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L.

Introduction

L. In paragraph 2
General Assembly requested the Secretary-General 1o seck

41 on lethal autonomous weapons systems, the.
the views of Member

legal, sccurity, technological and thical perspectives and on the role of humans in the
we of foree, and o it o subsanie report elcting te Rl enge of vews

ived with an annex containing those views, to the Assembly at its seventy-ninth
session for further discussion by Member States. In paragraph 3 of the same
relution he Assenbly ao eauestd the Secretary-Genaal to nvt fh views of
intemational and regional organizations, the International Commitiee of the Red
Crovs il sciey, the seintie commmuniy and industry and 1o inlude thos views
in the original language received in the annex of the aforementioned report. The
present report is submitted pursuant to those requests.
On 1 February 2024, the Ofice for Disarmament Affairs seat a note verbale to
all Member States and observer Sttes, drawing ther attention o paragraph 2 of
General Assembly resolution 78/241 and seeking their views on the matter. Notes
Verbales and letters were also sent o the entities specified in paragraph 3 of the same
resolution,dvwingthei aitnio o tht paragaphs andseking et viws o he

v The views ecived by 26 produced in the annexes to the

presen e e e i e posion e wetc f e
et i e ot Tanghcee o sebmsmon.

Sections 11 to VI of the present report provide a consolidated summary of
clements from the submissions received from Member States and observer States,
without prejudice to thei individual positions. The observations and conclusions of
the Secretary-General are set out in section V11

Background
4. States noted that rapid technological processes, including artifical nteligence,
oid v ccmomic grov, aptov ey vibig nd ol o scicve e
Sustinable Devlopment Goals, At th e same . ener
pose challenges for nterational peace and security and ot e e
T Rorams i wa.Sale Goneidted bt the i Sbllaies it Il mtocomoss
‘weapons systems posed required partiular attention.

Definitions and characterizations
Towards a definition

S naed tha hre was ety w0 inermationsly areed efniden of
autonomous weapons systems or lethal autonomous Weapons systems. Several States
ottt smement o o deionor g characerzston could be useiul for
future work. They noted that such an agreement could be reached when formulaing
e e for cxample 4 ihe couse of negotaing an  Ioaly binding
instrument. Several States expressed that an exact definiton was. not
e e g and e soation o  osaly iding mtoumen
6 n . Sttes ferred 0 »
ystems” and “lethal ;.
word “lethal" o be an important reference to @ system's capabilty 1 apply lethal
orce. Others were of the view that the lthalty of a weapons system depended on its

Ao

 wfuna ()

. Definition

Resoluion 78241 expreses concern about
and
npa
global security and regional and international
o afime hat interati

rights law, applies to
highlights the need for cooperation amongst

passed with 152 votes in favor, 4 against, and
11 abstentions,

4 Interesting Facts

he same artificial intelligence that powers
TaclEa)breavthrolchs f Himate modes can
also be used to build autonomous weapons.

are known as “dual use’ technologies,
‘which are tools that can serve both peaceful
and military purposes.

5  Something to Think About

While progress has been made, reaching

taken to achieve consensus on this importan

OWIMUNNY26
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use rather than o ts design. Several States argucd against the use of the word “lethal”,
g hatt hd 1o bas o neraiona umanarian o 3 o, ier s,k
le

ethality was an effect of the manner in which a weapon was used. It was also noted that
the nonitel use o fre could s ladto viktons of memasionat bamantarian
I, In the prsen rport in socondnce it e termiology of Generl Assembly

esaton TH2A1. e term il utonomous weapons seaems . uwed wiboot
prejudice to the preference of States regarding its
Several States emphasized the importance of the degree of human intersention
inpariclr i he ienifiation,classifction, neception snd sngagemnt o o
target. They underscored that nominal human input - meaning inputs or actions that
id . maverialy affetth autonomeus functions of rgel secction or gagement
was nat sufficient.
5. Sumoffsdscvn workmx definitions and gencal characterizations of cthal
oror drew on the working definition of the
Internationsl Commitice of the Red Cross, n which it I said e FOROTIOER
system’” i referring to a weapons system that is designed to select and

lligen: "

s of foree, The view was lso expessed hat mmx ‘autonomaus weapons systems

5ot e 1 conperte e e

10. Several States suggested that certain autonomous or automatic anti-aircraft and
be considered lethal

Systems, iven thei defensive nature and the deterministic ather than prababilsic

nature of the algorithms used by those systems for the detection and engagement of

targets. They noted that such systems had been used for decades without legal

controversy.

Human control

1.1t was noted that the concepis

e vilely dacsid nd e
discussion and clarification of these concepts were necessa

12, Many States stressed the importance of maintaining »...m.n control with regard
0 th use of force. Sevral Sats mphasized he imporance of maitanin such
control

Guring . They nored fht the exas e of uman contro vaYv:m:r\l voutd

i thei
buman control ws partulaly mwonnm o enane complsnce Wit imermtionl
o specially [

T s i xpracd vy o o éamingot ot eyl s mot el
and b i wo o b appreprste 16 2dop . single sandnd o desrbe human
control over the use of lethal autonomous weapons
13, States considered the necessary clements of oo, which incladd ot
humans retained the following:

including on the
e operations] contt, o cnsue complance with intermaions 1

« The abiliy (o exercise their judgment (o the extent reguired by international
humanitarien law

« The abiliy to limit the types of tasks and targets

 wfuna ()

8 Interesting Facts

“This definition distinguishes LAWS from other
ns that can apply force without dir

jvation, for example, landmines,

ccording to-this definition,

capabilty to actively select their

rather than simply ~responding

A general term that broadly describes any
human control throughout the lifecycle of a
‘weapons system. Control can take place in a
single or multiple lifecycle stages from initial
design and programming to mid-operation
dedision making.

understand the system's functions, (2 be
10 supervise and override it activties at a
point.and (3 make consclous deciions about

This term s primarily used in legal contexts
surrounding International Humanitarian Law
(IHU). It describes the quality and context of
uman decision making, especially when
assessing proportionality and  distinguishing
between combatants and civiians,

conteal man

i describe
i management a1 al Heqts stages
o Tange oo mimimal 5o e
engagement

OWIMUNNY26
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« The abiliy to place limitations on the duration, geographical scope and scale of

« The ability 10 redefine or modify the system’s objective or missions
« The ability 1o interrupt or deactivate the system
14, States suggested various measures through which the required degree of human
control could be achieved, which included:
+ Creating an intuitive interface for human-machine interaction
« Procedures to ensure that lethal autonomous weapons systems were tested,
evaluated, validated and verific
+ Sulficient legal reviews of ethal autonomous weapons systems
+ Appropriate training for all humans that interacted with lethal sutonomous
weapons systems
* Ensuing th prdictabily, elisbility and xplanabilsy of ethal sutonomous
weapons sy:
15. 1t was noted that further discussions on the measures to maintain the necessary
lexel of human control were required, and that  good fist step could be the sharing.
of good practices i that area.

IV. Challenges, concerns and potential benefits

16. States noted that lethal autonomous ruised a number of concerns,
e R | o e e technological and  cthical

17, Several States noted that th risks concerned all States and all parts of society and
the most c
P & the global South
Humanitarian considerations

18, 1t vas noad tha he devclopment and s of Ll utnomos watpon sseme
e ndameniat. e, cansers, BVASCRE ottt bumans would

oo the b o he somequenes of rmed conlts. Th s also
Crpressd that umaritarian concens were ot by themselves suficent 1o mpose
 prohibi types of

19. Other concerns raised related to the environmental impact of lethal autonomous
repons sytens,inprticla the snergy osts of nd tendant carbon fotpint
associated with developing and operating such systems

Legal considerations

20 Stses recaled tht ntrmatonal o, was fuly spplicabl to lethal atonemous
Weapons systems. They identified the following applicable legal
fields of law:

« The Charter of the United Nations

« Customary international fa
* International humanitarian law

Ao

nm

[ vfuna (O]

Something to Think About

# important for countie to bri

1t the ethics of letting machines
independently make ife and death decisions.

18 Something to Think About

As we debate the use of autonomous

y focus
breventing confit while
Pavigating new technologies?

19 Interesting Facts

impact _the _environment
ontribute to carbon emisions throughout
their lifecycle. If a system uses Al or
Iearning, training the odeh i u

e st energy intensive and carban
Criting wages o s Sevacqment

OWIMUNNY26
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 Inernational human rights law
 International criminal law
+ The law of State responsibility
21. States sressed the importance of compliance with international law. Several
St noted tha ethal utonomous weaponssystems posed chllnges for
ompliance I
metationa human rights o and ftermational riminal . 1t s noted it s
7ol g et el en o pobbing
autonomous weay e o ooty cnanges of
e e St o el Swomomous veapane syses and merestons
could be uscful,
2. States noted that the choice of wespans, means and methods of warfare,

including et . must be compliant with internati
law, especally international humanitarian law Siates sressed th imporiance of the
prncplsofdsintion,proporonalis. iy  precautions in attack,

A TR o i o

Severs tatscmplasized ht sy wespon, neling el sutnomocs

ipons systems, that could not comply with intemational humanitarian law was de
Thct lrcady probibited and mustnotbe used. Several Saics caled for futhr
specifying how the rules and principles of international humanitarian law applicd to
lethalautonomous weapons systems. 24, Several States emphasized that human
controlwas rsguied (0 e

nee with lmelmnmul umaniarian L. Th view was o sxpressd that

iman contol s no a end i 51, bt ight b a selevantconeept
implementation of vasious intemato il bumaniarian oy oblgation: in mmu.,.
contexts. Several States underlined the importance of taking into account
permionahcomeet and thecharateneie and capbierof h weapoms aatem a3
a whole. 25, Several States noted that lethal aut

capable

e A deci N " " ;
‘armed canflict, The importance of maintaining human control over life-and-death
decision was stssed. Severa St comsidre that prcicabilsy, sy,

re fundament with

international .
26, In order to ensure compliance with intermational humanitarian v, it was
considered that States should:

+ Assess the presence of civilians
« Limit the types of targets with which a system could engage

* Limit the duration, geographical scope and scale of operation of the weapons

* Putin place rules of engagement
« Put i place technical safeguards, such as sel-destruct and

 wfuna ()

20 Interesting Facts

The highlighted international legal
instruments ad

conflict
they are applicable o the case of LAWS for
the following reasons:

+ The Charter of the United Nations
+ Establishes o universal system of collectie
sy, lmit
deployme
The UNs princpies om pesce seurty, and
sovereignty
Customary International Law
+ Encompasses binding legal norms derived

proportionality,
ttac
Intenational Human Rights Lov (HRL)
Applies in b onflict,
vt the a0 T, grtg ami

IcH)
gal basis for_assigning
responsibility for serious
Volations su 35 war cimes and crimes
against hum;
The Lawof state Responsibity
folds _states  accountable
internationally wrongful”act, frcuding
harm caused by

25 Interesting Facts
Like_humans, computers are not. perfect.

Algorithm_bias happens when the data or

decisions in conflict situations leading to
deadly consequences.

OWIMUNNY26
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27, Several States stressed the importance of h SN HEHMIGSEN nd cxpressed the
jew that the use of lethal autonomous weapons systems without human control would

likely violat i,

28. Several States referred to the importance of reporting incidents involving lethal

autonomous weapons systems that could involve violations of intermational

humanitarian faw. A call was made Geneva Ce

£ 1949 and their Additional Protacols.

29, I arder to ensure compliance with international humanitarian faw, the role of

military legal advisers was highlighted. Several States also stressed the importance.

o providingappoprit ingand esucion on ol Hnitaian o 0
rsonnel in national armed fore

prypi—— \Lchnolngmzl evlopments without safeguards heghtened the
risk of lethal autonomous weapons systems being used in a manner not compliant
th law. In that regard, r

innovation was stresed
31. Reference was mad [SURGUIBRIGHRNR ortiulstcd i the Charte of the United
Watons g he gotion o e st of e gt e el
sty or ol

with he purposes ".a inciplesof the u..m Nations, he right of ef-defence and
the tequirement o setle conflits by pesceful means. The view was expressed that
hose obligtions appied o all Sate achvity ncluding in Folation o ethat

Sutonomous weapons systems. 33, Siaes siressed the importance of ensuring

accountabiliy in sccordance with
applicable international law. They emphasized that humans retained responsibility
and accountability for the cffects of weapons in military operations,including lethal

autonomous d that
‘machines. It was noted that that responsibilty applied throughout the life cycle of a
‘weapons system.
2T v wa xprsscd tht et tomomous W s st 1
designed in such 3 wayss o prevent sesonsibilty or secounabily. The view vas
o xpressed ha ecountabin coud oty be achived rough han controlsnd
Tt i required thase authorizing the use o Foree 10 b able fo redictand explin s
effects. 34. Several States stressed the importance of command responsibility, under
which
commanders e accounsble forall s of e thtoscuredunder e

her excreiscd by @ human subordinate or a machin. Con
ot he v o il somemos wenpome e ol sndenmn o
principle.

39 oplary prososdings

Told
accountable perpetrators of unlawful violence in conflict. In addition, several States
noted that States were responsible for internationally wrongful acts, including the
unlavful use of a weapons system,

36. Several States expressed doubt that lethal autonomous weapons systems could
comply. b s aw. Tt was noted tha th

" Sce for example, the Canvention on Pofibitons or Restictions on the Use of Crtain
Conventionsl Weapons ImmMaymD:s.ms.umIksznuvdylr\rwwmurmmw
Indiscriminatc Efiets, ifth presmbular

o

 wfuna ()

Martens Clause is a principle in international
humanitaion law tht sayseven i a sttion
s coveed by  specc reaty, people are
il protacted by the LAWS of humanty and
the public conscience. Some countries argue
that fully autonomous weapons would
violate this principle by removing human
judgment from life-or-death decisions.

Jus ad bellum s Latin for the rght to war.
o the rules that decide when
Compay \egaHy Slowed 1o o 1 war: The
UN Charter says countries must not use force
unless they are defending- themseives or
acting with UN approval. LAWS raise new
questions about how these rules apply.

35 Something to Think About

LAWS raise profound questions. For instance,
who s responsible if an autonomous weapon
makes a mistake?
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1

ptandin he e of e s o st it wer it
than those of internations] humanitarian law. Can ed in particular that
{he s of atonomous targeting Coud be arbicary. whieh would it mrmationl
pman s o The viw s xpressd that the requiremnt of uman sonol was
key iance with international human rights law. It was suggested that the
it o mervionl e g 1 degh, declomams 4 i of
lethal autonomus weapons systems be further discussed.

37, Several States stressed the importance of conducting legal reviews of weapons,
‘means and methods of warfare, as required in article 36 of Protocol I Additional to
the Geneva Canventions of 1949, Tt was noted that the possible unpredictability of
Iethal autonomous weaponssyscms raised challnges o he onduct ofsuh legal
reviews. It

encracion ad b hey were hessed 1t The sfow was cxprewed
Il reviewswere inuiint o thei v f sdres the conrn s by el
autonomous weapons systems, and that sps s were required. Reference was
made to two expert meetings on the Icga] roviews s ot monamois achpom o
that were held in Australia in 2023 and 2¢

R o hat s s 20 provilongocring B el viens hold b

iates emphasized he il o voluntary exchanges of |\\fom\nlmn dprcices
regard of lethal autonomous weapons systei
ot ol

30, Several States referred (0 the isks that lethal autonomous weapons systems
e importance of

national security concerns of all States was stresse
40. Several States noted that the use of lethal autonomous weapons systems could
be s destabilsing uctor, including b lowerng the threshld o the use offorc,
{oich could wasen te reqency an intnsityofconflts sd recpit

e of the praliferation bl utonomons weapans ystome. Several Sttes
e ol ik cauad by the wpricbl o el sonomos

increased speed o’ e o ere ok of i cosmies ot he s Smc and
asymmetric warfare. States expressed concern that lethal autonomous weap:

3 might become the object ofan s face The view was Exprssed tha lethal
autonomous. notbe

and hegemony.
@

hat lethal
be fitted with nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction, which could
undermine strategic stability and heighten the risk of nuclear war.

o
Iehal sulonomous weapons sysems fo non-Stte actors, such s erors an
it o, Severt S s presse conce regaring e v of lthl
ulonomous weapons systems by domesie o enforcement officials, which could
raise human rights concerns.

e viw wasexpressed thtprlifeation risks assoited wih emorging
eciolosion ueh e eha] oo weapone St could e sdarsed i the
mlilateral exportconol segimes. v, it was stressed that thre must b o

the transfer of




6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Technological considerations

e Saes cpresedcocem e e sl
autonomous weapons systems (o a number of technological risks, in

* Malicious cyberactivity

« Hardware and software anomalics and malfunctions

of lethal
including:

. based on incarrect iy

information

45. The view was expressed that the application of artifical intelligence to critical
functions ofetha autonomous weapons sysems could heghin h ik of

unintended outcarn

6.

weapons systems,

ieced pagnainedsroupswnd i c NN women and children in
onflict zones, The importance of rigorous documentation of the data sets used and
o comprehensiveycing and reviews, s well 4 o Haning n and awarcnes of

issue, was stressed.

Ethical

tions 47. Several States expressed concern regarding machine

processes substituting for human judgment, a5 they deemed ethical and moral
Considerations fundamental 10 the discussion on lethal sutonomous weapons sysi

ntext-specific, value-based
judgment of humans. Several States found the targeting of hum

ns and. i pariculr,
{he deegaton of the decision 10 ake a haman s by machines (0 be

48. States recalled that it was recognized in the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Righs that human rights
e dorived rom the inheren dignityof l, and hey srssedthe duty ofall Saes

o ensure the invilabilty of uman dignity: Concer was expres

sed by severa

al States

v o ot s Weapons systems could lead to the loss of dignity
hich could fified

49, It was noted that ethical concerns often led to the adoption of legal consiraints.
Several States were of the apinion that the most effective way (o address cthical
canceras wasthe proper appication of iniemtiona hurmaniarian 1.

Potndalpeneft
50. The

military benefis, inchuding:

* Improving safety and efficicncy

* Improving complanc wih inematoal b L, improving e

enhancing precision
« Reducing risk to defence personnel
. s mental or ph

including by

as their moral, religious and ethical predisposition

* Making more efficient use of bour

expressed that autonomous weapons systems may offer legitimate

well

am

 wfuna ()

44 something to Think About

LAWS face many technology related risks.

is it important for_governments to
carefuly assess these risks before using such
systems in conflict?

46 Interesting Facts

Autonomous weapons systerms that rely on Al
algorithms can contain built-in biases and are
prone to errors. These flaws increase the risk
of ciilian casualties, including women ant
children.
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V. Deliberations by States

Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons
51 St refrred 0 the comsideraion of mmx tonomous weapens ysems in the
context of the Convention on Certain Consentional Wea view was expressed

Techn in o Lethal Auonomous Weapons Sysems 10 be.the
pprop orem fo discmsions on he o
52, Several bal

. concerns and the legitimate sel -defence interests of States in
Tlnion tosnch wespons. They o o hat all elevant ctors wee epresenid,
with the that arca.
53. Several States weleomed the fact that the Gmup of Governmental Experts had

fields

tween hi

i
tetnaogial and dpln . However, several States called upon the.
o urthr sirngthen inclosiiy in orde t relec mare dverse views.
54 et S et o e s o e Group of Governmental
erts to date had led to progress and convergences. Among the most notable
1

in the Area of|

Governmental Experts on Emerging Techno Lethal A
Weapas Syl ad comrgenc srouns o RN 5 s

expressed regret a the slow pace of progress.
5. Several States welcomed the mandate adopted by the 2023 Meeting of the High
Contracting Parties 1o the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons that the work

ubsetivesport o te Sevenh Review Confrene ofthe High Conrcting Pt
0 the Convention in 21 everal States called upon the Group to avoid further
ey and v bt e e i o e

56 Looking e cll v e ﬂm_m e

o the basi taking into account the
it It was lsosuggested that General Assmbly Tnluton 1 b
taken into full account by the Group. Several States suggested that the Group focus

an clalying how oxiting o, cspecialy meraationdl humanstarian . pplicd 16
It onomous wespons sptems Adiionl suggsed s of o meuded

stren dd
mmmg, and eshnial and governane standards or sfe nd responsible
 use of as well as prohibitions
it
1 a Fa group of ©
periodically ated to lethal

SSEWRIRHBP Re2923 Wsion of the Group of Governmental Experts on Emerging

and 2. Avaiable st
o Weapons-Gron-o

ey amods 15 Comsenton on ¢ e Conent

Governmenal Exparson, Luba Auiononor Systems_(2023)/COW-GGE 12023
2 English pa.
+See COWMSP20237, paras. 20 and 26

 wfuna ()

54 Interesting Facts

‘The Guiding Principles document affirmed by
outlines 11 principles for
of lethal

‘The Group of Governmental Experts on LAWS

was created in 2016 to examine issues related
g technologies

LAWS i the context of the Comvention on

Cortan Conventional Weagons (COW). The

organizations _(induding Human _Rights
Watch, academics, and technical experts).

OWIMUNNY26
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https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2019/9
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2019/9
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2019/9
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW-GGE.1-2023-2_English.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW-GGE.1-2023-2_English.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW-GGE.1-2023-2_English.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW-GGE.1-2023-2_English.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW-GGE.1-2023-2_English.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW-GGE.1-2023-2_English.pdf
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2023/7
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2023/7
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2023/7
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autonomous weapans systems and fo assist States in adopting appropriate measures
o respond to specific challenges.
58, With regard to the outcome of the work of the Group of Governmental Experts,
5yl St capresedsupor e pgottionsenad dopion ot protocol 0 b
Comentnon Corn Comentore Wespons i e e of sl oo

ystem: made
an the application of inermational humaniaria faw 4nd best practice reparding
lethal autonomous weapons systers,

59, Several States expressed the view that consideration of the issue of lethal
autonmous wespons ysems i paall proceses atsid the Grou of
Governm
However sovtaf St expressed th view ths cussion v b frams could

i term: topics,

especially i such discussions supported the work of the Grouy
Glneral Assembly " "
6. Several St oed e vl of considerion of el stonomous wespons
Systems by the General Assembly, given it inclusive m regard.
Soveral Stscs welcomed th adopiion of Asenbly esouton T54T,which ihey
e

61, The view lethal o
e by he Dismanen Comiion and - ERTRENIUGHARES ¢ view
il exrsd st heGenel bl o conie g egions

s i ot on el stonomots weapors .
Stakeholders “ "

62, Several States stressed the importance of contributions by all stakeholders, including
representatives of intemational organizations, civil socicty, academia and indusiry, in
tomau: eral Sttes cal

neotaions on  legaly inding insument on Il autonomous weapons systems
should be held n the forum most inclusive of stakeholders
Regional and international meetings
0
Several States called for strengthening regional cooperation and partnership in
order toudvancecommon posion o el stonomous wergons sy 0 tht
!

mc e e monomons wespom oo el those hld 1 Cons et

Iours,the Philippincs. Sicrts Leone and Trinidad 3 Towaso. Seve Sues
iimed o reh
2025 35 well s e i
was held in Austr
Arificia ntlligence in the mliary domain

nal Con

o W Eapont DY ot

64, Noting that arificial intelligence was a key enabler of autonoms several States
referred to the use thereof in the military domain, which could have both positive and
negative impacts. It was noted that artificial inteligence was already being used on

Ao

.
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. Did You Know That

At the time of publishing s eport anly 60
countries shared their position on LAWS wi
the UN.

@D oereivon

A Pact for the Future” is a landmark UN
agreement adopted by world leaders in 2024

mu\(lla(evahsm inernational
al governance. Among the wide
e s sdcresed by e b are
discussions on an instrument to govern the
development and use of LAWS and military
applications of Al

. Did You Know That

In 2023, the member states present at the

hts La

ognize the negative

I and humanitarian impacts that might

from unregulated  autonomous
weapons systerns.

OWIMUNNY26
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the batlefield. A call was made for States to commit to the responsible use of artificial
intelligence in the miliary domin.

65. Several States welcomed initative:

The view
s expresed it niatives rlted 1 che overance o il neligence

0 cnure inclusiviy and
aives should n

Technologics in the Area of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems.

 wfuna ()

The Responsible Al in the Miltary Domain
{REAMY process s a recuring gobal
focued on guicing

sponsible

supported the Call 0 Action published at the
end of the 2024 summit.

. Definition

A 2023 framework that outlines China's vision
for A1 development
goverance. It supports th
‘people-centered Al that benefits humanity,
and calls for global cooperation on the issue.

A 2023 proposal by the US government on

international norms and

military  Al-use. It

regulations for LAWS and decision-making by
s, The proposal s largely based on

current domestic US military regulations. As

o oy 3055, 51 coumtries v igned the

declaration

The Bletcley Declration s an agreement
ued by nires and poltal enties
including the United St

the challenges and risks of Al and for it to be

designed, developed, deployed, and used in a
that is safe, human-centric,

trustworthy and responsible.
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VI

Next steps

6. Several States siressed the urgency of addressing the concerns raised by lethal
autonomus weapons systems through multilateral discussions. Several States
emphasized e imporance of thepinie o onsensus nneglsions on

international sceurity, including on lethal autonomous weapons syst

67. Several States called for further development of the normative and aperational

hal hil 1

called for strengthening the international legal framesork and to further specify it in

relation to lethal autonomous weapons systems, others expressed the view that the

risting el amevork s sffcent 0 address new iy capsblics,

including lethal autonomous weapons syste

8. banySnes xprsod i s h it spproach, ccrin 0 Which
with

ot o s prtibid:whi atersshould beappropraey
regulated. The view was expressed that prohibitions should not be scen as a way to
imior echnoloica nnovanon and shoud ot hindee e s af echmogy for

caceful purposes or legitimate defence pu
Dy el imriimene © efenee peposes

inermations o aplcatle i amed confic, i v wih he ymmmc tothe
Convention on Certain Canventional Weay
« To clariy the application of international e
autonomous weapons systems and to faciltate its implementation
« To fill lacunae in international law, in particular international humanitarian law
0. Those. Legally binding
Several recommendations with regard to is contents. They stated that it should, inter
alia:

< Tcopor lmtat s 0 il o i, (0l o
"

o o s selevin ety
+ Facilitate a comprehensive approach to the ssue

+ Ensure compliance with relevant international law

. Did You Know That

As of April 2025, from the 195 UN member

nly 12 countries
(65 apposdshe e with amither 530840
remaining undecider
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. national

« Address the humanitarian risks and fundamental cthical concerns related to
lethal autanomous wespons systems

« Address issues related 1o the targeting of humans by lethal autonamous weapons

+ Facilitae the equal partcipation of all States
71. Several States made reference to the call by the Secretary-General o conclude,
by 2026, eglly binding instrument t prohiit thal suonomous weapors systems
that functioned without human control or oversight and that could not be used i
complince with inesntional bumaniaian aw,and 10 gl i ater types ar
autonomous weapons systems and the Oct txrznuuun the Secretary-General
and the President of the International o e e Crom, ol o by oer
Unied Nvions sysem acors, neluding Speciol Rspporeurs.

72. Several States considered existing rules of intemational humanitarian law to be
uffiint a that o was v e for 4 e eglybinding insrumen. At
view was expressed that  shared understanding of how existng law, especially
intrmatona Tamaniarian law, appled o mn.n autonomous weapons systems was

ded
Lol claity on the .mmy ek s oy iing e e ocessry
Other States not insirument o ehalauonomous wegpons sysems could
e e peently or egaly inding.
73. The view was expressed that e development of norms and standards for

Flethal

as the
vy forand. The view was b xpresed Ut negotiations o ey n(bzh-vm\lrm
et o lethal autonomous weapons sytems were prematue, Several S
i dered that volitary s could be et o shre bt prcicesand uild
Sorins, bt could only Sere a iteri measures pending negotitionsona lgally
binding instrument. 74, Moving forward, several States called for an inclusive,

muliidiscipl
‘approach, with the buy-in of the widest possible group of States. A call was also made
for regional and subregional action on lethal aulonomous weapons systems. Several

discusions o ethl auanomousweapons sy, “The sopgestion was made that
ratorium on the development of lethal autonomous weapons systems be declared

il the adoption of an instrument o those weapons systems.
Scope of prohil

jons

The view was expressed. that any inssument on bl autonomous wapons
Toiems Should retonte. e seevant robions (hal sieady. oxinct inder
intemational humanitarian law. In addition, many States called for the yruh\bmun of
Tethal autonomous weapons systems that operated completely outside human control
and thos tht could no be aperted In accordance wih niermatonal humaniaian
Taw.

7. Tethal Weapons systems
that could not be operated in compliance with international humanitarian law and that
would render those systerms:

« Inherently indiscriminate
+ Unable to distinguish between combatans and civilians

« Designed to apply force against civilians or civilian abjects

Ao
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* Unable to civilian
i in relation to

injury or e
« Having effects that could not be reliably predicted, anticipated, understood or
xplained

« Having effects that could not be limited and controlled
7, Several St called for te profbitn of el suonmous vespns syicns
that were designed to target humans dir

Scope of regulations

78. Several States called for those lethal autonomous weapons systems that would not
be subject to the prohibitions outlined abave to be regulated.

70. 1t was noted that be taken with regard t0.a

eapons sy depndd n the charterisics of thesysin e pertional

environmen and the user, It was also noted that autonomy existed on a spectrum, and
e o measucs may have fobe areutated fo lethl atonomous eapons

Syt dopending on where they were siuated ontht spets

80, States considered the purposes that such regulation would serve, including;

« To ensure the retention of human control, in particular over citical functions, at
alltimes

« To ensure a chain of human command and responsibility
« To ensure full compliance with international law, including international
humanitarian law, throughout a system’s lfe cycle
1. In order 0 ensure full compliance with international humanitarian law, & number
of measures were proposed, including:
« Controlling or lmiting the types of argets that a system could engage, including
by restricting targets (o only objects that were military objectives by nature
* Limiting duration, geographical scope and scale of use
+ Ensuring human approval olany decision 1 use force.

B 1 of any change
Gorion geosrapmel scope s scae of aperaions nlading trough sl
destruction, self-deactivation and self-neutralization mechanisms
« Limiting the number of engagements
* Ensing due diligene o he implemenaton o the princplesand reivements
of international humanitarian law by the human opers
« Ensuring sufficient predictability and reliabiliy
« Ensuring legal reviews to ascertain that new weapons, means and methads of
warfare complied with international humanitarian law
82. Additional measures were proposed, including:
« To ensure rigorous tesing to evaluate and assass how the weapons system will
perform in the various circumstances of its use

\ tracking and analysis of lethal por

systems

1679 P
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recommendations in the report are not intended to prejude any future negatiations
or agreements and are without prejudic to national positions.

Evolving nature of outer space activities, threats and
related capabilities

1. The Growp ot e i rk i iakig plcs i 8 il goooiial
environment that crées increases ‘misperceptions.
i v g ant o o,

12 The use of outer space has changed significantly over the past severl s
The sace secuity caionnent 10 ongrslly e o e dynaic o
cumwmmn between two super Powers. A incrasing number of S T

o benehs nd essental selvlﬁes*am increasingly being integrated
into various aspeets of essential services (o all States and peaples, such as
unications, cnergy. ransportation, finance, emergency and
apcrations, as well as ot dfence and mtionslsocury. Spac scence and
E:

= p 3 arth
observation systems and satelite navigation technologics, provide indispensable
ool for sutainaledevelopment, Theefoe, evry Sa has an ineest in puring
sabl, secure, sa and susinabl ouer spacs nvironment, and the mieress of
Stesshould be aken ito acount i he elaborton of measurssforthe rsvenion
of an arms race in outer space in all its aspect
13, The Group noted that the elaboration of substantial elements on the prevention
of an arms race in outer space should be based on a comprehensive understanding of
threats in the context of outer space. The Group also noted that fhe perception of

tes.

14 The Group considered all veetars of threats elating to space systems and the

iuns (C))

11 Interesting Facts

similar to the nuclear arms race, competition

d

escalate

Sensions, eading to security dammas where

defensive measures (such as ASAT) by one

ation are perceived as threats by others,
spurring further militarization.

. Did You Know That

In 2024, global government expenditure for

pace programs hit a record of approximately
135 billion US. dollars. The United States
Government spent around 79.7 billion U.S.
dollars on fts space programs in that year,
making it the country with the highest space
expendiure in’ the world The US. was
followet with  government
pendiure o spa(e programs of over 19
billion U.S. dollars

13 Something to Think About

Countres with large milfary space programs
orry hostile attacks on
Cehenanisanerie weapons,or et

Can you think

In the context of space disarmament,

“kinetic" - weapon: systems that
physicaly destroy thei targets though direct
impact or explosions - such as antisatellite
(ASAT) missles or weapons that can result in
the e\

OWIMUNNY26
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« To ensure risk assessments

« To ensure adequate training of human decision makers and operators.

« To promote risk

prevent diversion

« To address environmental impacts

Other issues to be included in an instrument

83, Several States considered the contents of an instrument on lethal autonomous
weapons systems. beyond prtibiions and reglaons.

Such an_instrument could

oA f the 11 guiding.
of Governmenat Experts on Emerging Tschaclogie in

‘Autonomaus Weapons Syste

« A technical annex, to be updated on a regular basis

by the Group
the Area of Lethal

« An obligation to implement the provisions of the instrument in domestic law

« Regular reporting by States on their implementation of the nstrument

A monitoring process to review the implementation of the instrument

* Measures for investigation of and redress for any suspected, reported or

documented violations of the instrument

4 unsuth

d use of lethal

weapons sysiems

« Capacity-building

Risk mitigation measures

84

g k
spessments and miigaton mossures should ake i

abligations and respect national jurisdictions and capacities. Several States called for
‘mitigation measures.

should be part of the

e conon oF e

account_existing legal

5. A number of risk mitigation measures were suggested, including:

« Retention of a responsible human chain of command
* Effective life cycle management

« Comprehensive testing

« Prevention of unauthorized access, including of non-
« Operator waining

. of ethal

State actors

systems, ensuring the possibility of termination
+ Safeguards, such as data protection
« Well-documented safety procedures

weapons

56,
could be shared on # voluntary basis,

Ao

.
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84 Something to Think About

Some states have proposed implementing risk
mitigation measures to reduce the potential
harms of LAWS. Through W,
international restrictions have been placed o
other types of weapons, including a

blining leser weapors
e jespread use. What
eton o shtecive stateqis rom tvse pok
efforts could be applied to the case of LAWS?
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Other measures
7. The view was expressed that technical standardization was critical to ensuring the
compatbiliy of ethal awonomous wespons systems with itenatonal o, and that
Instute of lectricaland Eletronics Engineerssandard 0072021 coud be vt

eference. I was noted that transprency and confdeneebuilding measres could play
7ol in addrcsing concerns relted 1o Jethl autonomots wcapons systms. Sever
State ighlighied th imporisne of ifentionalsooperation and capaiy uiing (o
Failitate the meaninglol ngagement of Sttes in moltlaeral discusions related &
lethal autonomous weapons systems and to faciltate risk mitigation.

Observations and conclusions of the Se:reury-cenernl
irous views received for the present report are cvidence of the strong

88, The nume

incres i [ehal atonomous wespons systems of Sites, intcrationl arganizations

ity Thre s Vidopread secoption o he deletrion et il
hav

autonomous weapons systems could manitarian, human rights, legal,
Security. rechmalogical amd il perpectves, There i whiciprend cancen ot
Those weapons systems have the potenial 10 change warfar sgnificantly and may

5

S o even ot s et Pomeworks

9. There i widespread recognition that human control s essential (0 ensure

responibilty and ccountabilty, compliance ith nematonl o and cticl
need o mar

ot over e s o orc: Machines it bve the pow ddm:lelmn o ake
man s ar poiiealy unsceapible and moraly repugnant and sovld b
banned by international law.
9. There s stong et me s rnning ut o e nermation oy
.1 ot o e concuion,

by 2026, ufu\:gu”yhmdmgmgh\lmcmmpmhlhl\klm\ autonomous w
Systems tha Funcion without human Contol o1 oversght and that cannot be usd in
complsne vih ineraton! umanitaian . and to reglate al athr pes of

syt tonomous targeting of humans by machines is
marl Ting that mus no be rosued: 911 ote i his egand the cuhent mandat of

the Group of Governmental Experts
on Emergin Technologes in th Avesof Lethal Auanomous Weapons Systems n

the context of the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons. 1 call upon all High
Contcting Puis o th Connton o ok gyt il he mandat s soon
o povuble T culapan  uhr S v 4 pat i he work of he Crop
baerver ud o urgenly consider adhcring t lhc Cbn\cmlon inorderto paricpate
ecall hs s to the.

eed for pmycmvc
e rales o mtrnationsl T applicable i and I call

pon st e very pportanity 1o ke rogrss i s rgars
92,1 encaurage the General Assembly to continue s consideration of the matter of
Ithal atonomous wepons sysems. Wi s e universal memberhip and wide
Substantive scope, the Assembly s a venue for nclusive discussions and

© Dmﬂ matters

npvnscd i oo ndraen i 0 g under e s ol A—

Consulations on he mattrs ased 1 he pesent epor. The Sumait of th Futur,
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o be convened on 22 and 23 September 2024, also represents an important opportunity
o buld momentum tovards he conlusion, by 2026, of o lgally binding instument on
lethal autonomous weapons systems. The present report can serve as a reference for the
ok of he Group of GovermmenalExperts, o wall s forany futre proceses on Kl
autonomous weapons systems.

h
specificall to lethal autonomous weapans systems, i is essential to fully implement
ting international law, including international

applicable o those To that end, 1 call upon all not
yet done so to tatify the four Geneva Conventions and their Additional Protocols, as
well as the core international human rights instruments. All States should strictly

stid b i bliguions vt inteatonal hmaierisn aw and nermtions
human rights law.

