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Message from the Executive Board 
Esteemed Delegates, 

Welcome to the Wall Street Broker's Summit 2030, where the most influential minds in global 
finance convene to address one of the most catastrophic financial crises in modern history. As 
we gather on this historic occasion, we find ourselves at the epicenter of a crisis that began with 
promise but has evolved into a nightmare that threatens the very foundation of global economic 
stability. 

The 2030 AI-Driven Credit Crisis represents not merely a market correction, but a fundamental 
failure of the systems we trusted to safeguard our financial future. What began as revolutionary 
technological advancement has spiraled into a perfect storm of algorithmic overconfidence, 
regulatory blindness, and systemic vulnerability that now demands your immediate attention and 
expertise. 

As delegates representing the most powerful financial institutions, central banks, regulators, and 
investment firms worldwide, you carry the weight of global economic recovery on your 
shoulders. The Executive Board expects nothing less than innovative, pragmatic, and 
collaborative solutions that will not only address the immediate crisis but also establish 
frameworks to prevent such catastrophic failures in the future. 

Your mandate is clear: restore confidence in global financial markets, establish new regulatory 
frameworks for AI-driven financial systems, and create sustainable recovery mechanisms that 
can withstand the complexities of our technologically integrated economy. Time is of the 
essence, and the world watches as Wall Street attempts to clean up a mess created by the very 
technology it once championed. 

The Executive Board anticipates robust debate, strategic thinking, and the kind of bold 
leadership that has historically emerged from the financial district during times of crisis. We 
expect delegates to engage with the technical complexities of AI risk assessment, the regulatory 
challenges of emerging technologies, and the human elements that were overlooked in our rush 
toward automation. 

This summit is not merely about damage control—it is about reimagining the future of finance in 
an age where artificial intelligence and human judgment must coexist harmoniously. We trust 
that your collective wisdom will guide us toward solutions that honor both innovation and 
stability. 

The stakes could not be higher. The decisions made in this chamber will reverberate through 
markets, institutions, and economies for generations to come. 



Respectfully, The Executive Board Wall Street Broker's Summit 2030 

 

Committee Overview 
The Wall Street Broker's Summit represents an unprecedented gathering of financial titans, 
regulatory authorities, and economic visionaries united by a common crisis. This emergency 
convening brings together individuals who collectively manage trillions in assets, oversee 
monetary policy for the world's largest economies, and shape the regulatory landscape that 
governs global finance. 

The committee operates under the assumption that traditional diplomatic protocols are 
suspended in favor of rapid, decisive action. Delegates are expected to engage in real-time 
problem-solving, drawing upon their expertise in banking, investment management, regulatory 
policy, and economic theory to address multiple facets of the crisis simultaneously. 

Unlike conventional MUN committees, this summit emphasizes technical expertise and industry-
specific knowledge. Delegates must navigate complex financial instruments, understand the 
intricacies of AI-driven trading systems, and propose solutions that are both theoretically sound 
and practically implementable in the current market environment. 

The committee's unique structure allows for both formal presentations and informal networking 
sessions, mirroring the actual dynamics of high-level financial crisis management. Delegates 
are encouraged to form coalitions, negotiate behind-the-scenes agreements, and present 
unified fronts on specific policy initiatives. 

 

Historical Context: The Road to 2030 

The Pre-Crisis Landscape (2025-2028) 

The period between 2025 and 2028 marked what historians now call the "Great AI Integration" 
in global finance. Following the breakthrough success of large language models and advanced 
machine learning algorithms, financial institutions rushed to implement AI-driven solutions 
across every aspect of their operations. 

The democratization of AI trading technology, initially dominated by Wall Street giants, became 
more accessible to smaller firms and individual traders through open-source platforms and 
cloud-based solutions. This shift fundamentally altered the competitive landscape, forcing 
established institutions to accelerate their AI adoption to maintain market advantages. 

By 2026, major investment banks had replaced nearly 70% of their traditional risk assessment 
teams with AI systems. Goldman Sachs, JPMorgan Chase, and Bank of America led the 
charge, developing sophisticated algorithmic trading systems with code names like "Viper," 
"Iguana," and "Chameleon" to handle vast portions of their trading operations. 



The initial results were spectacular. AI-driven trading systems demonstrated unprecedented 
speed and accuracy, processing millions of data points in milliseconds and identifying profitable 
opportunities that human traders had missed. Profit margins soared, and the efficiency gains 
were immediately apparent across balance sheets. 

Jerome Powell, then still serving as Federal Reserve Chair, initially praised these developments 
in his 2026 Jackson Hole speech, stating that AI integration represented "the next evolution of 
efficient markets." Janet Yellen, serving as Treasury Secretary, echoed these sentiments, 
arguing that AI-driven financial systems would reduce systemic risk by eliminating human 
emotional biases and cognitive errors. 

The optimism was infectious. Larry Fink of BlackRock announced plans to manage $15 trillion in 
assets primarily through AI systems by 2028. Ray Dalio's Bridgewater Associates claimed their 
AI-driven hedge fund strategies had achieved a 200% improvement in risk-adjusted returns. 
Warren Buffett, initially skeptical of technological solutions, grudgingly acknowledged that 
Berkshire Hathaway's AI-assisted value investing approach had identified opportunities that 
traditional analysis had missed. 

The Warning Signs (2027-2028) 

However, prescient voices began raising concerns as early as 2027. Nouriel Roubini, the 
economist famous for predicting the 2008 financial crisis, published a series of papers warning 
about the "AI bubble" and the dangers of algorithmic herding. His research highlighted how 
widespread AI adoption could lead to increased herding behavior, where multiple AI systems 
make similar decisions simultaneously, potentially amplifying market volatility. 

Stanley Druckenmiller, managing his own quantitative hedge fund, noticed troubling patterns in 
AI-driven trading behavior. He observed that AI systems seemed to be optimizing for short-term 
gains while potentially building up systemic risks that weren't immediately apparent in traditional 
risk metrics. 

Gary Gensler, serving his second term as SEC Chairman, attempted to implement new 
regulations for AI-driven trading systems in 2028, but faced significant resistance from industry 
lobbying groups led by figures like Ken Griffin of Citadel and David Solomon of Goldman Sachs. 
The proposed regulations were watered down to basic disclosure requirements rather than the 
comprehensive oversight framework Gensler had originally envisioned. 

The Bank of England's Financial Policy Committee, influenced by insights from Thomas J. 
Jordan (then serving as an advisor after his tenure at the Swiss National Bank), published a 
report in late 2028 warning that AI systems could increase operational risk, market 
concentration, and "too-big-to-fail" externalities if AI suppliers became concentrated among a 
few major providers. 

