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Why It Matters

Includes: Student reading, case
study, differentiated questions,
teacher key
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Open Source vs. Closed Source AL: Why It
Matters

Two Very Different Models for AI

When a technology company creates a new AL system, it faces a fundamental choice: keep the underlying
model, training data, and code proprietary — or release them publicly for anyone to use, modify, and build
upon. This choice, which has important precedents in the history of software development, has profound
implications for AT safety, accessibility, innovation, and the distribution of power in the AT industry. The
open source versus closed source debate in AL is not just a technical conversation for developers. It isa
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Name: Period: Date:

Open Source vs. Closed Source AI:
Why It Matters

Two Very Different Models for AT

When a technology company creates a new AI system, it faces a fundamental choice:
keep the underlying model, training data, and code proprietary, or release them
publicly for anyone to use, modify, and build upon. This choice, which has important
precedents in the history of software development, has profound implications for AT
safety, accessibility, innovation, and the distribution of power in the AT industry.
The open source versus closed source debate in AI is not just a technical
conversation for developers. It is a policy question with consequences for everyday
users, for safety researchers, for small businesses, for authoritarian governments,
and for the long-term character of an increasingly AI-dependent society.
Understanding the tradeoffs requires looking at both the benefits each model
offers and the risks each creates.

What Open Source AI Means

In traditional software development, ‘open source’ means the source code is publicly
available: anyone can read it, modify it, contribute to it, and use it. Open source
software has been enormously successful: Linux powers most of the world's servers,
Android phones, and cloud computing infrastructure; Apache powers most of the
world's websites; Firefox and Chrome are built on open source code. The open
source model accelerates innovation by allowing the global developer community to
identify bugs, suggest improvements, and build new applications on existing
foundations. Applied to AT, 'open source' typically means releasing the model
weights: the numerical parameters that encode what an AI system has learned
during training. When model weights are public, any researcher, company, or
individual can download and run the model, fine-tune it for specific applications,
examine its behavior in detail, or build applications on top of it. Meta's Llama models
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are the most prominent example: released publicly, they have been downloaded
millions of times and used to build thousands of applications worldwide. The
distinction between truly open source and 'open weights' (releasing the model
without all training data and code) matters technically, but for most practical
purposes, releasing model weights provides the accessibility benefits associated
with open source development.

What Closed Source AI Means

Closed source AT keeps the model architecture, training data, and weights
proprietary. Users interact with the AT through an API or application interface but
cannot examine, modify, or run the underlying system themselves. The leading closed
source AT systems include OpenAI's GPT-4 and its successors, Anthropic's Claude
models, and Google's Gemini. These companies argue that keeping models closed
allows them to implement consistent safety measures, prevent misuse, and maintain
the quality control that large-scale deployment requires. Closed source AI generates
revenue through access fees; users pay to use the model through an API or
subscription. This business model funds the enormous compute costs required to
train frontier AL systems, which can run to hundreds of millions of dollars. Without
the ability to monetize the model, companies argue, the investment required to
develop the most capable AI systems would be unavailable.

Arguments for Open Source AT

Transparency and safety research are among the strongest arguments for open
source AT. When model weights are publicly available, independent security
researchers can examine them for vulnerabilities, safety problems, and embedded
biases in ways that are simply impossible with closed systems. Several significant
safety issues in AL systems have been identified by independent researchers
working with public models. With closed systems, safety oversight depends entirely
on the frustworthiness and competence of the company controlling the model.
Democratization of access is a second major argument. Closed source frontier AL is
expensive — enterprise API access to leading models can cost thousands of dollars
per month for significant use. Open source models allow individuals, nonprofits, small
businesses, and researchers in developing countries to access capable AT without
paying licensing fees to a handful of wealthy companies. This reduces the
concentration of AI capability in a small number of powerful actors. Third, open

For more free lessons: morelessonslessplanning.com




source models enable local deployment: running the model on your own hardware,
without sending data to a third-party server. This matters enormously for privacy-
sensitive applications in healthcare, legal services, and national security. A hospital
that wants AI assistance with patient records may not be willing o send that data
to an external cloud service, but could run an open source model in-house.