Ao
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Annex T

Replies received

A. Member and observer States

2070

Andorra, Argentina, Bolivia (rlunn.non.l State of), Brazil,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Chile, cuador,
1 Salvador, Guatemaa, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panamay
Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Spain, Uruguay and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

[Original: Spanish]
24 May 2024]

‘Twenty-eighth Ibero-American Summit of Heads of State and Government,
Santo Domingo, 25 March 2023
the so

and i of

autonomous weapons
The Heads of State and Government of the Ibero-American countrics, gathered in
‘Santo Domingo, Dominican Republic, at the twenty-eighth Ibero-American Summit

‘Emerging technologies pose specific challenges to international peace and
Security, and raise new questions about th role of humans i warfare. A holistic

meaningfl human conol i equird 0 flly asess he i, el umaniarin
and security implication

As

conflts, tho s ncd fornew proibitonsand teulations uided by neratonal

law, including international humanitarian law and international human righis law, o

roimded e principes of hamanty end the s o pUble S ence: e

principles of distinction, necessity and proportionality; the importance of individual

responsibility for serious violations of international humanitarian law; and ethical
rspectives.

n international law,
enstrined inthe cn.m o the Unied Ntions, temaioeal e rights v and

o s Tt by eveping and svenmening e memstonal Lgs!pamenert 10
a5 t0 prevent the effects of displacement, the injury and death of civilians, and the
destruction of civilian objects

1 is pdramount to maintain meaningfal human control 1o prevent further
debumaization of war and ensure inividua ccounabily, e esponsibilsy of e
State and of non-State armed eroups, and the human rights of victim
Ierootmercan Saes e acielypartiipatd indiscussons o he

xperts on Emergin, the Area of Lethal
Airanomos, Wespoms Syatmss wiibn e Famenork of he Consenion o Cortin
Comnonal Wespors. A groupa s s prseed emens o fre
somative remework i & tah verson o7 ool VI e the ek ofthe
Comentionon Cersin Comveniorat Weapor Somt St i the regton hevs s
Joined the Statement on autonomous weapons by 70 Sates at the Unined Nations
Ganerl Assemily n October 2053
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Furihéimore, the Declaration of Buenos Aircs, issucd at the seventh Summit of Heads

24 January 2023, highlighted the Proclamation of Latin America and the Caribbean as a
Zone of Peace, signed at the second Sunmit of Heads of State and Government in
Havana in January 2014,

“The United Nations Secretary-General, the United Nations Special

Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions, the Special Rapporteur
o the rights of persons with disabilities, the United Nations Special Rapporteur on
contemporary forms of racism, the International Committee of the Red Cross, civil
Society,

autonomy in called upon States t0 negotiate a legall
binding instrument in that regard.

In thsommurigué of the an Americanad Carbhean Confrc o
the Social and Humanitarian Avtonor eapons held

i Bebaaey 055, he Slegores o he reonsecotrmed the Hie nd challnges
posed by atonomy n weapons systems, s well s th need for  egally binding
internationa!

gt b ol

Echoing
acknowledge the need for further actions to:

Collaborate to promote the urgent negoti

fon of a legally binding.
intermational instrumen containing prohibitions and regulations on autonomy in
ludi

international humanitarian law and internationl human rights ax, and ethical
perspectives, as well as the prevention of the social and humanitarian impact that
llmmomy in weapons systems entails;

Commit i actively paiipte inordor o sdvane common posiions and
urthcing o acgova
Contifue and strengthen cooperation and partnership with international
1 il ity organzatins. scadnis and therrelvan sakehlders, o deaw
upon their relevant expertise and support;

mong States to

that could be promoted in the framework of the Conention on Certain Conventional
‘Weapons and other multilateral forums.

Argentina

[Original: Spanish]
[24 May 2024]

rscing consilers it imporant L begin by ecogniing he o ks and
lthal autonomous ce with

iatcrmtional haanivaran v th protetion of hman digaity and huan ights
i) conemy, neneiona mmvuy sy, ad pescskeepig. Arrns =

committed to preventing

o e remtont et e e brosdon lcchr\alogxcul

‘The Convention on Prohibitions or Restictions on the Use of Certain
‘Comventona Wespons Wich May Be Deemed o Be Becssvely njrous or to

e Indiscriminate Effects is the appropriate forum for discussion on the topic,

Eivn o s sim and atson d-E1re aré 1o fote the progrssive developmn of

Ao

2
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2

inrmatonsl bumanarin e and bl he constant st o e devclopnents
in technology and weapons. This forum is also relevant in terms of its experience and
representativeness, as u hn eld discusions o the mater fr 10 yars,with o asic
agreements having b i inludes the S wilh he ighes vl of
tecologel e opment e sctor. Hower e scogizs ! discusion i ttr

forums may be benefcial with egard (0 universlty, nkages and synrgies with ol
{opic of dseusion,ssh s yberseurty. bour, ransport and il sl propery.

should be guided by the principles of distinction, proportionality and human

responsibiliy in the use of force. As  general rule of governance of the application
of arificial inligence o autonomous weapons sysems.a balane should b srck
between defence needs and humanitarian protection,

Avsein belevs it s mportnt 0 prescre s disinton hnwc:n

roibiton s eulaton i he develon

franeer ofsuh systems. Wi a0 mguhmm mc gcncnlvrmclvlc o et
ool over

eapons yams I oddton . ottt mﬂebe:uﬂ\clzmknaw]eﬂge and

information to understand lethal autonomous weay . hat the uncioning

O suh sysems b soscsned nd tat 1 deelopmentof s goronc biass b

avoided.

Argenting maintains that States should comait themselves to updating their
systems for rogulating the export of military and sensitive material, including
il echoloies n xder 0 preven the prolferstion ofthal atonomons
n zms i 2019, Argentina submitted two documents (CCW/GGE.112018/WP.2
0 CCWIGGE.20I51WP.) it which t ndesored th oblgtion s conduct
weapons assessments in accordance with aticle 36 of tocol Additional to the
Genevs Comveroms 13 Augen 1519, and gt he veeion of Vi of
International Armed C
weupons sysems Sould imclude sicte edurements with gard t aseoing systems

assessment crteria shared by States. As highlighted in the document, it is important o

o’ technologial upablis o cring o sscsments In s e, he
T

Argentin, 4 gt of 8 group of 13 counie (Argenin,Cose Rica,Ecee
v, Gua Nigria, Panams, Per, he Philppines, Sicrra

Eeone Crugusy e m= St of P sibmited  proposs o o ovocol Vi 0

ihe Conventonon Ctan Comventonl Weapons e ey 2022 seson of he

Group of Governmenal Experts onIethal atronomous weapons &ysems, In May

2023, the secon ssion o the Group ufGnvcmmn\lal Experts on lethal

auor held in 2023, th

Lersion of  protocal VI contaiing updaics and revsions. sking it account the

Uiscussions and praposals rom he March 2033 scsion. More couaties have Joincd

the group, including Chile, Colombia and the Dominican Republi.

ers it important to p that are focused on
lethal autonomous weapons systems and take into account the diverse economic and
technlogica apailies ofall S, n ordes 0 v pproaches it it he e
and technologics. advanced.



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/WP.6
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2018/WP.2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2018/WP.2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2018/WP.2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/WP.6
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/WP.6
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Ay ptential messuresconidered shouldnethor it ooy the iht o Sty
access. develop. ire, produce, use autonomous
echmtogicn. aclofing deveiopmens i seneiy i penc,
Lasily, in order o advance sustainable and equitable international security
standrds, th promotion of the ffctve reultion o ehal auionemous wespons
binding inst as political

dec
programming benchmarks and shared military doctrines.

Austral

[Original: English]
May 2024]

Australia appreciates the opportunity to make a submission to the report of the
lethal ,

78241 on lethal
22 December 2023

In Australia® L we pr “

humanitarian, legal, sccurity,
technological and cthical perspectives and on the role of humans in the use of force”
benefis of | syst

Australia’s submission outlnes our views on lethal autonomous weapons
systems under the following headings:

« Legal considerations
~ Application of international humanitarian law
- Undertaking legal reviews
~ Human involvement and control
~ Hamessing technology in support of interational humanitarian lav
Risk mitigation measures
« Ethical considerations
+ Accountability considerations
+ Sccurity and technology considerations
~ Cybersecurity vulnerabilities
~ Profiferation risks
« Unintended biss

« Australian Defence Strategies

. efforts on arificial intel A

autonomy

~ Responsible Artificial Intelligence in the Military Domain

~ Political Declaration on Responsible Military Use of Art
and Autanomy

al Inelligence

seventy-nind-sesson-2024

Ao

2



https://meetings.unoda.org/ga-c1/general-assembly-first-committee-seventy-ninth-session-2024
https://meetings.unoda.org/ga-c1/general-assembly-first-committee-seventy-ninth-session-2024
https://meetings.unoda.org/ga-c1/general-assembly-first-committee-seventy-ninth-session-2024
https://meetings.unoda.org/ga-c1/general-assembly-first-committee-seventy-ninth-session-2024
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Austria

2024]

Austria welcomes the opportunity 1o submit s views for consideration by the

[Original: English]
[24 May 2

Secretary-General of the United Nations, pursuant to General Assembly resolution
787241

On 29 and 30 April 2024, Austra convened the internationl conference
“Humanity at the erossoads: utonomous weapans systems and the challenge of
regulation” in Vienna
The Chair’s summary of the conference reflects the fundamental challenges of
‘autonomous weapons systems as relating o the nature of human control,
I
humanitarian law and international human rights aw. It als reflects the ethical

jgnity of femands.
Stemning from the principles of humanity and the requirements of public conscience
Like the International Commitice of the Red Cross, we consider the current
international legal ramework as fully applicable to autonomous weapons systems,
bt ot suffcienly developed 1 adéress al thes hallenges. The comploxies oF
crsuted auonomy i weapons systms i unprcsdented chllnges regrding

the applica
e e e b o ke s o ol
ethical concerns related to autonomous weapons systems.

international humanitarien law, but also to international human ighs law and
el rinial ew, ich e elea o o e i klcod o

autono conflict,

Gl wse within the relted Icchnnlﬂglcs e o ol of e T b
design and development of such sys

Autonomous weapons systems present global risks (o peace and security,
roups. Against

of an arms race. In this context, they can lower the threshold of war and lead to
unintended escalations.
A fundamental humanitarian, legal, security and ethical concern is the risk of
humans losing control over the use of force, while it is humans who will continue to
bear the consequences of armed conflict.
Jmous weapons systems may present challenges in attributing
rcsl:onilmhxylornuwks Proliferation of autonomous weapons systems to non-Statc
Sroupsand ther vislnt ators may escalatesecuiy risks in armed confl
o e

“These profound concerns and risks concern all States and all parts of socicty.

The nec

humanity to maintain pesce and sccurity. The technology scctor and industry should

be partners in this endeavour of striving for leal clarity

Al relevant stakeholders, including Stats, the United Nations system,

international and regional organization, the technalogy sector and industry, academia
nd il society pla a ol and shoud b closely invalved i the muliloerl efforts

Towards th regulation of autonomous Weapoms ysiems



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Hamanty b o 8 romrunds nd it come g o adds e chillnge of

his could be the “Opper of our generation.
Expets fom various ieids have been warning sbout th profound risks and severs
comequences for bumanty of an wrsgulted autonomous wepons st rce
Irmationl effrts st o thechaleng o el hose syt S . they
have not been commensurate it Teanee of i doelopmens
Detcemincd paiea eaderip s drgenty necdod o s end

Austria strongly supports the joint call by the Secretary-General of the United
Nations and the President of the International Commitiee of the Red Cross of

5 Ocaer 207 g Member St 1 egtatonsof s e gl biding
imstrument to set clear probibitions and restrictions on

and o conelud such notnions by 2026 At reses e rgeney o e moter

st rom u egal,cthca and ssury perspectve. A o Srongly suports
ihe ot tat utonomous wespons systems e adresed ithin e frhcoming
document A Pact for the Fu

Inthe lightof he spcd o echnslogicl proress on sutonomous wespons
systems and the work already conducted on the issue within the United Nations, 2026
¥ an approprate trgetdate. Ay further delay would he negatve repercucsions o
the impact of such an instrument.

“The Parliament of Austra adopted an all-party motion on 17 April 2024 urging

the Government 1o continue 10 strenuously engage at the multilateral level for the
negoiion and adoption of an ntermational egally indin insiumen 0 sl
autonomous weapons syst

fora legally binding
prohibitions and regulations. Autonomous weapons systems that cause effects that
amnot be adequately explained or predicted or sufficiently controlled
unaceeptable and Wwould violate international humanitarian law and must therfore be
prohibited. Autonomous weapons sysiems that select and engage persons s fargets in
at violates the dignity and worth of the human person as well as the
principles of humanity or the dictates of public conscience are unacceptable and must
b praivid, Al thr storcmousveapons e hou bereulied inrcerto
the view

o hs e are contained in he working papers submiied t he Group
Govbrmen i) Expens on IAhl Serohors e wespoms sy 1 033 s 2024,

Meaningful omar be achien
by combination ofseveral condtions. ncluding: 04 tncionl ummmamg of
the weapon system; (b) an adequate assessment of the context in which the.

o b and s aseds and, resuling from thse Fctors, (€)1 may n
be st with regad ta he duration, seographical area numb:r Df:nglg:mzms and
types of targes. M I able.
B eas he oreseabl e of 1 mendad wa o ot o et ot ol ot
“There i a requirement throughout rescarch on and the develapment, acquisition and
e of sutonomous weapons systms (o contanily eview andteassss any possbe

s and modifications in their functioning, with regard to the fulfilment of the
Conditons isted sbove. This should inchude echieal aspects Such 5 machine
learning and any datasets upon which system functions are based.

This uld be embedded
inermions! regulxmry ramewrk that il et rview ofhe implemanaion
of human control is
e v oo s eapon St s e e el
principles are proteeted in their design, development and use.

Ao

s
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Another layer of regulations concerns messures thatare related to artificial
itllzece sl s, e g e eyl nd sl o

sy A A m: mfé\y of such
in particular with regar Linteligence-
Speciic vainerailics and proffeation sk

Accountability for the use of force and its consequences cannt be transferred

to machines or algorithms. The rules of international humanitarian law and

intenatioal buman igis o rc adresed 1 popl, individaly and colectvel:

Accountability as 4 legal requirement can be achi

Coniol. Tn paricala, K requires that thos aihoriing he se of force can expiin
 preds avoidan

accountabiliy gap.
Finally, autonomous weapans systems can be characterized as systems, which,

once activated, select targets and apply force without further human intervention. We
do not see the need to continue to use the qualifier “lethal” as we do not see this a5 &

justifcation
ot dat bt aso gaint iy

i the Lot unomous Weapoms Sycm and the Chllnge
of Regulation, Vienna, 30 April 2024: Chaie’s Summary
Alban, Armenio, Auic, Blgium, Chie, Cosa Ri. Copris, Democralc
Sepblc o the oo Georgl, Hungur. Il Kb, Kot
Licchenstein, Mad i of Mok, S v,
S i st remacves wih s eboion i

‘The Conference “Humanity at the Crossroads: Autonomous Weapons Systems and
the Challngs of Regultion”s1 comened n Vienna, Ausria on 29 and 30 April
2024, . Uni

e oo

implications of and challenges reaid o Autanomous Weapons Syses (AWS), s
well s possble avemes fo address them. More than 1,000 parteipant, incuding
from 144 State, attended the Canference.

The Confrnce rovided o i cxchans ofviews thous gl
1 delivered by
Fkcholdon: The oo pome rprsen eyt Confoence Ch
v andare presented wihou prjuic o thepostions ofSaes and other
the

Sakcholaer

Conmenc e el om e Comforone werte

Autonomous Weapons Systems (AWS), which — once activated - seleet targets

and apply foree wilou e umaninesentio, s oneens oIl i

and security perspectives. Fundamental challenges relate to the nature of hum:

ol ey o the overl ompanty af kh s o

inermaiona o ncluding iiernation! humaniarin low UHL)and mrnationl

Human ighis lw (IHRL). hey i ticl conces regading e digniy of the
 face moral demands from the principls of humantsand equiements of

The public consience.



https://www.bmeia.gv.at/en/european-foreign-policy/disarmament/conventional-arms/autonomous-weapons-systems/2024-vienna-conference-on-autonomous-weapons-systems
https://www.bmeia.gv.at/en/european-foreign-policy/disarmament/conventional-arms/autonomous-weapons-systems/2024-vienna-conference-on-autonomous-weapons-systems
https://www.bmeia.gv.at/en/european-foreign-policy/disarmament/conventional-arms/autonomous-weapons-systems/2024-vienna-conference-on-autonomous-weapons-systems
https://www.bmeia.gv.at/en/european-foreign-policy/disarmament/conventional-arms/autonomous-weapons-systems/2024-vienna-conference-on-autonomous-weapons-systems
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AWS alsa present global risks o peace and sccurity, including rsks of proliferation, alsa o
speed

may notallow for fol ol

ce i all parts of socity,
and have disproportionate effects on those more vulnerable.

New technalogies hold great promise for the advancement of human welfare. It
‘must empower peaple, not dehumanize them. How we regulate against harms from
technology b  bearing alsoonour abilly 0t the boneis of such techologes
Human conto st prval n he s of fore, T legationto mahines
oo over cheh of gt and s and st poue l}m!cnnc:msallo!nx
Cprofoundly challnges ot global socal contract and the UN Char
The e et AWS i ot by he cngoing st
discussions n the GG i the framework of the CCW, the
Confrenee o AWS ovantocd b Conts Ron Loxempoues, Trniesd ond Tobg,
the Philppns and Sirr Leone, 1 wel as refied procescson the brosdr sucs
of Alin the military doms
‘There is strong convergence that AWS that cannot be used in accordance with
trmations o tht e ety unacspableshould b el i
Allother AWS shouldbe approprielyrgulid e so-calld e ch).
“The UN Secteay.General (UNSC), an he reident of the Inenatonal Comitee
o he R Cros (ICRC) have emphasized he gency of egotisting snd adopting
legal
tonomos wapons sy and 1o conciude negoatons by 2026, Theprevenive
action i closing. we supported

this call
The following ponts cmerged fom the paneldiscuion, which e
Chal oms b ot mpovine ot o e ons andregrutons o
Comprehensiely address AW

« The rules of IHL and IHRL are addressed to people, individually and
collectively. Accountabiity s central o legal systems and cannot be transferred
1o machines. Effective governance s necessary (o avoid an accauntability gap.

formed, moralengagemen of hunandecsion makes i th basis ofour
TeEu Hameork povtrisg et of e wh makespeop
responsible and accountable for the outcomes that oceus

« Ll judgmens egardin the s of AWS e sffiet undessandin of
both
and theit predicted outcoms.

+ Systems that cannot be adequately understood or limited to a specific context

cannot be subject to human control and so would not be compatible with legal

use and accauntability.

« The seriousness of risks regarding AWS require us 1o clarify the application of

existing legal rles and to establish clear prohibitions and regulations to.

preserve the human element in the use of force.

+AWS e cocoms o et o IHRL buman ity nd foundationl i
principles and ethics should be a force that drives our respo

+ Ethics have been the main engine in the creation and develapment of law with
regards to conduct in war.

Ao
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Tergting people i s ost presing il s, Furbrmore, AVYS that woold
Tuncion by dsunguishing cchain groups of peopl from othrs would b lsle 0
problons ofbias i th ditases and algoihn hat hey are bt on

« Such problems of bias reflect societal structures and can disproportionately
affect already marginalised groups and lead to grievous error

* Increasing levels of autonomy in weapons systems also raise serious challenges.
with regard to international peace and securiy.

B the isks of
force as well as escalation risks, including by machine-to-machine interaction,
saise further concerns.

Further
proliferation of AWS tonon-tat armd groups and thr vilent st mey
ERclat socurity risks i armed conflich 3 well o n o enforccmens

«In the civil space, countries and regions have developed new legal and
regulatory regimes to address concerns that autonomous decisions that harm
people, without recourse to a human explanation, threaten to undermine human
gniy.

« The Martens Clause in IHL recognizes that the law can develop in relation to
societal concerns and the dictates of public conscience and is, thus, of particular
relevance to the AWS

« Anificial intelligence has the potential o fundamentally change our relationship.

apportunity. through their regulation, to establish shared norms and guardrails
for the role of Al in saciety in order to prevent the most negative outcomes.

W act and to put in
protect humanity.

“These points underline the crucial moment we find ourselves in. Humanity is at
a crossroads

“This is our gencration’s “Oppenheimer Moment™ where geopalitical tensions
threaten to lead a major scientifc breakthrough down a very dangerous path for the

leadership and foresight that this challenge demands of us.
“The fact that the international situation is difficult does ot absolve us from the
political responsibility 1o address the challenges of autonomous weapons systems.
This requires us to build partnerships across States and regional bodies, UN entites,
international organizations, eivil sociely, academia, the tech sector and industry.
Austria will submit this Summary to the UN Sceretary-General for consideration

or e eport mandatd byt 2023 UNGA Resoluton o "Lt Auonomos

opportunity
provided by that resolution and to ssbmit i views o he T Setrenny et
intheir

Views: We sio nvie st o ssocite themacles Wit thi Summary.
“This Chair's Summary affirms our strong commitment to work with urgency

and with all interested stakeholders for an international legal instrument to regulate
autonomous weapons systems.
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Bulgaria
[Original Bnglish)
25 May 2024]
Bulgaria welcomes the opportuniy {0 submit its views for consideration by the
SecrsanyGeneral o he United Ntions, nsecordance with esoluion 79241 o
d by the General
22 Decomber A5 W eguesen e Secrin Conera o ek vion o wayi m

ity eehnalopsal and e pempeetver and o T ol of o i o
of foree”.

Bulgaria

el
technalogies in the area of lethal autonomous weapons systems within the framework
R Resrctionson he Use of Certain Conventonal

s Which May Be Deemed o Be Bcssivelynjurious or o iove
delscnmmalek" cis oup of G Expert
el oo weapors s 3017 B has boen paricipating
praactively and consructely i the iscussions by aharing s views and 10cas
he lightof

technology, military effects and legal and ethical considerations.

Having a 2 of

regulation of autonomous weapons systems, in October 2023 Bulgaria joined as o

o-sponsot of Geners Assy esoluion 79241 on ethal atanomobs wespons

systems, through which

o th ntmationl ommunity 1o addres te hallenges posed by auonomons

weapon systems.

Wall" 8 ildres he reated. chulenges and concerns they
perspec

Being  strong proponent of the tworir approsch, Bulgaria considers such an
spotach o ofer 3 egimte and ovousble frmenrt to ddss the rlted
challenges and concerns mout wespon syt fom bumenincien,

e ey echnaogiea nd Sent pepecte

‘The two-tier approach calls for  distinction between (3) autonomous weapons

command: and (5)wlonomous weaponssytems eturing sutonomous funtions.
and, m

wcc\ﬁcall% cmaionss b o,
e pplicaton ofnermational humaniarin aw s t (e ber f e wo-

e sppone, wich

conformity with xuch o T ogutaon o st veapons s an he

ot hnd: e th proces ofthes declopment and e 1 be condcied in il

ccordance with ntermations hum nd s ke priniple in paiclar

e rieiptos of iintion, rapentonay and petadions i atack, A

time, such regulation mum et e oo o and mplememaon of oretn

‘weapons system.

Ao

2070



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Bulgaria, together with Denmark, France, Germany, lily, Luxembourg and Norway,
mitted g

has subitted guidance on possible concrete types of messures and policies on the basis
of the twa-ter ﬂvnmach 1
“The role of hum;

Human conco s cenal t0 complince i inemational humaniarian o and he
ethical acceptability of autonomous weapon syster of such
weapous sysis Ml sompies with ibcmaionml m...,n.m.“ hw ....u i by
rinciples and to avoid any accountability gaps, human cont

o rved a
etined e various phasesof research nd devcopment, ednon,doposmen md

Human conteol can be exercised in a distinet way during the different phases of

the life cycle of an autonomous weapons system. The extent and type of human

conrl 0 be xered over an awonomous sysem o guarante compliance with
emational

environment, the ntricate characteristis of the weapons system iself and i
capabilities and capacities, as well as on ts intended use and the asks to be performed.
The targeting pracess requires making a complex assessment of the conflict
nviromentand milfary oblective o b aievd narder o veritythat ansack
s mational h
borinaon of s oo oo wpon s o i ary bty inthe
respansible chain of command must be assured before the authorization of use of
force i issued.
Applying D
systems and assessing the lawfulness of the use of force by such a system, prior 10 its
authorization, is 4 complex process, which requires humans o ha

A dep and thorough ndesandin fthe copuitin ad oo e
Fthe

system in
P whichan stonamous weapans sysem s amkipted f opeat and 3
aficenteve of mllgenceabout the miliary trge, ts snancing

e af et sl of e e petformanc e eins.

« Approval and validation, before every mission and operation, of rules of
@ !

2
contralled and proportional use of military power on the basis of the norms and
requirements of international humanitarian law deseribed in detal n the
planning process of the specific operation. In any situation, the use of force must
be controlled and restricted to a commander's initial intent and 10 the effects
needed o achicve military objectives.

Operationalization of the two-tier approach

Bulgaria considers the Canvention an Certain Conventional Weapons to offer an
appropriate international framework for discussions, exchanges of views and the
sharing o expertise among & boad ange of stkeholders on s and conceps o

us dimensions related to emerging technologies in the area of lethal
Sutonomeus weapons ysterns such 4 techaology, milimry offets, nfecaations] lw
and cthics.

 Working paper submitted by Bulgaria, Denmark, France, Germany.

taly. Luxembourg and

Noreay, sl s ey anod rg oo on. Gt Conventon
pons.Group of_Gavernmental Expers_on Lethal Autonomous. Wespan. Systms._
(020 CON-GOE 2034 Wb 3 p.



https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
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s Chicofthe Consntion n Certan Corsntors Wespors 2024 Blar s
committed to underlake every necessary cffort o facilitate the work of the Group of
Govemmmental Expers i aduancin th deliaatons o fh reguation of sutanomous
weapons systems and fulfilling its mandate to further consider and formulate, by
consensus, aset of clements for the establishment of an instrumen,
i this endeavour, the Group of Governmental Experts profits from several years
o in-depth, sound and well-grounded discussions, previously adopted reports and
dozen ofworkingpaers hathave encouragedSaes  builduponsared

s of
nenee T mn»erg&ncc on lhc o approach o on provitons o
e ok ofhe Groun

in recent years.
Bulgaria will continue its proactive and constructive work within the Group of
Governmental Experts in an effort to promote further canvergence on the two-tier
approseh on the basis of prohbitons and egulations. Carifying the ontent of the
twotier approach in existing law and its application o autonomous weapons systems,
within an instrument, is a condition for effective regulation. 2
Regarding the form of an insirument on lethal autonomaus weapon systems,
ularia stands ready to support the start of negotiations and the adoption of an
additional protocol (V1) to the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons, on the
basis of the two-tier approch

Canada

[Original: English]

2024]

In ts resolution 78/241 on lethal autonomaus weapons systems, adopted on

22 December 2023, the General Assembly calls for the views of Member States and

bserver Saes on uch syt ner laon ways o adirss h eed chalenes

and concerns they raise from humanitarian, legal, security, technological and cthical

perspctivs and on the ol of umans l)lc e of fores, ot puroses of
submitting a substantive report reflecting the full range of views received fro

et o Comerl sttty s sy i s o o o o

‘Member States.

At the seventy-cighth session of the General Assembly. Canada was pleased to
support resolution 78/241 and to sce it gain the additional support of 163 other Stats.
We view thi esolution st ppropriateprogresion o th font statement on eth

it the of the General

Nesembly, which Conada also suppored:
‘Canada appreciated that the language within resolution 78/241 was refined

New York
resolution could go further in asticulating the importance of algorithmic biases, for
at hase of lethal 1

that the resolu the ned for compl
international humanitarian law and reinforced the two-track approach (regulation and
largely been
for an instrament of the Group
Exper i: e found
Comenion o wentional Weapans ~Group-of_Governmental_Experts on Lethal_

tonomos Wespons, Ssems. G020/CC-GOl 1-350 P 3 i
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https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2024)/CCW-GGE.1-2024-WP.3.pdf
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Expers on lthl utonomous wespons systen, esabihed unde the Convetion on
Frohiiions r Restritions o the Use of Cerain Comntional Weapons Whic M

( Be Excossively Tnjurious of 1o Have Indiscriminate Eflets, in which
Connds o actvaly cngased Cannds would ke o sce reshuion 75241 aken o Fll
account by the Group, given that it highlights the Group as the “central and unique
forum to per Tethal system

General Assembly resolution 78/241 also represents the wider interestin
discussing lethal autonomous weapons systems within the United Nations sphere, as
further emphasized by the reference to autonomous weapons systems in the

Pact for the Future.

promise hat new andemergin tchnologieshod or the protection of ivilas in
impact of

mernational
ity Connin sgrce ht e s eopoTiealconidestons ahoul b ke
into consideration in future discussions.

porseproviing s of Carads s o8 moch et ok sited

ther States in the spirt of collaboration and advancement of international

discussion un!hxxmplﬁ Further discusions re neded to xamine th potential

» weapons

e e ol s b s oAbl ot haman-meine

ekeraction 0 the rols aad princples applioabe o the developmeat, deployaneod
in the area of lethal

Comad secomnize th et e o apions o srcss ptcti
“That said, it is unclea

s wags it win e o mmtons ek e e o

eck to ill and, consequently, what a new treaty might entail.

Canada is of the view that all discussions related to lethal autonomous weapons
systems must be anchored in ensuring compliance with existing international law,
inclding international umaniaran aw. This implcs {hat 3 weapons sysim st

e
¥ degree of human conirol and acoountabliy would o b omplant ik
international humanitarian law,

A & next step, consensus should be sought on reaching o common

andersandin o what “human ivolvement” would be equited n arder (o wespon
systems to be compliant with international hum; ough fu

cevion s et a1 e et of e concep. St coukd grse an
here he i shoud be drwn beiween “Tully autonomous weapons sysieme” (<.

that lack
ematon oo o 1) wespons s whese avomomy 1
‘accompanied by appropriate human involvement and that are therefore able to
‘maintain compliance with international humanitarian law.

From Canad's prpotiv, s conept i coely et 0 gicing
e 11

Fperta Apprapriat human involverment must be maiained i he se of orce. T

accordance with article 36 of the Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions of

ed

12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Vietims of International Arm
. legal reviews
imeans of methods of warfure, to cnsure compliance wih interational humanitarian

ot e i ety loment e i e matona et v of



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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all new weapons, which cnsure that weapons systems meet Canada’s international
legal obligations. We also ensue sirict adherence to international humanitarian law
throughou the life eyele of the weapon.
Another area to examine is how the conduct of reviews of article 36 i linked to
ensuring that appropriatc human involvement is maintained in the use of force. From
Canada’s perspective, humans - not machines — are respansible for the use of force.
art of the life cycle
weaponssysems would renderresposiiliy fo dcision-making difficul (o rce,
which is one reason why Canada is opposed to such systems. Military commanders
e secounable orall s of ot et ocur ande hescommand, whethe by a
Human subordinaie o  macine. We se h e “invovement” asincompassng
ot uman udgmen and human conirol: 1 5 o vew that armed confit shoud
o Fondimenaly o aman e The shring of 8ood practies woud b
Togical first step in this area.

The concepts of predictability and reliability of lethal autonomous weapons
systems should also be further examined by States. States appear 1o differ in their
interrtation of o measurss of predisabilty should b splisd 0 sch s
With the
el o Aol eppen e sl e e oF s wespon That s,
sponsible militaries adopt a range of methods to enhance predictability and reduce.
collateral harm, in order to ensure that weapons systems are only used in accordance
with international la.

Corada s ofthe vie sy i wcspors s st s rom g
level of trustworthiness such that the level of unpredictability s sufficiently low, and
dhat any ks may be micgted by approprsie masures il hose managed
ntional weapons. Canada would support broad ranging consensus
e ncuding e Flowmg
« Weapans systems based on emerging technologies in the arca of lethal
autonomous weapons systems that cannot be used in compliance with
international humanitarian law are prohibited.
« To be compliant with international humanitarian law, emerging technologics in
iheares ofIthal autonomous weapons systs st maiian a appropiste
vel of human involvement.
ol polcis doctnes, s and proccsesdhod b updtd o
re that e technologies are used in compliance with applicable
cematonal
+ Stakeholders should engage in the voluntary exchange of information on legal
reviews fnew wespons nd merging chnalogies nhe e of el
autonomous weapons system
A primary concern for Canada remains the potential for the inclusion of
unintended or intended biases in the development and programming of autonomous
functions
systems may

the  peace and
that Canada held with Indi and civl saciety

partaers on
related to lethal sutonomous weapans systems, including the issue of collateral harm
© in conflct hat "

power d biases.

In additi States have. a the moral and ethical
i of Canada is committed

s im0
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e advancing intenation! discusions o Il avonomots weapons systems that
take into account all of these concern

Finally, Canada wishes o acknowledge the invaluable contributions (including
rescarch papers, data prescntations and interventions) made by civil society and
international organizations to help advance discussions on lethal autonomous
weapons systems.

Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecu
El Saivador, Guatemala, Kazakhstan, Ni igeria, r.n-m., l’enl,
Philippines, Sierra Leone and State of Palesti

[Original: English]
24 May 2024]

Overview

few of the objectives and purposes of the Convention on Prohibitions or

Reaictions o the Use of Cerain Comvenionl Weapons Which My Be Decmed
0 B Excessvel Injuious o o Have ndisrimimte ffcts, commonly kno

n on Certain Conventional Weapons, among which is "to continue

he Conieaton ‘and progrssive development of the rules of intenational I

appidbl i amed conflie” 1 grou o O 16 Tike-minded High Contracting Partics
The Convention comimics to ocallonall i  Contacin Pates o expediously
Siress the ssks d <hallenges posed by auionomowt wespons sysems during the

Sessons of the Group. of Governmental Expers on lethal sutonomous weapons
systen

T sroup of 16 raffiems th
and hei impactf th changing ladscape of warfae requit the develapment of
legally binding rules and principles, including regulations and probibitions on the.
development, production, possession, acquisition, deployment, transfer and use of
autonomous weapon systems without meaningful human control or i the absence of
compliance with international law.
In this context, a group of 13 delegations first proposed and submitted a draft
protacal VI on autonomous weapons systems to the July 2022 session of the Group
of Governmental Experts, In May 2023, the group o 13 delegtion submiced
evised drlprotool V1 duringih second aanul sssonof e Group witha fow
i proposals of e session
e March 0552 The Stoup of 13 delgations b st reeneed auppon rom
three more, namely Chile, Colombia and the Dominican Republic.
Structure

Draft protacol VI aims to address the ethical, legal, humanitarian and sccurity

regulations on autonomous weapons systems thal may serve as a basis for the
negotiation ofa legally binding instrument. Drafl protocol V1 also emphasizes

caling for 8
available
Sibmiwion doce

March e

or



https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/20220309-G13-Written-Submission.docx
https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/20220309-G13-Written-Submission.docx
https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/20220309-G13-Written-Submission.docx
https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/20220309-G13-Written-Submission.docx
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r autonomaus i designed
e et Sondueyataes ows e mning Tl ma coml 3

“The draft protocol includes a preamble and eight articles: (s) General provisions:
0 Clancteizion ) Prlibiions: () Regiions: (¢ Rovew of v

0 Risk mitigatior mpliance; and () Consultations of High Contracting
e Thoss araccs N htghe o owing proisons

«First, the proposal offers simple characterizations of “autonomous weapons.
systems” and “meaningful human control”-

« Draft protocol VI establishes a set of prohibitions to the design, development,
produstion.posssson, sequision, eploymen, st o e ofatonomous

luding
o et anaot be st s manner ha oot b predics EpINCE
anticipated, understood or traced.

interventon snd dscivationofatonomous wespons sysems. I mphasaes
the capacity of hums type of targets, duration, geographical scope
sl e Iunvuhmmcnccdfor:lcurvmccd res o be put n plce o
{nform and ompower humans i exering contol over Aonomos weapors
Listems. Rigorous testing and lmtations n dat processing cemplexty are
also mandated to guarantee understandability, explainability and pmmcubllny

« Finally, the draft protocol contains a mechanism for regular reviews
menden o <o ot it and el s e b of changing
technological and sccurity environments

This draft rotocl VI repesents a significan st in proposing a way forward

d present a
suggested Tegally binding instrument on this
matter. It invites all interested parties (o engage in constructive dialogue t0 further
develop and strengthen this proposal.