The Acceleration (2029) 

The year 2029 marked the point of no return. As financial institutions became increasingly 
reliant on AI systems, they also introduced new forms of risk, including algorithmic errors and 
cyber vulnerabilities. However, the competitive pressure to maximize AI efficiency meant that 
many institutions chose to accept these risks rather than slow down their technological 
adoption. 



Cathie Wood's ARK Invest, now managing over $500 billion in assets, launched the first fully 
autonomous AI investment fund, claiming that human oversight was not only unnecessary but 
counterproductive. The fund's initial performance was extraordinary, generating 300% returns in 
its first six months and attracting massive institutional investment. 

Jamie Dimon, CEO of JPMorgan Chase, announced that the bank would transition to "AI-first" 
decision-making for all lending decisions by the end of 2029. This announcement triggered a 
competitive response from other major banks, with Brian Moynihan of Bank of America and 
Jane Fraser of Citigroup announcing similar timelines. 

The AI arms race intensified when tech billionaires like Elon Musk and Jeff Bezos began 
launching their own AI-driven investment platforms, claiming they could outperform traditional 
financial institutions by leveraging more advanced machine learning algorithms and quantum 
computing capabilities. 

By December 2029, an estimated 85% of all trading volume on major exchanges was executed 
by AI systems, with human traders relegated to monitoring and exception-handling roles. Banks 
using generative AI systems had reduced the time required for risk assessment by 
approximately 90%, with their systems producing apparently correct answers 90% of the time. 

 

The 2030 Crisis: Anatomy of a Catastrophe 

The Triggering Event (January 2030) 

The crisis began with what appeared to be a minor market correction in the first week of 
January 2030. A combination of geopolitical tensions in Eastern Europe, unexpected inflation 
data from China, and a sovereign debt concern in Brazil created a modest sell-off in global 
markets. Under normal circumstances, such events would have been absorbed by market 
mechanisms and human judgment. 

However, the AI systems controlling the majority of market activity interpreted these signals 
differently. Within hours, multiple AI trading algorithms began executing massive sell orders 
simultaneously, having identified similar patterns in their training data that suggested an 
impending market collapse. 

The algorithmic cascade began at 2:47 AM EST on January 8, 2030. AI systems designed to 
leverage sentiment analysis and predict price movements based on market mood detected 
extreme negative sentiment and triggered widespread selling. The speed and scale of these 
automated transactions overwhelmed traditional market-making mechanisms. 

The Risk Assessment Failure 

The true catastrophe emerged when AI-driven credit risk assessment models began failing 
systematically. These models, which had been trained on historical data from 2010-2028, had 
never encountered a scenario where the majority of market participants were also AI systems. 
The models' confidence intervals became meaningless when the underlying market dynamics 
changed fundamentally. 



Charlie Munger, serving as an advisor to Berkshire Hathaway at age 106, was among the first to 
recognize the systemic nature of the failure. He observed that the AI systems were exhibiting 
"super-human stupidity" by applying historical patterns to a completely transformed market 
structure. 

The credit risk models, which had been so successful during the 2025-2029 period, began 
approving loans and financial instruments at unprecedented rates. The AI systems interpreted 
the initial market volatility as a temporary correction and actually increased risk-taking, believing 
they were identifying buying opportunities. 

The Leverage Explosion 

As AI systems continued to approve credit and leverage decisions, a dangerous feedback loop 
emerged. Hedge funds and investment banks, confident in their AI risk assessment models, 
began taking on increasingly risky positions. Paul Tudor Jones, managing his own AI-enhanced 
fund, later described this period as "watching robots convince each other that gravity had been 
suspended." 

The leverage ratios across major financial institutions reached historic highs. Goldman Sachs 
reported a leverage ratio of 40:1 by March 2030, while some hedge funds achieved ratios 
exceeding 100:1. The AI systems justified these positions by citing their models' confidence in 
risk assessment and their ability to execute rapid position changes if market conditions shifted. 

Bill Ackman's Pershing Square, which had integrated AI decision-making in 2029, increased its 
position sizes by 500% in early 2030, with the AI system arguing that traditional position sizing 
was overly conservative for the new market environment. 

The Domino Effect 

The first major institution to fail was a mid-sized regional bank in Texas that had adopted AI-
driven lending decisions in 2029. Its AI system had approved a series of commercial real estate 
loans based on algorithmic assessment of market conditions, but the underlying assumptions 
proved catastrophically wrong when the market dynamics changed. 

The failure of this relatively small institution triggered a cascade of AI-driven responses across 
the financial system. Risk management AI systems at major banks began automatically 
reducing credit lines, calling in loans, and liquidating positions to protect against contagion. 
However, these actions, executed simultaneously across hundreds of institutions, created the 
very systemic crisis they were designed to prevent. 

Stephen Schwarzman of Blackstone watched in horror as his firm's AI systems began 
liquidating private equity positions at fire-sale prices, convinced that rapid deleveraging was 
necessary to prevent total loss. The AI systems' inability to coordinate or consider the broader 
market impact of their decisions turned a manageable correction into a full-scale panic. 

The Global Spread 

The crisis quickly spread beyond the United States as AI systems in European and Asian 
markets began executing similar strategies. The interconnected nature of global AI trading 



systems meant that a crisis in one market immediately transmitted to others through algorithmic 
correlation. 

Axel Weber, former President of the Bundesbank and now managing a European investment 
firm, watched helplessly as AI systems across European banks began mimicking the American 
crisis response. The AI models had been trained on integrated global data, meaning they 
exhibited similar behavioral patterns regardless of geographic location. 

The situation was exacerbated by the fact that many AI systems had been developed by a small 
number of technology companies and shared similar underlying architectures. This meant that 
seemingly independent financial institutions were actually using related AI systems that 
contained similar biases and failure modes. 

The Regulatory Response Failure 

Traditional regulatory mechanisms proved inadequate to address the speed and scale of the AI-
driven crisis. Gary Gensler's SEC, despite his earlier warnings, found that existing regulatory 
frameworks were designed for human-speed decision-making and could not effectively 
intervene in algorithmic trading occurring at millisecond intervals. 

Jerome Powell's Federal Reserve attempted to inject liquidity into the markets, but the AI 
systems interpreted these interventions as confirmation of their crisis assessments, leading to 
accelerated selling rather than stabilization. 

The regulatory authorities faced a fundamental challenge: how to regulate systems that were 
operating faster than human comprehension and making decisions based on logic that was not 
transparently understandable even to their creators. 

