rapidly outpacing traditional diplomatic efforts. The rise of AI-enabled technologies, autonomous weapons systems, cyber warfare, and surveillance capabilities has turned AI from a promising tool of peace into one of destruction.

	The AI Arms Race: A New Frontier of Conflict
As AI technologies evolve, they are transforming not only the military sector but also the very nature of global competition. Nations, particularly the United States, China, and Russia, are racing to develop the most advanced AI systems for use in military strategy, intelligence gathering, and economic control. The sheer speed at which these technologies are developing is creating a new arms race, one where AI itself is the weapon.

	In this new environment, AI governance has become a critical battleground. While regulatory frameworks are being proposed to address AI’s ethical use, the reality is that most AI policies are driven by the self-interest of the world’s most powerful nations. AI-driven military capabilities are seen as vital for maintaining geopolitical dominance, meaning governance frameworks often take a backseat to national ambitions. The competition to dominate AI in areas like autonomous drones, cyberattack capabilities, and AI-powered intelligence is only intensifying, with little regard for global peace.

	This competition leads to an inevitable outcome: increased tension. Instead of uniting the world through common standards, AI governance is intensifying national rivalries, pushing countries further into a race for supremacy. AI is no longer just a tool for solving problems; it has become a driver of conflict.

	The Taiwan Example: TSMC as a National Shield
A real-life example of how AI governance has led to an illusion of security and increased conflict is Taiwan’s reliance on TSMC (Taiwan Semiconductor Manufacturing Company) as its "national shield." Taiwan, as one of the world’s largest semiconductor producers, relies heavily on its cutting-edge chip technology, which powers everything from smartphones to autonomous vehicles to military defense systems.

	For many in Taiwan, TSMC's global significance has fostered a false sense of security. The prevailing belief is that, due to TSMC's critical role in the global AI supply chain, China would never risk attacking Taiwan and destroying its infrastructure. Such an action would not only have devastating consequences for Taiwan but also for the global economy and AI industry, which could face severe retaliation.

	However, this belief is dangerously naïve. While TSMC’s chips are indeed critical to the global economy, especially in AI applications, they also make Taiwan vulnerable. AI-powered warfare today involves much more than just physical destruction. Through cyberattacks, electronic warfare, and AI-driven missile precision strikes, China could cripple Taiwan’s defense systems and neutralize TSMC’s operations without physically destroying the facilities themselves.

	A more realistic scenario is that Taiwan’s high-stakes leadership could be decimated in Taipei, while TSMC’s facilities in Hsinchu remain intact. Alternatively, cyber warfare, an integral component of AI-driven conflict, could be employed to disrupt supply chains, cripple communication systems, and shut down critical infrastructure. In this case, Taiwan’s technological advantages would be rendered irrelevant in the face of a coordinated AI assault.
Taiwan’s over-reliance on TSMC as a "deterrent" ignores the growing importance of AI in warfare, where the real battleground is no longer physical territory alone, but rather control over digital infrastructure and technological systems. In the AI-driven future, Taiwan’s dependence on TSMC as a shield could quickly transform into its greatest vulnerability.

	The Consequences of AI on Global Stability
This false sense of security extends beyond Taiwan. AI-powered weapon systems are being developed and deployed globally, ranging from autonomous drones to AI-driven missile systems, both offensive and defensive. These technologies are no longer theoretical; they are actively reshaping the nature of military conflict. While AI holds potential to protect civilian populations and prevent large-scale conflicts, this remains largely an ideal. In practice, AI is enhancing military capabilities, giving rise to new forms of conflict that often bypass diplomacy altogether.

	For example, the use of AI in autonomous weaponry allows for military actions to be executed without human intervention, reducing the need for traditional diplomacy. As a result, conflicts become more likely as nations with AI superiority may choose preemptive action over cooperative solutions, leading to rapid escalations that cannot be controlled by traditional diplomatic channels.