Recommendations

Reconze that new leglly binding riles and prinipes are needed 0 safguard

gt e ks and chlnges pocd by acmomous wespons s, given
Tecognaton ht arent termone homamaran o doc no old

S Srowers o th hamanaran, gl and shicl uesions s by sueh paems

(b)  Affiem that responsibility and accountability for decisions on the use of
force must be retained by humans since this cannot be transferred to machines;
Affinfethat context-based human judgment and control are essential to
ensure that the use of autonomous weapons systems is in compliance with
interational law and in paricular international humanitarian . Therefore,
Tegal

dgments sbotthe seceptaily o o ffcts ofa atal It mustalso cnsrs tha

‘ human user is legally and morally responsible for the effects of an atach

(@) Call for the initation of negotiations on a legally binding traty to regulate
autonomous weapons systems as soon as possible. Said negotiation process should be
i iving al

e 3, availble at hrps/docs.
s Group o Goverament

vy s rgComenton o i
Somem Ry COW G 2pat

Erpers on Lol Autonomass Nespons

s



https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.6_2.pdf
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‘under the Charte of the United Nations, other disarmament conventions, international
1

environmenta regulations, among others.

China

[Original: Chinese]

[23 May 2024]

Lethal autonomous weapons systems are a product of seientific and

iechologcs devslopmentan o the ne evoluton i miiry afi. They are
both a matter of national defence and security and a mater of humanifarian concern.
Thcre has becn rowing atntion 10 and undersanding of he isues isd by suh
systems on the part of the fonal community. To safeguard the common values
i meret o i, T counes vt she respomeiy and thesecury and
development e ffectively munag hesecurity,lga.thcal ng humantain
o e vy il hgenee.

China has al role in discussions
6 govermanceprcetscsand s actvly concbued o govesanésprogrananes

Since 2017, China has paiipaled i succcsive mesings of the Gro

Governmetal Expers on Emerging Tochnologies n he Area orl chhnl Aulol\umou!

Wespons. Wi th Convanion ramewark, Chin pt onward a posionpaper on
regulutin miliary applications o ariicial iieligence. In Otober 2023 Chinese
i Ari i

Gonermance Inbiacve. Th Tiaioe mphasize hat h developmensof atifica
inligence sholdcomply with sptabermatione I tht i counrics,
especi P 14 b prudent and spos

ving el meinsene v Rycriiiestcivs
o mallgence i shways ander uman ool

Chio ke he view ot i paris should ek o prven e ams e d

hould aide oy thepinipe of ol common anduniversl secury i dsing with

xh:vssucal]chl Jous weapons systems. It opposes the use of such systems
v dbsolute millary superion sy and egemony. China mimais ht

First, the C Certain Conventional isthe
appropriate forum for the discussion of lethal autonomous weapons systems. It is
importat o uphold e pinile o onscrus i th ek of nertonal sccuriy
Diseussions within th Convention framework have continued o make progress. and
the Group uf(.mvcmmcnml Expershasplyed o consrctive ol n romoting the
ran positions
araltparties have m.am o comerge o2 Senainchenton many s 10 2023 the
fected the unique

oo o Comenon ek Agi s ko sy oty s st
orr s by promotng ot o o e discson of el oo

e e e o e v ove s e

"  ch

practical control measures. Lethal autoromous weapons systems involve very.
complen ssues, he more diffue he discussions,the more concern and hffesences
will emerge and the more difficult it will be to make substantive progress. Priority
should be given to discussions on definitions, with a view to first reaching an agreed
understanding on key elements and technical characteristics as a basis on which o
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formule rgeted messures ad negotate 8 kgl binding incrational nsrument.
eapons should not be discussed in_isolation_from

el oheraise, ey wil dverge fmm e ongmll “ntntion of umaniarian
La o

arms control, conflate the concept of lethal autonomous weapons systems with that
utonomos weapons ysiem. complicne e eue and fher sl the discussion

“Third, the application of the relevant laws to lethal autonomous weapons
systems should be fully studied and demonsrated in the light of technological
Intemational humanitarian |

Conventions and the two Protocols Additional theréto,is fully applicable to all
eapons ystems, includinglthal aanomous weapons ysems, However, hre i

manitarian la
adequat hall by lethal e
et level of d:v:\upmzm  uch 8 whethrsch s v e by b

disrininse and make jonal decisions in a batleficld environment
el Saes should imnovate responably and ake eTecive prevenive

measires 0 cnsir thi he use f e fcchnalgics i he fck of etha utonomous

apons systems minimizes harm to civilians and fulfils humanitarian purposes and

dhjentves

Fourth, tiered and categorized management is a reasonable way to deal with the

issue o ethal sutonomous wespons systes. Th itroducion of blanketbans ot

restrictions would undermine States” legitimate defence capabilities and even

ieht to the pesceful se af these technologios China beleves thatconsideraion

should be given (o classifying lethal autonomous w cither

accepable” or “unaceeptable” For thos deemed ~umaceepiable” ,cumvllrmhun
Tollowin

ol e rocoton Bl Laver Weapor. For hre deemed “cecpable” |

ihe esessry ik iton s should e ke, Chis s s popss
unaceepiable lothal

Wiling o conine explrin this e it prie

hina will ontnue (0 upholdthe it ofopennes, incusiveness and muual
luammg communction and xshanges wihll patcs i e

eran Con
o on suesconceming 1ehal astomortoms éapor ysiems and oy
Safeguard and promote international peace and security.

Costa Rica
(Original: Spanish]

[24 May 2024]

A 8 el counrysnd unsed oo, Cot o e s

commitment 1o gl with respect for the Charter
ofthe Unitd Nition and ermarionts . Thiscommimént wet reReEid i he
o' ol e st o theLati Amran end Carhean Cofrece o he S

‘and Humanitarian Impaci me 02023 n s sctve

paricipaion n thecor o ot tred Genesl Avsemily elunon 7924 5

Tehal stonomos weapons stems. I espons o the sl b th Serctry-General
oo Tegall

binding instrument (o prohibit autonomous weapons systems.

Ao

3
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Need for a legally binding instrument

The tm “aonemons wespons sysiems” is prfeed o that of Il utonomous
eapons sytms” because ofthe nerpre tation, hared by the Interatons Commitee
the eapons.

of the Red Cross and several States, that lthality depends on the use of
Cystem rather than on s design. Such sysicms. rase porant ﬁhlul nd e
uesions spcilly n eaten o e lmid aiy 1o make comextapeif

decisions, as humans would. This gives risc 1o doubt
et o, meluding memstons oo o a0 memanons Homan
rights law.

“The current international regulatory framework does not have all the answers to

the legal challenges posed by autanomous weapons systems. Costa Rica therefore
advocates the complete prohibition of autonomous weapons systems whose critical
functions lck meaningtul human contl, ncludingsystems with funcions hac

cannot be predicted, explained, anticipated, undersiood or track

Costa Rica supporis the implementation ofa Igally binding nsirument that
integrates

fes o ntrnationl la. Tumanitarian law ..m
inematonl law and

as h o Ty slont whh e o el cosertons. Sochon
approdch seeks 0 ensure meaningfal human contral o allsages and t0 promote
transparency inorder ofs

‘against historically vulnerable populations.

e from a Costa
Rican perspective
Meaningful human control as a central pillar

Costa Rica is of the view that autonomous weapons systems that do not allow the
‘maintenance of human agency, including the prescrvation of human judgment and
intervention, over the use of force, cannot comply with the principles of
international law.

Ensuring meaningful human control requires, for example, the ability 1o adjust
gt depending n the vionmens,decve e sy when ey

restrit the autonomy of the system. In addition, the scope, selection and distinetion
of targets shuuld b regulated,taking into account sspects reltin 0t and space

It must be possible o understand and explain the system’s functioning in order o
uphold loga requirements and accountability, arrbute esponsiviy an
reteospectively explain ts actions.

Asgnmentof responsibiliy and accouniabilty Cosa Ricantes with concer e
Tack of clarity in U of "
oo Seapons sytom s i coulh wesken o sirimston of eponsiotiy and
facilitate impunily in cases of breaches of international law, including international
umaniaian aw nd nermatonal human righis law. It i csenial to ctaplshing
clear mechanisms that ensure that the decisions and action taken by these systems are
iracesble and bl 1o uman decson makers, his ensuring sccouniabiy
respect for international norms.
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Acquisition and use of autonomous weapons systems by non-State actors

Costa Rica is particularly concered about the consequences of non-State actors
Sequiring and vsing sutonomous wespons systems. AL the ntematonl and reionl
lexels, countries have

condeming acuvm:i et promete o and o iy s Towever e
devlopment of uch sysems could provide criml groups il means of
Gerying tcir m...us, oo s Tean Tk 10 ol bty and sy
Such syiems coukd be usd 1o protet drug tranapot, contol ey, shack poise
and emergoney orces, and even vl

‘The specalization required for these systems could lead to the proliferation of

eybercrime groups, as autonomous weapons systems are vulnerable to hacking. This

ould result n the manipulation of their programmed functions and targets, rendering
fosterin '

regional stability and international efforts to promote security and peace.
Advancing technology for peace

Theprlfrion of oo wespons syt rcatens lotalpsce snd
Cost Ric s dosply concernd abou he potetisl of sch systems 0 provoke

contlc. Suh systems snable warfaro without hunah ity acervention,

phenomenon that cald 1ead 1o arbirry atacks n vioation of eenational 1

e desclopmentof suh syt i gt n s e

ted in the

Charer of the United Nations and in andmark interaaiona reancs ha Foste pesce

Costa Rica advocates the use of emerging technologies for peaceful purposes,

of technologies that promote armed conflict.

onsiderations Delegating life-and-death decisions o autonomous weapons
systems is unacceptable, as doing so reduces human beings to mere data points and
contradicts fundamental  cthical principles. Costa Rica fosters  technological
development that respects human dignity and universal rights.

Final points
ended mandate must be established, within the framework of the United
Netors 10 e egottions an  lgally binding imeraial srument on
autonomous weapons
+ The negotiations on such an instrument should be focused on prohibitions and
human control,

war and ensure
sesponsibilty, thereby promoting compliance with international lay., including
ernational " law,
addressing ethical perspectives and the prevention of the social and
humanitarien impact of autonomous weapons systems.

« Costa Rica hl!hl\gms !hc s conce oot he sk andchllenges poscd
by autonomous cd for such systems to
2 e ersand sl gl e e At g
humanitarian and security implications.

« The matter should be approached from a mulidisciplinaey perspective that
ensures respect for the fundamental principles of international law, incorporating

Ao

om0
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well

clear rionalit
as,inter ali, ethical considerations and environmental regulations
« The negotiation process must be inclusive, ensuring true representation of all
States inolved and allowing the partcipation of al stakeholders, including
civil society, academia and the private sector.
Communiqué of the Latia American and Carbbean Conerence on the Soclal
and Humanitarian Impact of Autonomous Weapons

s to a
e e o ot e s of mane et A bl wndemtonding o i
et of utonomy in eapons syt and is impact on meaninglul human control s
required to fully assess the ethical, legal, humanitarian, and securiy implications.

As nebt weapons technologies continue to be developed and used in armed
conflets,
intemational law, including international humanitaran aw and is principles, and
‘erounded in the principles of humanity and the dictates of public conscicnce, as well
‘s ethical perspectives.

In acandance with intermational law, including the purposes and principles
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, international human rights law and
ernat tarian law, the s called

I
1o these threats by developing and sirengthening the international legal framework so
a5 10 prevent the efTects of displacement, the injury and death of civilians, and the
destruction of ivilian objects

It is paramount to maintain meaningful human control to prevent further
of warfare and E

responsiblity.
d Caribbe par
disusions ofthe roup of Goscnmenal Exprs on Emcring Technelogics in the
of Leal Avonomous Wespos Sysens, within the ramevore f

Comventionon Corin Convenonsl Weapond. A g0 of Soen vresenled clements
o Ttore osmatve e ork and o v vesio o 5 prfocer ¥ under he
ramenork of 1he Convention on Cetan Comventional Weapons. Some il
region have also joined the statement on sutonomous weapons by 70 States at the
United Nations General Assembly in October 2022

Furihéimore, the Declaration of Buenos Aires, issued at the seventh
‘Summit of Heads of State and Government of the Community of Latin American and
Carbbean Statson 24 Januay 202, ighlighted the Procamation of L America
and the Caribbean jgned a the second Summit of Heads of State
nd Govcrmment i Hevin n Janoary 014
“The United Nations Seretary-General, the United Nations Special

Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary exceutions, the United Nations
Speial Raporiur e rights o peronswithdisbilis e Unied Natons

1 of ra

o Ral Comr it iy o SR sormunty o cudom have npresed
concern about sutonomy in weapons systems and have repeatedly called upon States
10 negotiate a legally binding instrument in that regard.

h del fihe d the risks and chall aby
autonomy in weapons systems, as well s the need for a legally binding international
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regulations to g human
control.

Lai and Caribb the need

for further actions to:

Collaborate to promote the urgent negotiation of  legally binding

ratona srumen it rofibitons xd sglatons with g o utonomy
caponssystens,in order 0 nsure compliance wit nernationl I, nluding

incemationat and i well

the social i hat in ems

2 Commit to actively partcipate in order (o advance common positions to
further such negotiations;
Contifue and strengthen cooperation and partnership with international
and civil society organizations, academia and other relevant stakeholders, o draw
upon their relevant cxpertise and support;
Contiue discussions among Latin American and Caribbean States to
develop possible recommendations that could be promoted in the framework of the
Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons and other multilateral forums,

La Ribera de Belén, Heredia, Costa Rica

23 and 24 February 2023

Cuba

[Original: Spanish]
[25 May 2024]
Cuba supports the urgent adoption of a egally binding interational instrument
that probibits the manufacture, possession and use of fully autonomous weapons and
cgulates the use of semi-autonomous weapons, including drones.
Discussions on lethal autonomous weapons systems under the Convention on
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May.
Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects have taken
into account the legal, thical, humanitarian and sccurity dimensions that arc
important o the High Contracting Parties (o the Convention.

the sessions of the Experts on
Tethal autonomous weapons systems held between 2018 and 2024,

Webel

Igalybinding instrament s incldesnot ol probisions n uly aanomoss
weapons systems and regulations on semi-autonomous weapons, but also a general
reguiement 0 maniin meaningial hunan Control i he e of free and the

» ith 1tis our hope
it with s new mandat o fomulate 8 et of cements f an nstrumen, the Group
of Governmental Experts will deliver angible results n that regard.

The use of autonomous lethal weapons cannot ensure compliance with, o the

observance international law, in p
humanitaria [, inclading s prineples of itineion and proportonaly.

The use of fully autonomous weapons wauld preclude the ffcctive assessment

of the responsibility of States for intemationally wrongful acts. The very nature of

utonomous weapans fender it el af mpossible toatbute esponsily 103

Ao

anm
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Siae o individul inth event of nlawful st imolving th us ofsuh wespons.

Machines cannot replace human beings in making the most important decisions in
AR h oy ke EE o bt o s
s the key fact

prohibition or regulation of autonomous weapons: the greater the autanomy and
Tethality,the sircter the regulatory framework.
Egypt

[Original: English]
23 May 2024]

pons p pe:

sccuiy and i severalbumaniaria,legal and ticlconcems that e o be
sed, nsure the conformity of such weapons with interational lav

24 emaonel i ara o, el e e codiml nCpIesof

humanity, necessity, proportionality and distinetion.

The United Nationsand i dsrmamnt machiery eresent e oy cffcive

oot hpecialy Snee ehmorsgen developments soninc o sardyoupace

the necessary regulation a the international ey

ERypataches et importance 1o whansing the ffot ofthe red Nations
T84, hich

onme gm st owards oeng it o he

omemots eapons st ond vt o sl ppomnty o i ied

Nations Member and observer States to dnnclly ngage m determining how relevant

challenges and concerns are to be addres

In the same vein, Egypt welcomes the attention paid to this issue in the policy

briets rpard by he Secrsary Genral of the Unied Nations n the context of te
enda for Peace and the Summit of the Future, and supports including clear

bines on i mporan o e owicome of e S

Eaypt also believes that the second agenda item that s suggested for the

Disamament Commision i s 2024-2027eyee rpreene o ood sportniy 1o

e necesmy somtive Tamework Fovueig o s gl dorim he corent yce
of the Commission, which rcymscm: e deiverative pllar af the United Notions
the

Exports csblshed D e Comvention o Feobibion o Reseionson the Usc
ional Wespons Wnich Moy Be Desmed 10 e Excesvely

arionsor o o Indcrimimate Efe

‘While Egypt acknowledges the importance of the relevant discussions within

the aforementioned Group of Governmental Experts on lethal autonomaus weapons

ystoms. i segres that progres emains quie minimal and ht o angibl sl
jave been reached. This is mainly due to the continued misguided belief by some

S ot o sl omimane - sbvtoge e B v o nd

restrict or prohibit the malicius uses of such technologics which arc inconsistent
humanitarian law or stap the P of such

technologics.

I this regard, the main elemens that underpin the Egyptian position an
autonomous weapans systems are as follows:
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Egyp(a of the view that pursuing a two-ticred approach comprising the prohibition of
flly sutonomous wespons and the regulton of oter miliuy spplications of
artificial

The alarming
and rsuiesurgent action,incling hrough s egally binding prfibion of
of the United

Nations i his proposa for  New Agenda for Pece.
Needless to mention, this prohibition must be based on a clear definition of the
term “fully autonomous lethal weapons”™ to exclusively target weapons that can

opnt wikoutany maningul bumancoivol o nervention, o without
effective verificat

e .qulc international iniiatives on the development of guidelines and

pplications of artificial increasing
Enerauions sarences of o sssocid isks. Nevashess, (e f 3 e novd 3
tesmlne thse ntatives and bring them under the Uited Ntions umbrlla

oid
g i abiary crtonahovergh echaams o enposng ny 13pe

regarded as o substitute for the objective of concluding 2 legally binding prohibition
on fully autonomous weapons.
“The ceayraliy of the principle of humsan responsibilty cannot be
overemphasized. The risks and concerns associated with a weapon that can activate
itself,autonomously select and engage ts targets and take o human lfe without direct
human control or supervision are simply unaceeplable. Accordingly, autonomous
ystems must remain ‘human control

e umantesponsibilty nd scounbilty from he prspective ot mermatonal
law, including international humanitarian |

Regardless ofthe type of weapon systems that deliver force, delegating the

decision 0 take  human e to machine s uncticland represents o grave
Violation of international humanitarian law. Even if an algorithm can be

programmed to determine what is legal under
international humanitarian law. it can never be programmed to determine what
i ethical. There is also a need to ensure the responsibility of States for unlawful
or wrongful acts caused by their use of autonomous weapons.

Morcover, it s ey 0 vt hat il sufvar, lgritins and dsgns
invlingthe oo of il nelgene shnaloges nd mach

Icarning techniques i the military domain remain subjcct to human revision and
he principle of xplainabily troughout thel s cycl.

Egyptdiivocates for a balanced and realistic approach, through which we
cial inteligence

an all continue to benefit from the new opportunities offered by ari
applications, h

I this regard, we sires the importance of building the capacity of developing
couniries and bridging the huge gaps in this domain.

Ao

anm




6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Ao

s

Fiji
[Original: English] [25 May 2024]

MlheKEDuNlcnh-m I 0 submit s
of the

Ut Nt s v Generl Aoty cton 8331 o o

onamous wespor g sdopad on 3 Docember 3025 The reston

requesis input from countris and stakeholders on ways to addrass the challenges and
from humanitarian, legal, security.

technological and ethical perspectives.
Challenges and concerns

i sl anddevloping St we s declyconcernedshout e o
ethical, moral, legal, accountability, environmental and security issues associate
it aonomous wespons, pariculry as they affet counics T he slabal South
and the Pacific. The development and use of autonomous weapons systems pose
eniheam ke tht e b sessed argeny.

Autonor i
»

P
» law, The
be

undermined by the use of machines making life and death decisions. This substitution

of human judzment with machine processes raises fundamental ethical concerns.

‘There is a clear danger of these weapons proliferating globally, to be accessed

by non-State actors end used for criminal activities. The Pacific Islands, with their

unique vulnerabilities, consider this a major concern. The risk of autonomous

yrepons lling i he hand o on-iaeacors i paticlry slarming. s t ould
lead to increased instability and violen:

Historically, military technologies have caused lasting environmental damages

he desclopentand s o uonoos wespons s kel 0 cotinu s rsnd e

automation of-

s potetialy exding ‘osignificantenvionmental arm, There i mouni e
evidence that training ar nelligence and moine eaing modescaris

e Toe

artificial intelligence could substantially contribute to climate change. At a time when
useof

autonomous weapons could further degrade our planct.

Alsorilimi bisin suonamous wespors s i o oncen, ey
for historical »
ende n ot s et o i bt o o
e ondot o seneors o a0 Tore can embed syomic e o the
decision-making processes of autanomaus weapons. Evidence from civilian
el h

that marginalized affected by
The also criical,

casily assigned to . as they do not

bavedietcomol overwhen.whereand agaiss whom th wesponsaplyfre. n

context of armed conflct, where the fog of war already complicates

accouniy, momomous wespors would rter mdermine 2o hokd
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Ao
perpetrators of violence accountable, This lack of accountabilty would make it even

‘more difficult o provide justice to victims.

M dividual

reducing them to d i
Tvilene e b g ond e s
Addressing the challenges

To address the challenges of lethal autonomous weapons systems, we call for the
immedise start of negotiions fo » leglly binding instment on suonomows
‘weapons. This instrument should enfort

(@) Prohibitions on weapons systems that would target people;

(b) Prohibitions on weapons systems that cannot be used with meaningful
human control;

() Regulations on all other weapons systems to ensure that they ar
effcively contolled, undersibod and e in the brca and duraton of thir use:

Include regulations to prevent the proliferation and unauthorized use of
autonomaus weapons
iampacts and ensure that mili held

accountable for th immediate and both
o tavkonmtot aod s

he General Assembly s he e forum o these ngoraions nsiring
States from all corners.

T ine slobe g tha e views o amal nd Sevlopin o heord 1
the same time, we recognize that it is useful to continue dialogue in all appropriate
e s s he e bty o 1 0 e e he
Gro ermmental Expers on Iethal stonomous weapons sysems o s orum
e c‘ma\m o ighen vt T i e ke commes e ar vt e

enion on Prohbitions or Restrictions on the Use of Corsin Lunvemmnal
Weapons Which Moy Be Desmd o Be xesively njurious ot ol

well a

Existing mtmations bumanttarian law 5 inadequate 1 address the challnges posed
by autonomous weapons,

e st with e 109 St uporing ¢ egaltybinding e o s
the issue of autonomous weapons. n his New Agenda for Peace, the Sec
General of the United Nations urgemlycalls O Staes t adopt s reaty 1o proibi
and regulate autonomous weapons sysiems by 2026. In October 2023, the Secrelary-
General and the President of the International Committce of the Red Cross, Mirjana
Spluic, calld on S o “urgenly esblh e nemationl s on

onomous weapon systems, to protect humanity”.

‘We are grateful for the opportunity to share our views and recommendations on

and decisively Tegal [

d
forefront of these efforts, ineluding their appropriate remediation to human lives and
the environment. The future of global peace and security depends on our collective
action against the unchecked development and deployment of autonomous weapons.

s
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Finland
[Original Engish)
123 May 2024]
Finand s o oo 0 8 o g sl dted | Py 2024
resolution 781241 on I
sysems.adotedon 22 December 2023, n wiichthe Assembly et the

States”views
challnges andconcerm thy v from hamanitoran ugav Security. technalogical
‘and cthical perspectives and on the role of humans in the use of force”, and submits

e naional viws olined blow.

e adoption o ncmationsl principls o eglationson the iy e of
it intlligence and autonomy, including lethal autoriomous weapons systems, is
Rundamental toensuecompliance with incrnaional v, 1 inereas secury and o
1o cnable the

tional I

national with int

i h
international agreement on the development and deployment of lethal autonomous

s St e Concion o nierational nsrument, without
prcudging its natur, with the widest possile group of Sates, including couniics
dcuclwmgvvwducmxnndmmgsuh capons, and forsuch an nsirment o have a
e impact i pracic. inland setiely cngags, i the work o he Group of
Governmental Experts an ethal autonormous weapons systems working unde the
Comntonon ribions o Resriions o the Uss of Crtain Comenons
‘Weapons Which May Be Decmed to Be Excessively Injriousor fo Hav

Indcimiate T, and sipports 15 e i Tor coniang e dcsons
future imtrument. Additonally. ofher nfiatves to ensure the safc and responsible
ey v of i neligease ad Autoasmy ey 1 s vse b ot ok
conirasens he abjectives of the Group o Goveramental Experts

Finland emphasizes the importance of adhering to international law, including
international humanitarian law, i the development and deployment of lethal
autonomous weapons systems. It s vital that humans retain the decision on the use of
fore. Lethal avonomos weapons systens (ha canot comply ith e rles of

intton and preesion re probb6d under cxing mierbonal o and should

necessary to enable the development and use of new technologies that comply with
international law.

hal be reg .
tier approach ‘and regulations. Th h seek

Outlyutonomous wespos s it pete without anyform of
of command (i.c.

etting thei
Chjectiveeswithout any haman vlidation of thei il programme or thei mission
framawork):
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" vty shoud e ndrstond s

(b) Regulate the development and use of all weapons systems having
avonomann Teres-or Toncpones enowing. (et somplones ih e s
Principiesof ntermationa . The framework should incude provisions 1o guaraniee
approprie. el of human invohvement and sccounabily. wnsparency and
forsaailty i estngand oeraion, gl reviws an risk milgtion messrs in
the declopmen prode ,yurchu&: nd deploymentof el sionrnons wespns

s Resliton thoud e idress spece techlogics a0 eh. bt any
oion o thoss tehmelogos it v oS Wik nmation romanann
Taw. This allows also for regulations t sustain the test of time and developments in
weapons technologics.

France

[Original: English]

123 May 2024]

In France’s view, in order to adequately address the challenges and concerns
raised by lethal . & wo-tier approach

b drving  la istinetionbeween bl tonmous weapons syt fr which

can be provided ith international

o oo rd v o v weapons sytems "l more concreie

s, France considers that

h used in
seonrdane with insnation! humaniaria w shoukd b proie, Wospons
systems fullingunde tht caegor ocude h fllwing: () syt h

oheretly indiserminte (1) syoms whose fcts anmot e e, anteipated or
Contralic: iy systems capabl of cusing superflous inury or nnecsssry
Suffering: and (iv) systems operating completely outside human control and &
responsible chain of command (i.c. “fully” autonomous lethal weapons systems);

Lethafbutonomous weapons systems (o which the military command can

action (i.c. “partially” autonomous lethal weapons systems) should be regulated
roueh i plmeniton o ppropin mevires ghont et e el n
order to mitigate potential legal, thical, technical and security challenges.
‘Such an approach primarily ensures that international humanitarian law will
continue to be fully applicable to all weapons systems, including to the potential
development and use of lethal autonomous weapons systems. This approach also
Kkes into account the role of humans in the use of force. notably the importance of
‘maintaining human control as well as human responsibility and accountability. The

law. In this regard, the human chain of command and control must retain the ability
o take eritcal decisions regarding the use of lthal force.

ity 0 peform the given task(s) in a self-sufficint

s i
weapons Taw 1t is compulsory

spatial and emparal imits, huran approvalfo any subsantal modfication of mission
il actin s Mean

it comn

it ntermationa humanitarian i has otherwise b cmured.

Ao

anm




6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Aons

i

In determining the quality and extent of human control, @ range of factors should be
considered. inluing th operaioml cotet, chaatarisics and capabilies of the

hole. In Frar
s ke Tebomed decvons snost he dploymint snd e of nespores o
s have sufint nformation to cnsre ot fore o usd iy osdance it

inicmaional law,given what they Knov bou the potcntal target,th capabl
characterstics of the weapon 1o be sed and the oper iona conest in hich e
weapon is deploed. Human control may take various forms and be implemented at

arious stages of th I ¢l of & weapon. In pariclar, "l he extent reduired by
international humanitarian law, humans mus

+ Have a sufficient understanding, depending on their role and level of
responsibility, of how such weapons systems operate and of the effect on and
likely interaction they will have with the environment, and be able to predict
and explain the behaviour of such weapons systems.

- Defineand vl e of e, s of engagementa  prcise ramenork
fos th mision ssignd 0 the ystoms, i n e space nd by detrmined
eeives st oo e steeton ind oo

« Maintain the capacity to monitor the n:lubnluy and usability of the systems

parameters of the mission.
& posion 0 exrcse ther fudgment with egard o complane with the
Tl and prineples of cmacond]humantaria v i prkcuts he
principles of distinetion, pm’mrlmnuhly and precauion i atack. and thas o
take critial decisions over the us
“This two-tier basis for structuring
el atonemos wespons syt i he ramenorof he Coventon oo
Froniiions o Restictions o he Use of Ceran Comentiona! Wespons Whic s
med o Be Excessvely Inurious o 0 Hie n discriminate Fifets A< key
in: o inermatonal humaniarianla thatseks 0 ik s blane beween
iliry necessity and humanitaran coniderations, h Comvention s he
Lppropriste orum fo responding to boh ibialandlgal s ased by e
oo wespots ot Frihcrmore he Comenon oings gl Sees
cogsasdin e desclopmentof iy st o et imelgence,and i
Slowing for of additional

Final.the Grou of Govermntal Exerts on thl atonomous wespons s,
which comprises governmental experts and representatives of nternational
st S ity 4nd acader, b topether chmiea. iy, fgal
and diplomatic expertise, thus offering a unique framewark to consider the various
dimensions of the emerging technologies in the area of lethal autonomous weapons
systems.

Thus, France considers that the work of the Group of Governmental Experts
must be pursued and ‘mandate, which i to devel i

Canference of the High
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to
Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects to be held in 2026, must
be completely fulfilled. France considers that, based on the two-tier approach, such
an instrument should contain the following clements:

Ap . inter alia, poses of
e Convention on Certain Conventonal Weapons, he 1 guiding pincple agred
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b the High Conrcing Pris in 2019 andth ppiabilyof ternational
humanitarian law to these syste
A sty appicatin et dfnes el ionomons wspons syt

not meet this o lear distinetion
e T stonemons weapom s aperin somplscly oo nman
control and a responsible chain of command and those featuring autonomy in high-
level functions:

oo and el St e sponsbl tall s foc ﬂdhermg o their
abligations under applicable international law:

@ limits and
of lethal in high-
level functions. Such measures could include legal reviews; isk assessments,

adequat rinin (o cnats tha humn decision makers and operstrs sdequney
effcts

imenante o uTheint o con o e ths bmans wilvaysdefne

and validate rules of use, rules of engagement and a precise framework for the mission
Ssiancd 1 te system and make rea deinions over the use of orce)and s chaln
o a b

Mechgsisms that fucilitate consultation and cooperation among Hi
ContcingFartes nd e the 0 excharg, o3 ol yb s, best
Pracices with regard o nations] messures tht they have put n pace to mplement
e requirementscontained n the et
‘With regard o the form that an instrument o lethal autonomous weapons
s coukd ke witha e Fmework of e Comventionon Ceren Comventiona

capons, France supporls the negotiation and adoption of an additional protocol to
he Comventon
Furthermore, a commitiee of mdtv:ndem technical experts could be put i place
st

Hieh Contracing Paric lopments
T the area of lethal autonomous weapans vl e » e vl o
vigilance on the issue, which is by nature prospective and dynamically evolving, and
e, 33 necded, hlp Sttes adoping addiions sppropriste measures 1 i

framewark of the Convention to respond to specific challenges that have not yet been
identified.

Germany
[Original: English]
2024

Introduction

The queionssndchallngesrelted o uiromous weapons systes e
among today' issues n the Potenial
 use of autonomous

i of unintended. I
inamnedcoic, questions eganingtes compatbilly withmemationl i

" particular with he redunrements of intermational umanitaran i, as wel 3
quesionsof accountabily and poial negative et on nermaions securty

Ao

o
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and subilty. At the sume time, technlogial progre, nchding on dusluse

technologies, is needed to increase depth and speed in data processing and decision-
making Wit desclopmet a1 dzplaymem o miliry arifiial eligene and
tems wit mous fun. enefis, as b sion-

ki 5 ot e, stonomy in weapo ,y,xm Comes it beh ok and pove
maniarn chllngs n cases wiere suh sysims r no bing dveloped fildd
and deployed in accordance with international law, in particular international
oo o

Germany highly commends regional efforts 1o fostr the debate on lethal
atonomous wespons systen,such s the ones underskon by Cota i,
Lusembour, the Phippnes, Trinidad and Tobagoand Sierta Lene nadiion. he
Vienna conference on 1 u e erossronds: autonomous weapons sysiems
n th cllnge of reguion (e s vt oo o exchangig v ond

carching
Responsible Artificial Intelligence in the Military Domain process initiated by the
ethrlds andthe Republic o Kore,and i th implmenttionof e polidea
declaratior

oy he Unted Sure. n Gormars e viow, st e poy o mporant

sesponsible behaviour.
Principles and working assumptions
Key principles

Germany’s position builds on the 11 guiding principles affirmed by the Group
of Governmental Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems in 2019 and the.
following pinciples of esponsibl use agreed by the North Atlatc Treaty
Organization (NATO) in 2021 (a) lawfulness in developing and using artificial
intelligence applications; (b) human responsibility for ensuring that the design and
Spetutonf il iligoss iy syioms will b sl

ol cability of arific in the military
dom: by, afety, sceurity and robusies mmughnu the entire lfe eycle of
e wilh anibeil e hienes and ooy And evermabiiy o apprriste
human-machine interaction and bias mitization.
Lethal autonomous weapons systems

Germany understands el autonomous wespons sysems 1o b systems ha, ance
atvated, ar ale 1o ieniy, selec, rack and sply fore o g, while
outside human control and & responsible. and. 1 addition. such
Svms oo it Tor b imrsénton and re apable of scting el
own objectives or modifying their nitial programme or mission framework, without
the possibility of any human validation,

I this context, Germany considers that certain self-defence systems - such as

the Patriot missile system — can and must be able to aperate in an automatic mode

pithouthuman inerendon afies ataton without poingany immatonal
related or

Gesancd to aomatcaly et elecs and e Aargels = ithout other human
interaction when required by time-critical factors (c.g. engagement of very fas targets
e o ey or i the cas af misale defonce) Sytems such 38 hone described
hove arnot o b indntond e aonomous sy, bt s st ytems

ccting and L unlike

omamon s whoe sl v e o ey e
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a key requirement
and use of weapons systems with autonomous functions

Germany considers lethal autonomous weapons systems as defined above to be
incompatible with _intemational law, in  particular with the  requirements of
international humanitarian law.

functions, maintaining a framework of human control is, in Germany's view, the key.
requirement. A responsible chain of command and human control must be at the centre:
of the development and use of any weapons system, including weapons systems with
autonomous functions. The decision over lfe and death must be made by humans.
“The required level of human control depends on the operationl context and the
eharacteristics and capabilities of a weapons system. The conirol of such systems can
be retained through a framework of human control.