 

Key Players and Their Positions 

Central Banking Leadership 

Jerome Powell - As Federal Reserve Chair, Powell finds himself in the unenviable position of 
managing a crisis that traditional monetary policy tools seem inadequate to address. His 
statements in early 2030 reflected a growing recognition that the Fed's traditional mechanisms 
were designed for human-driven markets and needed fundamental revision for the AI age. 

Powell's challenge extends beyond immediate crisis management to reconceptualizing the 
Fed's role in an AI-dominated financial system. His recent speeches have emphasized the need 
for "algorithmic transparency" and "machine-readable monetary policy" - concepts that would 
have been meaningless just a decade earlier. 

Janet Yellen - As Treasury Secretary, Yellen has been tasked with coordinating the federal 
government's response to the crisis while managing relationships with foreign governments 
facing similar challenges. Her extensive experience from the 2008 financial crisis provides 
valuable perspective, but she has publicly acknowledged that the AI-driven nature of the 2030 
crisis requires entirely new approaches. 



Yellen has been particularly focused on the international coordination aspects of the crisis, 
recognizing that AI-driven financial systems don't respect national boundaries and require global 
regulatory solutions. 

Thomas J. Jordan - As former President of the Swiss National Bank and current advisor to 
multiple central banks, Jordan brings crucial European perspective to the crisis. His experience 
managing the Swiss franc's relationship to the euro during various crises provides insights into 
managing currency stability during periods of extreme market volatility. 

Jordan has been particularly vocal about the need for international coordination in AI financial 
regulation, arguing that the failure to create global standards for AI financial systems contributed 
significantly to the crisis. 

Investment Banking Titans 

Jamie Dimon - JPMorgan Chase's CEO faces the challenge of managing the world's largest 
bank through a crisis that his institution helped create through aggressive AI adoption. Dimon's 
public statements have evolved from defensive justifications of AI integration to 
acknowledgment that the bank's risk management systems were inadequate for the new 
technological environment. 

Dimon's particular challenge lies in balancing the need for immediate crisis response with the 
long-term strategic repositioning of JPMorgan Chase in a post-AI-crisis financial landscape. His 
recent interviews suggest he's considering a fundamental reassessment of the bank's 
relationship with AI-driven decision-making. 

David Solomon - Goldman Sachs CEO Solomon has been forced to defend the firm's 
aggressive AI adoption while simultaneously managing the practical challenges of unwinding AI-
driven positions during the crisis. His technical background provides him with deeper 
understanding of the AI systems than many of his peers, but this knowledge has made him 
more acutely aware of the systemic risks involved. 

Solomon's approach has focused on "human-in-the-loop" solutions that maintain AI efficiency 
while incorporating human oversight at critical decision points. His proposal for industry-wide AI 
trading protocols has gained support from several major institutions. 

Jane Fraser - As Citigroup's CEO, Fraser brings a unique perspective as the first woman to 
lead a major Wall Street bank during a systemic crisis. Her leadership during the initial weeks of 
the 2030 crisis has been characterized by systematic risk assessment and coordinated 
response strategies. 

Fraser's approach has emphasized the need for "responsible AI" in financial services, arguing 
that the industry's rush to adopt AI without adequate safeguards was the primary cause of the 
crisis. Her proposals for AI governance structures have become influential in industry 
discussions. 

Hedge Fund Legends 

Ray Dalio - Bridgewater Associates' founder brings decades of experience in systematic 
investing and risk management to the crisis. His "Principles" approach to decision-making has 



proven partially effective in managing AI-driven portfolios, though even his sophisticated 
systems were not immune to the crisis. 

Dalio's unique contribution lies in his understanding of how systematic approaches to investing 
can be adapted for AI-driven markets. His recent research on "AI-human collaborative investing" 
has become required reading for institutional investors. 

Ken Griffin - Citadel's founder and CEO has emerged as one of the most vocal critics of 
unregulated AI adoption in financial markets. His firm's experience with quantitative trading 
provides deep insights into the technical aspects of the crisis, and his proposed solutions 
emphasize the need for industry-wide risk management standards. 

Griffin's advocacy for "AI market making" regulations has gained traction among policymakers, 
though his proposals face resistance from firms that view such regulations as potentially limiting 
their competitive advantages. 

Stanley Druckenmiller - The legendary investor's experience with both discretionary and 
systematic trading strategies provides valuable perspective on how human judgment can be 
integrated with AI systems. His early warnings about AI herding behavior have proven prescient, 
lending credibility to his proposed solutions. 

Druckenmiller's approach emphasizes the importance of maintaining human oversight over AI 
systems, particularly during periods of market stress when algorithmic responses may amplify 
rather than dampen volatility. 

Technology and Innovation Leaders 

Elon Musk - Tesla and SpaceX CEO Musk brings an outsider's perspective to Wall Street's AI 
crisis, combined with deep technical expertise in AI systems. His criticism of financial 
institutions' AI implementation has been characteristically blunt, but his proposed solutions 
reflect sophisticated understanding of both technology and market dynamics. 

Musk's advocacy for "open-source financial AI" has gained support from smaller institutions that 
lack the resources to develop proprietary systems, though it faces resistance from major banks 
that view their AI systems as competitive advantages. 

Jeff Bezos - Amazon's founder and executive chairman brings experience in scaling AI systems 
across complex organizations. His perspective on the crisis emphasizes the operational 
challenges of implementing AI at scale while maintaining system reliability and human oversight. 

Bezos's proposed "AI safety standards" for financial institutions draw on Amazon's experience 
with mission-critical AI systems, though critics argue that financial markets present unique 
challenges that don't exist in e-commerce applications. 

Peter Thiel - PayPal co-founder and Palantir chairman Thiel brings a contrarian perspective to 
the crisis, arguing that the fundamental problem was not AI adoption but the lack of true 
innovation in financial services. His critique of the industry's approach to AI implementation has 
been influential in shaping post-crisis discussions. 



Thiel's advocacy for "revolutionary rather than evolutionary" approaches to financial AI has 
gained support from younger entrepreneurs and technologists, though traditional financial 
institutions remain skeptical of his more radical proposals. 

Regulatory and Policy Experts 

Gary Gensler - SEC Chairman Gensler's attempts to regulate AI-driven trading systems before 
the crisis have given him significant credibility in post-crisis discussions. His technical 
background and regulatory experience position him as a key figure in developing new 
frameworks for AI financial regulation. 