Arguments for Closed Source AI

The primary argument for closed source AI is safety through control. If a powerful
AI system is released publicly, it can be modified by anyone — including people who
deliberately remove safety measures, fine-tune it fo produce harmful content, or
use it to build weapons. Anthropic's researchers have argued that releasing frontier
AT weights publicly is analogous to distributing weapons — once the technology is
out, you cannot recall it or prevent its misuse. A second argument concerns
competitive dynamics: open source releases by well-funded companies may actually
disadvantage smaller companies and researchers who cannot afford to train
competing models but might have been able to build successful businesses on top of
a closed API. Large companies can 'open source' their models strategically, using the
release to shape the ecosystem in ways that favor their interests. A third argument
is quality and reliability. Closed systems with professional development teams,
continuous monitoring, and commercial accountability may simply be more reliable
and safer for most applications than community-maintained open source models,
which may have inconsistent quality and no accountability when they fail. China's
approach to open source AT has added a geopolitical dimension to the debate.
Several Chinese AL companies have released competitive open source models, raising
questions about whether open source releases serve U.S. strategic interests or
undermine them. Proponents argue that U.S. open source AT advances democratic
values by providing alternatives to Chinese AI. Critics argue that releasing frontier
capabilities publicly benefits Chinese AT development as much as or more than U.S.
commercial interests, since Chinese companies can build on U.S. open source
foundations while keeping their own systems closed. The question of whether open
source AT increases or decreases overall harm is genuinely empirically contested.
Studies examining the use of open source large language models for harmful
purposes have reached mixed conclusions. Some researchers have found that the
most dangerous capabilities — like detailed bioweapon synthesis or cyberattack code
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generation — require levels of technical sophistication and additional fine-tuning
that limit their accessibility even with open weights. Others have documented cases
where safety measures were removed from open source models and the resulting
systems were used to generate harmful content at scale. The empirical debate
matters for policy because both sides make empirical claims, not just value claims.
The debate over open source AT is complicated by the fact that ‘open source’ exists
on a spectrum rather than as a binary choice. Full open source would include model
weights, training data, training code, and complete documentation. '‘Open weights'
releases (like Meta's Llama) provide weights without complete training data or code.
'Research preview' releases provide limited access for academic study. ‘API access'
provides capability without any inspection of the underlying model. Each point on this
spectrum represents a different fradeoff between accessibility and control, and
arguments about open versus closed source often conflate different points on this
spectrum.

Key Information: Open vs. Closed Source AI

Detail Information

Open source AI key

Model weights publicly released — anyone can download,
feature run, and modify

Most prominent open Meta's Llama models (downloaded millions of times)
source AT

Closed source AI key

Model kept proprietary; users access through API or

feature application interface

Leading closed source || OpenAI GPT-4, Anthropic Claude, Google Gemini
AT systems

Pro-open source: Independent researchers can examine public models for

safety vulnerabilities and bias

Pro-open source: Reduces cost barriers for nonprofits, small businesses,
access developing countries

Pro-open source: Local deployment means no data sent to external

privacy servers
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Detcul Informahon

Pro-closed source: Control prevents modification o remove safety
safety measures or produce weapons

Case Study: The Community Health Clinic's Dilemma

Riverside Community Health serves low-income patients in a rural area. The
clinic wants to use AI to help doctors quickly summarize lengthy patient
records and flag potential drug interactions. They have identified two
options. Option A is a closed source API from a major AL company —
powerful and easy to integrate, but it requires sending patient data to
external servers, costs $2,400 per month, and the clinic has no way to
inspect the model for errors or biases in medical reasoning. Option B is an
open source AL model they can run on a server they own — free to use,
keeps patient data on-site, and their IT volunteer can examine the model's
behavior. But the open source model is less powerful, requires technical
expertise to maintain, and has no corporate support if something goes
wrong. The clinic's medical director, Dr. Kim, has to decide which approach
better serves their patients.

1. Which of the arguments for open source AT from the reading most directly
support Option B for this clinic's situation?

2. What risks does Option B carry that the reading's arguments for closed source
AT would highlight?
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Multiple Choice
1. What does it mean to release AL 'model weights' publicly?
a) Making the AI's responses available for free without requiring a
subscription for any commercial purpose

b) Sharing the physical server hardware used to run AT models with
other researchers for development purposes

c) Publishing the company's financial information about AI training
costs, maintenance, and operational fees

d) Releasing the numerical parameters that encode what the AT
learned, allowing anyone to run or modify it

2. According to the reading, what is the primary safety argument for
KEEPING AT models closed source?

a) Safety researchers prefer working with closed models because they
have better documentation from developers

b) Once weights are released publicly, they cannot be recalled — misuse
and safety removal cannot be prevented

c) Closed models are better at detecting and blocking harmful user
requests in real time on production systems

d) Closed models can be updated more frequently to patch safety issues
across multiple deployment environments

3. Why does ‘local deployment’ of open source AT matter specifically for
healthcare applications?

a) Open source AT is more accurate than closed source for medical use
cases

b) Hospitals have faster internet connections that work better with
local AT

c) Patient data can be processed without being sent to external
servers, protecting medical privacy

d) Local AT deployment is legally required for every healthcare AI
application in the United States
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Matching

Write the letter of the correct definition on the line next to each term.

Ter'm Defmrhon

____Model weights A) Running an AT model on your own hardware rather
than sending data to an external company's servers
____Open source B) The numerical parameters encoding what an AT has

learned — releasing them publicly enables anyone to
run or modify the model

3. Closed source C) A software development model where code is
publicly available for anyone to use, modify, and build

upon

4. ___Local deployment (| D) Further training a pre-existing AT model on

specific data to customize it for a particular

application or use case

5. Fine-tuning E) A model whose architecture, weights, and training

data are kept proprietary and accessed only through
controlled interfaces

Fill-in-the-Blank

1. Meta's models are the most prominent example of open

source AI and have been downloaded millions of times.

2. The cost of training frontier AL systems can run to hundreds of
of dollars, which closed source companies argue justifies

their paid access model.

3. Open source AI allows independent security researchers fo examine models for
, safety problems, and embedded biases in ways impossible

with closed systems.
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Short Answer

Answer each question in 2-4 complete sentences.

1. Explain the tension between open source AI's benefits for safety research and its
risks for safety overall.

2. How does the open/closed source distinction affect who has access to powerful
AI capabilities, and why does this matter for equity?

3. Should AT companies developing the most powerful AL models be required to
release their model weights publicly? Defend your answer with reasoning from the
reading.
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