	The growing use of AI in surveillance and data manipulation means that cyberattacks and digital espionage will also become central to future conflicts. Countries can now engage in economic warfare using AI-driven technologies, targeting critical infrastructure such as energy grids, water supply systems, and financial networks. These actions can cripple economies and disrupt societies without the need for traditional military forces, yet their impact can be just as devastating.

	The Irony of AI Governance: Creating More Conflict
Ironically, AI governance, which was intended to ensure fairness and global cooperation, is instead deepening global rivalries and creating new conflicts. The effort to create global AI regulatory frameworks is often bogged down by national interests, with powerful countries seeking to dominate AI development and shape the rules in their favor. Instead of creating a global consensus on AI use, these efforts are leading to greater division and competition.

	The lack of coherent AI governance means that instead of using AI to solve global problems, such as climate change, poverty, or pandemics, we are witnessing a global arms race where AI is primarily seen as a tool of military dominance and economic control. The competing interests of nations like the US, China, Russia, and various European countries in developing AI technologies have already begun to reshape global power structures, pushing the world toward greater conflict rather than greater cooperation.

	Conclusion: A Call for a New Approach
As the AI arms race escalates and countries invest more heavily in AI-driven military technologies, the illusion of AI governance as a tool for peace is rapidly disintegrating. The danger of over-relying on AI for defense, as Taiwan does with TSMC, is that it exposes vulnerabilities that AI warfare can exploit. The world is entering an era where AI is not a force for peace, but a catalyst for escalating conflict.

	To avoid a future where AI drives nations into conflict rather than cooperation, we need global governance that doesn’t just regulate AI technologies but also redefines how we approach security, diplomacy, and international cooperation in the AI age. The race for AI supremacy has already begun, and the world must rethink its approach to AI governance—before it is too late.

	Chapter 2: The End of Multilateralism
How AI is Terminating International Organizations

	Introduction: The Breakdown of Traditional Governance
Since the end of World War II, multilateral organizations like the United Nations (UN) have served as the cornerstone of global peacekeeping and cooperation. The UN Security Council, with its veto power held by five permanent members (the US, Russia, China, the UK, and France), was designed to prevent unilateral action by major powers, ensuring that the interests of all key global players were respected. This structure was meant to maintain stability through diplomacy and collective action.

	However, in the age of AI-driven geopolitics, this traditional system of global governance is becoming increasingly ineffective. AI technologies, from autonomous weapons systems to cyber warfare, are outpacing the slow-moving processes of international diplomacy, rendering multilateral institutions like the UN largely powerless in responding to fast-moving crises. Nations now act unilaterally, empowered by AI technologies that allow them to make rapid decisions and take decisive action without waiting for diplomatic consensus.

	In this new reality, AI is no longer a tool for peace but a catalyst for conflict. As AI-enhanced warfare grows in sophistication, the traditional mechanisms of multilateral diplomacy, designed to prevent war and ensure collective security, are becoming increasingly irrelevant.

	The UN Security Council and the Paralysis of Multilateralism
The UN Security Council was created to promote international cooperation and ensure collective security, but the veto power held by its five permanent members has rendered it ineffective in addressing modern global conflicts. While this system was designed to prevent war by allowing major powers to prevent actions they deemed against their interests, it has also led to deadlock, especially when the strategic priorities of these powers conflict.

	For example, in the case of Taiwan, if China were to launch a military invasion or decapitation strike against the island, the UN Security Council would likely attempt to condemn China’s aggression. However, China, as a permanent member of the Security Council, would simply veto any resolution aimed at sanctioning or intervening in the conflict. Similarly, the US, with its strategic alliance with Taiwan, might veto any UN action that is seen as too aggressive against China, thus blocking any meaningful international intervention.

	This deadlock highlights the inefficiency of the UN system in dealing with modern conflicts, particularly those involving AI-driven technologies. Precision strikes, cyberattacks, and autonomous systems are deployed with such speed and accuracy that by the time the UN or global powers begin discussing a resolution, the situation on the ground has already changed. The veto power of permanent members exacerbates this issue, as national interests often take precedence over global peace.