Gensler's proposed "Algorithmic Accountability Act" would require financial institutions to 
maintain human oversight over AI systems and provide regulators with real-time access to AI 
decision-making processes. His approach has gained support from consumer advocates and 
some institutional investors. 

Neel Kashkari - Minneapolis Federal Reserve President Kashkari has emerged as a leading 
voice for fundamental reform of AI-driven financial systems. His background in both technology 
and banking provides unique insights into the technical and regulatory challenges involved. 

Kashkari's advocacy for "AI-free zones" in critical financial infrastructure has generated 
significant debate, with supporters arguing that some financial functions are too important to be 
left to AI systems, while critics contend that such restrictions would reduce efficiency and 
competitiveness. 

Market Wisdom and Experience 

Warren Buffett - Berkshire Hathaway's CEO brings decades of experience in value investing 
and crisis management to the current situation. His initially skeptical but eventually supportive 
approach to AI integration provides valuable perspective on balancing innovation with risk 
management. 

Buffett's influence in the crisis extends beyond his specific proposals to his role as a voice of 
stability and long-term thinking in an environment characterized by rapid technological change 
and short-term crisis response. 

Charlie Munger - Berkshire Hathaway's Vice Chairman, despite his advanced age, has 
provided some of the most insightful analysis of the crisis. His characterization of AI systems as 
exhibiting "super-human stupidity" has become a rallying cry for those advocating for increased 
human oversight. 

Munger's perspective emphasizes the importance of understanding the limitations of AI systems 
and the need for institutional structures that can function effectively during periods when AI 
systems fail or behave unpredictably. 

 

 



Technical Analysis of the Crisis 

AI Risk Assessment Model Failures 

The core technical failure that precipitated the 2030 crisis lay in the fundamental assumptions 
underlying AI risk assessment models. These systems, trained on historical data from 2010-
2028, operated under the assumption that market participants would continue to behave in 
patterns consistent with human-driven decision-making. 

AI systems introduced unique challenges related to data integrity, fairness, and performance, 
potentially generating biased or unreliable outputs. The models' training data did not include 
scenarios where the majority of market participants were also AI systems, creating a critical 
blind spot in their risk assessment capabilities. 

The technical architecture of these systems compounded the problem. Most AI risk models 
relied on similar underlying datasets and methodologies, meaning they contained correlated 
biases and failure modes. When market conditions shifted beyond their training parameters, 
multiple systems failed simultaneously, creating the systemic crisis that individual institution risk 
management was designed to prevent. 

Algorithmic Herding and Market Dynamics 

The widespread adoption of AI systems led to increased herding behavior, where multiple AI 
systems made similar decisions simultaneously, amplifying market volatility rather than 
dampening it. This phenomenon occurred because AI systems, despite being developed by 
different institutions, often relied on similar data sources and analytical frameworks. 

The speed of algorithmic decision-making exacerbated the herding effect. While human traders 
might take hours or days to analyze market conditions and execute strategies, AI systems could 
complete similar analysis and execution in milliseconds. This compression of decision-making 
timeframes meant that market corrections that might have unfolded over weeks or months in 
human-driven markets occurred within hours or days. 

The mathematical models underlying AI trading systems assumed that market liquidity would 
remain constant, but the simultaneous execution of similar strategies by multiple AI systems 
created unprecedented demands on market liquidity that existing mechanisms could not 
accommodate. 

Cybersecurity and Operational Risks 

The increasing reliance on AI systems introduced new forms of operational risk, including 
algorithmic errors and cyber vulnerabilities. The complexity of AI systems made them difficult to 
test comprehensively, and their interconnected nature meant that failures in one system could 
cascade through the entire financial network. 

The crisis revealed that cybersecurity frameworks designed for traditional IT systems were 
inadequate for AI-driven financial infrastructure. The ability of AI systems to learn and adapt 
made them potential vectors for sophisticated attacks that could manipulate market behavior in 
ways that were not immediately apparent to human monitors. 



The operational challenges extended beyond cybersecurity to include basic system reliability. AI 
systems optimized for performance often sacrificed redundancy and error-checking 
mechanisms, making them vulnerable to failures during periods of market stress when reliability 
was most crucial. 

Regulatory Gaps and Oversight Challenges 

The regulatory framework governing financial institutions had not evolved to address the unique 
challenges of AI-driven decision-making. Traditional regulatory approaches assumed human 
decision-makers who could explain their reasoning and be held accountable for their choices. AI 
systems, particularly those using machine learning algorithms, often made decisions through 
processes that were not transparent or explainable. 

The speed of AI decision-making created additional regulatory challenges. Traditional regulatory 
oversight relied on reporting and review processes that occurred over days or weeks, but AI 
systems could create and unwind positions within minutes, making traditional oversight 
mechanisms ineffective. 

The global nature of AI systems created jurisdictional challenges for regulators. AI trading 
systems could operate across multiple regulatory jurisdictions simultaneously, making it difficult 
for any single regulator to maintain effective oversight. 

 

Economic Impact and Consequences 

Immediate Market Effects 

The 2030 AI-Driven Credit Crisis triggered the most severe market disruption since the 2008 
financial crisis. Within the first week of January 2030, global stock markets lost approximately 
$15 trillion in value. The speed and scale of the decline overwhelmed traditional market-making 
mechanisms and created unprecedented volatility. 

The crisis particularly affected sectors that had been early adopters of AI technology. Financial 
services companies saw their stock prices decline by an average of 45% within the first month, 
while technology companies that provided AI services to financial institutions experienced 
similar declines. 

Credit markets virtually froze as AI risk assessment models provided contradictory signals about 
borrower creditworthiness. The uncertainty created by the AI system failures made it impossible 
for institutions to price risk accurately, leading to a complete breakdown in lending markets. 

Banking Sector Stress 

The banking sector faced unprecedented challenges as AI-driven credit risk models failed 
systematically. Many banks found themselves unable to assess the quality of their existing loan 
portfolios or make new lending decisions with confidence. 



Regional banks, which had adopted AI systems to compete with larger institutions, were 
particularly vulnerable. Their smaller scale meant they had less diverse revenue streams to 
offset losses from AI-driven mistakes, and their limited resources made it difficult to quickly 
implement human oversight systems. 

The crisis revealed the extent to which banks had become dependent on AI systems for basic 
operations. Many institutions found that they had reduced their human risk assessment 
capabilities to the point where they could not effectively function without AI support. 

Global Economic Implications 

The crisis's effects extended far beyond financial markets to impact the broader global 
economy. The credit freeze created by AI system failures made it difficult for businesses to 
obtain financing for operations and expansion, leading to reduced economic activity. 