The famework o uancontclencompasics o sy the bunan beig. bt

also other measures and

Contrl n destgn and comrel in use). This Famenwark tals

* Data analysis muhods and specific measures to mitigate unintended biases;

algorithms featuring artificial inelligence are based on cthical norms in order

1o avad reinforcing and accrbating cxising Svctores of mequl

 Accounabilty, through th mining ofopeators involved nthe s of wespons
e behaviour of

operated.

« Predictabiliy, through the development of rules of engagement that define the
limits within which the commander and the operator are permited 10 use the.
system and of a weapons lesting pracedure in accordance with aricle 36 of the
Protocol Additional 1o the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating
1o the Protection of Victims of International Armed Conflicts (Protocol I).

il bumanchin of command tat surestha e st pertes
i sl i o e of duration and geographcal s of aperuion.

e o gt o b engaged and sl o pertion

« Technical safeguards such as the ofthe
deployedsysem 1o heure that i operate withi e pem.ma parameters.

« Procedures for reporting incidents that could involve violations of international

humanitarian law.

Against this background, the design of the human-machine interaction is of key

importance a it neds o ensure hat weapors sysems remain subordints 1 he
them. Hum able

e vty I eapan syems o st sh eseryl et in

this interaction, bearing the overall responsibilty.

Tiwo-tier approach related to
i the e f lotkal automamos weapons ystems

In lne with a growing number of members of the Group of Governmenal Expers
Germany remains convinced that the a

proach is the most suitable one to
e complance vih fm’nmcn\mnm rinciles. n view of the sbsiantal
amount of c 1 this approsch, Germany supports

e poghen s b o 1 lowingpropoom:

Ao

s
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« First, consenting to a legally binding instrument in the framework of the Group
of Governmenial Experts that prohibits the deelopment, fielding or deployment
of lethal autonomous weapons systems that cannot comply with. international
humanitarian law and are ipso facto probibited.

. Secm\d comenting i the framework of the Group of Governmental Experts,

0.0 set of regulations of weapons systems with autonomous functions, to ensurc
rivh i v o

dtonl protool o the Convention o Prfiiions o Resticions o the Useof
in Conventional Weapons Whic) med to Be Excessively Injurious

ot o tncaminte et o e ncipmens e o el vt

weapons systems

Germany suppors the creation of an additional protocol o the Convention on

Certain Canventional Weapons that entails the prohibition of lethal autonomous

Weapons systems operating outside of human conirol and a responsible chain of

command.

Group of Governmental Experts on lethal automomous weapons systems as an

inclusive forum

Icrratona i uicua frstions bt v, and e e il
crpetvs e ag e sk of e G of GenemealExpcs. The Grosp

Lrigs togeiher pers fom tion
Contin Comventiona Weapons: meluding Stnes i ccolegiealy advanced smed
forces. I it includ academia and civil society. Germany

discussions held in the framework
substantial convergence and continue 10 contribute (o establishing further common
ground.

Germany is convinced that the inclusive approach of the Group of Governmental
Espets i mportant s 0 s an v oo and s commited
o actively supporting the Group’s work. In arder to include deeper knowledge of

Lechmalogiea developments, he Lobishment o group o tehnical perts may be
an option, os outlined in the joint working paper submitied by France and Germany.
in 2021

Atthe same time, for the Group of Governmeatal Experts 1 live up o its
Germany was
o General 78241 on
lethal autonomous weapons systems, adopted in 2023, and welcomes the report of the
Secretary-General, which takes all perspectives into aceount, as a highly valusble
sxeriae o gaberisingvandpoins In Germany' view, i il belp sgnfiandy
of A
it Hamesork of o Convemion on Catin Comventiona Wespam

Greece
(Original: English]
23 May 2024]
d use of
anificial intelligence and machine learing into wespon systems pose serious
ol lgal, moralan tical concems. From  oliclpin ofview, he

ish the
threshold of engagement in i R huencing eevant decsions



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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The complisnc of fully utonomous wespon systens with inermatonl humanirion
I emins dulous, [npariular, e sompliancs it fudamenl prinipessad
quirements of inrmatonsl hamaitaria L, such 5 he principles nd requ

O nge dsineion. roportonity and. precutons egiing the evohing
environment of  batilefield, raises serious concerns

Gireece supports the two-tier approach highlighted by many countries during the
deliberations of the Group of Governmental Experts on lethal autanomous weapons
systems in Geneva.

In light of the above, we would like to reiterate that Greece strongly believes

Convendooa Wespons Whih May B Do o Be Excniely Inwios ot
v Indioriminste Effs remsins te spproprisi oram (0 confiue dnw»mg the
 conventional ethal
Etonorons wespors e, T Comeno evtwes e necsany eontc
between humanitarian concerns and miltary necessity.

Grssee welcame heprogess ovr he gt s on he v, incuding the
adption f Genral Asembly eslution 74241 onlthal autoncmos v
systems on 22 Desemier 2023, cl Dectrationon Responcie Mty Use

Euperts an ehalatonormous espams sysems n Genevs ad the brond pricipation
inhe et temuional eonference ot “Hurmsnty at e crouro

autonomaus weapons systems and the challenge of regulation” held in Vienna on
55md 30 Aprl 2034,

i addition, the rapid technological evalution of arificial
an s of pramont conter o ot s

that the military fully comply
with apliabl intemaionl aw,in parti

and s core d s, such as the princip

distinction, Dmvunlonulvly nd prections. and with nmational human rghts aw.

e will actively participate in future deliberations on this complex issue and

inth shpin of  ntrmations trument o ensue et utonemots eapons

systems are in full espect of international humanitarian law.

Guatemala

(Original: Spanish]

[23 May 2024]

‘Guatemala considers it important o take into aceount the four Geneva

Conventions of 1949, which set out the main rules to limit the barbarity of war and
ontain sections on the punishment of war crimes in which it is clearly established
that, in order to punish such erimes, individual criminal responsibilty must be
assigned.

I that regard, Guatemala believes tha creating a system that has lethal
capability and is not controlled by & human being i & violation of the right o lfe and
nl\mcmmm\ll humanitarian law, as well as the Geneva Conventions, as the use of
ould make  impoibl 0 aign eponsibiltybecave 0 sharct
s wenpon peried oiouey (o wreg Al e sonc)
Cannot e subject t cminl responsiiy.

Ao
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https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Honduras

(Original: Spanish]
[24 May 2024]

\d the challenge facing
the world in terms of thelr regulation

It is cumenly vy chllnging (o sxer control over such technologies and
activities, are emerging on s dally bass bt the hoding of confrencs i
ity e impoans and 3 et sar Seminare. esises and oo
types of activities should also be developed in order to identify the means of
exerting control and 1o introduce appropriate regulations, with a view to achieving
contrl and aiin the swareness o (e genral ublic o h suh echologcal
tools can be used properly and responsibl

Itis crucial o take into account all the regulations required with regard to the
unfettered use of autonomous weapons systems, without downplaying worldwide
innovations and the great strides made in recent years when it comes to the
implementaion and use ofechology and arificil ntelligence. Albough new

in and

rocedutes undare i some e heneTcat 9 St n e o o ohject 0

Conirolled, ha abject must oy with certain rles hat Tt inapproprise use.
This must be regulated, and artificial inelligence cannot be the exception, as it can
have positive and negative effects, given that the world is constantly changing and
evolving,

Hondurasis aware that the principles of international law, international
buman and the Charter of the United Nations must be adhered 10 in all
prohibitions and regulations that are needed (o ensure that a balanced and responsible.
approach s taken (o existing and future autonomous weapons systems. There i also
anced to raise awareness of the proper use of arificial intelligence, and thus avoid
the such tools and

Itis vitally important o be able o determine and make the best consensus-based
decisions about the regulations that are needed to maintain full human control over
1

countries or regions. This should be analysed from the best perspectives and always

underpinned by the basic foundation of human rights, while avoiding the violation of

such rights. Without regulations that ensure control over autonomous weapons,

artificial intelligence could lead to a los of control over the discrimsinate use of force,

pulting a risk, and violating the rights of, the gencral public

Technological sccurity in modern times is highly vulnerable to hackers, who

may have and act with bad intentions, and thus cause damage to such systems, both

to i teligence ased snollerssnd t xising atonomous espns
hat jeopard;

rrent

Ptk e

In addition, systems are not perfct, as they are vulnersble and prone to

mechanical and operating system failures. It is therefore to be expeted that they will

have anomalies, which could affect human integrity and entire countries or regions.

New techologca systems ars very promising but humanconrl must aveys

prevail, as decisions and initiatives taken in felation to the use of such technologies
st be ocused on upholding buma ights sisiving o ensure eonies wet g
and thus avoiding their dehumanization, as the way in which we regulate the damage
Eouncd by echnelogy has » prafound infuence on ot utre s 5 ity and o
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ability o benefit from these technologies. Human control, supported by technology, is
therefore crucial so that, rather than harming society, such technology can support
s stcamlne il procencs and proceturs ncd b in extins auonomoss
s and those hwed on sl meligecs Wi avonomo
eapons syotems are mwma they select < foree i
il . ervention 1 o ha s o Tl Al and secorty
Concerns. Autonomous weapans systems ao present global risks o peace.and
urity.

ot el toups e st 0 g i e sty of s
technologies underlying autonomos weapons with a view to
Sasint Ses 35ty ses i, endangering peopl's physical and emotiona megrity

As already stated, regulation is uucml o maintain full control over new

ishoolgis sod wionoros sysems. Thi als o ugent and decisive
o il .nsw:ll->Ior¢slghnhnr:l|=lemu portance o such
Gevelopm ankin s resched s crssrouds st which decisions o e

e e o machnes
In conclusion, as a founding State member of the United Nations, Honduras is
. 1t
e cybersceurity o, training personnel and adapting t0 new opportunites
ind e relted hrats Although Honduras has basic slopomous veapons e,
taches great
importance o emiiing mformedsbot such echologcs, el e to ensormg

echnologica! advancs, although helpiul 1o the worid as 3 whole, could pose an
alarming threat to the future of humankind.

India
[Original: English]
2024)
India acknowledges that emerging technalogics in the arca of lethal autanomous
eapons systems raise challenges and concerns. India
These :hl”mgzs and concerns and has part
nsideration of these matters within the framework of
Frohibitionsof Resrictions an he Use of Cerain Comention
Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or o Have Indiscriminate Effects and, since
2016, in the Group of Governmental Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems.

aS
egg

India also believes that emerging technologies can have transformational effects
ives of all people. par reevant
i the case of Such technol

et

India s of the view that the laws of armed confliet must be respected at all times,
The miliary s of emergin eshnologie i he aresof el sutonomous weapons
Systems must be in accordance with international humanitarian I

Without downplaying many of the legitimate legal and ethical questions that
srise from emrging clnlogis i h rc of ol atanomous e sy

Ind he I have he poental

ey e Comenee ek s et 1
‘The Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons is the appropriate forum to

discus sue elaing o crrgng echvlogis i he are ofal suanomons
capons systems, with a view to striking a balance between military necessity and

Ao
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humanirian imperaives. The Conventon can and has brought ogedr elevant
siakholers. I s alo been suecessfl i brnging (ogther relevan cxperts on
o, miltoy and eehmologioatsopecs. The aon and ivrse paicpmion e
mm\bcr of working papers submitted by several countries and the elobal interest in

e discussions further testify 1o the continuing relevance and importance of the
Geliberations of he Group af Gosermments Expers

s India’s understanding that, in generating concepts and & lexicon that capture

some of th lusivecharactersicsofemerging technolgies nthe e o et
p

G o Covermmnte Fxpee st enfeans Thoesecompimments mlode e

11 guding prinipes whichprovidea foundaion! ramework fo sddresing the

ot shallengespoed by ethal sutonomous wespons s, and

omsenon v e by e ioup o s HSh Corvacng Pt the

Convention on Cert venond! Wespons. Parteuar imporiance is atached 10

the conelusions contained in the repart of the 2023 session of the Group.

(CCWIGGE. 11202312), in which it s stated, nter alia, that, without prejudice (o the

future work of the Group that continues to be guided by internation law, in particular
Taw, as well as

relevant ethical perspectives, the Group concluded that:

(@) Inermatonal bumanitrian tay cotinues (0 sply fully 0 the potenial
devel of lethal autonomous

m Wepons !yﬂnm based on emeaing technologies in the area of lethal
s systems must not be used if they are incapable of being used in

Compliance with mermationa humanian 1o

Conttithtegard 0 wespon syt basd o e echoologies in

the arca of | ceded to with

ermtons T, parcenos ertons humanarin o, eloding

principles and requirements of distinction, proportionality and precautions in attack.

The Group of Governmental Experts also concluded that States must ensure
compliance with their abligations under international law, in particular international
humanitarian law, throughout the life cycle of weapon sysiems based on emerging

States should, inter alix
(@) Limit the types of targets that the system can engage:

(b)  Limit the durat
weapon system;

n, geographical scope, and scale of the operation of the

() Provide appropriate training and instructions for human operators.

The Expert
iate”obigions nder mlcmuuonal law, in the study, dwulcpmzm, scquisiionor
adoption of apon, means or methad of warfare, determinatior made

between States i encouraged, bearing in mind national security considerations or
commercial restictions on proprictary information.

sed as a basis
for further work, incorporated in the elements, without prejudging its nature, of any
capr of the Group o

por . an
Governmental Experts.



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/2
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India believes that the work of the Group of Governmental Experts should continue to
s proity o ugnenng ndentandings o charceriation nd (Tiions
relating to emerging technologics in the arca of lethal autonomous w

T imporiance of shieving aniormity in how conccptal clménts relting 1 her
devlopment and deployment are raciically undersiood and iterpeted needs 10 be
emphasi

India supports the consideration of appropriate action to address and mitigate
i the area of lethl
4. An agrecment on isk miigation should take into account existing legal
Higations and respect matona rsdictons and competencs, a5 wel s rlevant
national capaciti
Transparency and confidence-building measures are critical for addressing the
concerns relating to emerging technologies in the area of lethal autonomous weapons

e o importss o e 1o cknaledge et Wember S e
endeavour to
oo srand b king e secoumt e coneerm f 1 Miore mpoant,
dchhcrmml\s o emerging technologics i the aren o el utonomaus weapons

1d not lead to a the It s important
e et otk b commed o Foume ande e exiing ndoten
Efforts to create ground for generating parallel mandates or paralel sets of rules must
be avoided.

Ireland
(Original: English]
[24 May 2024]
Introduction
Irland assoiaes e present. submission wih the Chir's summary from, the
Vienns Confer y at the crossroads: autonomous weapons systems
nd e chalonge of relmon
‘Autonomons weapans systems pose acute isks, including:
« Humanitarian risks (¢.g. faling to distinguish between civilians and combatants)

d bility and responsibility

I isks
under international humanitarian law)
« Scaurity risks (c.g. fuclling an arms race)
« Technological risks (e.¢. malfunction and algorithmic bias)
« Ethical risks (e.¢.Ioss of dignity and dehumanization).
Treland it he priny weapons
systems and the Group of Government n lethal autonomous weapons
et and parcined i eona e bty o i (ORS), th
Philippines (2023) and Sierra Leone (2024).1

ccsssed on 24 My 2024,

A

s



https://conferenciaawscostarica2023.com/
https://conferenciaawscostarica2023.com/
https://conferenciaawscostarica2023.com/
https://dfa.gov.ph/dfa-news/dfa-releasesupdate/33834-philippines-calls-for-indo-pacific-voices-to-address-lethal-autonomous-weapons-systems-risks
https://dfa.gov.ph/dfa-news/dfa-releasesupdate/33834-philippines-calls-for-indo-pacific-voices-to-address-lethal-autonomous-weapons-systems-risks
https://dfa.gov.ph/dfa-news/dfa-releasesupdate/33834-philippines-calls-for-indo-pacific-voices-to-address-lethal-autonomous-weapons-systems-risks
https://dfa.gov.ph/dfa-news/dfa-releasesupdate/33834-philippines-calls-for-indo-pacific-voices-to-address-lethal-autonomous-weapons-systems-risks
https://mofaic.gov.sl/sierra-leone-hosts-first-regional-conference-on-autonomous-weapons/
https://mofaic.gov.sl/sierra-leone-hosts-first-regional-conference-on-autonomous-weapons/
https://mofaic.gov.sl/sierra-leone-hosts-first-regional-conference-on-autonomous-weapons/
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Ireland’s position focuses on:
« Functional characterization

« International law

« Human control and accountabilty
« Ethics

« Bias

* Mulilateral solutions.

Functional characterization
Asonomy s fesure of s wespon's functionliy, aber tan » spci weapon

Erto, Tocus should be n prohiiing o egulne the imegracion of awonomy 1m0

Weapons sysems,rthe i on seekin. ned defnion based an specifc echnical

characteristcs. The later approach is unlikely to temain fit for purpose amiid rapidly

evolving technology.

Ireland uses the International Commitice of the Red Cross working definition,

as set out below:

“Autonomous weapon system” means a weapon system that is designed to select
more targets for

activation2

listor that
pose acute concerns:

« The ability to run through a targeting eyele, with the final intention to apply
force, without human intervention

« The ability to switch to lethal mode without human intervention

« The ability 1o redefine mission or objective without human intervention

« The inability o interrupt or deactivate autonomous mode.

International law
Inrmaional o, icluding he Charer of e Untd Natons, rmasiona! humaniaran
I, nermaonal b rights I a0 sl esimical law, sppis uly o he
olopment and e of stopom wenpom s
Compliance with international humanitarian law requires context-specific,
al-ased judgment by s whic camol b st by suonomons

weapons systems) and consideration of the followi

« Cogaitive limitations (lack of common sense - judgment)

« Epistemological limitations (making judgments based upon biased, incomplete,
ar inappropriate data)
« Algorithic bias.

Autonomous weapons systems that cannot be used in accardance with
ntcmaional humaniaran b are e et heady prohbied under

 bmision on_
Sutonomous. weapons 1o uase pdl



https://www.icrc.org/sites/default/files/wysiwyg/war-and-law/icrc_submission_on_autonomous_weapons_to_unsg.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/sites/default/files/wysiwyg/war-and-law/icrc_submission_on_autonomous_weapons_to_unsg.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/sites/default/files/wysiwyg/war-and-law/icrc_submission_on_autonomous_weapons_to_unsg.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/sites/default/files/wysiwyg/war-and-law/icrc_submission_on_autonomous_weapons_to_unsg.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/sites/default/files/wysiwyg/war-and-law/icrc_submission_on_autonomous_weapons_to_unsg.pdf
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et w3 owevet,new s and gudelnes o nsedd 0 clary e
application of international humanitarian law (o autonomous weapons

Human control and accountability.

Ireland adopts a human-centred approach to
Complisne it roational i, s mass ke ad
il comol ver s st resning the ity 10 s, rrap and
yeles 4 ends to
developers g manutaenrers ad cannot be ansTeed 1o machnes.

Attention must be paid to

« Contextual

« Teehnical considerations:
~ whei ystems operate with sufficient reliability and
Dbty i demitying. sclecing and engoging gt

~ whether adequate environmental limits exist to ensure that decisions made at
pected throughou the.

* Forms of human control:

whther human control is retained over the critical functions of autonomous
weapons systems, such as the identification, selection and engagement of
argets.

« whether the degre of human control prevents the redefinition of autonomous

human for their
interruption or d

Autonomous r  humanchun of

ife eyeles. and trained
on any new chuuclcrmlcx enehons il prameer o ueh s ror 1
deployment or

- por
systems would be legally and thicaly acceptable, including by recognizing that:S

. . including the principl i and dictates of
public conseience, are central to determining the aceeptability of and limits on
autonomous weapons systems (including the degree of human control that must
be retained).

Expers on lthal '
Mrch 2023

the Firse Commicice,
during the seventy-cighth sesion o th Gener

Assembly, avalabl at

sspw en it

Thes s e bn e by the nrnonl ot ofhe e Cross, among thers.
Seeh

secrtary-genera

Ao

sonmo



https://estatements.unmeetings.org/estatements/11.0010/20231023100000000/6geoPnJ6HnKK/M8SpW99Xe5MF_en.pdf
https://estatements.unmeetings.org/estatements/11.0010/20231023100000000/6geoPnJ6HnKK/M8SpW99Xe5MF_en.pdf
https://estatements.unmeetings.org/estatements/11.0010/20231023100000000/6geoPnJ6HnKK/M8SpW99Xe5MF_en.pdf
https://estatements.unmeetings.org/estatements/11.0010/20231023100000000/6geoPnJ6HnKK/M8SpW99Xe5MF_en.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
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« The ceding of human control, agency, responsibility and/or intent on decisions
regarding the application of force o algorithms and computer-controlled
processes poses fundamental ethical concerns.

 Ethical responsibilites for decisions on applying force require contexi-specific

value based udgment by humansandtha he delogtion of ht jugment o
desirable.

* Thers must beadiretcomnecton, with a lerand unambiguous line of buman
ber the

ity
deploymens o awtonomons v<apene o he e somequences o1
their use 1o prevent the erosion of existing ethical standards.

Below, Ireland highlightsth key points of joint submisson o the Group of
Governmental Exp

Igorithms and . amplifying, o
contributing to unjust biases

First, data-based systems reproduce exising inequalities. A 2016 study? of a

computer program designed to evaluate the potential for recidivism for the criminal
justce system found that the system unevenly predicted recidivism among race and
enders.

Second, xsingdta st lgorthms ke owardwhic s,

that mple, s significaly less ety 10 be gl to

e i et o e At magoet o

A review10 of publicly available information on 133 biased arificial mle]llgzncc

systems, deployed across different economic sectors from 1985 to 2021, found that
2 per cent (39 systems) exhibited gender bias and that 25.7 per cent (34 systems)

exhibited both gender and racial bi

“The consequences of bias in machine learning are amplified in il

ary.
context,as a recent United Nations Institute for Disarmament Rescarch | report has
shown. Women a higher ratc,

‘combatants, due to their raditional roles in warfare.

Recommendations include, but are not limited to:

(@) Comprehensive testing and reviews, in order to identify and correct
potential biases;

Rigorfiis documentation of the data sets used in autonomous weapons, in

order
‘motivation, the colleetion process and recommended use;

©Join submission by Austia, Belgiam, Canada, Costs Rica, Germany, Iecland, Lusembonrs,

Panama and Uragusy (COW-GGE. 1 3024-WP.5).

+ S hupgendershades org.

1¢ See it s og/anticlesentry when g, algorithns. 0 Sexis why and_ how 1o, advance_

Promatag-slcakspprosches iy appiiaions o 1



http://www.propublica.org/article/machine-bias-risk-assessments-in-criminal-sentencing
http://www.propublica.org/article/machine-bias-risk-assessments-in-criminal-sentencing
http://www.propublica.org/article/machine-bias-risk-assessments-in-criminal-sentencing
http://gendershades.org/
http://gendershades.org/
http://gendershades.org/
https://hbr.org/2019/05/voice-recognition-still-has-significant-race-and-gender-biases
https://hbr.org/2019/05/voice-recognition-still-has-significant-race-and-gender-biases
https://hbr.org/2019/05/voice-recognition-still-has-significant-race-and-gender-biases
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/when_good_algorithms_go_sexist_why_and_how_to_advance_ai_gender_equity
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/when_good_algorithms_go_sexist_why_and_how_to_advance_ai_gender_equity
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/when_good_algorithms_go_sexist_why_and_how_to_advance_ai_gender_equity
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/when_good_algorithms_go_sexist_why_and_how_to_advance_ai_gender_equity
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/when_good_algorithms_go_sexist_why_and_how_to_advance_ai_gender_equity
https://unidir.org/publication/does-military-ai-have-gender-understanding-bias-and-promoting-ethical-approaches-in-military-applications-of-ai/
https://unidir.org/publication/does-military-ai-have-gender-understanding-bias-and-promoting-ethical-approaches-in-military-applications-of-ai/
https://unidir.org/publication/does-military-ai-have-gender-understanding-bias-and-promoting-ethical-approaches-in-military-applications-of-ai/
https://unidir.org/publication/does-military-ai-have-gender-understanding-bias-and-promoting-ethical-approaches-in-military-applications-of-ai/
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Tesitgolsgoritnic modes agaitat bencmaks that evalae s operton gaist
ender, age a and in scenarios that are distinct from the data sets used to train the
e ot

(@) Comprehensive training and awareness on this issue by those testing and

usine the system,
Mulilateral solutions

Itand sppors lgally bining, rles and uidelines on_ awonamous weapons

systems. rcend supprts the crifl onging wark of the Group of Gevernmentl
E songiide paralel vnvllmvcs hih are complementary o

Fachione an inclusive approach, We note tho cssentisl ols of

Commitce of the Red Crors vl socers. sesdemis. indsty and he G
Assembly.

Ireland supports the two-tier approach, whereby certain autonomous weapons
systems are prohibited outright and all others are regulai

Autonomous weapons systems must be prohibited if they:

« Cannot comply with international humanitarian law, including vis-i-vis
distinet

« Are not sufficiently predictable, controllsble or understandable.

« Can elect and engage targets without the necessary degree of human control to
ensure compliance with international humanitarian law.

Multilateral egutation should apply to all other autonomous weapons systems,
including:

« Limits on type of target
« Limits on duration, geographical seope and scale of use:

« Ensuring maintenance of human control

Tsracl
[Original: English]
[24 May 2024]
s he adopionof Gl sy scltion 7241 Ll
tous Weapons of 22 December 2023 and. in accordance wi
o 3o e ssalion: s e hono © mbmu s maonl comsibution 0 e
report of the ©

o Fotnr suneion by N St

the pote cparding lethal
autonomous weapons ynems In i egard, rael ol ket ot tha wespons

ystems based on emerging technologies in the area of lethal autonomous weapons
tems may serv baih miliry ncccwity and humanitarin considerations and can
be used to uphold compliance with intemational humanitarian law.

ta s ret mportance i he Comventionon Pohiiion r Restistions

n the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be

Excesvel Injurous o1 o v Indiscriminte Effcs .,m sckmowiedges s
Torum foct

participation 1 apen
i s he sy 0 ke tn appraprine bilanceveo e miliary neceoons
humanitarian considerations in any deliberation concerning conventional Weapons

Ao
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These fetaes have endord s achievements i he i of comentionl weapons
as those with the greatest practical effect on the ground, and are also cardinal when
Giscussingthe s oftthal autonomons wcapant sysems

With regard to lethal autonomous weapons systems, the progress that has been

‘made within the framework of the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons
should be recognized, alongside the need for further in-depth discussions within the.
Group of Governmental Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems that could

discussions reairms Isracl’s convietion that the Convention remains the most
suiable forum foraddresing he challenges and opportunies presenced by emerging
technologies i the area of lethal autonomous weapons sy

“The Group of Governmental Experts has a robust mandate to further consider

‘and formulate, by consensus, a set of clements for the establishment of an instrument,

technologics in the arca of l:llnl autonomous weapons systems. s comerss:

based forum, which includes a wide partcipation of Statcs,civil s

Tepesentatives and experts,promotes melusiity. Exteral intiaives that lack such

characteristis risk not only the duplication but also the fragmenttion of approaches.

I sssentalno 1o undemineth imporint gin chisved it he Comsnton
n Certain Conventional Weapons and the continuation of dialogue in its framework,

ncluding by creating difTeren intistives aimed i craRing pocy measures on he

subject of lethal autonomaus weapons systems.

Inadditon, it is Israel's postion that any characteization of the topic must

continue to focus on lethal autonomous weapon systems (rather than autonomous

weapon systems), as has been the focus of the Group of Governmental Experts since

its inception

It is of importance to stress that existing international law, and in particular,

imemeiona] haiarian o, ly applis o ltal stonomos weapoms syiems

and, in Tsracl’s view, provides gal framework for any future use of lethal

SutGnomaus weapons ystems i th coniext of atued sonles.

sracl believes that when discussing the topic of lethal autonomous weapons
systems, the focus must b on discussing the spplicationofeisting intrnations!
i ot sl oo vespons s whle ey
aperatonal comext in mind. I i problematic ( dieuss the legaliy of ethal
itonamous weapane s wie ocusing anly an he capabiie o he wespon,
without consideration of the operational context in which it i intended (o be used or
the type and el afbuman iput involed inthe russ. Al discussonofthe
mplimesttion of the roles of aferatiznal humaniacin le tat
ependent should no b conflied wih drscusson of e pe s lealiy of weapons.
inrin 1 Bisguih,on the ne bandbewcn iy s of
nal humanitarian law — including categorical prohibitions on weapons,
et s ond o epa s andon s b and, g o prcn epecs
which atc not by themselvesprimary ules ofinternational humanitarian aw. This
i and

ety i o o s comep e slgmfcm\ce in olhelﬂe\di “Flaw: sch

of State responsibility or international criminal law., or have 4 practical

ncanin i he ememlion ot termibonat umanitaran o treuing tem o
Tules law, or even

them, would be problematic on many legal and practical levels. For example, there s
o requirement under international law that refers to human cantrol in the context of
using weapons. Human control is not an end in and of itself, but rather, it may be a
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yelvantconcept inth implementation of vaious obligationsunder nerntionl
humanitarian law in different circumstances (ss could be other concepts as well).
Finally, considering the cantinuous evolution of technology, it is important to
recognize that i cpetat n the
arca of lethal autonomous weapons sy i ver tme. Tnmrm, norder
o Conduct  serous and espondible dievussion o ehal atanomaus wea

systems there is a need to approach the mater in a careful and measured manner.

Italy
[Original: English]

[24 May 2024]

Ialy co-sponsored General Assembly resolution 78/241 and welcomes the
opportunity o prsent s viewsfr nclusion i h report 1o b submited by the

o wil prsgrph 3 of e hove-memioned esobon.

Since 2013, Htaly has actively partiipated in the international debate on lethal

tanomoss vespons sy, Iusched uder e uspies ofthe Convetion on

Protbiions o Reticions on th Use of Cetain Convntons Wespons Whih My

B D o Be Exeensely Injtions ot v e Idserminbe. Efooe i with

e ramewark o ol mecings of pers and e s 4 prticpant i the o
Experts on lethal

et sutonomous wsapons ytenspersn 1 3 st sy sncompasing

new developr P . as well
Inelgence .m Conerete

and my in

e o b ahioved upam propess v e

Iy’ viw, e Convenion o Cean Comnticnl Wespa i by i e

st b forum 0 ades curnt and emerging s el 0

development v e ofwesgons e, A g mumber o mc,hm recsiedo
on, ‘hich ae the Staes thatae the major evelopers

e olmxlmry !Pphc ions of artfial nteligence. Morsover, i lows for

et ot o o St e bt oF eon e,
specialized institutions and civil society organizations. The Convention is also the
best o a weapon system

humanitarian law.

laly welcomed the renewal of the mandate of the Group of Governmental
Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems untl 2026 and is commiteed to
advancing discussions on he development of clements o  fuure insrument. This

oot s an additonah riocol o the Comvenion on e Coveniond
Wespos. iy s c ly comritd b e very i adshieves of e
Convention, in which the High Contracting Partes recognize, as siressed

reumble, he mpatance of pursing vy cTot hieh sy ot 10 progress
towards general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international
Contrl" This i indeed a major hallenge or sl o us and has o b 3 source of
inspiration for our work.

Iemationsl L, ncluding rnatonl b o, sy sppicabe
o lethal autonomous
8 3015, whieh et Pmesational it I somiaos v s i

Ao
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all weapons systems, including the potential development and usc of lethal autonomous
weapons systems”. International humanitarian aw imposes requiremens on partes 10 a

contit bsor nd durna sk, Thess equrenents nlds it the ek st

permiting the .1.5....m.. “of Towtal argels (combatants and. miliary
o\.m\.\a) «m... wclowtl targls (sl persons wom e comt snd civian
objec ondics probonng Aacks i e pectd | inter
el ok ol e oyt e and S b il it would b
excessive in relation (o the anticipated military advantage; and compliant with
reuirements for precauions n the atack, iich demands hs canstan cave be taken
o spare civilien populations, cvilians and civilian object

In ddition o these principles, article 35 of the Protocol Addiionsl to the
Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of
International Armed Conflicts (Protocol ) reaff

cept that 36, which
imposes an obligation on States partes to cnsure that unlawful weapans are not used.
‘Weapons review processes are a mechanism to ensure the fulfilment of this obligation
during the development and acquisition of new weapons. In the case of ethal

there is an in

the possible
the changing physical

environments

Although ot facing & legal vacuum, in Ttly’s view a normative and operational
framevork governn utonorous wespuns syt neds b e dvslope.
ot

e
developed and used in aceordance with international humanitarien law would be ipso
fto probited.On theothr band,systcms fesuring dciion-mking utonomy in
eriical functions, which can be developed and used in full compliance wit

inertional umanitarian . would b regusd. More speificaly. i lne with

u..m.,mm or controlled, or are such as to cause superluous injury or unnecessary
suffering, would fl under thecsgory ofprobiiions. Thiswould o cncompass

Other lethal autonomous weapons systems would fall under the category of
being governed by regulations. Such systems would include those whose compliance
it inermaronalbumaicarian o coud b assessed by taking ino acount thei

ing c . by applying appropriate esting and training of human operators.
(to vt this ey, udemtandabty and predictabiig) ar by Hing he
types of targets as well a the duration, geographical scope and scale of operations.
Furthermore, intervention by an operatar should be possible during crucial, “high-

be banned bu r wor ic
e fna crucia unction, whichis te decsion o whether o ot 10 3ply orce 10 a
previously identified and selected target.

“The human element is, in laly’s view, crucial for the entie life cycle of lethal
utanomous weapons syioms,nmely tor their design, development, producton

Ifthe internationi
umaitarian o hen an appeopite vl of iman odgment d comol should e
retained, 50 05 to under h law. Only o
human being can be held accountable under international humanitarian law, never o
machine. Throughout the chain of command and control and in line with different

 wfuna ()
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vels of responsibility, humans must have an adequate understanding of
st wn neionin of e weapons s Exened ol shosld sy

echanisms mandatory and place temporal and space fimits on their operation
g o (h escmcntof e v ad o onien.

On the definition and characterization of lethal autonomous weapons systems,

e Halys viw that he ethaliy of  systemshoud ot be detrmined sl by e

i haracterstc,but sk by th ontext of i e wnd i nitended o

ncillry ffet. Wit the Conentionon Ceriin Comenional Wupnnim:"
ocol T docn not apecy he functions of the wespons, bt et 4 permanent

Fidness o mended o aduced S o e weapon The Potoco on oo

orBescions o 0 Die nflncmdury Weapons (ol 1) eers 1o ncendiory
s as weapons that cause burn inj

I.mly. we support the future establishment of a caoperative and consultative

mechanism it could facilfats excanges mong th High Conacing Prtison the

operatio sharing of

e o Aok g o o e,

Japan

[Original: English]
[24 May 2024]
Jupan recognizes that it is of the utmost importance to work towards clarifying
the normative and aperational framework pertaining to lethal autonomous weapons
systems, while considering their relationship with existing international faw, in
particular international humanitarian law, in anticipation of the further development
Femerging technologies.
The iy s of ccrin echasogos hold s caminedn s
ith o sufficient isks and benefits,
and take into accoun both omniacien consideaions nd secury porpeeives
Japan plac military u in
premimisihati st Ak ittt oot

intermational humanitarian Law apply to all weapon systems, including lethal

incapable of being used in compliance with international humanitarian law and that

‘measures must be taken to ensure that they are operated under a responsible chain of
human command and control, in a manner consistent with the obligations of States
humanitarian law. in which

Views regarding main topies on lethal autonomous weapons systems
Characte

Japan scognizestht the wespon systms 0 which he curent iscussion on
autor e th ted. t
ndengase targers wi el Torc, withou Frthes tervtion by am Oprat

Ao
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Japan will not conduct rescarch on, develop or operate weapon systems whose use is

not permiticd under domestic or international law, including _international
humanitarian lav.