	The Real-Time Speed of AI Conflicts
AI-driven conflicts happen with unprecedented speed. In the case of Taiwan, if China were to employ AI-driven strategies to paralyze Taiwan’s defense systems, the UN’s response would be too slow and ultimately ineffective.

	China could launch a decapitation strike using AI-powered cyberattacks, autonomous drones, and precision missile systems to disable Taiwan’s communication networks, electric grids, and military infrastructure, all within hours. Taiwan would be left with its defenses shattered, its government incapacitated, and huge casualties among its population. The speed and precision of these strikes would leave Taiwan in a state of chaos, with huge casualties and its defenses completely neutralized in a matter of hours.

	By the time the UN Security Council convenes to discuss a resolution, Taiwan would already be paralyzed, its critical infrastructure destroyed, its military overwhelmed, and its citizens in the midst of a humanitarian crisis. Any UN resolution attempting to condemn China’s actions would be too late to matter, offering no help to Taiwan as it faces the devastating consequences of an AI-triggered attack.

	Moreover, even if a resolution were somehow passed, China’s veto as a permanent member of the Security Council would block any meaningful action. In essence, the UN's efforts would be rendered pointless. China, with its unilateral veto power, would ensure that no intervention, whether in the form of military action, sanctions, or even humanitarian aid, could be authorized by the UN.

	The UN’s response would thus be reduced to symbolic gestures, rituals of diplomacy that come far too late, offering only empty statements of concern while Taiwan endures the real-time consequences of an AI-driven invasion. Paper resolutions would be meaningless in the face of AI-powered warfare and China’s veto.

	Conclusion: The Futility of Symbolic Action
In the age of AI-driven warfare, UN resolutions are too late to matter. China's veto in the UN Security Council makes any attempt at international intervention impossible. AI conflicts unfold in real-time, and the UN’s diplomatic machinery is simply too slow, too bureaucratic, and too ineffective to respond in a meaningful way. The symbolic diplomacy of the UN becomes irrelevant when AI technologies are the primary tools of warfare.

	By the time Taiwan is crippled, the world will be left debating resolutions and issuing empty statements while the situation deteriorates. The AI-driven aggression will already have achieved its objectives, and Taiwan’s fate will have been decided without any effective international response.

	This underscores the urgent need for a new approach to global governance, one that can respond swiftly and decisively to AI-triggered conflicts before it’s too late.

	Chapter 3: The Illusion of Six Minutes: Taiwan’s False Sense of Security
Why Taiwan’s Response Time Is Less than 2 Minutes

	In Taiwan, many believe that the Leshan radar system (PAVE PAWS), part of the Phased Array Warning System, gives us six minutes to respond to a missile attack. The idea is that the radar, located on Leshan Mountain, can detect missiles early enough to give us time to intercept and evacuate.

	But that belief is dangerously misleading. The six-minute window? It’s not for Taiwan.

	The Phased Array Warning System is designed to track long-range missiles heading for the U.S. territories. The six minutes it offers is for missiles launched from thousands of miles away. It’s a strategic tool for ICBM defense, giving the U.S. time to respond to threats from afar, but it’s not built for local defense against short-range ballistic missiles like the DF-15.

	Missiles like the DF-15 travel at Mach 6 speeds, crossing the Taiwan Strait in just about 1.5 minutes. Even with Leshan radar detecting these missiles early on, the time to intercept is under 2 minutes. The PAC-II interceptors, which are Taiwan’s primary defense, have a combat success rate of only 25%, leaving 75% of incoming missiles to strike their targets.

	But let’s break it down with a simple analogy: Imagine a batter standing in the batter's box, facing a fast pitcher. The bat is the missile defense system (PAC-II), and the batter is the defender ready to hit the incoming missile. The batter sees the ball coming, just as the radar detects the missile, but there’s a delay between spotting the ball and swinging the bat. The Leshan radar data has to be shared with the PAC-II system, which introduces delays and possibly missing

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
		Recognize the limitations of existing systems and stop relying on the misconception that six minutes is enough.