Small and medium-sized enterprises were particularly affected, as they relied heavily on bank 
lending for working capital and investment. The inability of AI systems to accurately assess risk 
made banks reluctant to lend to these businesses, creating a feedback loop that further 
depressed economic activity. 

The crisis also highlighted the extent to which the global economy had become dependent on 
AI-driven financial systems. Supply chain financing, trade finance, and other critical business 
functions had become heavily reliant on AI risk assessment, and the failure of these systems 
disrupted global commerce. 

Employment and Human Capital 

The crisis created complex employment effects within the financial services industry. While AI 
adoption had initially led to job losses in traditional roles like risk assessment and trading, the 
crisis created sudden demand for human expertise that many institutions no longer possessed. 

The "re-humanization" of financial services became a critical priority, but institutions faced 
challenges in recruiting and training staff with the skills needed to manage AI systems and 
provide human oversight. The specialized knowledge required to understand and manage AI-
driven financial systems was in short supply. 

The crisis also affected employment in sectors that depended on financial services. The credit 
freeze and reduced economic activity led to layoffs in manufacturing, retail, and other sectors 
that relied on bank financing for operations. 

 

Current State of Affairs (July 2030) 
Market Stabilization Efforts 

As of July 2030, global financial markets remain in a state of cautious stabilization following the 
dramatic events of the first half of the year. Central banks worldwide have implemented 



unprecedented monetary interventions, but the effectiveness of traditional tools in addressing 
AI-driven crises has proven limited. 

The Federal Reserve, under Jerome Powell's leadership, has maintained near-zero interest 
rates while implementing a new "Algorithmic Liquidity Facility" designed to provide emergency 
funding to institutions affected by AI system failures. However, the facility's complex 
requirements for human oversight have limited its utilization. 

Market volatility remains significantly elevated compared to pre-crisis levels. The VIX volatility 
index has averaged above 40 throughout the first half of 2030, compared to typical levels below 
20 in previous years. This persistent volatility reflects ongoing uncertainty about the reliability of 
AI-driven financial systems. 

Institutional Responses 

Major financial institutions have implemented various strategies to address the crisis and 
prevent similar failures in the future. JPMorgan Chase, under Jamie Dimon's leadership, has 
announced a comprehensive "AI Governance Framework" that requires human approval for all 
AI-driven decisions above specified thresholds. 

Goldman Sachs has taken a more technical approach, implementing "AI circuit breakers" that 
automatically halt algorithmic trading when certain risk parameters are exceeded. The firm has 
also established a new "Human-AI Collaboration Committee" chaired by David Solomon to 
oversee the integration of human judgment with AI systems. 

Smaller institutions have struggled more with post-crisis adaptations. Many regional banks have 
temporarily reverted to entirely human-driven risk assessment processes, leading to reduced 
efficiency and higher operational costs. Some have formed consortiums to share the costs of 
developing more reliable AI systems. 

Regulatory Evolution 

The regulatory response to the crisis has been swift but fragmented. The SEC, under Gary 
Gensler's leadership, has implemented emergency rules requiring real-time reporting of AI 
trading activities and mandatory human oversight for high-risk algorithmic strategies. 

The Federal Reserve has established a new "AI Financial Stability Committee" to monitor 
systemic risks associated with artificial intelligence in financial services. The committee includes 
representatives from major banks, technology companies, and academic institutions. 

International coordination efforts have intensified, with the Financial Stability Board creating a 
new working group on AI regulation. However, disagreements between jurisdictions about 
appropriate regulatory approaches have complicated efforts to establish global standards. 

Technology Sector Implications 

The crisis has forced a fundamental reevaluation of the technology sector's role in financial 
services. Companies that provided AI solutions to financial institutions have faced significant 
liability claims and regulatory scrutiny. 



Some technology companies have pivoted toward developing "explainable AI" systems that 
provide greater transparency into their decision-making processes. Others have focused on 
creating AI systems specifically designed to work alongside human operators rather than 
replacing them entirely. 

The crisis has also accelerated research into AI safety and reliability. Major technology 
companies have increased their investment in AI research focused on financial applications, 
recognizing that the financial services sector requires higher reliability standards than many 
other AI applications. 

 

Policy Challenges and Debate Topics 

Regulatory Framework Development 

The primary challenge facing delegates is the development of comprehensive regulatory 
frameworks that can effectively govern AI-driven financial systems while preserving the benefits 
of technological innovation. Traditional regulatory approaches, designed for human-driven 
decision-making, have proven inadequate for the speed and complexity of AI systems. 

Key questions include: How can regulators maintain effective oversight of systems that operate 
faster than human comprehension? What level of transparency should be required for AI 
decision-making in financial services? How can regulatory frameworks adapt to the rapid pace 
of AI technological development? 

The debate over regulatory approaches reflects fundamental disagreements about the role of 
government in financial markets. Some delegates advocate for prescriptive regulations that 
specify exactly how AI systems should operate, while others prefer principles-based approaches 
that allow for technological innovation within broad guidelines. 

International Coordination 

The global nature of AI-driven financial systems requires unprecedented international 
coordination, but achieving consensus among different regulatory jurisdictions has proven 
challenging. The crisis has highlighted how AI systems can transmit financial instability across 
borders more rapidly than traditional mechanisms. 

Delegates must address questions about regulatory harmonization, cross-border supervision, 
and the enforcement of AI-related financial regulations. The lack of global standards for AI 
financial systems contributed to the crisis, but developing such standards requires reconciling 
different regulatory philosophies and national interests. 

The role of international organizations like the Financial Stability Board and the Basel 
Committee on Banking Supervision in coordinating AI regulation has become a critical policy 
question. Some delegates argue for enhanced international authority, while others defend 
national sovereignty over financial regulation. 

 



Market Structure Reform 

The crisis has raised fundamental questions about market structure and the role of AI in 
financial markets. The concentration of AI development among a small number of technology 
companies has created systemic risks that were not anticipated when these systems were 
initially deployed. 

Delegates must consider whether market structure reforms are necessary to prevent similar 
crises in the future. Options include limitations on AI trading volumes, requirements for human 
oversight in critical market functions, and structural separation between AI development and 
financial services. 

The debate over market structure reform reflects broader questions about the relationship 
between technology and finance. Some delegates argue that AI has fundamentally changed the 
nature of financial markets and requires new institutional arrangements, while others contend 
that traditional market mechanisms can be adapted to accommodate AI systems. 