Human involvement s required to ensure that weapon systems are used in
complingswithneratonal L, specially tenstonallumsnitran L, s t
humans who can be held accountable under international humanitarian law.
Weapon systoms operating gomplesly without b volveet, he engagement
of tarzets may be conducted in a manner that makes it difficul to idenify the
Commmando o Gperaior eaponibe or th consequcace of e se. In adition,the
lack of human involvement may result in the inability of a system to operate s
intended by its users, which in turn may Iead to unexpected harm 1o civilias,
Japan belicves that autonomous weapon systems with lethal force that operate

P

intermational humanitarian law. Conversely, Japan belicy

that weapon systems that ensure human involvement can reduce human error
which can

forsecuiy. Accordngl, apan ha sated tht i docs ot tend o develop

“outonamons weapon 3 <icms with tha forc that aperat compleely whhout

human involvement”.

Inlight of the above, Japan considers that the development and use of
‘autonomous weapons systems that fulfil the conditions set out below must not be
permitted internationally, as such weapon systems can potentially cause unaccepiable
consequences:
« Weapon systems of a nature to cause superfluous injury or unnecessary.
suffring, b inhrenly ndiscriminate o othervie incapabl of being used n
cordance with international humanitari
+ Autonomous weapan systems with lethal force that operate completely without
human involvement, which do not incorporate en apprapriate level of human
judgment and which cannot be operated within  respansible chain of human
command and control.

international humanitarian Law should be resticted, or risk mitigation measures
shold be taken i elation t such systems inarder o cnare that hey ar ucd n

tis p:n icularl orlimit the ypes
ot Ut th st con cngape s well 5 L durtion. Bcopraphical scope i
s of . including through

e
ralization mechanisms. In addition, it is necessary 10 improy

et s e o e e f e e o e oo 8 preEs

for an appropriate level of human judgment

i involvement The most important aspect of human involvement is to ensure
i commandersand opeators are ble (o aperac weapon systems 3 hey ntend. To
this end, it is necessary for them fo have sufficient iformation about the Weapon
system that is being used and to cnsure human involvement that allows for the
exercise of appropriate levels of human judgment to ensure proper operation under o
responsible chain of human command and control.
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Respon
e on the prnciplesconfmed i th 1 giding princpls
(CCWIGGE 1201973, amnx IV, sibpus (1), he eortof the 2019 ssionof he

ity and accountal

COW/GGE 11201973
Expets (COWGGE 120751, pr

‘humans can

should be ensured.
Risk assessment and

igation measures

As ecognived in the 11 guiding principles (COW/GGE. 1201973, amnes IV, subpara. (2,
i ol be p development, esting

par he
i of b s i

i 1 st animended comseqhontes ed sasenion o he e o e
ichiaence nd b echmlogicn

Japan will implement training programmes to ensure the appropriate use of
antificial inteligence technologics.

Legal review In determining whether the employment of new weapon systems using
emerging technologies in the arca of autonomous weapons systems is prohibited by
intmational o that is pplicabl to s counry concemed, it is imporan for cach
St o conduct 8 el review concering such Wespon systems I ascardnce Wb
aricle 36 of he Protocol Additiona fo the Geneva Conventions of 13 August 1949,
i et v he Prorecton of vieims of nesmatonl Armed Conflics (Peroco 1)
Views on the future of discussions

Japan strtes that what i requied, i the autome that should be produced i the
couri of future discusions s ot leglly inding provisions, but rer fTestive
Tles Tn'a chalenging sccuty environment, (e developmnt of rules by cansensus s

i Convemonal Weapors. Forhomore, 45

expects that such discussions will complement and strengthen discussions within the
roup e framework of

Lastly, Japen reaffirms that it will contribute actively and constructively to the
rules for

Ao

anm



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2022/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2022/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2022/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2022/2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3

6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Aons

awnm

Kiribati

(Original: English]
124 May 2024]

Overview

Kiba wlcomes the opporuity (o submi s iews for somsideraion by
il enomous

Sesiary General,in accotdane with eoltion 70241 entilod

apons systems”, adopted by he General Assembly on 22 Desember 2013, in whis
e Acsembly requested ihe Scrtary-General o sek views o ways to addrss
related challenges and ¢ Suionomaus. weapon systems. aise o
Tumanicarian, 1gal, se:unly, ethnolopcal and ol perapestivesand o the ole of
humans in the wse of for

it i sl sl St n h Pciicregon,  peaetl egiontat i et
amaj hel

Concemed abowt the presence of atonomous weapans and thet abilty tocause grave
harm to both the environment and civilians, especially in the light of the ng

between nuclear weapons and autonomous weapons.

Nuclear dimension

Betyeun 1957 and 1962, the Republic o st exprencd 33 melss weapons et
on both Malden and Kiritimati Islands. sult, Kiribati is alarmed about the
el e 7 akoncous Sy et declons o choud 1 mmerous vcen
publications,

Kbt s el with sl popule fims s wbich oo macines
Inch nclss ke, Ay situstion i which mclstamed Stts e

oo mathinet v ol e mateoeweapons shouls e merded. This,
Kitati demands nudear amed Saes never o ulonomous wepon sysems
toc systems and that they p

Cu‘womonhlp of Austria’s resoluti

Againi s backdrop, Kt sponsred Ausisia's esoluion n bl
nomous weapon systems submitted to the First Commitiee of the General

Aavembly

Attendance at “Humanity at the crossroads” conference in Vienna

e Wity o i omtons st Vg sysemg e

Chalenge o relaion” contrenee Kt Heoned dosy

emrsemee ol s e S5 and he mermatonl Comrms ofhe Red

Cros 1CRC) on tonemous weapon osems, n s rgard Kirbaiflly agrecs

with the view contained in the Chair’s summary that aulonomous weapons systems,

which_onee m.mw et ngers and apply foee withowt Tother humar,
tervention, s from legal, ethical and sceurity perspectives. Thus,

Kiriont lly endorss the Chair's oy

Request for a prohibition on autonomous weapons systems

Due K
cain or a e el binin ety oot hes weapos s osiion s e
e general s expressedamong regionl St s refleced i e Freciown

the the Belén
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declaration of the Caribbean Communty.

“This reaty could be negoriated cither within the auspices of the General
Assembly of the United Nations or among the partis (o the Convention on
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May
e Decmed o e Excessively Inurious or (o Have Indiscriminate Effecs

A new egally vindinginsrument showld undetscor the nesd for al St t0
mply at all imes with intcrnational law, including international humanitarian lav,

imemmarional human rghts low, and the Chaterofthe Unied ations

Defining an autonomous weapon sy

The
autnamous weapor svilem |.. Shisregard Kirbatisrees with ICRC tat an

select and

cngage one of more argee wihout th nsed or huma nervenion e actation

“The phrase “without the need for human intervention” can be expanded upon
‘As explained by ICRC, this phrase could be defined as follows;

a human,
from

light, vlocy, welghtor

e signals; and o the nm T eencrahicd

dspesd and necion
e purposes.

ol e i B s o sctons ot do

matrily affect the utonemous funciions of gt election o engagement.
Prohibitions

Kiribati stronely endorses the ICRC perspective that a new and legally binding
reaty should provide that it is prohibited to:

Develop, produce, otherwise acquire, stockpile or reain, or transfer, direetly or

indisly 1o anyon, o 1 s an lonomous weapon syt that s desgoed

o amture o e insuch  manner thdoes ot allow & uman s 0 b

{1y onderstond, srediet 1 cxplan ow he [siomate wespon syste] will

function in any normal o expected circumstances of use, in ,.mc..h.wm

ircumstances 1 conditions will e e syt 0 aply fore,

(@) reditand limit he et ofthe atonomous weapon el in all such

iRcumstances s rquired by [inemational hamaniarian

Kiribati also agrees "he th et shold ban anti-personnel autonomous
weapon systems. Specifically, as explained by ICRC, the instrument should:

Provide that it is prohibited in all circumstances to develap, produce, otherwise

seqire, soskpile, orretany o tranater, direslyor indirestly o anyone, o o

use any autonomous weapon syt

 that i designed or used n such a manner 10 be riggered by the presence,
proximity or contact of one or more persons, or

the per

swoms oo
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Inclusivity

IFth imermations comminity ntses negotisions on 3 wew ety 0 ban atonomous
is vital

e o g 1o . e vt et Tho g

Conclusion

Given the cunent geopoica situations across the wold, we must sategurd the

lives of civilians uncontrollable weapons, which can cause
it has and commor diorerite betwen avilians end on-<ivilans, A9
s Tl the proposed Ircny should sddress a series of prohibitions concerning
Stemomovs nespens s, e hove sihce milgonee and hnder hamen

Lsers fom undersanding and prdictng the systems’ behaviours.

‘We cannot allow any type of weapon that can potentially harm civilians.

Luxembourg

[Original: English]
125 May 2024]

Luxembourg has been actively involed in various international initatives
 hosted  confe

autonomous weapons systems in April 2023, with the aim of raising public awarencss
‘on the topic and offering a plaiform to discuss the risks and challenges.
In July 202, the Government of Luxembourg set up an interministerial working
roup on lethal autonomous weapons systems. lis task was (0 establish a proposal on
position regarding lethal autonomaus weapons systems and follow-up
Setions aimed &1 defning princples rules and contol mechansms at th national
lexel, pending regulation at the international lev
ed on an analysis of existing definitions, the group proposed the following
definition of autonomous weapons systems:

identifying, sl d deploying force against

a target without human intervention”.

Considering that autonomous weapon systems may be used to lethal and

el ende 0 that he e o e do ok e v bl conquees i
arder to b contrary o international humanitarian I, it s Luxembourg's position o

T ot 5 “atonomous weapons St ntead of ‘il vonomone

epons sysiems”. Inin wih th erminlogy uid n General Aserbly rescuton

P

78241,
Liiens o he et f o present sabmicion

A key factor n characterizing lthal autonomous weapans systems i thes
Capaty for adapeation. mads posible by arificl imlligence, that i an nherent
o thei capbiles and the comsponding tial nd g debts Hower 23

wl(uun o poide s prcin defmion Thereore: Lonerbon bt
fective to define the degree of human intervention, rather than attempting to
Quanifythe degtee of stonormy.
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Frtemore, it s Lcembour’s posion it o omnn defniion i 0t sy o
st negotaions on a leglly binding nsrument on Il uionomous weapons
Addresing the challcnges and concerns raiscd by lthal autonomons. weapons
systems

Luxembourg considers the two-ter approach to be the appropriate way 1o address the
challenges and concerns raised by lethal autonomous weapons systems, since it eniails
the:

systems it onnot b deploved i complince with ntcrmationslfaw and noably

e tha whose effects
oot b e atpted o compele o e o e e o
injury or unnceessary suffering: and that operate completely outside of human
control.

P their
law, csp law. To
ensure this, a series "
measres inorgho e M v o soc e odr o gt st

il tehnica and scuritychallenges, Such obligations could inlude the
evanonof ver the use o wea
e . e s, sga vt 0[ wmpnns o mmply i sl
humanitarien law, gation measures o

The wosicaproschcnureshat s v, spcily [

from their develapment 1o their use. The role of humans in the use of force i a key
factor of the two-tier approach to ensure compliance with international humanit
Iew. Ths, et alonomous wespons syt ot operte e of Human control

and without a precise and limited mission framework set by @ respansible

omang ok o oW compionds i gt ot s s

humanitarian law cannot be ensured,

Lastly, the aim of prohibiting and lin et s wespns

sysens hould ot b e a4 aiemp o inder eshnlogica novation, bt s
peraine 1o cnsre hr ternatonal manfara i govern borh tht

devclopment and deployment

Role of humans in the use of lethal autonomous weapons systems

The concept of human control s an imperative o ensure that lethal autonomous
capons systems arc used in_ compliance with intermational law and intermational
humanitarian law. Two ke principles must be taken into.consideration, namely
appropriate human contol and human responsibility.
Concerning appropriate human control, the measures set out below could be
taken
+ Once activated, lethal autonomous weapons systems should act predictably in
ccordanc with ternationl v and ifemationlhumaniran I and ith
e intentions ofthe commander and opera
+ Sufficient understanding of the system’s mode of operation is critical. Operators
Should b ale 1 adequatey aneipt the sysenv Fnctoning and checs

Ao
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with international humanitarian law. Operators should be able to understand ex
post the actions performed by the system.
« There must be a capacity to set precise deployment frameworks, curb unwanted
system’s environment
situations resulting in the violation of international law and international
humanitarian law.

* International law and international humanitarian law should be developed to.
include compliant legal reviews for assessing reliability and predictability and
introducing certification procedures.
* Human judgment regarding compliance with international law and international
humanitarian law must be retined during deployment and in the phase of

the use of force. The L as far
2Pl be failar with ol covonmental nd il fctor concering
the o de whether its use could potentially violate the
Drnipies of mermatonal amaritrin .

* Lethal autonomous weapons systems should not be able to make autonomous.
decisions concerning mission parameters or the spatial or temporal framework
of the mission.

«If the lethal autonomous weapons system acts fully autonomously, conteary to.
the will of the operator or commander, the latter should be able to deacivate the
system (*kill switeh™) o prevent violations of international law and

international humanitarian lav.

Human resp always be preserved o
‘machines. Various measures can be taken, including those set out belov.
. for the use of lethal
weapons systems, from the moment when consideration is given to integrating
Such systems into the military arsenal. These dactrines and procedures should
be adapted to the technological specificities of the systems in question.

+ Adequate training of decision makers and human operatars to fully undersiand
the effects of ethal autonomous weapons systems and thei interaction with the
wironment.

man ~ validating
ules for the g opeaton, seand operational engugement o Tethal autonomous
weapons systems

international humanitarian law
« Procedures for reporting violations of interational law and international
humanitarian law,
« Disciplinary proceedings and prosccutions of alleged perpetrators of serious
breaches of international humanitarian law.
Lastly,

vietims of discrimination in the fields of science, technology, e and
mathematicscoudcestc sgrifcntbascs i il meligence sysems, These
‘may be amplified

oo oo gt soiive i momecsons sprasch 1o sl oty of
emerging technologies regarding lethal autonomous weapons systems is essential
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Operationalization and recommend:

Lusemboury consders that the chllnges posed by lebal suonmous wespon
systems ars best in the context of the Convention on Prohibitions or

tain Comentional Weapors Which May Be Deenied o
Be Excexswgly Injurious or o Have Indi sate Effects. Discussions should develop
clements for an instrument, .m..\.,n, asan lddulmml ool to he Comention, 10
Comore ht Tl uromomeis weapoms syt i international humanitarian
o and ki e coetandsccoumammty re A,

“The Group of Governmental Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems

should fulfl

T ot et and st s cneisons o v et Rview Conterence
of e ConentiononCarin Comention Wespons n 2026 mvingtovard

e

et hrings logeis Staes s o dovchoping miioey et mehigence

spplcnions and i s bty o segtiee sew diional prigely,provies »

flexible framework to address lethal autonomous weapons syste

comprises expets from goverments, et tons, i ety nd
cademia, combinin the fechnialmiliary nd el expertis reqird 0 cxamine

mering echnologiesregarding 6hal autanommous weapons

“The joint working paper submitted by Bulgaria, Denmark, France, Gemny.

Htaly, Luxembourg and Norway during the first session of the Group of Governmental

Experts n 2024 introduces futhe elements for the stablishment ofan nstrument 0
dres the s of el auonomous wesponssysiems itin e amenork of the

Convention on Certain Conventional Weapon:

Malawi
[Original: English]
[25 May 2024]
The Permanent Mission of the Republic of Malawi to the United Nations has
iheHonour 1o nform that the Republic of Malawi s exemely conernedsbout e
challenges and 0 i
e s, cimaogien nd e e s e et of
Malawi would like o call for the sart of negotiations on a legally binding instrument
on autonomous weapons systems, as soon as possible. The negotiations should be:
el he ot st nlisive open 0l tksholdrs nd o el o
1. The General Asser
acsoinons n 2034, n paraie 0 coninued dmlngne T approprie mutimers
ums, o encourage mutual enforcement.

‘The Republic of Malawi is of the view that a treaty is required to prohibit

fundamentally unacceptable autonomous weapons systems and regulate the use of

s stonomous wespons st Mesingllbunancotel v stk shold
e hu

g nd morlJadgmen nd caible of o, heldaccoumabie ot sy vitions
oF legal and moral norms. This means that autonomous weapons systems that target
o eglsnd sitial rssons, Al bt awonomos
Weapons sysems should b regulted through resrcions and posiie abligaions (o
nsur meaningful human contol overth uss offorce. The development of a egally
P

| COWIGGE 12024WP 3

Ao
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humanrights, ethics, bias and perspectives from marginalized and affec
Comminon The Repibleof Ml wonds eads v work wth s Stte 10 rgenty
develop a legal instrument.

Mexico
(Original: Spanish]
[24 May 2024]
Thre an gt s 0 bl robibitons ad rgutions n srons
sk

i are incompaible wih th full abservance of e ruls of mternationsl o in
particular international humanitarian .
erico promoted and cospomared Gners Asenbly solution 76241,
entitled “Lethal autonomous weapons sysi cause the Assembly is the main
altiateral political forum with smost \mnenal memberstip,discussions n the
jed
bty n e gt of the mvple chaiene s ove

Moo undlines s sopor for e communué of h Lt Anianund
Caribbean  Social and Humanitarian Impact of Autonomous
Wetpons (Com R 325y ndoncs th il syt of e Chr o he
interational conference held under the theme “Humanity at the crossroads:
oot eapons oy s (b chutengs f voguatn (Vi 024,
Risks and challenges

Autoomont wespons s xal aulile lea, ol nursciucin, exa

soury ks and challnges wit rgard o the condut of hosilis and the
resnon o evians and thons metDoicipaiog m armed soni

alarming.
« Security perspectives such systems could lead to asymmetric warfare, would
Tower e hreshold forhe us f ot woudinceas h ik ofuinended
conflict and the escalation of conflict, and could accelerate an arms

- Ho e ponia ik of of
anomous wespoms syl tht ar ot subce o mearingful human control

ndcanno flly Comply with th rlesand priciples of termationat

humanitarian law

T ol of b ot would ol e epacsment of

Judgment it technical o aperatona ndicators. but ks 0 iregad or human
assesmentand the guaiative, conet-based Gements neceesry o determine he
lea

e of forc in complex and hanging siation.
annle definn‘ n " e

Although there is of autonomous h
definition is not essential to achicving progress i terms of regulation.

Such a definition should not be verly specifi so that it daes not exclude future
systems that will need to be regulated, and should also not be 100 general or
ambiguous, s that

Systems to aperate indiscriminately.



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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In 2013, the Spocial Ragporteur on cxtrdial exccutons dntified an swonomos
‘aponssystem s any weaponssystem wilh utonomy hat s designed, one ativaed.
force against

“The essential elements include: (2) autonomy, namely, the capacity for

for
sainst milary s, nclacing cvilians and othr human: () the se of el
imlligence-based tchnologes i h ricl functions ofsletion and e wse f
force: and (¢) imited or no human contro
Mexicodoes ot conidr i charatrsic ofehali o besiable, st
4 ed under intemational law.
Abpleability of internasional i

AL weapons systems must be developed, dployed and used i sccordance with
interational law, including the Charter of the Ui ns..international
lmmammn:n law, mmmnmul mn... o T cmatonal il o it
w of international responsibil
“The general rules and principles of international humanitarian law are applicable
pos weapons.

systems.
The methods and means of warfare are not limitless. The use of force must

ded by the prinipes of humanity and h dicaesofpublic conseonce Nirens

clause), which pertain only t0 individuals.

State and. ..m idual responsibility

Humane st be el secounable nd s rsponsity o ny dscions
regading he use and deployment o atonomaus weapons s, an use f orce

any vioations of the. Tlcs of inermaional I, . paricuar ntermations
humamunln o Responsiiy and sceoumiabilng anmet oo ransfonsd o
‘machin

command and human cantrol a
it possible to attribute responsibility in cases of violations, as well as individual
criminal responsibility for the commission of war crimes and other serious crimes.

Mexico believes that vialations of te rules and principles of international

humanitarian law can also give risc (o State responsibility for unjustifiable wrongful

condut The conduct of Stat bodics ad hes persomnl s well s members of
rmed farces, is aiributable to the State. The State is also respansible for any use of

Toree Gusad blfum) ht endangers intermational pesce and secri

Elements for a future regulation

There s ned st he xbsingprotibiions undes ol
by their very

e omno a1 e wih he o oA mlrm.nmul

humanitarian lav, p

precautions . p

“There should be prohibitions on autonomous weapons systems that

those hors de combat.

<, Do not disinguish between milary targets and civilian cbjecs, between
d berv

Ao
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~ Cannot determine whether an attack might cause incidental civilian casualiics
or damage t0 civilian objects that would be excessive in relation to the concrete
and direct military advantage anticipated.
Do not have a mechanism to cancel or suspend an attack if it is clear that the
target is not a military target or is subject to special protection.
Cause superfluous injury or unnecessary suffering.
Mexico believes that meaningful human control is an implicit element in the
application of international humanitarian law, and. therefore, that the scope of such
control must be defined.
‘The involvement of a human being in the selection of targets and use of force
oo ot e addrss ks reling 0 compatiilty wihinernionalhumaniain
law. Meaningful human control shoul

- ppropriate limits on "
o time and spac.

i e spproal of decionswhen e aperationalcontest i ke, throgh
asufficient level of situational understanding
Ensure that precautions arc taken in the conduct of operations so that mission
parameters cannot be changed without human verification.

~ Allow constant monitoring t0 ensure intervention where necessary, in partcular

the possibilty of stopping and deactivating the system during operat

~ Ensure that human determination is substantive and not merely nominal.

Need for a legally binding instrument

Mesico, choing the Sersiary Generl nd the President of e Inernation
Com the siders it necessary to adopt a legally binding
mmumcm nm abishes piohiions and resuatons o ionoros veapons
syst med intaining meaningful human control over eritical system
Stiviics and Tnoludes Tectve measures rlating 10 implementation, montioring
and accountability.

International treaties provide a sense of commitment and certainty that other

types of instruments do not; they are the only way to ensure the truly equal
aricpation f ll Sates,and they voi reglatry fagneniation asin fom
national meast

The process initited by General Assembly resolution 78/241 will enable the.
Assembly to guide the approach taken to the issue in the international arena, as well

Framework with the i

clusion of civil society, academia and technical experts.

Netherlands (Kingdom of the)
[Original: English]
May 2024)
The Kingdon of e Nethrnds welcomes the oportnty (0 st iew.
insccordansewith General Assembly resoluon 78241, o ways to s the
challenges and oncers el by atonomous weapons sysems.
In June 2022, n a lettr to the Dutch Parliament,the Minister for Foreign Affars
set out the basis for the goverment's policy position on autonomous weapons



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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systems. The Netherlands Ministy of Defence is s drafin addiional nernat
policies on this ther

“The main intenational forum to discuss the mgnlmon of autonomous weapons

the Groug xperts on lethal
s, cstalishedunder o Convenion an Prohibiions or Resticions on e Use
of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to ively
oot or o Hawe ndiscminats Efects. Th Netherlids s commited o making
piogress within the Tramework of the Convention, becaus all rlevant actors inthe
field of autonomous weapons systems e represented therein, and recent years have
that

The must
be designed., developed and used responsibly and in accordance with international
Iaw. Autonomous weapons systems must retain a cerlain level of human judgment and

Avtonomous wespons ysems s camnt b, designe,devloped ot wed

mational law. in p Somaniarian law, must

beexplctly ohibied through s gl binding insrument proferably by ading 3

protocol 1o the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons. Other types of
tonomous weapons sysems require further regulation.

The section below further the Dutch " Key issues
requiring further cansideration.
Characterization

The Nehetands recogives the need for s genrl harstrization of sonomons
weapons systems. However, at present, there is no_international consensus on &
deiaiton or characterzation of an -auionomess wespors ysiem

On a national level, the h

of an autonomous weapons system: “a weapons system that is able 1o, after being
actated,slctand pply forc aganst gt without further human irsntion”

I there i @ need for human input after activation to select and apply force against &
e ot his human it i s mrely cominal, i wespons syt sl consdrd
10 be an autonomous weapon

e i b gy of oo npons sy, he Nethcld
differentiates between autonomous weapons systems with the ability to change task,
Ssignmento goal, ncuding theapplcable les of engae emnt that wore dleated
10 them, without human approval, and autonomous weapons sysiems without this
Sl Th T subctegony coneern weapans yetoms thet e nherent
unpredictable and that would operate outside of a responsible chain of command.
Such systems could potentially be subject to a future prohibitio

Application of international humanit

The xistng rules ad pinipes of introtiona v, n particular inirnwionl
umanitarin v, aply 1 he desgn, development and uie of utn

syste e awonomous et nhuxe ymm ach s the lower lvel

of human |udgm:nmnd ol reuired fo e use of foree - 18 important 10 speeify

e e andprinisie ofmernond! human o o n porcoo are

e Reprdi e deig, devclopment i e of miomomonsweapons

s Wepon S e inparince o egitonand
dvsorycommiccintermationalaw ol

ot Pl L.t
Invesment (1 Apel 2022) &

Ao
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https://www.advisorycommitteeinternationallaw.nl/publications/advisory-reports/2021/12/8/autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.advisorycommitteeinternationallaw.nl/publications/advisory-reports/2021/12/8/autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.advisorycommitteeinternationallaw.nl/publications/advisory-reports/2021/12/8/autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.advisorycommitteeinternationallaw.nl/publications/advisory-reports/2021/12/8/autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.advisorycommitteeinternationallaw.nl/publications/advisory-reports/2021/12/8/autonomous-weapon-systems
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systems, the principles of distinction, precaution and proportionality are of partcular
st Tom an nrmationsl Pumanirin v perspestie. 1o comply with these
Tulesand prnciple, i s imporant 1 ensurs 8 o evl of ma Jodgment and
coml i g o e e devclopment and s of utonomon: epons

s The ncesary e ofhuman jdgnentand ool dpends o i
acorssah 1 the comex of us and th prameter o weapans systems. Speciying
Citng norms showld help Sat 0 comply ith theiroblgations

‘With regand 10 autonomous weapons systems that cannot be designed, developed

intemational legally binding instrument, such as a new protocol to the Convention on
Certain Conventional Weapons, should clearly delineat the types of autonomous
1o which applis.

include:

« Autonomous weapons systems that are designed to apply force against civilians
or civilian objects.
* Ao weapons sy st e sl it o case
Superfluous injury or unnecessary suffer
+ Autonomous weapons systems that are desxgnm in such a way that a human
cannot reasanably predict and control the effects brought about by their use in
various ircumstances. This inludes abtonomos wespons systems wit he
abilty to change task, assignment or goal, including the applicable rules
ngpement that were delegated 6 them, Nithout human approval. To ensure that an
autonomous weapons system is designed, developed and us
i accrtance wih et law sl PHAT——
difrnt tyes o mesurs should be st The messores hld depnd n e
aperations| its end user.2
Ty Shold s e e o s odamen and coni mzlmcd o
auor

lteimotionspiucatiiasiad law obligations
roportnaity Below e et o esres it could b ncluded bt e e
discussion among States:
« 1mposing (a) limits on the types and number of argets that autonomous weapons.
systems can engage; and (b) temporal and spatial imits.

which an autonomous weapons system s deployed.

* Gwinganiniiive inrfce hosgh which thehnws-chine eracton
takes

. x..mu.ng extensive procedurcs to ensure that autonomous weapons systems are
tested, evaluated, validated and verified.

« Undertaking extensive legal reviews of autonomous weapons systems.

« Training human operators who interact with weapons system

Responsibility

tates can be held
itermational Taw for unluwful actions involving the use of weapons systems with

the Red Cross,

Operationaicing Human Conteol,p- 26, 2020,
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autonomous features. Where appropriate, individuals of legal enitics that have played a

ol i he e ycl f an stonomous wespons st may be subsct 1o civil bl
dance with national law, or (o criminal prosceution. The responsibility for

Drosecting possble memationcrmes fls prmerly o mtonl gl systems. with

the International Criminal Courtacting as a backstop.

International human rights law

In the Group of Governmentl Experts, the Netherlands has consistently
highlighted the importance of human rights as a elevant legal regime for the design,
development and use of autonomous weapons systems, both inside and outside armed
Confict, The Netherands mote (ha the el regime of uman rights mposes Srcter
reurements on th useof fore fr la enfrcement purposes ha hose imposed by
sl epme of rationalbumanarian v fr combt oerstions. Alhough
o he desgn & tand
O aomamos weapors yaems and e cae of sRcio mligence e iy
domain has not yet been addressed in detail during the discussions of the Group, the
addres pic in relevant
intmatona orums, Beyond thescop of iermatona! I th use of auonmous
apons systems brings further rsks, such as humanitarian, ethical and security risks.
For the Netheland, 15 imprtant tha hese Foksae als dented and
Broader discussion on artificial intelligence in the

mitigatcd.

St i el s £ g uatlr ofsmepomans wesgo st
il between thisbroadr iscusson an il neligene it
m: mllmry domain and th discusson sbout th regulation o suloRomous weapon
. The Netherlands regards the international discussions on both topics as
Complerentary and mutally bencricio

New Zealand
[Original: English]
[21 May 2024]
“The present summary reflects the main points of New Zealand’s national
submission in response to the note verbale dated 1 February 2024.1

ions on and the regulation of

New Zealand secks binding international probi
fcall

prbibiion on systemsthat cannot comply with nernstional bumanitaran e, or
example i they operse n 3 manne it s cannot predict o contol il 0
et relcvant ethica requiements, Alongsidethis New Zealnd secks the
pproprine repulon of oher aonomens wcapom sysemefo ensire sfficent
Toman contot o etz throughout th f yce ofhose systems and
complance with meraaiona humanita

Autonomy exists along a speetrum and a range of controls may therefore have.

1o be articulated for autonomous weapons sysems. AULOROMOUS Weapons systems
that meet ethical and legal requirements may offer legitimate military benelits, so
New Zealand does not consider that a blanket ban on autonomous weapons systems
will be constructive or gain broad support at this time.

systms pdt

Ao

om0



https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Peace-Rights-and-Security/Disarmament/New-Zealand-submission-to-the-UN-Secretary-General-on-autonomous-weapon-systems.pdf
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Peace-Rights-and-Security/Disarmament/New-Zealand-submission-to-the-UN-Secretary-General-on-autonomous-weapon-systems.pdf
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Peace-Rights-and-Security/Disarmament/New-Zealand-submission-to-the-UN-Secretary-General-on-autonomous-weapon-systems.pdf
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Peace-Rights-and-Security/Disarmament/New-Zealand-submission-to-the-UN-Secretary-General-on-autonomous-weapon-systems.pdf
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Peace-Rights-and-Security/Disarmament/New-Zealand-submission-to-the-UN-Secretary-General-on-autonomous-weapon-systems.pdf
https://www.mfat.govt.nz/assets/Peace-Rights-and-Security/Disarmament/New-Zealand-submission-to-the-UN-Secretary-General-on-autonomous-weapon-systems.pdf
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ew Zealand is also supportive of interim measurcs, such as non-legally binding
el acaatons o w4 Sep owinds s sy i bcament ondok
as practieal implementation tools of that instrument,

There agreed definition systems.
Any brosdly adcred todention shod b fexileand cchnlogy-newral 035t
ensure that it remains fit for purpose.

Considerations

Humanitarian considerations

humanitarian

. New Zealand is concerned that the unconstrained developmen and use of
oo eapoms sysoms cokd e he sha o o o o e and s
worsen the frequency and intensity of conflicts and atiendant humanitarian crises.
Legal considerations

Intomationat humaniarian L aples lly o all weapons systems. including
weapons systems.2 There is some concern about whether it will be

possible fo all ypes of autonomats weapons ysioms 6 be aperated n complince
with international humanitarian law. For example:

. will

reauivement to disinguih between prolcied perions sd hiects on e ne

hand, and combatants and military objet e, i pariclar dus 15
the conttal human udgment eSuired. A combatan can besome hors de

very
S

« Parties to conflict must ensure that all attacks in pursuit of a military objective
are proportional o any incidental civilian casualties or damage and take feasible
cautions to avoid and minimize this. Proportionality s in essence & human
decision-making process that depends on the ability to asscss both current and
likely future events when contemplating the anticipated military advantage of
i tack. I gt the o of vriousfoms of ot ut o deminds
mpleprocess offudgmentdaving o operatona xpeience I
ﬁamewcrh tics nd e considra Ioting g oFne
Whol Duc o he mture of coniet. i il 10 b
phoporionaly judinenes down t ey replcable or codsble msutions

Nt cannot be made in
o 1o aunch an :ua:k hiscomplicates the process of dentifyin the

Teasible precautions 1 1

« In addition, it is not um..uy clear how legal accountability for violations of

international I i

ensured. The implementation of law depends on holding those involed in

conflict accountable for their actions. I this chain of human accountability

weakencd ‘o broken, then ermrional humaniaran T wil e sndermined.

i important part of
itermational bumaniaria v, and New Zealand supprts thei slrengmenmg While
ealand secs them

12 August 1949, and relting

Victims of 1 Armed C b,



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2019/9
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2019/9
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/MSP/2019/9
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as insufficient, on their own, to address concerns about autonomous weapons systems
and considers that they should be supplemented with specific rules and limits. While
thee is @ genral obligaion (0 conduct wespons rviews, there e o common

dards and no requirements to share result. There are also fechnical questions about
o rlably reviews ca 35ses how an slamomis weapons aysiem migh operste o0
any given occasion.

New Zealand bout how "

comply with international hi P
being arbitrary, which could violate human rights law. New Zealand is also concerned
hat lases i ot s that undepinthe algorithns used n selecting rgets ndlor

decisions o use force could lead to violations of international human rights faw and
imematonalhumaniarin lw, ependingontecone’ This is ot m aehion
Taw. Und

nrmations il would b postble o he un of sonomons wespons
Systems to constitute an intemational crime.
Security consideraions

Autonomeus wespons systems have the potential (0 be  desabilzng fuctor in

conflicts and in the maintenance of peace. For cxample, depending on the type of
Sutonomous weapons System wsed, he palm:zl ieshld o deloying e o e

Tower, resulting in an increased likelihood of cor

s al

sooner or later, be oblained by non-State armed groups for use in armed conflict,

terrorism or erime. It s also foresceable that in some counlrics, aulonomous weapons

systems will find their way into domestic law enforcement use, which could raisc

additional questions in the arca of international human rights law.

Technological considerations

New Zealand advocates a technology-neutral approach. To ensure that future
devlopments are not inadvertently excluded:negtiatonscould cene on the ofects
Jomous weapons - rules and limits

and
T uitable limis e not placed on awtonomeus weapons syaiems m iy arc proven

1o have devastating effects that cannot be controlled, there may be irreparable dam;
o the sociallicence for anifical intelligence appheations more gencraly.
Edhical considerations

e condeuigns o ke tolege szt Etical oo shore

particular method of warfure ofien serve as v adopting legal
Contrants. Currenily, views 6Tt on the hl:sn’subsululmg human decision-
making with algorthmic pocesses. ncluding machine earning, and there re elated
Guisanding questons about human, moral responsibility. humanity and human

dignity. including of the combatant.

New Zendao o usanding s i g ot

judgment in the use of weapon systems with significant levels of autonomy. Hum:

omestus e sl ot mplemntaton ufmlemalmml amanitaran

law. for any at

could apply ml:mananll hnmamunan oo i sicting gt or Lunchin i
onomous weapons sy could ppy this e ofudgmens. e

¢ fnue oF ensaring that hurnanleg accounabily fo votaionsof
|mrm|m7nll oo o prscitd. Avm ey of ovelapping and sometimes

mpeting cancepts, ineluding the concepts of “suficient” and “meaningful” human
Contrl A of “appropriat human Jdgiment” of “involvemenc have been debaied.

Ao
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This work necds to be accelerated, with weighting given to both legal and ethical
considerations.
Multilateral efforts

New Zealand has engaged acti ihe Groupof Governmental Experts on
tethal atonemous weapons sysems ind il continue 1 do 0. The Group i 8 wsefal

iag cxperise nd briogiag together High Contracking patcs sad
Signtory St bt rothe Comenion n jon se

riain Conventional W
Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects and ci

I alue in broad
Assembly. The General Assembly has universal membership, whereas the Convention

o T2t igh Conecang Paries Mot of ieh e concemracd e loba) Nor

Norway
[Original: English]
124 May 2024]
ubmit its G
Assembly esoluion 8341 on el avanoms weapans ystems. The esoluion

tash
2 Substanive report on ~weys (0 adaressthe reated challenges and concerns they
rase fom humaniaria, lgal.seuriy. echnologicatand etical perspetivesand

e role of humans in the use of for

For Norway, it is central that the development and use of any weapons system,

including those with autonomous functions, comply fully with States” obliations.

under international law. in particular under nternational humanitarian law. This

<poies i ety ity ppcaton o it el ot ol (0

velopment and use o

o i o
concers is currently to ensure the proper application of interational humanitarian
law.