		Invest in faster-response missile defense systems that can handle the speed and maneuverability of modern missiles like the DF-15.

		Reinforce public education about the realities of Taiwan’s defense posture and the time constraints in a missile attack scenario.

		Strengthen civil defense infrastructure and ensure quick access to shelters, especially in urban areas where people are most vulnerable.



	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
		Storing for Lifelong Rejuvenation: Imagine having your cells on reserve, ready to be reprogrammed by AI whenever your body needs them. This "biological bank" could serve as an insurance policy against the ravages of aging, disease, or organ failure, offering a source of healthy, youthful cells to replace those that have deteriorated over time.

		AI’s Role in Preservation: AI could monitor and manage the storage of these cells, ensuring they remain viable for decades and are ready for use when needed. With AI’s ability to track genetic markers and the integrity of stored cells, it could revolutionize how we approach biological preservation.



	
	
	
		Cell Reprogramming and Regeneration: AI can guide the reprogramming of stem cells to create new, functional tissues, rejuvenating organs and replacing damaged cells in the body. This could be the key to eliminating age-related diseases like Alzheimer's, heart disease, or even certain cancers.

		Customizing Treatments: AI would analyze an individual’s unique genetic and health data, crafting personalized therapies for rejuvenation. This approach ensures that each therapy is suited to the person’s specific needs, optimizing its effectiveness and minimizing the risk of rejection.



	
	
	
		Simulating Healthy Tissues: Using advanced AI models, the body’s aging or dysfunctional cells could be replaced with cells that are biologically younger. For instance, instead of merely treating the symptoms of aging, AI could regenerate entire organs or tissues, revitalizing the body from the inside out.

		Targeting Age-Related Organ Failure: Instead of relying on organ transplants or costly treatments, AI-driven rejuvenation could offer a sustainable solution to organ failure. By using stored stem cells, AI could create replacement organs that seamlessly integrate with the body, restoring function without the risk of rejection or the need for immunosuppressive drugs.



	
	
	
		Mass Production of Rejuvenated Cells: Advances in biotechnology and AI could make the process of regenerating cells scalable, allowing for the creation of new tissues or organs in bioreactors, using the individual’s own cells. This would remove the need for organ donations, potentially solving the global shortage of available organs.

		Global Access and Equity: If this technology can be made accessible, it could democratize healthcare, offering regenerative treatments not just to the wealthy but to everyone. With AI managing the entire process, from cell storage to regeneration, healthcare systems could offer personalized, life-extending treatments on a much larger scale.



	
	
	
		Control and Consent: Who owns the biological material stored in the biological bank? How do we ensure the consent of individuals whose cells are stored and later used? What safeguards should be in place to prevent misuse or exploitation of this technology?

		The Impact on Society: If AI-driven cellular rejuvenation becomes widely available, it could alter the fabric of society. How would we handle the ethical implications of dramatically extended lifespans? Would this technology exacerbate social inequality, giving the wealthy even more access to health and longevity, or could it become a tool for equity, improving health for all?



	
	
		Unforeseen Side Effects: Reprogramming cells is a complex process, and there are still many unknowns. Could regenerating cells lead to genetic instability or other unforeseen consequences? How would we address the potential for cancers or mutations arising from rejuvenated cells?

		Genetic Integrity: AI would need to carefully monitor the genetic stability of the regenerated cells to prevent abnormalities or unwanted changes. Long-term studies would be required to understand the full implications of this technology.



	
	
	
		Vision of the Future: Imagine a world where people can live longer, healthier lives, rejuvenated by their own cells, guided by AI. This technology could eliminate diseases associated with aging, restore vitality, and change the way we approach life itself.