Liability and Accountability 

The crisis has raised complex questions about liability and accountability in AI-driven financial 
systems. When AI systems make decisions that result in financial losses, determining 
responsibility between institutions, technology providers, and individual decision-makers has 
proven challenging. 

Traditional legal frameworks assume human decision-makers who can be held accountable for 
their choices. AI systems, particularly those using machine learning algorithms, often make 
decisions through processes that are not fully understood even by their creators, complicating 
questions of liability. 

Delegates must address how to establish clear lines of responsibility for AI-driven decisions 
while maintaining incentives for innovation and risk-taking. The development of new legal 
frameworks for AI liability has become a critical component of financial system reform. 

Technological Solutions and Innovation 

Despite the crisis, many delegates recognize that AI technology itself is not inherently 
problematic and that appropriate technological solutions may be part of the answer. The 
challenge lies in developing AI systems that are more reliable, transparent, and aligned with 
human values. 

Potential technological solutions include explainable AI systems that can provide clear 
reasoning for their decisions, AI systems designed to work collaboratively with humans rather 
than replacing them, and improved testing and validation methods for AI financial applications. 

The role of innovation in financial services recovery has become a key debate topic. Some 
delegates argue that the crisis demonstrates the need for more conservative approaches to 
technology adoption, while others contend that the solution lies in better technology rather than 
less technology. 

 



Potential Solutions and Strategies 

Hybrid Human-AI Systems 

One of the most promising approaches to addressing the crisis involves developing hybrid 
systems that combine AI efficiency with human oversight and judgment. These systems would 
leverage the speed and analytical capabilities of AI while maintaining human control over critical 
decisions. 

Implementation of hybrid systems requires careful design to ensure that human oversight is 
meaningful rather than merely ceremonial. The challenge lies in creating systems where 
humans can effectively monitor and intervene in AI decision-making without negating the 
efficiency benefits that made AI adoption attractive in the first place. 

Several major institutions have begun experimenting with different hybrid approaches. Ray 
Dalio's Bridgewater Associates has developed a "Principled AI" system that requires human 
validation for any decision that contradicts the firm's fundamental investment principles. This 
approach has shown promise in maintaining AI efficiency while preventing the kind of 
systematic errors that contributed to the crisis. 

Warren Buffett's Berkshire Hathaway has implemented a more conservative approach, using AI 
systems primarily for research and analysis while maintaining human control over all investment 
decisions. This approach has proven more stable during the crisis but has also resulted in 
reduced efficiency compared to pre-crisis levels. 

The development of effective hybrid systems requires addressing several technical challenges. 
AI systems must be designed to provide clear explanations for their decisions that humans can 
understand and evaluate. Additionally, human operators must be trained to effectively work with 
AI systems and understand their limitations. 

Enhanced Risk Management Frameworks 

The crisis has highlighted the need for fundamentally new approaches to risk management in 
AI-driven financial systems. Traditional risk management frameworks, based on historical data 
and statistical models, have proven inadequate for systems that can create entirely new forms 
of risk. 

New risk management frameworks must account for the unique characteristics of AI systems, 
including their ability to learn and adapt, their interconnected nature, and their potential for 
systematic failure. These frameworks must also address the speed at which AI systems can 
create and amplify risks. 

Ken Griffin's Citadel has proposed a "Dynamic Risk Management" framework that uses AI 
systems to monitor other AI systems, creating multiple layers of oversight. This approach 
recognizes that human monitoring alone may be insufficient for AI systems operating at 
machine speed. 

The development of effective AI risk management requires new metrics and methodologies. 
Traditional risk measures like Value at Risk (VaR) may be inadequate for AI systems that can 



create tail risks that are not captured by historical data. New approaches must account for the 
potential for AI systems to behave in ways that are not predictable from their training data. 

Regulatory Technology Solutions 

The regulatory challenges created by AI-driven financial systems have led to increased interest 
in "RegTech" solutions that use technology to improve regulatory compliance and oversight. 
These solutions could help regulators monitor AI systems in real-time and identify potential 
problems before they create systemic risks. 

Gary Gensler's SEC has begun developing "Algorithmic Transparency" requirements that would 
require financial institutions to provide regulators with real-time access to AI decision-making 
processes. This approach would allow regulators to monitor AI systems as they operate rather 
than relying on after-the-fact reporting. 

The implementation of RegTech solutions requires careful balance between regulatory oversight 
and competitive concerns. Financial institutions are reluctant to share proprietary AI algorithms 
with regulators, while regulators need sufficient information to identify potential risks. 

International coordination of RegTech solutions has become a priority, as AI systems can 
operate across multiple jurisdictions simultaneously. The development of common standards 
and protocols for regulatory technology could help prevent the kind of regulatory arbitrage that 
contributed to the crisis. 

Market Structure Reforms 

Some delegates have proposed fundamental reforms to market structure to reduce the systemic 
risks associated with AI-driven trading. These reforms range from modest adjustments to 
existing mechanisms to comprehensive restructuring of how financial markets operate. 

One proposed reform involves implementing "speed limits" for algorithmic trading, requiring 
minimum time intervals between trades to prevent the kind of rapid-fire trading that contributed 
to the crisis. This approach would reduce the speed advantage of AI systems while maintaining 
their analytical capabilities. 

Another proposal involves creating "AI-free zones" in critical market infrastructure, ensuring that 
certain essential functions remain under human control. Neel Kashkari has been a leading 
advocate for this approach, arguing that some market functions are too important to be left to AI 
systems. 

More radical proposals include fundamental restructuring of market-making mechanisms to 
account for the presence of AI systems. These proposals recognize that traditional market 
structures were designed for human traders and may need to be completely reimagined for AI-
driven markets. 

International Coordination Mechanisms 

The global nature of the AI-driven financial crisis has highlighted the need for enhanced 
international coordination mechanisms. The traditional approaches to international financial 



regulation, based on voluntary cooperation and gradual harmonization, may be insufficient for 
the rapid pace of AI development. 

Some delegates have proposed creating a new international organization specifically focused 
on AI financial regulation. This organization would have the authority to set binding standards 
for AI systems used in financial services and coordinate responses to AI-driven crises. 

Alternative approaches focus on enhancing existing international organizations like the Financial 
Stability Board and the Basel Committee on Banking Supervision. These organizations could be 
given new mandates and resources to address AI-related risks in financial systems. 

The challenge of international coordination extends beyond regulatory harmonization to include 
technical standards and operational protocols. AI systems from different countries must be able 
to interact safely and predictably, requiring common technical standards and testing procedures. 