The prmary i o thecnpgementof Noway i the GroupofGovsmmenl

perts under the Convention on Prohibitions or Restritions on the Use of Certain
('mwcmmnll | Weapons Which May Be Decmed to Be Excesivly nfrousor o

e ine nt et ha e o criributs o the lrfisionof how 0 pply
!hcrcl:vamcxlﬂm e of mtermationsl I o mtonomous weapens systems |
Norway's view, the iscussions ndicate the nced for a ntrument o carfy how
criting termasionn law geplics 0 sutonomous weapons sysems. Norvay remins
agnostic 1
eroe beeve that povoclundet e Comendon on Corain Conveniont

ould be

Norway subscribes to the two-tier approach consisting of a combination of &

probibiion o certn sulonomous weaponssysicms combined wit reguations on
ach sysiems. For 3 prbibiton to be meaninful, i st ke o

iding fom. n thissene: Norway suppors 8 el binding msrment 10 probo

ceran autonomous weapons sysiems

Norway, together with Bulgaria, Denmark, France, Germany, Italy and

Lixembourg, has submitted a working paper (CCW/GGE.112024/WP.3) to the Group

of Governmental Experts that, among other things, cals for a distinction between two

categories of autonomous weapons systems:



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2024/WP.3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2024/WP.3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2024/WP.3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2024/WP.3
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Lethaksutonomous weapons systems operating completely outside human control and
a responsible chain of command (.. systems capable of setting their own objectives or
‘modifying, without any human validation, their inital programme of their mission
framewark);

L featuring

et fneions i o oo, clasifcaon,nercepion and engagement
1o whict

oo st 1 comaion s nccon oF ok et o e
functions within a specific framework of action),

Disusionson stonamous wespons sy shouldconider syt fling
under.

fconducive o Noruay,
the central objective of the distinction is to ensure that any allowable autonomous
‘weapons syste is subject to meaningful human control. Human control over

atonomouseystems mustbe mesningfl s wll s elevant i the senc tha he
buman input st b sufient o ensur it thesystm i pered i ul complance
Wih intermationa v inluding international humaniarian

Human control over systems falling into category (a) s insufficient to satisfy
the requirement o nernational bumaniaia . A suh, they must aleady be

e blieve this
b on outd vt e st B e, Mreonts n..x: systems.

Gt s e ol s ool T, o i
prohibited and allowable systems may fal within this category. Systems of this
category must be considered prohibited if:

« They are inherently indiscriminate and/or incapable of distinguishing between

iy argets anlor ey combatants, ad ciilians, combatats hors de
‘combat and other protccted objects or pers;

« Their effects cannot be limited, mucvpncd andconolled, s ity
international humanitarian law in the circumstances of their use:

* They are of injury or ;o
for
any other reason.

+ They cannot be operated in aecordance with internationl humas

ommunity should proceed
discusions 10 make th ppication f nsrntonl bumaiarin la 1o ulonomous
1

Creure tat e m..u,...m..u pinigls o
intemaion!humanitaria law s adequtely spplied o suonomous s, Ssics
hould claborate such rules in a fture instrument, Urgency is eauited 1 heed the
aallof 1o concluce

omaniarin lw ae rcired

Itfollows from thi por
systems will ot b probisitd, Those systems covered by e niament, bt ot
hibite cordane

ted by it, may be developed and employed only in full accordance with
incrntional mmanaron o, 51t oot <lsbare nd e on  ramework o
he application of intemational humanitarian law to these syst ha framework

3 such weapons
sy, shold gt i plce messres o s, it or ot fet e s

argets that such weapon systems can engage. as well as on the duration,
scographical wpe and sele of e opeaion ot e weapon e, Mesoure:

Ao
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should be put in place to preserve and retain human control at al times, in all
irumstances and deross th emir e eyel of h sysem

For a system t0 be operated in accordance with intemational humanitarian law,
Norway's point s that hums
o e wapans yshems: way of aperein, ffocts and kel iniracion with (e
environmen. Humans must be able to predict and explain the behaviour of such
weapons systems. Humansshallalways defne nd validae ules of us, rules of
ok or he o the system that is
limited in time, space poot by objectives according to the situation and
context. Humans most be umm ontor th rehaby and e of th sricms
ing e o spproveany the mission’s
pe 10 exercise their judgment with regard o
wmphln:c il th s and prncples of mermaonal omanaran . n
cular the principles of distinction, »mpoummuymym...uonu...mm..d
Thus ake criealdecisions ver th wee of o

A numt

humans, as such, by autonomous weapons systems raises important questions that

States should address in the development of a future instrument.

The Goupof Gl Txgrts s he Comenton o i

Conventional

Dicumion i o Torm e be Pt 1y e o omere s comebod

10 the urgent claboration and adoption of recommendations for an instrument under
Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons in accordance with the mandate of

the Group of Governmental Experts.

Pakistan
[Original: English]
y 2024]
“The development, deployment and use of lethal autonomous weapons systems

e rise to humanitaian,Iegal,cthical and security challenges.
umanitarian and lega perspectives o challens

“The essence of intemational humanitarian law is predicated on the capacity for human
judgment and discretion, which i intrinsically context_sensitive. Intemational
i [ ly on b forits

Delegating critical functions of a weapon system, that i, target selection and

coassement. cluing splkaton of rc would s ey poblete s
and upholding rnciples

humaniarian I sch s diticion,prooronly pscatons i atack snd

military necessi

Inemaion maeitaian o wich conaics e on e nd thods o
warfre and rles goerning he conduct of s, ollows an e e
‘gprosch topne certen . Thereor, f e  » yeapon syt i efees,

o b precited, ndersioodor cxlained i all rcomsance hen i raos
et chlonges Sach s wcapon e Wil e nclode e regored ol 1
implement the limits on the effects prescribed under international humanitarian law.

“The use of lethal autonomous weapons systems also gives rise (o other legal

hallenge lating t esponsibilty snd secoutaily. The sbsene of uman
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accoutailty and tibtion for it o iernatiomally wrongtlactscommitod
with the use of lethal autonomous weapons sysi
Ehienl perspectives

Severt i concers b o i regudingdeeating the deciion o
. Tl

e opporny ot ompasion oning i comsnt :l\ulllum,z&p:clully
g eomplo el eeons v . v udemene o
understanding of human emotions,

Security perspectives

‘The development, deployment and use of lethal autonomous weapons systems enail
serious repercussions for security and stability at the international and regional
levels.

A lethal autonomous weapons systems may eliminate the danger of human
casualties for the user States, they lend themselves to an increased propensity of use,
thus lowering the threshold for application of force and armed conflic.

Intimes of eriss, @ low threshold for use of force would be highly destabilizing,

as it would

C I

zg
pletely It h critical
unpredictable consequences and rapid escalation.

Iosrnsingthe specd of wartare s macine specd d o ing the decision-
making fime frame, eiminating risis mitigation spaces. paticula rlymmgmmwlm
high tensions and  history of accidental launeh incidens, represents a recipe for
unmitigated disaster.

chhll sstonomous wespors stems s s el 0 prpel syt
e, inclding snonymoussnd lndesin aperatons.

e s gt g m Forcign e
Absent any meaningful restrains, the dcvclwmcm ot aonomous

‘weapons systems can trigger costly new arms races, as other States may fec
oot e S cemnatoms tomameah etcse b o advantage
These developments would s increase th risks of proliteation of suh weapon
sysems 0t Sat cos Lethal utonomous wespons yses may s
vulnerable to cyber

a3 or e Iermationa egal rules on lethal autonomous weapons systems

4 conimed by the guiding principles sdopied by the Group of Govemmentl

Expers on Ithal autonomous weapons sysitns in 2019, intmakonsl humaniarisn
Tow applies ully o all weapons sy ncluding {0 (e potetal devclopment and
us ofltal atonemous wespon ver, if sating that was enough, there
outd have bee o need for sddtonal Icgal\yhmdmg s, 3 conained i iferent
Protocols o the Comvention on brobibivons or Reaiictions on the Use of Cor
Conveni capons Which My B Deemed 1o Be Excenively Injurions o 1o
Hove e Efct,

In the case of lethal autonomous weapons systems, new interational legal rules
are needed for the following reasons:
« The existing international humanitarian law obligations need to be spelled out
s fter claborated o ety b they il e sl e o of bl
autonomaus weapons sy

Ao
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existing. international humanitarian law and
Sexopmest ot s e humaiasian E et
autonomous weapons syst

- Aditona brdging princplesneed {0 b adopied (0 il the implomention
progr

« The existing international humanitarian law does not fully address the

humanitarian, ethical, legal and securiy challenges of lethal autonomous

W ystems.

+ New inernationIgal obligtions e needed 10 addess the sgnifican risks
‘a comprehensive and integrated manner

Elements of a new international legal instrument on lethal autonomous
‘weapons systes

The angong cfors uner the. Conventon on Cetain Convetionsl Wespans shoud

comine with the tim of developing inematonl legal s through & new proocol
Sucha prtool il ned o cleary spel o pm]\lhmam nd ecion,  goveming
Tethal

restcons s o cmeicen wit "t g Pl 1ot Comenton on Cortin
Conventional Weay

Pakistan would like to propose the following core elements of an international

Il et ot awonrous wespons syt whihcan b st and

s @ protacol V1 to the Convention on Certain Conventional Weay

Dettons

The new instrument should adopt a functional approach 1o cover the gencral
category of Iehal utonormous weapors systems in s scop, It should nclude the
following definitio

« “Lethal autonomous weapons systems” means those weapons systems that are
designed to sclcct and apply force to target(s) without human intervention after
activation.

s ofhe word lthal” mans hat anautonemous wepon syt by
i i s e cpabilty o aply et G s ncluded b e cteory
Iethal autonomous weap:

ot v wheper e !Dylxcd Toree resuls i lehal efetsor o,

it will be regulated under the protocol.

Prohibitions
It is proibited in all circumstances to develop, produce, acquire, stockpile,
retain, transfer, deploy or use lethal autonomous weapons systems that
the use of force without

o oer o andernand, prdiet snd P th o sons o s o rcs
all circumstances of use:

(b) By their design cannot be used in compliance with international
humanitarian law in al circumstances;

Timited in all aby

© e
international humanitarian lav.
Restrictions

the case of lethal autonomous weapons systems, which are ot prohibited as
outlined above, the following measures should be taken:

@ 2 military. s
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) Evingprovisions for s humanusr o v, et and desivate
the system during all stages of us

Lo the durtion,gographicel scope an e of e apsrtons o

ensure compliance with international humanitarian law at all times and only (0 those
areas without concentration of civilians or civilian objees;

ing the number of engagements in order to predict and retain control
aver th effect, o required nder niermationsl humaniarian

() Restricting from
‘autonomously without approval by a human user:

and a

«
times.
Other pr

Other provisions should include:
* Humans responsible for and in control of lethal autonomous weapons systems
should at all times remain accountable for the consequencas of using such
weapons. i e wit inernational L and the applicsbe provisionsonthe
Tesponsiilty of Sl fo ntermationaly wrongfof o

« States are required to develop and ensure an effective aversight, investigative
and redressal mechanism for any suspected, reported or documented violation(s)
ethal

systems.
“The international legal instrument should also include a technical annes (as in
the cases of the Protocol on Prohibitions or Restictions on the Use of Mines, Booby-
iraps and Other Devices s Amended o 3 My 1996 (Protocol 1 33 amended on
71996) 1 e Prtocolan Exploive Remuants of War o e Comertionon
vahlhmunsorknnc\l o the Us ofCesin Convenion! Wespons Which Msy
Be DeemedoBe cwc\y Injriows orto SHave Indseriminate Efe
(rroea V10 the Comvenion onCori Comenonl Wespons) comiing best
racies,stdeinesand e ok reducumv measures to facilitate the

ude
proviionson acians ¢ the maional vl inchudng on policy. tsin, rafing and
reviews, including weapons” reviews and reporting,

Conclusion

The Group of Govermental Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems,
stalished unde the Convntion on Certain Convntionl Wespons, with sl the
ool at it disposal and the work done 5o far, emains he most appropriae forum to

meful legal nomative ramework that respands to the challenges
and concerns associated with lethal autonomous weapons systems comprehensively.

Philippines
[Original: English]
116 May 2024]
of advanced uding artificial
autonomous weapons systems, is rapidly transforming human lfe and expericnce.
1d soh old

problems, it could also disrupt political and soeial order. Because of his, the
Philippines believes that international governance siructures must keep up.

Ao

s
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To provide a space to discuss and consider the implications of the use of autonomy in

weapons systems from the point of view of the Indo-Pacific region, the Departmen of

Foreign Affuirs of the Republic of the Philippines, in cooperation with Nonviolence

International Southeast Asia, organized the Manila Meeting on Indo-Pacific Perspectives
‘Autonomous Wespons Systems from 13 0 14 December 2023

The Pliprines b ther .16 0 7 p egttions ovars 3
threats of

‘Sutoncmous weapons systems.
‘The Philippines sces the Convention on Probibitions or Restrictions on the Use:

of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessivel

It o e It et o e syt ramenor s
Sequisiion by armed non-Stse sctors, through s new rocsl it il nciode
probibitions and regulations on autonomous weapons syste

Legally binding rules and principles are needed to safeguard agains risks and
" lated auto 10 wit:

of autonomous An of

awonomous weapons sstems s not rguired forte labortion,development and

sysi e and eharacteristcs
ey alone ot be saicient o dmnclerue autonomous weapons systems inview of
echnolozy focusing

i the human clement hine intccation, which are esentisl 10
S dretng i o of taton ad venpaneliye i vl orios Pt

“Autonomous weapon systems” refers 0 weapon systems that incorporate.
utonomy ino te il funtons fslcing. rgtin,cngagingand
applying force to targets

Proiors. The dcvclopmcm. production, possession, acquisition,

deploymen,

o
9 heir utonomous functions s designed 0 b vied outid he scope of
meaningful human cor
i) ith principles of i I
o hedictaes of publi conscience inluding systems hat re (1) mc.p.m of

o ona 3 of et o s oy o snncnssoy suting
or are inherently indiscriminate.

Regukgions. Regulations must be put in place to ensure, inter alia, that

(1) meaningful human control is retained in the entire life cyele of any weapons

B rely on data scis that

can perpetuate or amplify social biascs,including gender and racial bias; and
due register, racking and anal

are developed.

For the Philippines, that
Humans mutavay et mesningfulcontol over theus o orcs, nd tht b
fargets mustnver b reduced 0 mereduta for machinesandalgortms o “nteprt
Wikte the displacemant of human centality 1 the se of fore could have 1ol
implications lated o secountabiity. th Phlippines” remise transcends ega
‘considerations and arises from the fundamental premise that human dignity is
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inviolable. In this regard, the Philippines has raised “meaningful human control” as
the standard by which 1o assess the development of autonomous weapons systems.

including the preservation of human judgment and intervention, over the use of force.
“This includes, inter alia, the following clements:

@ The iyt redefine o modfy he weapon systen's ahetives o
missions or otherwise adapt it o the enviranment; to deactivate, abort, terminate or
et s operaton ad us 2 neaded and 1 contrar s uncton 10 sl st

“The aibity to imit the scope and scale of use of the weapon system,
including temporal and spatiallimits, and to estriet ts targeting parameters and
targeting capability;

“The akelity o understand and explain the weapon system’s functioning
vitha view to reitospctvly proviing i cxplanation ht s gl and oter

the operation of the including the attibution
of responsibility and accountability.

Applicability Taw. The Phil
v, nloding cstoray iirotonl v, the Chaier f e nied Natos e

State respansibiliy, international humanitarian law, international human rights law
und intemational criminal low re ll applicabl in the comtext of the development.
use and transfer of any autonomous Weapons systems.

‘Weapons review. A crucial implication of the spplicabiliy of international law

warfare, o determination must be made whether its employment would, in some or al
cireumstances, be prohibited b, international law.

< Ph that cthi d
cntltomulieral convration rsgadingsinmousweapons syt and the
military application of rtificial inteligence. Beyond legal argumens, Staes have the
duty 1o ensure the inviolability o ity Aoy s apctonof st
intelligence must not lead to the relegation of human lives to mere data for machines.
‘and algorithms to interpret in the context of the automation of the use of force.

mpact o the vt and gt gy, The s o
autanomous we tal valnerabil
parieutarly it impacton the maine emvironment nd ccosstems. 1 s important 0

weapons syaems Ot exspl 1 bl i amonormoussbmarie warfre i
the low risk of |

However, it was polned ot by eprsenatves o Paifc Tlnd Sats during the

o e o ndePaci . Bempechves o Atonamots Wetpons 338

damage o the marne seology s ety reared o thle Teliood.

Other military applications of artificial intelligence. The Philippines

iscogaics hat iy pplicion f il elligene ould v benef.

particularly i the context of enhancing precision. Such precision could aid military

Commanders and operators in cnsring compliance with ermaional humaniarian

Taw. In this regard. the Phil i Fartifcial

h

bat
others. The Philippines supports
context of such applications of ar

oluntary norms of responsible behaiour in the.
al intelligence, including weapons review.

Ao

sonmo
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Steatgi tade regulations, Sy wilh s trade reglatons wnd members of
‘mulilateral export control regimes should work together (o agree

enionof el swonoiouswespom sy i awiow o, Porsble comls

fo et Ths may nlude sz echnclogies ity b s recur (o

lethal autonomous weapons including, but not limited to, milita

e echloges o g oo ogsanes despncd 1 soncnounty

identify targets for offensive weapor

St shoutd s coeséer exablking e sl i berween

lethal In particular.

oLt oo weapors e, e he on unch ...u.nmm 0

legitimately are
Interceptorsand such analogous tchnologies should be made distnct from muritions
launched by offensive systems since they only respond to — and do not instigate —

armed conflic. Such a ditnetion shauld enable Stace to benei from the protection
eranted by lied
nature of such systems when deployed for offensive purposes.

“The Philippines also submits the Philippine Report on the Manila Meeting on
Indo-Pacific Perspectives on Autonomous Weapons Systems as an annex to these.
inputs.1

Republic of Korea
[Original: English]

2024]

The Republic of Korea recognizes that the rapid development of new and

emerging technologies holds great promise for the advancement of human welfare
‘and could, inter alia, help 10 better protect civilians in conflict in certain

negative consequences and impact of autonomous weapons systems

In this regard, the Republic of Korea places great importance on addressing the.
issue of Iethal autonomous weapons systems, maintaining a balanced approach
petwsen he berefts and ks s vl o v b connderions it
military necessity when we consider i ifications of new and eme
fehnologis. Thevews rseied below s bsed on s Republicof Kore's

orking understanding of lethl autonomous weapons systems as Weapons systems
it onee ethated. il e bl o deity. st and enage argets withou e
intervention by an operat

‘The Republic of Karea appreciates the sustained efforts of the High Contracting
s o e Comention on rotons o Restiction o he Ut Ceran
Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious of to
Have Indiscriminae ERfctson hese fuce. We parictay commnd and welcome
e vl work 1 progesmade o e i comening of e eson o e
of Govermental Experts o ethal sanomous wespon e sabi
under he C in Conventional Weapons in 2017. The endorsement
ot euning ncles m 315 wnd 1 luton o (b st pprosch i he
ofthe 2023 sesion o he Group of Goveramental Exersae mportant
hesoncs achevcd by consensas

“The Republic of Grol
Experts s andshould conin 1 ser 2 he cemral and aniqus orum 1o sddrs

O fle with the Secretarit and svailble for comulttion



https://drive.google.com/file/d/1kwq7QZOkQA1HQLRnz3tI8RRFUe0_yqzQ/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1kwq7QZOkQA1HQLRnz3tI8RRFUe0_yqzQ/view?usp=sharing
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s pertaining to lethal autonomaus weapons systems, focusing on the
CHeciive implementation of nternaional humaniarian Law. which apples 1 al
Weapons systems.

Recognizing the rapid advances in technalogy, for the furtherance of the

discussion in the Experts, the Republic of Ky h
the High ConractingParicy approsch shoud b practicl st s e
nd based onscence. The work of te Group of Govermmental Experts shoutd ocus

onformulaingslemens o prohilon nd regulaon b,

el resching

compliance with international humanitarian law.
In this regard, the Republic of Korea affirms that lethal autonomous weapons.
systems that by their nature are incapable of being used in accordance with
intemational humlnvllnln e bacause ey ot instance, o eroos ey of

heing used i accordance with inemational humamunm T, should b pranibied
“This calls for a continued discussion on how ta regulate the other lethal autonomous
Weapons systems inarder 1o ensure Tl compliance with intermtional humanitarian
law.

- however,

necessarily a requirement for ensuring compliance with international humanitarian

Iaw. Rather it would be case specificandthe principls of distincton, propatonality
central wi international

humanitarian law.
Furthermore, to adequately address potentialrisks associated with lethal

autonomous weapons systems, the Republic of Korea believes that risk mitigation
measures. d d

precautions in attack as well as to ensure accountability will need to be introduced,

life cyele of
has data
proteton, We aso believe that sharing essonslamed o ik miigaton prcices

etmomous weapons ysems will omiu o s lToe.The xmm,c orkore's
efinc
COWIGGE12023WP ARev 2

Recogn

ing vorious ongoing international iitiatives, such as the Responsible
Antificial Intelligence in the Military Domain Summit and the Political Declaration
on Responsible Miliary Use of Attificial Intelligence and Autonomy, the Republic of
Korea underlines that all international eff

‘and work synergistically with other initatives.

Republic of Moldova

[Original: English]
124 May 2024]

Aceording to aricle 8(1) of s Constitution, the Republic of Moldova

undertakes to respect the Charter of the United Nations and the treaties to which it is

international law that are unanimously recognized.
“This principle s enshrined in Law No. 595/1999 on international traties of the
Republic of Moldova, which, in it aricle 19, staes: “International reatis are exeuted

Ao

um



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/WP.4/Rev.2
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in good faith, in accordance with the pacta sunt servanda principle. The Republic of
Moldova may not invoke the provisions of its domestic law as Justification for non-
execution of a treaty to which it s 4 party”

“The Republic of Moldova considers and fully respects the guidelines on new
technologies in the field of lethal autonomaus weapons systems, as

provisions of intemational human rights tratics and intemational humanitarian law.
Currently, of

nternaional humaniarian law, including those deaing with it o amed

conflict, methods and means of warfare and international crimes

The Republic of Moldova acceded to the Geneva Conventions of 12 August

1949 and the Additional Protacals thereto of 10 July 1977 by Parliament Decision
31871993,

By Law No. 975-XIV/2000, the Republic of Moldova acceded to lh: Comenton
on Probtons o Reirieions ot Use of eran Conventons W
Ny e Deemeato B Excesvely rionsor o Hove et e
adopted @ on 10 October 1980, and o the Protocols annexed (0 the
Conventon: Potocolon Non-Detetable Fragments (Prtoes 1), adoptd n Geneva
on 10 Octaber 1980: Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Mines.
Byt and Ot Deviees o Aménded on 3 Mo 199 (Prtoce! 131 ménded

Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Incendiary Weapons (Protocol 111, adopted
 on 10 October 1950; and Additional Protocal to the Convention on
Prohibiionsar Restictions an th Use of Certain Comentional Weapons which may

antited Protocolon Blinding Laser Weapons), adopted in Vienna on 13 October 1995

isting international humanitarian la (article 36, on new weapons, o the

Prtocol Additonstfo the Genevs Coméntons of 13 Augit 1999 and el 0 the

Frotecton o Vistims of el Armed Confict (Pl ) providss hat i

the study, development, acquisition or adoption of a

of wrtr, High Conating Pary s under an eaion o e hethr 1

employment would, in 1l circumstances, be prohibited by this Protocol or
oy any other rl of ntetaationat o applicabi o that High Contrctng Pary

Protocol | Addiion o th Geneva Convations f 1949 ndthe Convention

i or R the Weapons Which

e Deemed 1o Be Facamively o o o Hove Indiscrminne Efeets and

its Protocols (I-IV), agreed in Geneva in 1980 (in force for the Republic of Moldova,

since § March 2001), do not define or regulate the prohibition of lethal autonomous
weapons systems.

L No. 21272010, the Parlismentof the Repulic of Moldova ried the
Rome S of i eratona] Crminel Cour adopid on 1 1y

“To fulfil the international obligations assumed and to ensure compliance with

the rules of law of armed conflic, the Instruction on the implementation of the rules

oflaw of I Army pui
approved by Minister of Defence Decision No. 275/2006,

According to his Instruction, the work of commanders and chiefs regarding th
preparation of large units, military units and sub-units for the fulfilment of missions
assigned to them and their conduct during military actions must be carried out in
‘compliance with the principles of the law of war. Also, they must ensure compliance
with the rules of the law of ssmed conflic, providing foral possible preventive
measures o avaid, and - i thisis impossible - minimize losses o the civilian
population and damage to civilian property.
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The fct that o vislion o the law of armed sonfct may be commined by o
subordinate does not relieve his or her superiors of disciplinary or criminal
bty the proves ot seeptevon ha comaect o ity etons,conanet
and chiefs at al levels are obliged to consider certain limitations and restrictions
on the application of force in the process of administrative activity.

Relevant rovisions oncermin the gt o ko snd coly Sty with

Intmal Servi Regulaions St ine et Forcn ot he Repblc of Mdova,
roved by Presidential Decree No. 2327/2009.

Morcover, the need to respect international humanitarian axe during armed
conflicts and combat operations, in the context of new technologies in the field of
provisions of articles 36 and 57 of Protocol | Additional to the Geneva Conventions
of 1949, of 1977, on new weapons and precautions in attack.

Hence, we

States should

consider, at the conceptual stage,the legality of new weapons they develop or acauire.

However, in
for ndividuals n Stotes i pesceime. 5 well ¢ forcombatants,miltars
Copaimions uu St o s of s ol s b el o mckive

or automae the authority or capac e lethal force, so that n each case
o being shoukd dein s o egmne. more and g

Inthecae of i sabsod by oo Wekpons s undes tho

control or command operating i, this can undermine the concept
commnde eaponiilty s he b gstio s comeal he acions ofsordintes,
commanders from what awar erime

oo

Given and military use of lethal
autonomaus weapons systems to neutralize live force (for the first time in history in
2020, during the Libyan Civil War, as claimed in a Security Council report) and the

amed sroup, s necessary 0 creat and review the nematioalnormative
framework olmi and it he iy e o sl utonomous wspons

i i combination iharicil inclgence, and o oo hewse
et stanomens weapons s systems incomnecton wih o nsanc, el
chemical and biological weapons.

Givn h nrcsing e fegonal andglotal risksand threas et o the
lopment nd miiay ue of et s incomesion
i e mellenc, we comdr i neceuary s dee i
internationally and nlnumﬂly fhe iroumstangesof prial o tota oo o he
e f Ithalatonomous vespons sy, in sccordnce wih the prncpls ofthe
Charer ofhe Unied Nations, otcrmational humanitarian law and mermat
ucxucx o regulat in which the use of lethal por
St may b prohbic, nhuding a prohibition of th us o ehal auonomus
eapons Syatems i conecion wi: fof mstance. nuclear: chemical and Biologica
eapons Neverthcles the elcive implemenaton of thse regutons on he
Hiion andprokiionof bl wionomous wespos ysems i the
tablishment of internation nal mechanisms for monitoring, control and
Teeaaccommabiy o he g evcopmens iy oo o v sonemons

chemical and biologi

I weapons.

Ao
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Russian Federation
[Original: Russian]
24
T R edrnion ks he option of Ui Nt G

Assembly resolution 78/241 of 22 December 2023 and, in accordance with paragr
ercor, ha the honour t submit 15 national contribuion o the reportof the
Secretry-Geneal 1 the General Assembly at s seveny-nith sesion for frther
cussion by Member States.

‘We consider the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons Lo be the best

Group of Governmental Experts on Emerging Technolagies in the Arca of Lethal
Autonomous Weapony Sysems, aablished by the igh Contosting Partes o that

Convention, is the body called upon to maintain a reasonable balan
Tumanitarian concems and “he g imte defenc irests of S Su!es in relxuun o
such wespons, a0 ke decisions o he eve that i

ould be munlzrpmdumvz o anaer i o 10y e o o,
cluding the Unied Notion
The Russian Federation welcomes he approva by the Mecting of he High
Contracting Partes o the Conention on Cerlain Conyentional Weapons of  new
i s e Goup v 202, e b it e Group il e bl t0

taking into account the opinions of all High Contracting Partcs, on substantive.

Conclusion and recommendations for ubmission o he Scventh Revicw Conference
of the High Contracting Partes to the Convention.

There is no consensus definition of ethal autonomous weapons sysiems under
I

Developing a
cring understanding o Il stonomous wespons syims would bring
Srcte larty 0 he subjeet and to oture discusions on i 1o

“The working definition should:
(@) Include a description of the types of weapons that fall under the category
of lethal autonomous weapons systems and the specific key features of their use;
Not be limited ta the existing understanding of ethal autonomous weapons
systems, but rather account for how such systems might evalve in the future;

© Be expert community,
enginses, echnicians. military persomnel.lawyers nd ebiiss:

@
rescarch in the field of peaceful robotics and artificial intelligence:
() Not define lethal autonomous weapons systems solely by describing their
functions
Cnegonxmg these weapons as either “bad” or “good” should be avoided; in
uch weapons should not be categorized on the basis of the political
e o paenr stou of Sones

ystoms s flly autonemous unrewed tchnicalweapons,aher than ammunicon,
designed for carrying out combat and support missions without any operato
involvement,
Existing highly automated military systems should not be placed in a “special”
category requiring urgent limitations and restrictions. It is this level of automation
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that enables such
Vrions s onmens, et s o Sieqie dugrs o spocheny

accuracy. thus ensuring that they conform to the principles and norms of international
humanitarian law.

1t genrally ocsped that exsting intrmational v, inclding ienational
humanitarian law, applics fully to lethal autonomous weapans systems. International
Humaicaian law conains a b of mporian miation. ncudin the olowing:

Lethaaputonomous weapons systems should not be used indiseriminately

precautions to proteet v

oflethal hould be.
consistent with the principle of proportionality between military necessity and the
damage inflcted;

A
autonomous weapons systems should be taken by the person planning the military.
operation and developing scenarios for the use (mission) of such systems.

e 177 Pl Addtona o e Gene Consrions of 195 contans
an imporan: obligion o cary ot gl views when s lopin

o

o pstoms o ow exbcly (h gl vt should b conductcd, nor

docs it impose an obligation on States to make the results of the reviews public or to

provide anyone with information in that regard. The legal reviews arc effectively

handled by States at the national level. It would thercfore be futile o also develop
for reviews,

especially one designed for lethal autonomous
Nevertheless, we do not object (o the voluntary exchange of best practices in the
fulfilment of obligations under artcle 36 of Protocol 1, taking into account national
sceurity and commercial confidentiality considerations

“The Russian Federation believes that there are currently no canvincing grounds
for imposing any new limitations or restrictions on lethal autonomous weapons
systems, o forupdating ot adapting intertionalbumanitaria ew (0 addrsssuch
weapons. on some kind o

Tetha anonomous weapons ystems re koo premaure

“The principles of humanity, the dictates of the public conscience and the human
rights component cannot be used as the absolute and sole sufficient condition for
imposing limitations and restrictions on certain types of weapons
‘We attach considerable importance to the universalization of the four Geneva
Convenions of 1949 ad i e Proocls Adioal. 1 our v, coneeres
regarding lethal autonomous weapons systems should be addressed through the.
ol mplemenaon o cring emore g s
We consider an important imitation to be that humans should have control over
the operation of Iethal autonomous weapans systems. The control loop for such
systems should thercforc allow for a human operator or an upper-level control system
tervene to change the operating mode of such systems, including (o partially or
completely deactivate them. However, the specific forms and methods of human
control should be left to the discretion of States, and direct control need not be the
only option.
Control over such systems can be exercised by.

(@) Increasing thei reliabiity and fault olerance;




6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Aons

s6mo

() Limiting the types of argets:

() Limiting the time frame of ther operation, their geographical coverage
and the scale of their use;

(d) Making promp interventions and deactivating them:
(€ Testing them in realisic operational environments;
{0, llowingpeols who have sucesstully mastre th prosdrs or the
use of such systems to operate (control) them;

(&) Monitoring the manufacture of individual elements and the device as o
whole;

® d disposal of A the
device as a whole,

We consi

onirol” and “forms and degrees of human involvement”, which are promoted by
o S, o Aseveon, e moonssenraly e e g v
and lead only 1o the politicization of discussions.

“The Russian Federation believes that States and individuals (including

develapers time P law
for thei decisions o develop and use new technologies in the area of lethal
autonomous weapons systems. Responsibility for the use of such systems lics with
the official who assigns them a task and gives the order for their use. To use lethal
autonomous weapons systems, that official should possess the required knowledge
and skills related Lo their functioning and operation, and should be responsible for
taking the decision on the appropriatencss of their use and planning the forms and
‘means of their use.

1t is commonly known that lethal autonomous weapans systems can be morc.
effective than a human operator in performing assigned tasks and can reduce the
Tikelihood of ertors. Such sysems are apable of g fcanty reducing the negative
implictons of th us o weaponsfr intenational umaniaian o that
associated with mistakes by operators, the physical sta mandxhclrmolaL
elgous o el bl T e ofs0chsytems n aceordan with et
umanitrian Lo can nsur e ccurcy in e rgeing of weapons g st
military focilities and help to reduce the risk of
and civilian objects.

An assessment of the potential risks related to the use of lethal autonomous
weapons systems and measures to mitigate them should be part of the process of
o dovel - $ any kind

weapons system.

“The risks associated with such systems could be minimized by:
() Ensuring effective life cycle management;

) Conducting comprehensive tests at all stages of the life eyele, including in
near real-life environments:

«
@

() Ensuring maximum protection against unauthorized access;

Ensuring their reliabiity and fault olerance;

Seting readiness eriteria;

() Training operators:
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() Prioritizing the use of artificial inteligence technologi
‘and processing of information to support miltary decision-making:

in the gathering

Facilfhting continuous monitoring by the operator ofthe operations of
Such systems and enabling the emergency termination of a combat mission at the
operator’s command;

(9 Preventing such systems rom alling o the ands of ot ators,
who could use them for illegal purposs
We believe that it would be useful to promote the voluntary exchange of views
among States on the topic of lethal autonomous weapans systems and international
law.

The Russian q to ke

proposals in i paragraph 2 of General
Assembly resolution 78/241 and to include the present document in the annex to that
report.