		Challenges Ahead: Despite the optimism, we must continue to overcome scientific, ethical, and regulatory challenges. But the potential to revolutionize healthcare, extend life, and offer new solutions to old problems makes this a pioneering frontier in medicine.



	
	
	
	
	
	
	
		Informed Consent: Volunteers in both categories—those seeking treatment for terminal conditions and those pursuing preventive therapy—would provide informed consent, understanding the risks and potential benefits of AI-driven treatments. This ensures they make educated decisions to participate.

		Preventive Health: For volunteers not suffering from terminal conditions, AI-driven therapies offer a chance to rejuvenate cells before they become dysfunctional, effectively preventing the onset of diseases like Alzheimer’s, heart disease, and other age-related conditions.



	
	
	
		Becoming Advocates: Successful patients, who feel rejuvenated and healthier after AI-driven treatments, are well-positioned to speak about their positive experiences. By sharing their stories, they will not only offer hope to others but also serve as advocates for AI, helping to build trust and reduce skepticism.

		Leveraging Social Media: With the power of social media, these patients and volunteers can reach a global audience, promoting AI-driven therapies and sharing personal testimonials. This grassroots advocacy can play a pivotal role in spreading awareness and gaining wider acceptance of AI in healthcare.



	
	
	
		Proactive Healthcare: Instead of waiting for diseases to occur, AI-driven therapies can prevent health problems by intervening early, rejuvenating tissues, replacing dysfunctional cells, and optimizing body functions. This shift from reactive to proactive care is a key advantage of AI.

		Patient Engagement: Volunteers, especially those interested in maintaining health and preventing disease, will drive the early adoption of AI therapies. Their participation will help accelerate the development of therapies that improve long-term wellness and healthier aging.



	
	
	
		Veterinary Applications: AI can assist veterinarians in diagnosing conditions, tracking animal health, and providing treatments tailored to each animal's needs. From pets experiencing joint issues to racehorses requiring muscle regeneration, AI can enhance animal care in ways traditional methods cannot.

		Improved Animal Welfare: By applying AI-driven therapies to animals, we can improve their quality of life, prevent diseases, and ensure better outcomes for animal health. AI’s precision can be particularly helpful in managing pain, optimizing recovery, and enhancing overall wellness.



	
	
	
		Reviving Extinct Species: AI can analyze and reconstruct the DNA of extinct species, using preserved genetic material to recreate animals that no longer exist. While this raises questions about biodiversity and ecological balance, the possibilities for restoring lost species are immense.

		Conservation and Biodiversity: The reintroduction of extinct species could have profound ecological benefits, helping restore biodiversity and rebalance ecosystems. However, there are challenges, including the impact on current ecosystems and the ethical considerations of playing God with nature.



	
	
	
		Transparency and Trust: Patients, whether human or animal owners, must understand how AI works, its benefits, and its limitations. Clear communication will foster trust and confidence in the technology.

		Data Privacy and Security: AI’s reliance on vast amounts of health data requires stringent data privacy and security measures. Safeguarding personal and medical information is crucial to maintaining patient and public trust.



	
	
	
		Scaling AI Medicine: By proving the effectiveness of AI treatments, healthcare systems can work together to expand access to these therapies, creating a global network of AI-driven healthcare that reduces disparities seen in traditional medicine.

		Integrating AI into Health Systems: Successful integration of AI into existing healthcare frameworks will require collaboration between AI developers, healthcare providers, and policymakers. By working together, they can create seamless processes that benefit both patients and healthcare professionals.



	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
		Analyze modern military tactics and simulate scenarios where Taiwan’s military resilience focuses on deterrence and preemptive strikes.

		Provide data-driven insights on cybersecurity, precision missile defense, and strategic resource allocation to bolster Taiwan’s defensive capabilities.

		Educate military leadership on how to leverage AI technologies such as autonomous defense systems, drones, and robotic units in modern conflict.

		Predict and counteract PLA tactics, allowing Taiwan to respond effectively before an invasion begins, preventing the need for urban combat altogether.
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