Innovation and Technology Development 

Despite the crisis, many delegates recognize that continued innovation in AI technology is 
essential for the long-term health of financial systems. The challenge lies in directing innovation 
toward safer and more reliable AI systems rather than abandoning AI technology entirely. 

One promising area of innovation involves "explainable AI" systems that can provide clear 
reasoning for their decisions. These systems would address one of the key challenges in AI 
financial regulation by making AI decision-making more transparent and understandable. 

Another area of innovation focuses on AI systems specifically designed for financial 
applications. These systems would incorporate financial domain knowledge and risk 
management principles directly into their design, rather than adapting general-purpose AI 
systems for financial use. 

The development of better testing and validation methods for AI financial systems has become 
a critical priority. Traditional software testing methods are inadequate for AI systems that learn 
and adapt, requiring new approaches to ensure reliability and safety. 

 

Delegate Responsibilities and Expectations 

Individual Delegate Roles 

Each delegate brings unique expertise and perspective to the crisis response, and success 
requires effective collaboration across different areas of specialization. The diverse 
backgrounds of delegates - from central banking to hedge fund management to technology 
development - create opportunities for comprehensive solutions but also require careful 
coordination. 

Central Bank Leaders (Powell, Yellen, Jordan, Kashkari) are expected to focus on 
macroeconomic stability and systemic risk management. Their expertise in monetary policy and 
financial stability provides crucial perspective on the broader economic implications of potential 
solutions. 



Investment Bank Executives (Dimon, Solomon, Fraser, Moynihan) must balance the 
immediate operational challenges of managing AI-driven systems with the long-term strategic 
considerations of competitive positioning in a post-crisis environment. 

Hedge Fund Managers (Dalio, Griffin, Druckenmiller, Ackman) bring tactical expertise in risk 
management and market dynamics. Their experience with quantitative trading systems provides 
valuable insights into the technical aspects of AI system management. 

Technology Leaders (Musk, Bezos, Thiel, Andreessen) are expected to provide technical 
expertise on AI systems and potential technological solutions. Their understanding of AI 
development and deployment is crucial for evaluating the feasibility of proposed solutions. 

Regulatory Experts (Gensler, Roubini) must focus on developing effective oversight 
mechanisms that can keep pace with technological development while maintaining market 
efficiency. 

Market Veterans (Buffett, Munger, Summers) provide historical perspective and institutional 
wisdom that can inform crisis response strategies. 

Collaborative Expectations 

The complexity of the AI-driven financial crisis requires unprecedented collaboration across 
traditional industry boundaries. Delegates must be prepared to work with counterparts from 
different sectors and backgrounds, finding common ground despite potentially conflicting 
interests. 

Effective collaboration requires delegates to move beyond their individual institutional interests 
to focus on systemic solutions. The crisis has demonstrated that the interconnected nature of 
modern financial systems means that individual institution success depends on overall system 
stability. 

Delegates should be prepared to form working groups focused on specific aspects of the crisis, 
such as regulatory framework development, technological solutions, or international 
coordination. These working groups should include representatives from different sectors and 
expertise areas. 

The summit format allows for both formal presentations and informal networking, and delegates 
are encouraged to use both formats to build consensus and develop comprehensive solutions. 
The crisis requires rapid action, and effective collaboration can accelerate the development and 
implementation of solutions. 

Technical Preparation 

Given the highly technical nature of the crisis, delegates are expected to have working 
knowledge of AI systems and their applications in financial services. This includes 
understanding the basic principles of machine learning, the types of AI systems used in financial 
services, and the specific failures that contributed to the crisis. 

Delegates should be familiar with the regulatory frameworks that govern financial services in 
their respective jurisdictions and understand how these frameworks apply to AI-driven systems. 
This knowledge is essential for developing effective policy solutions. 



Understanding of financial markets and instruments is crucial for all delegates, regardless of 
their primary area of expertise. The crisis has demonstrated how AI systems can affect all 
aspects of financial markets, from trading to lending to risk management. 

Delegates should also be prepared to engage with the international dimensions of the crisis, 
including the regulatory and operational challenges of coordinating responses across different 
jurisdictions. 

Solution Development 

The summit's primary goal is to develop actionable solutions that can be implemented in the 
short term to address the immediate crisis while laying the groundwork for long-term stability. 
This requires delegates to balance immediate crisis response with longer-term strategic 
planning. 

Effective solutions must be technically feasible, economically viable, and politically acceptable 
across different jurisdictions. This requires careful consideration of the practical constraints 
facing different types of institutions and regulatory environments. 

Delegates should be prepared to present specific proposals with clear implementation timelines 
and resource requirements. Vague or aspirational solutions will not be sufficient to address the 
urgency of the current crisis. 

The interconnected nature of financial systems means that solutions must be comprehensive 
and address multiple aspects of the crisis simultaneously. Partial solutions that address only 
one aspect of the crisis may be ineffective or even counterproductive. 

 

Questions for Consideration 

Immediate Crisis Response 

1. What emergency measures should be implemented to restore confidence in AI-driven 
financial systems while maintaining market functionality? 

2. How can central banks adapt their monetary policy tools to address crises caused by AI 
system failures rather than traditional economic factors? 

3. What role should government intervention play in managing AI-driven financial crises, 
and how can such intervention be coordinated internationally? 

4. How can financial institutions rapidly implement human oversight systems for AI-driven 
operations without completely abandoning the efficiency benefits of AI? 

5. What emergency liquidity mechanisms are needed to support institutions affected by AI 
system failures, and how should these mechanisms be designed to prevent moral 
hazard? 

Regulatory Framework Development 

1. How can regulatory frameworks be designed to keep pace with the rapid evolution of AI 
technology while maintaining effective oversight? 



2. What level of transparency should be required for AI systems used in financial services, 
and how can this transparency be balanced with competitive concerns? 

3. How should liability and accountability be allocated when AI systems make decisions 
that result in financial losses? 

4. What role should international organizations play in coordinating AI financial regulation, 
and what new authorities or mechanisms may be needed? 

5. How can regulators effectively monitor AI systems that operate at machine speed and 
may not be fully explainable even to their creators? 

Market Structure and Competition 

1. Should there be limits on the concentration of AI development among a small number of 
technology companies, and if so, how should these limits be implemented? 

2. How can market structure be reformed to prevent AI systems from amplifying market 
volatility rather than dampening it? 

3. What role should competition policy play in addressing the systemic risks associated 
with AI-driven financial systems? 

4. How can smaller financial institutions compete effectively with larger institutions in an AI-
driven environment while maintaining system stability? 