Serbi

[Original: English]
(18 May 2024]
The Government of Serbia shares the concern of the United Nations over the
development of lethal autonomous weapons systems and is of the opinion that these
systems should be probibited or their production restricted and their use monitored.
indicate that artificial weapons.
sysems i ncapab of alisving o eve of neligence and swarenes similar o
humans. Absent human marals apprapriate to ask what will prevent
excensive wee of ehal force and .mmma., deastuionand s, 1 wel 35 o
raise the question of collateral damage, that ral and eriminal
responsibility for the loss of onoeent el ciminated nd whieh messres
Lethal autonomous
designed to minimize own losses and resources and maximize those of the enemy,
Which.along with theelmination of mora and thical norms. may mean that in (he
future they are fitted with nuclear missiles

In this connection, there is a real possibility that the systems could be hacked
and that software and hardware anomalics,inherent in mass production, would o
Death and destuction ar the only guaranie 1 such situstionsnd it s practcally
mpossle o exalish exponibily. Acsordingy the Govermnt of St
ious oneerover e Sy detsoctvs poent ad hr egaive
mpact onpedce and regional and globol sccuriy for the Fllowing reasons:
* Likelihood of lowering the threshold of conflict, party because of the belief that
the number of military casualties wil decrease due to the systems’ accuracy:
« Emergence of an arms race, particularly in asymmetric cases in which some.
countries possess the systems and some do not;
Pomeasan,ofthe sysems by vioent tonSta actorswnd eiion and terorit
sroups with unforeseeable consequences;

+Buasion by the aysems of e eisin internatonalconventons, contrl and
regulations due to insufficient recognitior

« Potential for a swarm of single-use unmanned acrial vehicles to cause,

imespective of size, mass casualtics. A single individual can carry out such an

attack and defence is difficult and complex;

ey

o
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« Possibility of incorrect or misunderstood information causing wrong decisions
and false targeting.
‘s small, miliarily neutral country and a vietim of attacks by similar
autonomous weapons systems of only a slightly older gencration in 1999, Serbia
considerstht the use of thes or more complx sysemsfor mlitary purposes s
solutely senseless for
+ Autonomous weapons systems ﬁnpnblg of making independent decisions on the.
ehoice of targets cannot mimic the human operator entirely. They lack empathy.
perhaps the most important feature in deciding the method of use of weapons
and the achievement of combat goals with respect for the principle of
“elficiency efTectiveness”.

determine the weugm orach andevery comsguence and evalune and n..n.,.m

o cary out iliry pgmmens mmomty i it any o it
‘minimum collaeral dam

Accordingly, the question of ethics with regard to the fulfilmen of the
fundamental conditions of international humanitarian law Gius in bello), that i, the
amount

importance. As o matter of fct, weapons or means that da not fulfl the
aformentonedconitions o ermational bumaniaian aw should 1ot be sed i
combat. I human takes a decision resulting in action against a target,there is a clear
chain of command rsponsvily from the e wh decdes, o theone who gives
orde,l the way o th on who pll e rggepresse b buton. n e case of

amomous Nospons systems. o lea command esponsibilty s provided fo he
Gamae used i combat sctons

For these reasons, it is important that the develapment, production and the use
of lethal

Furthermore, international conventions should regulate the use of lethal

asonomons weapons aytes n order 1o provide for the sandard n e il code

of behaviour during the use of modern weapons, especially of this type, while they

e sl emergent nd have ot been mesciely uied v

Sierra Leone

(Ol Engi]
fay 2024]
Introduction
Ths i3 submision by he Goverament o Sira Leoe in ine with e Secretary-
General’s call as outlined in resolution 78/241 on lethal autonomous weapons sysl
adopid by the Gepers el i December 2.1 o o e dehberions

mmuniqué (hereinafier “Freetown communiqué”) adopted at a conference of

Sttes members of the Economic Community of West Afkcan St (ECOWAS) on the
peace and sty aspcs of auionomous neapons sysiems, hld i Fretoun, Sierra
Leone on 1718 Api 2034 and fom the afficalstement of Prsiden s ada
Bio on the urgent n he crcation of egaly binding norms 39 prncipes s
S0 e s g calcges posd by om0

including Ministers of Foreign Affais, at the conference, which focused on the theme.
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e g Securiy Aspets of Avionomeus Wespons Sytems: An ECOWAS
Perpective on a Puh Tovardy the Negotition Process of o Legally Binding

Instrument”. The Government of Sierra Leone offered to host the conforence after the
(‘znﬂnlAixgmblyndap\mlemlmmn 7824 on 22 Decembur 023, hichSir Leone
had co-sponsored. In the resolution, the Secretary-General was requested to seck th

views oM Member Siaics on ways {0 addrss lhc reaed chllnges ...a concerns they
rase from [
Satmon

e Loone's postion s cncpousid inthe Fretewn communiat of 13 el 202

1t supports th Seretary-Geneal's call for gt negotision of a lgally bining
insirument o regulate auonomous wespons st with international laws,
ncluding humanitarian and human fights s, 20 wel a5 fundamental ehicl princples

govemingwarars Siera Leane plec o 1o diance he ECOWAS conninted sy
emphasized in the Freetown communiq dress. the mulifaceted challenges
posed by autonomous weapons sysem

Sierra L the need
sccounabily siandards and et frameworks for the procurement, transfer,
deployms ystems: as well as for robust legal parameers.
B A R T TR A S
e plc e coghest i s T bl i
catics and

nc!oulum\s o o e 1o s ekl g et on s weapons
ystems. Sierra Leone deplores the prospect of automated weapons systems leading

s ECOWAS on
disarmament processes.

Sierra Leone submits the contents of the Frectown communiqué of 18 April
as both a document of the Governmen of Sierra Leone, and - because the conference

the highest levels of gavernment, including the Head of State of Sierra Leone - as the
EC binding

nstrus “The Freetown
o bmion

4 globl sccurity and geopolitical
.mp\.mmm of emerging technologics:

Recogn and artificial it
cqunably deseloped and shredhave he potemia 10 sappotcconomi growth
and enhance the quality of human lives; Cognizant that withou! cquitable.

development such technologies may reinforce
exining socal, el and scononic insqualiies, and mey s prejcic,
distrust and digital dehumanization; Concerned that autonomy of weapans.

systems raises serious ethic
humaniarian lgel,and peace and security concerns, including concerns about
the potenial us i

o e esront o <o i el vt el g
and humanitarian obligations; Conscious of the history and current context of

our region, in relation to the
d conflict, a that have been

s

sonm
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exacerbated by the inadequate international regulation of arms trafic and
weapans systems;

become ely easy to

fungibl trade and
ot chding o e by i riminalnetworks, et and
other non-state armed ro

Concemed also that such pmhlzrwrm, in the absence of specific international
regulation, will generate additional threats (© national, regional, and global
pace andsecuiy ncluding he risks ofamsrace and of confict scltion.

undermine regional effors to build peace through economic and
oo memton;

Recognizing, therefor, the need 1o strengthen existing governance mechanisms,
including temationlbumanarian ow, ntrmtons bunan ights v and
probibitons nd mguhuans ot eftctinly addres he threats nd challenges
pose

« To support the urgent negotiation of a legally binding instrument 1o regulate.

i temstions i s L nd el prncpes and

lhm\lgh inlusive and prtiiptory pproshes, adhancing common positions
apon systems that contribute to the broadar global effort
owards he SSabihment ot new lgally binding insirument:

organizaions, vl socity.academis, nd oihr sakoholdrs 0 addres the
s poied by oo weapors s i

~egionl positon onsutonomous wedpons systems, s reulied i he
dopted ol

towards its implementation.
Conclusion

i Loons believes ot the Frecown confeence and.communiqué, with thec
cmpbass o the imporance of okl conperation nd  niiedsance on eulaion af
spons sysi g sgenda o s negotaions hatwould
Tend to negniaons an a leglly binding mstrament on Such sstems. Siera Leone
hopes that e discusions and uicomes fom s confeence Samcanty Jafuence
the plobal conversation on automated weapons systems and contribute o the
evelopment o a logally binding internations] Famen arkbvN g n, e
United Nations. At the conference, the complex and urge
Somoundng onomons weapams Sysns. e solesie responsbilty o the
international community to address those challenges were underscared. The proactive
roles of Sierra Leone and ECOWAS in fostering a unified approach to enhance global
sceurity, respect for human rights. and adherence to. international law were
acknowledged.
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Singapore
[Original: English]
19 May 2

Asa small State, Singapore has always mppurlgd the rules-based multilateral

sysem andhe ol f e United Ntions. The Orgnizationrovides e fundation

v imemations i s W oo
el o o Ak o 1 St oo sl St

Accordingly, with regard to the governance of lethal autonomous weapons.
Systems, we believe that it is important for the international community (o engage
‘multlatérally to achieve substantive outcomes.
Singapor affirms the principle that intcrnational humanitarian law applics to
the use of ethal

autonomy in weapons systems and artificial intelligence technologics, we believe it
is important to continue discussing the governance of lethal autonomous weapons
systems in a multilateral setting.
Advancing international humani

Singapor became o ligh Conacing Pary o the Convention an Fobibions o

Resrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Decmed to
B Encemcty nurows o1 o Indcrmimae Efce in Marth 084
Singpor's s 0 h Consnton undercrss ot comminent o

The has

yielded important Dlvmcn\sxhll v frherenhaned nterntonl lav. Singapore
s committed to the continued and progressive development of the rules
Criamations I sy amed onfe

Under . the Gr
It atanmous wepons sysens s omaly convend seven s o

priate fort
o oot wcapons b e oo et ms
representation o legal,military, and technological experts Smg:pnre Supports he
“two-tier approach” on the prohibition and regulation of such weapons systems as
agreed by the Group in 2023. We believe that the use of lethal autonomous weapons
Systems that are incapable of being used in compliance with international
humanitarian law should be prohibited, and support the concept of limits to ensure
that such systems can b used in accordance with international humanitarian la.

s some SstcsMember ofthe Unied Natonsae o igh Canircing Pres
Ex

wihe i participate xperts,
the Secr cllry(‘:cncmliull[rmwn\nm \y\um\D:uhlum)pmvmpzum\(mm
the e aied Ntionsmenberhip.Sngapore voed n fvos

e

the
the views of Member St om e atomomarswecapons . e heive

conside in the development of a governance ramework forlthal autonomous
Weapons systems.

Singapore will continue to contribute constructively to the Group of

G 1

ith a view current

instrument to govern lethal autonomous weapons systems.

Ao

1079
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of ari

Incorporat intelligence into lethal autonomous weapons systems

Lethal sonamous weapon sysims do 1ot neccsrly ncorporateartifial
inllignes, 48 such syt can ks be bult pon, icibased rognming
However, where anifiia inieligence is appled i cricl fncrlon in sueh sysem

i an unanticipated manner in such systems, the resulling effects can be very serious,
such as unintended escalation, friendly fire, or unlawful harm to civilians.

Singapore is committed t0 the responsible development and use of artficial

intelligence in the military realm. Through several years of extensive consultations

it deence technologss, militry plannes, ntrationl I experts,andpolicy

professional i princples on

et mgoms Thow pinciptos inced in 2021 and address four key
reas of coneern pertaining 10 artifical imtelligence inthe milary domain

Respansible. First, the risk of emergent artifcial intelligence behaviour

must be addressed. Artificial intelligence systems must have well-defined intended
0 bt dveloprsand usersar espomsilefr the otcomes of artiical

mligonce sysiem:

Reliabie. Second, the risk of errors or inaccuracies in an artficial

s output . Arificial
be tested and assured 1o a level appropriate for their intended use. They should be
designed to minimize unintended bias and produce consistent outpus.

Robust. Thid, the ssks from the exploitation of arifcial ntelligence by

Anificial intel hould be designed
with cyber and adversarial atificial intelligence threats in mind. In order t0 address
the “black box effect” their development process should be well-documented to
Support expluinability.

Safe. Bourth, we must focus on the risk of arificial inelligence failure in
Safety-critieal contexts. Artificial inteligence systems should be safe to use, not only
in terms of

Regional initiatives on ari
Weapoms sysiems

al intelligence and lethal autonomous

Resiona s sre ccnisl 1o v il and st pcic discussios
on lethal autonomous weapons systems. In February 2024, Singapore co-hosted the
Responsile Aficia elisence in the Miary Domain Regions Consuatons for
Asia. Responsible Arificial Intelligence in the Military Domain, a process jointly
initiated by the Netherlands and the Republic of Korea, is focused on advancing norms
on esponsse arificil ieligence troug inchsive, mlsksholdor,and crors-
regonal diloge. Ai the Regona Conslations for At a ineractive e

el with discusion of the challenges and concerns of imeprating arifcil
ovelgence o ity operatens, Durg e excne, opn ticimon, wee
Sl 0d the partipets dwpeno ool wndrsandiog of il
ineligence develapmetu in oo t Tahal aanomas weapons s

Singapore also participated actively i the Manila Meeting on Indo-Pacific

Philippi
Desember 2023 The participanty i he Nectingcomiderd he implcaions of e
use of autan weapons systems, and offered a platform for voices from civil

Society. indusy, memaional o cxpers,a well  dafnce and foregn s
e
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Spain
torignal: Spanish)
23 May 2024]
Spain has endorsed and fully supports the guiding principles established by the
Groupof Governmental Experson Emerging Tshnologis i the Area of Ltal
ponsSysems in December 201, in whic s statd that he
possibe ke af 1l amomorions wespom vt basci on mersng echmoogicn
‘must comply with applicable international law, in pmm.m,mmmmx
humanitarian lav.
o nd.Spain ogeter ith atherike-minded counire, favoursa fwo-
erd aprench oo o peiion and gt
In line with the position of Spain, in July 2023, the Ministry of Defence
seprovd sty or e devclopment, mplmataton s s o il
intellgence in the Ministry, which is aligned with the principles tives of the.
Furopion o and e ot At Tty Oranvon Wil g o e
principles advocated by Spain, the straegy includes the following points:
- Ariificial itelligence applications should be developed and used in accordance
o,
Declaation of Human ights and temational humanitarian .

e order o e du ety nd. e staionof
responsibili

Sri Lanka

[Original: English]
25 May 2024]

Introduction

i Lo, 3 long standingadvoese of umanitain isrmament
humanitarian methods of warfare and the non-proliferation of w

destruction, welcomesthe adopton o Geneal Asembly eslution 71241 on lethal

autonomous weapons systems, n which th Assenbly stesses the urgent need fo the

imemtional ommunity 10 arss he «.hzllm\gu and concerns aised by

. Sri Lanka

preciates the oppe
awareness of (e s as 4 imporant sep forward (o addressth rlated callenges.
i technology d significanl;
asfomed every et of moder ilzaton. 51 Lnka rsogizes e srowing
on advanced technology for human development. However, the
intcgration o utonery, iciuding il tclisence i weapon ystms seqies
parialrconsidration, i he fundamentalchallenges such wespon stems

i by

woud pose o bumandignity.ad he moral and il comsiertos, Guded
consistent ¢ support 5
Eomkn o sciely cometed o the i Trs dcumonson o o 1 Gencen

 in New York,

Sri Lanka recalls in this regard the first joint statement on lethal autonomous
weapons systems delivered at the General Assembly in October 2021 with the support
of a wide cross-regional group of 70 States, including Sri Lanks. Sri Lanka welcomes
the joi

ippeal by the Secretary-General of the United Nations and the President of

Ao
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the Intermationl Commit o the Red Cros to urgenly estabih new inermatonal
rules on autonomous weapon systems by 2026 as well as the consideration of the issue
o th Secretay-Genera n s policy brief A New Agends for Peace-

5 Laka remais fully convinced s the dopin of  egally biin sy

wilbe ed by

onemoss wesponswyems This meson vt S Lokt vews o (e

Humaniarion, legl security, tchnologcal and il risks of utonomous weapons
on possible

Sri Lanka expects that the discussions initiated by this resolution will contribute
10 accelerating a global multilateral response on the issu in view of the ast-closing.
window for action

Humanitarian considerations

‘The development and use of weapon systems with autonomous decision-making
capabllie, particularly on crtica decisons over fc nd. death. raise Aundamental
‘humanitarian concerns. The disturbing possibility of the removal of the human clement
from the loop could result in anonymous selection of targets without human empathy,
moalty, s cempessin

The Martens elause - a long-standing and binding rule of international law — s
of particular relevance in this context. As referred to i the Protocol Additional to the
Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and elating to the Proteetion of Victims of
International Armed Conflcts, and in the preamble to the Convention on Prohibitions
o Restiions o the se of Ctsin Comvetionl Wespons Which May B Docmed
to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, the Martens clause
rentes a g Sbhgaion for it 1o considr prneples o umaniy and icates of

public conscience in the absence of  specific legal provision. A weapon system that
selects and engages targets without meaningful human control that reduces human

beings (o mere data points would most likely run counter to both prongs of the

Martens clause

Legal considerations
The full applcation of inermatonal humaniarin (o auonomous e
put

apon
system;  pertinent question therefore is how exaetly international
Pamanaian o provisions thould be sphcd,and complsnes heenth enmurc.

It has been agreed that autonomous weapon systems must not be used if it would
cause superfluous injury, unnccessary suffering, or inherently indiscriminate effects.2
s highly questionable whether machine algorithms in complex batleficld

distinction, Jity,and  which
tarian law. F Tegal

challnges eerge on the sue ofresposibilly and .m...,ummy in situations

where the human element is 4 from the decision-making process. S Lanka

Comders that gl b conosh s an bt reqireen i s regrd

capons Which
e im0 e Encssvly Ijamens o 0 Hove ndcrmnne ETects. Groupof
e Aves ot Lol Autonarons Weapons
rping

£, COWIGGE. 1120195

e
* Fina document o the 6h Review Conference (CCW/CONF.VI11, 10 Jan, 202) - para. 19
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bility and explainability should the key
elements of meaningful human control in weapon systems.
Security considerations

Deployment of autonomous weapon systems could resul in asymmetric
ars. Tey woul o i conlct slaion o Sats s mre iy 10 goge
cts whn th ik of miiry sl roducedfrthe i St
Threus o polerion non-Statc actors and cxen the potential for mass.
desnucton e some oﬁhc ..m...mm risks o autonomous weapon sysiems for
d international level.
i oo st g Sy a1 bound s it oty s e
siven he elativecase i wichthe relsted echnlogycouldbe aie, Sty
telligence in be further

Chacerbated i yber and space domains.
Technological considerations

Autonomy in weapon systems could exist over a spectrum within which the

levl of involyement of human agency cold vary. i Laka noesth curent ak of

consensus onan greed dfiniion of “aionomous weapon systems” s  challenge
derandings on et selation. Howevr, th e of s socefic

el e on attonomee NeaDon Sy Shouldnot sd i he ey of

commencement of negatiations far development of the related legal hmlmmns n

view of rapid evolution in technology, a working characterization of auton

Weapon Syatems which is futare-proof and technology ncutral would provide s wseful

Starting point in this regard.

Ethical considerations

The Univrsl Decartion on Husnan Rights aod he ernationlCovenant on Cvl
and Poltcal Rights ecognioe (hat human rights are derived from th “nhrent
ity oF 1 ForSe Tonka el nd sl slmen o e dhate s on ot
fundamental spes, £ ot the most important spec, of the s Alloving an
algorithmic process to decide over the life and death of ing poses
siificn cn.ngm, m e pncples ulhumlnvly Nchin lesting and dos v
in’potent ns e also_cross-cutting issues of grave
oo e om0 o ot o g smserons

Way forward: towards a legally binding instrument
At presen no il of temaion! Iaw speciiallyprobi o resies te we of
v d

¢
autonomy in weapon syste o the existing intermational humanitarian law
Dinciples speciially require he mainienancs of human conto

i Lanka welcomes the adoption of non-binding voluntary measures such as
weapons
beof

complemeniay vale in sunngmenmg the normative framework on the issue given
thei ey 0 addes the serious el ticaland scuiy challnges
mvoled Similar,logal reviews of weapon Sysims pursuant 0 aleady exisig
Gbligarionsunder arel 36 of the Proocol 1 Addionsl 1o the Genevs Conventons
of 12 August 1949 would not be adequate in the absence of an intemationally agreed
binding regulation.

In view of the aforementioned serious humanitarian, legal, security,
fechlogial an tbical hallenes, i Lankasronly supports and ot he
negoliation of a legally binding instrument on autonomous Weapons systems -

Ao
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that b ben woied by groving majorty ofSates inthe Group of Govermentl

Experts on lethal autonomous weapons systems. Such binding limitations would

o e respome 0 e comprotis o he e 40 showis oo e

prohibition of certain autonomous weapons systems that cannot be in compliance

with international humanitarian law and the strit regulation of others,

Intensify the

devel  use of autonomous isan si
anka will 0 be in

e on s e

Sweden
[Original: English]
2024]
‘Sweden welcomes the opportunity to submit its views (o the. Sc:mlry G,
in accordance with resolution 78/241 on lethal autonomous weapons systems,

e Conerl semty o 33 ecemier 355,

pol

addressed such as accountability and compliance, as well as advantages that can
beneialsuch s procsion and protetion o civiians, Thu, e discusions round
lethal autonomous weapon systems should take into account operational, legal and
technological aspects, bearing in mind ethical perspectives.

Sweden supports the so-called two-tier approach — whereby a distinetion should

e madsbetyeen thos weapon st that canno b ued insecordancs with
intemational I

s oo et whih shoud o e order o cnsue

complisnce with neratona umantarian Lo nd other sppicbl nerniona
. Wil the frmer sholdbe expresly potibite, e ot would benet from
regulation, G which necds forhir thought and claboraion in order ot the

eEnton: and parsle eguation 1o oy o sppon by e el
community. Sweden believes tht the two-tir approach constitues a middle ground
v ‘22‘5‘.}‘;“4:{‘."nmn..2‘:.‘ Restr e Usoof Cerain Convntonal
Weapons Wich My Be Deemed to Be Excenivly Injurions or H:

Indiseriminate Efects and the Group of Governmental Expere o leshal
ntonamot mespons sysems

he Conventionon Cran Convenional Wespons ofesan apprprate famvor. o
e e of sy koo i o s of el s weposs

sicpation of expesfrom sever clx an discipines, 20 wll
et ont S SwA iy o mdantye provdes . memees of
pepecs Regwdng e el s wot e tded o nreane he conmen
understanding of the concept of human control in relation o legal. military. and
\zchnnlognml aapeets is o chalenge. Expers from al High Contracting Paries need 0 be
part o the effort, including from those who possess the most advanced capabilites in
this area.

‘While the negotations on lethal autonomous weapons systems within the
framoworkof the Conventonhav bensow; s cocourgin progtss wihinte
i of Govermmental Experts could be noticed in th recent sessions. There were
pmmmng signs of convergence on several topics despite only meeting wice a year
Group is now discussing conerete language for elements to include in a future



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241

6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

instrumen, and this could be a clear path to a substantial breakihrough. The problem
Hes no inthe format of the isusions bt n the ak ofpliical wil anthe prt of

mber Sates, This problm will not b sseved by reting parallel proceses
o mtniment wiich e ol sippored by ey sakchatien. b s old ot
romote ffciv eglation and wold sk forther dividng Momber Sais, s well a5

Undermining imterational humanitarian lav. In moving forward. we should conine
Tobe Buded b the subsantive achievemns already made. such as the 11 Guiding
Principles and the consensus conelusions adopted by the Group.

‘Sweden underlines the importance of the Group of Governmental Expers
delivering in fine with its mandate. What type of regulation the High Contracting
fall short
he expectations of some delegations would sill amount (0 a step forward.
Taternations] hamaniarion tas and meaningful haman contro

Sweden supports the view that international humanitarian law applics fully to all
weapons systems ncludin th potenial development and use of ethal utonomous
it always (o be

el in national
APned forces in iernational v spollable during stmed coufit L:gul advisers
specialized in inteation L play o valable nd imporant advisor rol n

nomaking relating (0. the  intetpreation and apicuion. of

military

inermational hum:mlamu . Sweden welcomes the coninued diseucsions an the
application ternational humanitarian law on aceount of possble fture
ronomos weapous Sysiems,

Human responsibility for decisions on the use of weapons systems must be
etinedsince acountabiltycanno b transfered to machines. This shoud be
he enire s eyl of the “The choice of military

nd egulations. n planning a milltary operation.  milary commanderand his or
e saff st considrand sses th reence of iilins in order 1 comply wit
k. The use of a.

distinct
o Tt st o i T B e prat s of termcond]
humanitarian law may not be deployed o uscd.

Preserving meaningful human control over the use of force is a key objective.
Human-machine interaction can be seen as an important aspect that s needed to
ensure such contol. Miltary decision makers and operators need to be in control
both i terms of their understanding of the weapons systems and their abilty and skill
1o control the systems. All weapons systems must be predictable and relisble so that
their human operators can always be cerain that the systems will function in

human control in various contexts still need to be analysed, understood in practical
terms, and agree

In a military context, rules, regulations, and procedures form a hicrarchy
instrctons forall operations nvlving wespons. They shouldcoer, mn:ra]la. the
organization, procedures, safety, basic command concepts, control of risk and
sy g et Mol nd e g v ystems
h he regulations. At

eations uting teihods o asnng ndpracedure ot i

Measures to ensure human control should be considered for the entire life cycle
ofa The will be Asystem’s
type of target as well as spatial and temporal limits are likely to be important factors.

Ao
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Review process

States are obligated to determine whether the employment of a new weapon would
be protibited under imernational v, I Sweden, his s carried out b
nal Hun

ariics must. without delay. report 1o the Delegarion any
praposed project that imvolses th Study. developmen: acquisition, or sdoption of
eapons or methods of warfare.

Inthe development of regulations, procedures, manuals and training
programmes, i

n e gl v of v wespons, s eisged by atle 3 of e Prfal
Addiional o the Geneva Conventons of 13 August 1049, an relatng 1 he
Pratcton o Vietims of Incmtional Amed Confcts, an anlyss st be
peformed to determine whether the employment ofa new weapon would be
prohibited by international humanitarian low. This analysis should include aspects of
human-machine interaction and the ways in which they are addressed in manuals and
training programmes,

In a review by the Delegation for Intemational Humanitarian Law Monitoring

of Arms Projects in accordance with article 36, the characteristics of the weapons

system are examined, as well as its planned use and other relevant aspects, such as

programmes and handling regulations. In case of doubt o scientific

netainy, e Delegatoncold equest e informaion o aply et st

methods. The Delegation s hen 0 suea decisio hat aproves o et

weapons sysem o mel o o ook o sl chaments o
imiatons hat would e with

Finermatons o

Information is available on several national legal review systems that could
assist Parties that wish to examine

Risk assessment and corresponding mitigation measures are part of the
development of al advanced weapons systems. The processes of procurement,
 such systems should
procedures. The procedures should be documented in handbooks on safety from
ranging from d

Describing technical systems in a non-technical context is a challenging task.
describe human
and a risk of drawing inaccurate conclusions about technical systems that do not
possess human qualities. To avoid this, only stritly technical terms should be used
lhough peaceful uses of the
Convention, the overlap et

P
“This creates  mutual dependency. I new technology is adapted for military use.
the requirements for robustness and reliability of the system need to be set very high.
Techmologisl rogrss,in & awomsion,sonomy, il nligece and
digitalization is

The
challenges of ensuring meaningful control are almost the same for technical systems
that may be 1 d

(weapons).
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Switzerland
[Original: English]
[25 May 2024]
witzerland welcomes the adoption of General Assembly resolution 78/241
P — weapon systems”, of which it was a lead sponsor, as well
as the strong support it received.
Switzerland i of the view that, in gencral, new and emerging technologies hold
st promise o e avancementof Pty ad ould contrute b ssnghning

including impeoved safty and ffcincy. Aleo 1 s nvisaged
svcclﬁc lications and under serain conitions suéh technologics coud cnmnh\nc

bencfits and anificial
il nculing e u of il eligence ad suonaron apbiies

forces, Switzerland sees an urgent need to intensify multilateral ¢florls o
bcllcr undcnmnd nd adres ffectively and i  imly mannen,the humaniarian,
Tegl I ethical concerns that pose.
by o o oot wespon e,

systems that, once activated, can operate without direct human interven the
eritcal functions of target identification, target selection and the application of force
thereto.

a depl duse of
red in order
international ki

dcvclnpmrm o th s of inermationa aw aplicabl inammed onflct withregard
 autonomous weapans syst
In s conent, Swizerlnd udorines h importance ofthe work underaken

G the Group of Governmental Experts on lethal autonomous weapons
ens i e uamewmkof! Canvention an Prohibitions or Restrictions on the
Use of Ceran Convendonl Weapons Which May Be Deemed t Be Excssively
oo o 1o 1ove ndesminate Eel Civen s dompontion 3 e expeise
i has. deloped in mare tha ten years o delberaions he Group of

overmmental Experts is uniquely placed to develop multilateral governance
measres inthi i, Swigesand wndetines the Tmporianc of the Group mecting
its mandate to consider and formulate elements of an instrument on autonomous

apons systems by 2026 at the atct. In ths regard, Swisertind takes te of he
oot eal by the Seeretary-General of th United Nations and the President o he
International Committee of the Red Cross for an international legally binding,
instrument by 2026

Switzertnd scesstrng s i nd s becr suppartive of e socalled v

ter aulations on

deployment nd use of uionamous weapons systems that s becn pramoted n he

rameworkof the Group of Govermental Expers, and which shoud e t h cnt
any instrument:

First, Switzerland is actively supporting the negotiation of an international
instrument to prevent, above all, the emergence of systems with increasingly

Ao
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sutenemousfntions hat wald ot b incomplincewith
humanitarian law. This includes systems

nal

“That cannot perform their functions with a sufficiently high degree of reliability
o preitabilty inln with h intnt of a bumanapertor or ommander, o
could function autside of their defined parameers:

— Whose effects cannot be limited in .‘c.wa,mw.mmpmw,..m,o«
intermtional humantaran law,for cxample besause th exien and timing of
e use of force cannot be sufciently resrited

— That cannot otherwise be used in accordance with international law, in particular
imtrmational humanitaran law and human rights

" i ‘measures
conceming weapons with increasingly autonomous capabilites, provided that they
can, in principle, be used in accordance with international [xw. These regulations

should focus o ik miigton, ncluding posiive blgaions o upbold human
control a
all o poly:

“The concept of human involvement or control, notably to comply with
international humanitarian law, is central o this approach. Switzerland sees it as a
priority u.dwx...,.., .m......ml framerwork 1o coaure  Suciat dogrs of snd &
type o ferlines that control can be excrcised over a system's
entire el nd noutly e Jargeting ycl, This s vally .mpmw becase

when

mnn snars gl contomiy: I order 0 e T eeponeibiiy for deiions
eapon systems, 4 certain degree of human control must be exerted or

Cmbedded i the approprint siges of the e cyel af the wespa,

Advaning in he famessork fthe Convention s crucaland e It s b,

and f

o scems s bo ot plecd 1o dedwith L spets elevt i ctousecns

ic r o b
ndisrimimate effecs, and could Serve 0 develop and adopt respesive provisions of
el pumanirn i, Swtzeriand sy i ligh Contracing Pames
o the Convention to continue their efforts within the Group of Governmental Expert
oo

o
as outlined in the three-year mandate.

the Convention, Switzerland
that weapons systems with increasing autonomy and, more broadly, the military usc
of arificial intelligence, and notably artifcial intelligence-assisted decision-making
in militry operaions are a mlifceod sue It  herstors important to adot a

o o mermatone o, o Contzol. pofiteaon. '
ethics in addition to interational humanitarion law and the conduct of hostiltis.

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ircland

[Original: English]

[23 May 2024]

Atificial intelligence is fundamentally transforming our socicties and will

change the threats we face. The United Kingdom recognizes that its adoption raises.
societal concerns and poses challenges (o established systems of military governance
and assurance.
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“The United Kingdom is leading eforts in artificial intelligence regulation. The 2023
A Safety Summit and Bletchley Declaration, our National Al Strategy. Al Safety
Institute and the Responsible Technology Adoption Unit all advocate the use of

e of sl iligence lo ehurce sfnce cptities it govrnet by e
ice Al Ethical Principles, articulated in the “Ambitious, Safe,

Rempomeepe st

Summary

The United Kingdom does not possess fully autonomous weapon systems —
meaning weaponsthat operate ihoutcontext apropratsbuman involsement
or outside human responsibility and accountability o intention of
Seretoming i, Ne Bt shoid deveto or deplos such syorem

ertions! o o nd for

development,procurement and use of weapans systems s the suitable
oo o retaon of o iy et

* Human judgment will ahways be necessary throughout the development and use.
of autonomous weapons systems

«Itis not possible to transfer accountability to a machine. Human responsibility

for use of a system to achieve an effect cannot be removed — iespective of the

level of autonomy in 4 system.

« Warking intemationally to develop norms and standards for responsible

development and use of autonomous weapon systems is the best way (o ensure

that any illegal, unsafe or unethical use of these technologies is identified and

attibuted, and those responsible held to account.

Compliance with international humanitarian law.
Intesmational humaniarion o applies o all miliry capabilies wed in he
glaming und sonduc o hoslitcs, ncludingthose it stonomous unctions, Al
Siates re required 10 Somply with . Therc e o wafers o
Cppene oy et 1o e o ot Trom he sopest rmciemced etal
Homework provided by intematanal humanitaian o
‘The United Kingdom believes that the use of weapons with autonomous
functionssequis goverance syt it enablelgal and tical compliance it
international humanitarian law. We recognize that some States and civil society are
caling for new legally binding rules o the basis tha weapons with autonomous
Tanctions it e new bulield clemens o covered by ifemtional

international n...m....,..n... I it respct o auonomy in wespons.Exsting
it e

procurement ofw

Covanced echmoomen T mchna]nglcxl\y enemie st and Rexie et
regime for regulation of armed cor

Under international humanitarian law, the right of the parties (o  conflict to

Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the Protection of Victims of
International Armed Conflicts, o determine whether employment of & new weapan,
‘means or method of warfare would, in some or all circumstances, be prohibited by
international humanitarian lav.

A

.
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Atonomy it wesponsystens an nd must b ued lawtlly and itialy
Indeed, autonomous systems have the potential o support better application of
intermational humaniasian T and increased compliance with . They can impror
vience, nlyis and el of ecion-aling, and 0 bave et o

Compines i Pl vl o mermatons i o

Accountability and responsibility

The el famenorks poviing for the reponsibiy o Sas under ieriona
humanitarian law, and of individuals under el s0d domesic crminal aw, &
ot alow for sccountabiity for he dfc:ls o m.m-ry jon o be transferred
machine. States are responsible miss

rtuding e ndrminie o bt ol e oF weapons o,
places humans at the cenre of decisions over use of force. The use of autonomy
weapons does not, and canno, negatc the human’s role as the accountable actor as a
‘mater of av.

Humans s responsble for csuring it the u of storomous sy n

of

pma.mu mmlved in demsmne ot et nchude onomons nctions
1 understand the msnne o e, cxpected e, andthe ut ey remain

ecaumabie melaon ot

These principles apply throughout the Life cycle of  system from concept to

deployment, This includes dineton givn o doveopes, dfinedtechnica sandards

cadurs i o the persomnlving e syt Th m: c,.k approach

‘must include any changes made to the system, its contex! of use or i

ool o, ane s e o s sdback i reprting

‘mechanisms.

Once deploye,accounabilty is vested in ained aperstors who employthe

system,and i dciions aken by ommanders at every leve who have oprstionl
or ‘.cmu responsibility for the mnducl of campigns. Th millay
Command ol account by meures ot st o clealy i ordor ieetives and

smmm  pesaing procdures ko enforod by all milaris cngaged in conduct
of ope
Conal

ctoss ll s caes here must aways b comxtappropriae human
involvement in o with

il haman control suficient o
i Il Thomapes oGhimobpsioesandc vy depening

upon the nature of the capability, operational cnvironmen, and context of use
purpose, st possble thicat, sk associted with e bebaviour, mm

regulatory environment). These factors will shape the type and timing
invlvement o ensurs i e et et ity e . o
objectiv

pprop »
throughout the system ife cyele, requiring authorized, qualified, and experienced
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autonomous system and it effects. 1

ould Texels of human

accauntabiliy

responsbe dovelapmentandusof iy arifical mslgece nchding
autonomous systems, and to ensure that any illegal, unsaf or unethical use of these
echnologies o idenified. atributed and hed 0 aecount

Tnternational appro:

Builing inerational norms of use and posiive obliations s the bext way
dem W tonomaus wapans Ssuiems <an be used in accordance wih
imemational humanitaria law
‘The Group of Governmental Experts is the appropriate forum to consider this
issue. Its mandate provides a positive basis for progress.
“The United Kingdom proposes that the Group develop an authoritative
statement on the application of international humanitarian law and best practice
regarding lethal autonomous weapons systems. This and the proposal for a set of
“draft artiles on autonomous weapons systems™ would demonsirate that there are
rigorous principles that govern he use of weapons with autonomy and accountability
with international humanitarian lav.
The Group should assess:
\w autonomous capabilities can be used in accordance with international
umaniarin T and how thse bt apliedpraccaly for diTrentuse
contexts.

« Norms and human-machine teaming approaches throughout the systern life
eyel.

« Technical and for safe
use of autonomous systems.

