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 Extended Abstract    
The rapid advancement of Artificial Intelligence (AI) ca-
pabilities and accelerating AI adoption has thrust the tech-
nology to the forefront of policy agendas worldwide. 
However, AI is a dual-use technology; it simultaneously 
holds promise of significant benefits and the potential for 
widespread disruptions and harms. In this context, govern-
ments face an apparent zero-sum choice between two 
high-stakes priorities: limit regulation and encourage AI 
progress and innovation or regulate AI risks and prioritize 
safety. While Global Majority governments do not 
uniquely face this apparent dilemma, Global Majority 
governments do face particular and pressing challenges in 
navigating this purported antagonism due to the scarcity of 
resources and competing socioeconomic issues. 

This paper argues that depicting AI safety and security 
(S&S) and innovation as trade-offs presents a false di-
chotomy and ultimately undermines emerging econo-
mies’ development prospects. Instead, this paper argues 
that investments in AI S&S can render long-term devel-
opment benefits and enable beneficial AI ecosystems, 
particularly for Global Majority countries. 

We begin by offering context on AI S&S efforts and 
their current global governance. We then argue that AI 
S&S enable and complement development goals through 
a case study analysis. Section II offers specific recom-
mendations for the Global Majority actors on building AI 
S&S capacity and engaging in global AI S&S govern-
ance, especially relevant ahead of the upcoming Global 
AI Summit in India. Lastly, Section III addresses alterna-
tive views to the argument that AI S&S are prerequisites 
for development and should be an increased focus for 
Global Majority countries. 

There is still little cross-disciplinary conversation tying 
AI S&S to existing global development practices. AI may 
act as a polycrisis intensifier, exacerbating rather than 
solving the wide array of existing global challenges. For 
example, systemic AI risks may compromise or even 
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undo global progress on the Sustainable Development 
Goals (SDGs). Focusing on either AI safety or AI secu-
rity in isolation is insufficient. As a result, for the pur-
poses of this paper, we refer to AI S&S efforts together. 

Both AI S&S are intrinsically linked to key factors af-
fecting a country’s socioeconomic growth. For example, 
AI S&S could dramatically affect institutional stability, fi-
nancial independence, or technologies that could signifi-
cantly boost productivity and real income. Societal safe-
guards from AI risks emerge as critical, rather than com-
peting, policy considerations for Global Majority deci-
sion-makers. To name a few, non-exhaustive examples: AI 
S&S capacity (e.g. laws, safety culture and agencies, 
trained personnel) helps foster preparedness to develop an 
AI industry effectively and sustainably; AI’s adoption and 
utility depend on users’ trust, which is contingent on con-
textualized safety guardrails and value alignment; and de-
fined, local AI S&S priorities can enable robust digital 
sovereignty and minimize digital colonialism. 

Given the rapid pace of AI progress, countries must ur-
gently embrace AI S&S. Investing in AI S&S now could 
unlock significant (and in extreme scenarios, perhaps ex-
ponential) economic growth. We propose several concrete 
actions at national and international levels. For example: 
national AI strategies in Global Majority countries should 
incorporate a much stronger focus on S&S with an added 
focus on informational harms. Regional bodies (like the 
African AI Council) can pool scientific talent and provide 
representative voices on higher-level, potentially-cata-
strophic risks. AI S&S research in Global Majority coun-
tries should not strive to replicate existing S&S efforts but 
instead focus on tailored, locally-relevant issues. This 
could include establishing better metrics to measure AI’s 
impact on criteria more pressing for Global Majority coun-
tries (e.g. AI’s impact on and uptake within the informal 
economy), building culturally responsive and appropriate 
tools to measure AI capabilities, and measuring the safety 
of models in local languages, amongst other key areas.  AI 
S&S are not trade-offs for development. Rather, AI S&S 
can help secure long-term benefits in the age of AI. 
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