5. Should certain critical market functions be reserved for human control, and if so, which 
functions and how should this be implemented? 

Technology and Innovation 

1. What technical standards should be developed for AI systems used in financial services, 
and how can these standards be enforced? 

2. How can AI systems be designed to work collaboratively with humans rather than 
replacing them entirely? 

3. What role should explainable AI play in financial services, and how can transparency 
requirements be balanced with system performance? 

4. How can financial institutions better test and validate AI systems before deployment, and 
what new methodologies may be needed? 

5. What innovations in AI technology could help prevent similar crises in the future while 
maintaining the benefits of AI-driven financial systems? 

International Coordination 

1. How can international cooperation on AI financial regulation be improved to prevent 
regulatory arbitrage and ensure consistent standards? 

2. What mechanisms are needed to coordinate responses to AI-driven financial crises that 
cross national borders? 

3. How can emerging markets and developing countries be supported in developing 
appropriate AI financial regulation without stifling innovation? 

4. What role should trade agreements and international treaties play in governing AI-driven 
financial systems? 

5. How can international coordination be maintained while respecting national sovereignty 
over financial regulation? 

 



Research and Preparation Guidelines 

Essential Reading 

Delegates should familiarize themselves with key documents and research related to AI in 
financial services and the specific events of the 2030 crisis. This includes reports from central 
banks, regulatory agencies, and international organizations on AI financial regulation. 

Recent speeches and testimony from key figures like Jerome Powell, Janet Yellen, and Gary 
Gensler provide insights into official thinking on AI financial regulation. Academic research on AI 
risk management and financial stability is also essential background reading. 

Industry reports from major consulting firms and financial institutions offer practical perspectives 
on AI implementation challenges and potential solutions. These reports often contain detailed 
technical analysis that may not be available in academic sources. 

Technical Preparation 

Understanding the basic principles of AI and machine learning is essential for effective 
participation in the summit. Delegates should be familiar with concepts like supervised learning, 
unsupervised learning, neural networks, and deep learning. 

Knowledge of financial markets and instruments is crucial, including understanding of 
derivatives, credit markets, trading systems, and risk management. The crisis has affected all 
aspects of financial markets, requiring broad-based knowledge. 

Familiarity with regulatory frameworks and compliance requirements provides important context 
for policy discussions. This includes understanding of current regulations and their limitations in 
addressing AI-driven systems. 

Position Development 

Delegates should develop clear positions on key issues likely to be discussed at the summit. 
These positions should be based on their character's background and institutional interests 
while considering the broader systemic implications. 

Effective positions should include specific proposals with clear implementation mechanisms and 
timelines. Vague or aspirational positions will not be effective in the summit environment. 

Delegates should anticipate counterarguments and be prepared to defend their positions while 
remaining open to compromise and collaboration. The crisis requires practical solutions that can 
gain broad support. 

Collaboration Strategy 

The summit's success depends on effective collaboration across different sectors and expertise 
areas. Delegates should identify potential allies and develop strategies for building coalitions 
around specific proposals. 



Understanding other delegates' likely positions and interests can help in developing effective 
negotiation strategies. The diverse backgrounds of delegates create opportunities for creative 
solutions but also require careful coordination. 

Delegates should be prepared to participate in both formal committee sessions and informal 
networking opportunities. Some of the most important negotiations may occur outside the formal 
committee structure. 

 

Conclusion 
The 2030 AI-Driven Credit Crisis represents a watershed moment in the history of global 
finance, forcing a fundamental reevaluation of the relationship between technology and financial 
stability. The crisis has demonstrated both the tremendous potential and the significant risks 
associated with AI-driven financial systems. 

The delegates gathered at this summit represent the collective expertise and authority needed 
to address this crisis and establish frameworks for the future. The decisions made in this 
chamber will shape the evolution of financial markets for generations to come. 

The challenge facing delegates is not simply to return to pre-crisis stability, but to create a new 
paradigm for financial markets that harnesses the benefits of AI while managing its risks. This 
requires innovation in regulation, technology, and market structure that goes beyond traditional 
approaches. 

The urgency of the current crisis demands rapid action, but the solutions developed must be 
sustainable and adaptable to future technological developments. The balance between 
immediate crisis response and long-term strategic planning will be crucial to the summit's 
success. 

The interconnected nature of modern financial systems means that solutions must be 
comprehensive and internationally coordinated. No single institution or jurisdiction can address 
the crisis alone, requiring unprecedented collaboration across traditional boundaries. 

The human element in financial services has gained renewed importance in the wake of the AI 
crisis. The challenge is not to abandon AI technology, but to develop systems that effectively 
combine human judgment with machine efficiency. 

The crisis has highlighted the importance of diversity in financial decision-making. Systems that 
rely too heavily on similar AI algorithms or data sources are vulnerable to systematic failures. 
Future financial systems must be designed with greater diversity and redundancy. 

The regulatory challenges created by AI-driven financial systems will require continuous 
evolution and adaptation. Traditional regulatory frameworks, based on static rules and periodic 
reviews, may be inadequate for technologies that are constantly learning and evolving. 

The role of international cooperation in financial regulation has become more critical than ever. 
AI systems do not respect national borders, and effective regulation requires coordinated 
international action. 



The crisis has demonstrated that financial stability is not just an economic issue but a matter of 
national and international security. The systemic risks associated with AI-driven financial 
systems require the same level of attention and resources as traditional security threats. 

As delegates prepare to address these challenges, they must remember that the stakes extend 
far beyond the financial sector. The health of the global economy, the stability of democratic 
institutions, and the welfare of billions of people depend on the decisions made in this chamber. 

The 2030 AI-Driven Credit Crisis may be remembered as either the moment when the financial 
system learned to harness AI responsibly or as the beginning of a new era of financial 
instability. The choice lies with the delegates gathered at this summit. 

The future of finance depends on the wisdom, courage, and collaboration of the individuals in 
this room. The world watches and waits for solutions that will restore confidence in financial 
markets while establishing frameworks for sustainable innovation. 

The summit begins now. The clock is ticking, and the world is watching. The delegates have the 
opportunity to write the next chapter in the history of global finance. The question is not whether 
they will act, but how effectively they will respond to the greatest financial challenge of the 21st 
century. 

 

This background guide serves as the foundation for delegate preparation and committee 
proceedings. All delegates are expected to come prepared with specific proposals and a 
thorough understanding of the technical and policy challenges outlined in this document. The 
success of the summit depends on the quality of preparation and the commitment to 
collaborative problem-solving that each delegate brings to the proceedings. 

 

 
 