United States of America
[Original: English]
3 May 2024]
The United States appreciates the opportunity to provide its views pursuant to
General Assembly resolution 78/241. The United States rabustly engages in
discussions in multilateral forums regarding lethal autonomous weapons systems, and

society i
international discussions on lethal autonomous weapons systems

The United States continues to view the Group of Governmental Experts on
ging Technol the Area of Lethal

comsned nde he ausices of he Comvenion o Poibiions or Resicons n the

Useof Certin Comvenionl Wespons Which May med to Be Excessively

eirovsor v Hewe e i, o afcg e bt sporont
advance intermational effots on 1hal autonomous wéapon y<iems. The Group of

Governmental Experts on ehal sutonomous eupons systems

ey



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Governmental Experts is an inclusive, transparent forum in which States and civil
Society participate. The Group focuses on international humanitarian lav, and
benefits from the participation of delegations that routinely include members with

clear and robust mandate to formulate, by consensus, a set of clements for an
Foveament, whnow preiding s mtrs, 200 o posble meames 1o o
emerging technologics in the area of lethal autonomous weapon systems. This
mandate el rini the Group'swork (oward he ulimte gosl f roducing an
instrument by 2026. Efforts outside the Group that do not include all interested
Sttesor that do nataperae by consensus may Tead o Fragmentation and diversent

ARRPARRSE States” approach o lethal autonomous weapon systems starts with

z
£
: 3
it
¢
£
7
L
é’

rsgtements cunbe sfectely impleeted i laton (0 he i of stononons

weapon systems. This proposal, entitled “Draft aricles on autonomous w

Sstems. prahiitions and ther regultory measures on i basi of mtermatonal

Bt i) olowsthe “two-c pprch” vidly suportsd it the
hich inintematonl

betw by )
eEutations or e st of other wespons ot categomealy prohied rom s i all
circumstances.

ol bmin e o st O o o ooy wspon

systems or the use of a weapon that can seleet and engage a target. For many decs

Stats have been using computrs and wespons hat can v ion nd ongags gens

ot gl comoversy This ncdes sysems ik the AEGIS Weapon Syt and
‘Air and Missle Defense System, os well “lock-on-after-laun

eapara, Fa rom mermonatHamanaron v proh g weapors ik arge

selection and one of in

humanitarian law s in fact advanced when such weapons are used with greater
precision and accuracy and less risk to civilians and civilian objects than possible
when using weapons without these “smart” features. However, the ability of operators
torely on

differences in how international humanitarian law applies o the use of these weapons,
s well as different measures to be token during development or before fielding to
Support the responsible use of these weapons.

The draft articls first contain measures lo prevent aulonomous Weapon systems

. by their nature, are incapable of use in accordance with international
hnmammrun . s a1 explined i he draf i . e imermtional
amanitarian w, the e of an AutonomaNs weapon syslem o condict atacs st
ty, and

e cmsiemt with the priniples and equiements ot ditineion proport
'

mbatan
Slec, o cngae Argets mus b n go0d fathand i igh of the nformation svaable

Cenain_Conventional We o Goveramantal Expers. on.Lethal Autoromens_
Weipars Spvems (2035, COW- GO 3035 Wh & 08 Revs ot



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/WP.4/Rev.2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/WP.4/Rev.2
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2023/WP.4/Rev.2
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
https://docs-library.unoda.org/Convention_on_Certain_Conventional_Weapons_-Group_of_Governmental_Experts_on_Lethal_Autonomous_Weapons_Systems_(2023)/CCW_GGE1_2023_WP.4_US_Rev2.pdf
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1 e i, and st b consstet with du dilignce i he implmenion o thse

priniles and reqiements, The draft aricles dstl messrs it cn b tken bt
e derclopment sage. and. duting wse 10 snere eMotve Implementaton of

intemational umanitarian s They 1 artculae regultry messues 1o Gmsure

“The United States supports th use of these measures and others included i the
draf articles. But the United States does not use terms like “meaningful human
control” in its own policies and has explained in detail why a focus on “conirol”
would obseure rather than clarify the genuine challenges in this arca. Instead, the key
s, rfleted in Depariment o Dfense Dietive 300009 and in Unied Sses
el

ffecai he intention o ommanders m e of wespoms e Tre
is done by, iner i teps por .
d
et persemne] e xeree sppopine el of hman s ver e
e offore There s nota fed:one-size sl lve fbuman judgment that shoud

ontext. Some formed by a computer
o e, whie sber uncons shouid b perford by humant Ae

funct

situations willlikely arise in which the use of autonomous functions is more
appropriate than manual control

The U s Deprnentof Dt s e gl i on
Autonomy in Weapons Systems (DoD Directive 3000.09), as well s a range of
polcien and ther femianecs to T s commtment 10 developing and emplosing
ew and emerging technologics in a responsible manner, including the Department of
Defense Al Ethical Principles, the Department of Defence Responsible Al Strategy
and Implementation Pathsway, and the Department of Defense 2023 Data, Analytics.
and Arifiil Inieligenc Adapion Sricgy. Th Unied St s mads these

the Responsible Al Taolkit, available

i

“The United States alsa seeks to build international consensus around narms of
respnsile bliou o h developmnt,deployment, and s of miiary sl
intellignce snd oy, ey through he Polic D ponsible
Miliary Use o A1 and Autonom: whic i complementary bt independent of he
roup of Goversmenta Experts. The United Saes ounched the Poitical Declration
o by 2073 s egin  d o comsusaround nor ofrsponssl phiviont
e cvur ht iy we ofthese chnlogies s esponibie, tinl.od extanees
international security. This Political Declaration a foundation for an inclusive,
incraonal Sulogue an h respansbl Geelopmen, deleymem. and s of
military artifical intelligence capabilities.

“The United States believes the Secretary-General’s report could provide a
valusble contribution to progress on lethal autonomous weapons systems by

0 i the Group of
Gorernmenal Expets. I order 1o schiey (i aim. he repor shold b balaned
and nclusiveof he views o ll Member Sas, We than th Serstary-Genral for
postingour ll-lngth submision anlin

Ao

s,
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State of Palestine
[Original: English] [25 May 2024]
We have entered a in history in which

of
genocide in Gaza. Experts in the field of automated warfare technology have stated
that the occupied Palestinian territory, including Fast Jerusalem, is being used as a

testing of sop! of
are naw being sold worldwide. The development and use of these weapans pose o
Serious threat 10 all of humanity, and it i our view tha it i vital that the Secretary-
General boldly press upon all States the urgent necessity for a legally binding
instrument to safeguard against the legal, thical, humanitarian and security risks of
these systems.

However, the form of an instrument, s the subs

policy of the. risks in
practice. For the State of Palestine, it is clear that a definition must be adopted that
prevents loopholesthatslow States o bypas sreed prohibitions and regutions.
An indispensable component of this, s the need to recognize inal hum
inpt”does ot amount 0 nervenion o the purpose of g o
autonomous weapons syste

1 has been broadly agreed by a range of States parties to the Convention on
Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May
Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects, as well as
by the International Committee of the Red Cross, that autonomous weapon systems
can be characterised as:
Sysems that, upon civation by ¢ umanwere), e the procesing of sensor
data 10 select and engage a target(s) with force without human interventi

‘While the State of Palestine also uses the term “without human intervention” in

s defnionof sutonomous wespons syiems, s bl hat i weacept he em
‘human intervention” without further clrification, i cot
et oaphole i th defation. T theos: a1 would vequre o st to
fall outside the scope of the framework of sutonomous weapons systems is 4 single
human input afier activation of the system.

s hus il 0 dfine whit e e by bt buman erenion” oo
" 10 press a keyboard button after 1
acivation in ordr for foree w be =xc¢umd ithout any moral ot lgal :on!ldcmlon
of . would this amount to take
the weapon ouside ine dofinition ofan aummxlm wupnm e i wamx
ould ak

ctvation eud o e o Fall ol e stomaed wcapoms e Fomemerk
and thus, the ramewor consiningprbiions snd rcguhuons. including the nezd
contral, would

would be not only more
importantly, it would be very dangerous

Indecd, & e of weapons compics repridin themsclyes on descloping
autanomous weapons with the “minimum level of human input necessary”. Such
systems claim 10 all quisid the definiton of an automated weapons ysem besause
e ¢ b gt (v sl e e e ot s e

hat

ot al o e allow 5 i 6 SnEnEe i e 1 o3-Sl e
ot after the ystm'sactvtion. Despe being “mominal™ weapons deigners and
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mamtictuesar bl o v the sy beg abelled a5 antonomous espons
system by suggesting that an intervention r the system’s activation,
ey ke ot o e eepe of stonormons wopons sy,
Our sbmission atsops 0otz i e andcloss s ool by
introducing the concept of “nominal human input” and to generate substantive.
engagement by Sttes and othr Sakeholders with thisara of thought
‘We define a “nominal human input” as an input performed by 3 human afier
systens atvationa dring the autonomous proces, bt that dos ot ml\enllly
s pro

engage a arget with forc. I othr words, 10 frthe human sl and gl refection

s " are made ata
Tt e T removed o where the sy exbeute forbe. and wihowt fhe

autonomous process had oceurred without it

st ads autonomous that
cnales theseaystems to b brought under the scape of potetal pohitionsand
regaltons. Uil this rquie larity it »‘mominal human input” do
mount o an “Imerrion™ orthe puose o the otherwise sound dufinton that
Statesare coalscing round, and if Such an iaput 1 made, the system should sl be
considered an automated weapons system,

Further details on what is meant by a “nominal human input” s set out in this
warking paper, which the State of Palestine submits o the Sccretary-General for his
attention

Exceutive summary

1. Autonomous weapons systems are systems that, upon activation by a hum
LSEFS) s the PrOCESSRE of ensor daa 1 Se1t and engage & arge(s) with
force without humen interventior

input aftr the system’ d 100 human
intervention,
3. These systems pose a range of legal, cthical, humanitarian and sccurity risks. To
deal with these isks, both prohibitions and regulations are required.
4, Prohibitions are required on the development and use of autonomous weapons
systems that
(@) Are designed or used to target humans dircctly:
() Cannot be used with meaningful human conirol,
5. Meaningful human control requires that the automated weapons systems must
mect all of the following requirements. They must be:
* Predictable
* Reliable
+ Understandable and explainable.
« Traceable
6. Regulations, i red
ensure that automated weapons systems can be used with meaningful human
control.

Ao

.
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7. This combinstionof proibiions and reglation should b in the fom o an
international legally binding instrument. Until such an instrument is adopted,
a moratorium must be imposed on the development of automated weapons.

“The full version of the submission is available at htps:/fmeetings.unoda.org.

European Union

[Original: English]
24
tably arificial in weapons
sysems, ars reshaingthe andscape ofconflit s impais ongobal iy
The Euopen Unos conders  mperive v collecively a1
Chalcnges by cnabTing prnciples el norms alations to ensure
i respansibe use of such fechnologies.

The Europesn Unon reogaizs et il ielgence is both a0 cnblng
0 et echnology and s et st both potctlopprtnit nd ks
Sesociated wih th development and use o sl nligencs in the

domuin, incldin s implistions fr gobe seury. The o

ncourages furthe engagement i international ialogue and cooperation o address
e epportunites 3nd hallenges presented by artfcal ineligenee n he miliary
domain. in fo and

2 common understanding of the legal and ethical implications, and we welcome the
Valuable contributions of recent international and regional iniiatives.

ation and confidence-building measures, the European Union
recognizes the critical role that data plays for artificial _intelligence-based
technologies. Social biases that have potential impact on emerging technologies, for
example through gender bias in algorithms, should also be given duc consideration.
Talorsd sk miigaton messre,inclding tosesos he 1 cycle, should be
ed and implemented

‘The European Union maintains that the Convention on Prohibitions or
Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to
Be Excessively Injurious o to Have Indiscriminate Effects offers an appropriate
framevork o dalng wihthe sueofcmerging technoloics nthe r o ethl
wionomous wespons ssems wihin the cones of e ahetives and puposes of
me(unvenmm The  Unionremains ommited ( pursuing s cffrs in the
S Govermenta Eapets o bl vomous éupons s 161 he
mindte and mike progres on that s, with o view 1 ensiring tha the oicome
reflects, inter alia, the necessity of compliance with international law., in particular
international humanitarian law, taking into account relevant cthical considerations
ncluding the 11
s el leady dentied convergences, shoudseve s the basis o consensis
propasals. The European Union emphasizes that human beings must make the
decisions with regard o the s ofletha Torce, enert contol ver he ethal weapons
systens ha hey us and remain,accountalefo dcisons overthe e of ot it

humzm\nnal\ o, s taking g account al cmmdunlmm “Those who plan,

docile wpon s caryou an stk g Il sonamons wesgn s must
et e tha he espon e the ey . wed wil preserve B

e Sy o ke 1 vy g, and ety <ot comlnc
with international humanitarian law. Furthermore, human accountabilty must be



https://meetings.unoda.org/
https://meetings.unoda.org/
https://meetings.unoda.org/
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prescrved at all times and across the entire life cycle of the weapons system and
appropriate measures in this regard should be implemented

“The European Union recalls that States bear a fundamental responsibility to
cnsur htthe development,prodastiondepleyment nd s ofcmerging
technologies in the arca of lethal autonomous weapons systems are in compliance
with iternational law, 1 parcular termaional humaniaran av. In thot regard, we
support

aw, in particular

internatona bumaniarian v, which S!mexshouldmmmﬂ not to develop, produce
ystems that include autonomous features, requiring regulation {0 ensure

Comianee i nermationl o 1o and o1er sAc sl imetmsions

law.

st inGenerl Assbly esoion 782410 et sutonmoss wsspons

systems ding
o Sene members e Eunopean U ove made porot comtons,
enriching international discussions on autonomals weapons systems.

Lastly, gender equality and the empowerment of women is an important

horizontal priority for the European Union and we beliexe it is important to tske into

technologics.

Ao

o
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Annex 1

e

nssorance il apesine prstnh §of Geerl Avenbly euion 1341, b

Replies re:elved from international and regional
Committee of the Red
Cross, civil suclety. the scientific community and industry1

International Committee of the Red Cross
[19 March 2024]

Summary

Full sub vailable at hitps:/fww

“The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) submils it views to the
United Nations Secretary-General, in accordance with General Assembly resolution
1241
The ICRC duse of
i g,

Need for new, binding international

Wl eratonst bt o (L) ey st sd ot e

and < old diferent viows egarding h e s and

ment it mposes. Thus the JERC baers ik e e s ey osted

o provideIoga certainty and sabiliy, an to adaress wider mumaniiarian rsks and
fundamental thical concerns.

THL requires weapon users to be able to anticipate, control and limit the effects
of weapons.3

‘While IHL obligations do not necessarily demand direct human control over the
‘weapon itselfatall stages of its use, they do require human control over the weapon’s
effects i the circumstances of a specific attack. This principle should underpin the
drafting and interpretation of a legally binding instrument on AWS, even if “human
contol 4 ot splity elued e equrencat T s mmn.,.m.. of

i the design of s operating

T

received from inern ons] organsation, i Iimatinal Commies of e Red
Crom v sty b e oty s by heoriginal langange.
fectved. The Sectetary Goneralremains commited 1o malilinguais a a core vahi of e
United Nations

*ICRC positon paper on sutonomons weapon systems, May 2021

Join Call by the
Uniied Nations Secretary-General and the President of the ICRC. Octaber 20
ps)

200 ar
. the rale on proportionality requi

< wespon users to e abie o “anticipate” sffcts i the

requires wespon
effcts 1 be capable ofbeing “limited” (Addiiona Proocol 1, At 314 and S(5): Castomary
L Rl 13 and 19



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/icrc-position-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/icrc-position-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/joint-call-un-and-icrc-establish-prohibitions-and-restrictions-autonomous-weapons-systems
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/joint-call-un-and-icrc-establish-prohibitions-and-restrictions-autonomous-weapons-systems
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/joint-call-un-and-icrc-establish-prohibitions-and-restrictions-autonomous-weapons-systems
https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/20200716-ICRC.pdf
https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/20200716-ICRC.pdf
https://documents.unoda.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/20200716-ICRC.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/autonomous-weapons-icrc-submits-recommendations-un-secretary-general
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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Preambl
The logal instrumen could incld preamblar paragaphs reafiing the need or
compliance with existing legal frameworks: acknowledging the range of concerns
ised by AWS: reafliming the need to continue tndmﬁmmn and prosresive
development of THL;

Definitions

The instrument_should contain an unambiguous definition covering the gencral
caegryof AWS o i th whle it sppis. Witk Ut categry. ceain
pek of AWS will b subject {0 peciic probiions (s next section.

‘Autonomous weapon system” means a weapon system that is designed to select

and engage one or more targets without the need for human intervention after

activation.

s unersntiog - hared by 1 ICRC, ey St other st s 0.

based on a specific technology. but rather on the role of humans in the pror

st lecton and spplication of forr Soh  tona ocehnolagy netes
S is essential (o

et nhe e ofechmologienl derclopmens.

“thou the e o human nsrvenion” <oudbe dfined 2 e
apercd i respons 10

“targe Hum: < purposcs, should be
mdcrtond 3 oxcimg i o s d oty floet e omemOus
functions of arget selection or engagement.

Defiitions of othe concepts nclding “miliry objective”, “self-desruction
mechanisn” and
agreements.”

Prohi

Unpredictable AWS

The instrument should provide that it s prohibited in all circumstances to develop,

produce, ahervise acqus, stokpile o retin, o st ditetly or indictly 9
ayone, oo se i desiy ture, or used in such a manner that
o o » e ot 1 bt 1y anden. i xpa b 4

WA Tuntion i any normal or expecied crcamstanees of wse. i parieulr what
circumstances or conditions will tigger the system o apply force, and (2) predict and
limit the effects of the AWS in all such circumstances os required by THL.

Users of AWS must be able to, with a reasonable degree of cerainty, predict the
effects of that weapon, in order to determine whether it can be dirccted at  specific
military objective and take steps to limit those predicted effects, as required by IHL.
“This entails the sndersnd o ur nd ntcing o the AW etsos.

s targe pofile use,
ncaing oy ik f cror o malfochon

i IR AFRIRUAMad been reterred 10 in the GOE, . 2019 Report

(COWIGGE. 1720197, and covld b further defined in n instrament.

E.5. Additonal Potocel I, Art $22); COW Amended Protocal 11 Convention on Cluster
Manitions.

ey



https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
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Preambl
The lgal instrumen could nclud preamblir paragaphs reafiing the nced or
complsne il existing lepal rumeworks: acknowledging the rangs
by AW, rfming e need 1o cotiue odfiaton nd pmgrniwc
T

Definitions

The insrument should. conin an unambiguous definiion covring the genra
caegry of WS 0 i the whole nsrument spis, Witk Ut ey ceia
pes of AWS will b subjet o speciic prohibiions (s nextsection.

‘Autonomous weapon system” means 4 weapon system that is designed (o select

and engage one or more targets without the need for human intervention after

activation.

T by the ICRC, many actors is not

based ona speic eshnology. but rthr on he o of humans in the ro

et letin nd appliation o fors. Such s oncioal s echaoioy: ool
charscicrzaion of AWS is isetil io cadurs tha ew rles reneit

et nhe e afrechmlogial derclopmen:

“Without theneed o human inervencon” coud b defined s meaning i
N sckvaion by human, b applicaion of forc s gaered i sesponse (o
nformaton rom i on
seneralized “arget profle”s “Human inrvento”. fr thess pupose,shold be
i eluding haman inputs hat do not matcrially afleet the sstonamous
Rincionsof target selecton o engagement.

Defifons of v concepis el “milry e, el desrsction
mechanisn” and
agreements.”

Prohibitions

Unpredictable AWS

“The instrument should provide that i is prohibited in all circumstances to develop,

produce, otherwise acquire. stockpile o reain, or transir, ditcely or indireely o

anyone, or 1o use any AWS that is designed or of a natre, o used in such a manner that

docs not allow a human user to both (1) understand, predict and explain how

will function in any normal or expected circumstances of use, i particular what

circumstances or conditions il tigger the system 10 apply force, and (2) predict and
o inall L

Users of AWS must be able o, with a reasonable degree of cerainty, predict the
effcts o that weapon, inorde o detemine whethe it can b directeda a spciic
miary obietive and ake ieps o i hos prdicted effcs,as i by L
This entails the ing of the AWS” sensor

e

e

including any risk of error or malfuncion.

ik MU ARSIl been referred o 1 the GGE, e.¢., 2019 Report

. COVIOGENI, d old b i dfet 0
nal Protacl . At $2(2): CCW Amended Protoca 1 Convention on Clster

Meions
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https://undocs.org/en/CCW/GGE.1/2019/3
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a comprehensive overview of key considerations from industry, scientifc, state, and
il soccty perspctives 0 aid i he formulation of a nematonl ety goveing
autonomaus weapon;

Eihieal Consderations

One of the foremast cancerns regarding AWS is the ethical implications of
deley s Tude th

potential loss of human control over lethal force and the challenge of ensuring that
AWS ape international humanitarian I

principles of distinct  necessity, yet
thei ability to make nuanced judgments akin to human operators remains
questionable

Legal Implications

framevork, E

e oy dditfonally, th legal
accountabilty

- for THL and erode trust
in the legal syst n
depl duse of erucial

Security Concerns

F spoint, of AWS jgger an arms race,

with nations sriving to outpace cach other in developing increasingly advanced

systems. This ssclation coud desabilze goba ey and inreae he iklhood
of conflicts. Furthermare, the isk of AWS being hacked o malfm\cunnmg posesa

e
is esenial o i heseriks.
Industry Perspect

The defene industry plays apivotal ol i the evelopment of WS, rving
innovation and eshnolgicladvancemens Howeve, it ls bears  esponsiily
o cnure hat thes echnloges e devclop and safely. I
ekeholder o ehgase In ramsparers andsecountabe pracucen, adherng o
Iermtionsl sandards and norm. Colliboratie effos beunech Indusey.
verment, and intrmatonal bodies arenecesary 0 estabich suidelings and best
practices for AWS develapmer
Scientific Insights

insights d

imiatons of AWS. Ongom rescarch must focs on <nhancing fhe relssily and

predicabilyof atonomous systems, ensuin thy can operat wih L
gl oundaric. Inerdisciplinary rescarch Combining oxperie fom ariicia

inilligence, robotic, I, and ehice s essentil 1o drees the muliaceied

challenges posed by AWS.

State Perspectives

Statshave s cucial le n shain he et gty amevcr o
AWS.

al
Hions and devclop s cohesive spproach 1o AWS govermance. This neludes
commiing o enspareney in s dvelopmentand deplogmet o AVS. 2 wel a5

Ao

ey
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supporting international efforts o establish binding legal instrumens. States should
also invest in research and development o ensure their defense capabiliies are
ethically and legally sound.

Civil Soclety Engagement

civil 50s) offer the
humanitarian and ethical dimensions of AWS. CSOS can serve as watchdogs,

cnsures hat the voices o affcd poulations r heard, nd tht uman ights

govnmmcm: by ot s v Aol bl pprosch v AN

Recommendations

and Boundaries: Develop internationally ageed-
upon definitions of AWS and stablish clear boundaries for their deelopment and

‘Emplement Robust Legal Frameworks: Ensure that AWS are integrated into
existing legal frameworks, with clear guidelines for accountability and compliance
with IHL.

Promote Transparency and Accountability: Encourage transparency in the
AWS. with meh

oversight

oster i peration: Strengthen $
coaperatian to develap cohesive and harmonized approaches o AWS goverance

s Y ty : protect AWS
from hacking and malfunctions, ensuring their safe and reliable operation.

Encourage Inerdisciplinary Research Suppot intrdisiplinary resarch (o
‘address the cthical, legal, and technical challenges posed by AWS

Engage Civil Society: Involve civil socicty
T and st omidersions e o

i the discourse to ensure that
ired

t Arms Race: Implement measures to prevent an arms race and promote
T responsle developmnt s depepment of AWS.

“The development of an autonomous weapons treaty i a critical tep in ensuring

that the advancement of military technology adheres to ethical, legal, and security
standards. By incorporating insighis from indusry, scientiss, states, and civil saciety,

the multifaceted challenges posed by autonomous weapons and to safeguard global

peace and security.

Amnesty Interna

[24 April 2024
“This sub highlights the o the use of AWS
relation to b s

Tow (IHRL) and standards o fh us of foree. For Amnesty Intrmtional, AWS
Weapons systens it detect nd apply o6 0.3 aret based on sensor iputs, raber
i an immediste haman command
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International buman rights awtandards
The use of AWS in law enforcement threatens to undermine the right to life,
Hiberty and security of person, the Fight fo be fee from orture and oher erue,
inhaman-or degrading reatment or punihment, and the right 1o feedom of
peaceful assembly, among other rights. It would also be incompatible with the key
oterationdl andards relted o he use of force and I enforeement pracice: the
UN Basic Principles on the Use of Force and Firearms (BPUFF) and the UN Code
of Conduct for Law Enforcement Officials (CCLEO).9 The use of AWS — whether
lethal or less lethal  undermines the principles of human rights-compliant T
enforcement, which are based on close, positive and proactive human relationships
between law enforcement officers and the publics they serve.

uman agency Human agency and judgement are required for the lawful use force
e and stundards, The deciion o, se Toree, whether lthal o les
lthal, an only be made by a human being and buman rights aw “places  srong
s on Ruman essoning. s merscion” ing to BPUFF, humo
Sl to communicae, de-csclat, ersuade and negotat ar cenral tategcs for
avoiding or miimizing the use of force, The decision o deploy Inentional Tehal
force comes at an extremely high threshold. and is especially nuanced and
taking into account emotional, motivational, psychological and logistical factors to
s the imminence of a thrcat to life and Jimb.11 AWS cannot be used to replace
indspensabe human judgement n th decson o e fore; ind would ot beabi o
operate in 4 way that secks to minimize ent the loss of life or assess
hether the necessity and proportionality of lethal foree 1 stl ustiied st gen
‘moment

Accountability The us of fore withous meaningful human conolcoud crete an
ity vacuun’. 12 Ths derives fom he fctthat intemtionl human ights
« machines - and secks them to accaunt,

individual responsibility for the unlawful use of force and to take appropriate
precautions to prevent further violations — one clement of the provision of remedy for
harm suffered.

UN Basic Princples on the Use of Busic
Prinil. adiped o 7 Sepbr 1990 0N Cod f Condu for L Enorcsmen OTials
(UN Code of Conduct). adopted on 17 December 1979 by Geng mbly resoluion 341169,

1+ IR Fesmton made bt ol xpert mecig nrgumnd hy e s i 0 the

W 016y 01 1and by

Chrto Heyas. Proessor of mman ighs T Universty of rtoia Unted Natons Spcil
Koot o Sl s sy oo 113 201

stateprtcs-convention:se also UK Parliamentary Commitic, Pofessor Thompson Chengeta —
e Bdaco ATVOLE e . ammines i ok wrtenedence 3029
N Basic Principls, Principles 9 and 20,

| Chriat ey, Autonomaus

| Demesie Lo e, Human Rights Qo Vo, 3.2 My 20165366

" apparicu
AU6S/S21. 23 August 2010, para. 33
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https://www.ohchr.org/en/statements/2014/07/presentation-made-informal-expert-meeting-organized-state-parties-convention
https://www.ohchr.org/en/statements/2014/07/presentation-made-informal-expert-meeting-organized-state-parties-convention
https://undocs.org/en/A/65/321
https://undocs.org/en/A/65/321
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Dignity
“The question of dignity is core to IHRL. The Universal Declaration on Human Rights
and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights recognise that human
sights ae decved rom the “inherentdighty” of W14 The Spcial Repprinr on
rajudicial, summary or arbitrary exceutions has argued that the concept of dignity
is mulnclb]y linked 10 the right to life as “i is the value of lif that makes it worth
proecting”.1 The Afiean Charer on Humansnd eopler Rights Geneal Conment
3 o he it 10 prosecds fom an undrsndngtt he Chr nviages
prtesion no anly o s n & nrfow snse, but of dgnifed e~ 16 I rlation 1o
o enforcement, Article 3 of the COLE siatesthat aw enforcement offcers “ahall
respect and protect human dignity and maintain and uphold the human rights of all
persons.
Disisrimination One of the dangrs i the devlopmentof AVS i the aleady
well-developed use of biomeric data in law cnforcement, Many police forces have
developed argescal databases hnking biometric data o other pervonal daa, incuding
eriminal justice system records. 17 It would be a short step for law enforcement to fect
this data into an AWS in order to target criminal suspects. The use of biometric
‘markers 1o identify fargets carries enormous risks. The Special Rapporteur on the
Promotion and Protection of the Right to Freedor Expression has
noted that facial recognition can lead to profiling on ethniciy, race, national origin,
and other characieristics, which arc ofien the basis for unlawful
discrimination.]
‘The need for a legally bin

instrument (o prohibit and regulate AWS

o lrtyand ssengthen exting ineraional humaniaria andbuman ighs a s
it relates 1o growing autonomy in weapon systems used in both military and law
otorsement oo, Aty Inlcmmonll advosies for th creton of s lgaly

instrument me types of AWS and regulate others. Such a
e wou

prohibit the development, production, use of, and trade in systems which by their
nature cannot be used with meaningful human control over the use of force;
prohibit “anti-personnel AWS” - that s systems that are designed o be riggered
by the presence of humans or that use human characteristis for target profiles;

i Rt Vot Stain e Foniaions: Th Ham s Il o il
Robot man Digity, s v orgreport 201410511 2shaking. foundationshaman.ights-
impl c...a..; e robas
s OHCH
Comentonon o Comenioml Wespons 1316 My 2014 Gnev
w 5. No.3 0n The
s The i - Adopied During
™ s held trom

o 1§ November 015 n Bt 5 it o 1
 For
b m.m,,. m.um..m the OPT 2 Ny 205, (ndx Namber: MDE
15670172023, en documentsmdel /670112023 en'; Amnesty I

aperr on e promoion nd
n Cxpression o the UN Hurman Rights Council
TN et Aty AT 155 i 010 . 2

-EsD

eviceType-DeskiopLangRequestedFalse
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https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/mde15/6701/2023/en/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/mde15/6701/2023/en/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/mde15/6701/2023/en/
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/41/35
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/41/35
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/41/35
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¥ See Eri Schid

* regulate the use of all ather autonomaus weapons systems;

and includ to maintain ful control over the

[24 May 2024]
I Reslution 241, he Gencral Assenbly exprese s conen, el
about the ystems on global sccurity and regionl a
oo . i e v oo oot e e o] o
threshold for conflict and proliferation.”
“The Arms Control Association shares these concrns about the impact of AWS
on intermational pace and sablity For more than iy years, he ACA has worked
o

ral 1 and
et o o T o mommtons e

primary

‘muclear weapons and achieving full nuclear disarmament, we believe that the

deplayment of autonomous weapons systems and automted batleield command-
o

and o < believe, are of

Pariclarconcern: the ntcgration Bfl\lwm)my it clear command, conrol, and
systems, and the AWS to target

and destabilize nuclear forces.

Threats to Strategic Stability Between Nuclear-Armed States:

“The major powers are automating their battlefield C2 systems and equipping them
with algorithms for calculating enemy moves and intentions. selecting the optimal
countermoves, and dispatching attack orders direetly 1o friendly units for
implementation—all with ever-diminishing human mmgm Rescarch by » muber
of analysts susgess hat in uturs conflcis among the major powers, uch systcns
il oo and nbrcse T sk of mrasl remtorcing sscioory moven,
Potentilly initng acidemtal o madverient nucear sesltion. 19

‘Although none of the nuclear powers are thought o be extending this type of

software ot fox
and ar fikely already developing Al algorithms to assist discrete components of their
Tuclear arly warning and leunch systoms, for cxample with the Imerprettion of

possible anemy missile aunches.20 1 s cssentia that Al Softare uked to support
these applications remain physicaily disconnected from nuclear lsunch authority to
prevent any possibilty of an unintended Al-triggered nuclear exchange.

mid, o ., “Final Report o th Ntional Scurity Commission on Arifical
Ineligence,” Mareh 2021,

e T
imStabiliy.”

Kl Ascsing e Danges: Emrging M

Arms Control A por, February 2023

g e rescomey rg e e e e Repors ACA Repor_EmergngToch_
.

y Technologies and Nl

uclear Command, Control and Communications: PS Perspecives.™
Repor Erapen Lewdrsy Network. No. 03

Report anlineersion pd, . 16-17
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https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
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el concem i growig that convenionly smed AVS, i convintion wit
advanced, Al-r tonomous_inell naissance systems, might

ot o el o vmendod . e v et e penion

an attacker is conducting a disarming counterforce strike, aimed at eliminating or

degrading the targer stat’s nuclear retaliatory capabilitcs.

OF particular concern is the potential o loitering AWS o reveal the location of

elusive nuclear retaliatory forces, such as mobile ICBMs or ballstic missile

submarines1 The fear hat an AL cotrolled AWS swarm coud uncove h octons

ottt o plac e capems o s  bigher st falrt i s and possily
igger their unintended or accidental us
Retaining Human Control

The Amns Contrl Assacution songly sdherest theprncipl that the deion (o use
nuce weapons st alwsys reman o respoibily o  humanbeing,and thatsuch

decision conorm it the Laws of War and pariclry Ivomatonl Humaniaian
o Vhich e cut I emplopnet of macer weapors sty in esponse 10
ool e The rofound leal, ihical, and homanirian ramifcatons of ny

Tives of millions o reone
hat hummans, and
il i

Sumng m... this premise, and in recognition of the risks of escalation described
obelie that any flly stonomous weaponssystens o stoted
Sl C3 ytemsapesin ousid o commas o s when
combat shouldbe. probibited under binding internationa lsw and tht l other ethal
weapons wit
international humanitarian law, including by insisting on human responsibility and

Recommended Actions

In secordance with hese basi piniles,the Arms Conrol Assoition ofersthese
addit

Mindful that the use or threat of muclear weapons has been decmed
inadmo " and oy o inermaion v and the Teayonhe Prbiiion on
Nociar Weapanss . TeCA Gancral vem byt i ol it armed s

i cotrl overan decison o s e veapons and o st atomared.
Jaitsafe cdvonced conmand-and-conirol iomsodsallow cson
el imeleat weapomemploymen without i oo

deally,
an international norm that < and affirms this principle by
tements tha decisons inolving eicr ot il Ay ot cemeed o e

statement by the S nuclear-weapons states that jointly commits to the same norm.
To hould
tipwires in all deployed C2 systems that would automatically prevent escalation to

5. John

Il A T oS iy Smegc Sl
2

# James S, Johnson, “Are
Quarterly, Vol 14, No. 1 (Speng 2020). p. 20.2
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uclear weapons use without human intervention. Critcally, this would also mean
ensuring that all Al-cnabled C2 systems for conventional military operations arc
carefully and deliberately prohibited from giving instructions to nuclear weapons
systems,

2 Theun on allsares.
over any.
and e control of

withouthuman oversight

dental stik

on nuclear forces by loitering autonomous strike systems could give rise to false.

ng o n incoming sategic atack, Likewise inauthorzedcomventional stikes
with strategic implications could be undertaken by an AWS strike force that is given
Crronoous sder vy 8 Al-<asblod dorision-boppor Eien.

“To prevent this category of accidental escalation, states should ensure that forces
assigned to conventional counterforce missions with strategic implications remain
under human controlat all imes and forego integration with Al systems altogether.

Fhe UN General Assembly should convene an expert body 10 assess the iypes

and roles of AT algorithms that are used in nuclear command and control systems and
the damgers thesecold s, THS by ol tugest s resrictions on
the use of Al in nuclear and whether there are certain roles within NC3
e shoutd v b sgned o gt

Given he o pas of st aow AL model ad e ck f cxivting.

pows
N ould oy e el 1 comening bxpert o ach ah e votionof
these models.

Article 36
[8 May 2024
Article 36 has worked extensively on the issue of autonomous weapons -
including framing the uman control and pr
need fo  sracture o mtermational egal regulation tht mcludcs both probihitians
- positive obligations.

“This submission only highlights key points that we consider significant at this
stage of the process.

We should recognise autonomous weapons systems as referring o ‘systems’ or
“processes’, rather than ‘objects'.

Discussions of this issue often talk about “autonomous weapons” as conerete,
anifcdphysical objct” ~ it s o ey s physealobjes that share a recognisable

Stemsare th tied o the elationship of aman users 10 processes of decision:

‘Autanomaus weapons systems may function through distinet and widely
dispersd physialsset,ll o which might aso unction in ways that would ot
constitute an autonomous Weapons syster

Rules therefore need to be focused on human understanding and control aver
individual attacks and on how such systems are used. There will stil be unified

swoms ey
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physcal systms that ed o be ubject o theterule, but the starin point should
e o reulate human undersanding and sontl ofthe '

ot mecessary characterlsic of autonamous weapans, but I raises
it chahengen

AL one of the technical drivers that is making the issue of autonomous weapons
sysims pariclarly prossing. Howeve, i th relaonship of human operaor (o
rocesses that is ot the technology

cerain
thatis involved.
It is possible to have autonomous weapons systems that do not employ Al and

we shauld not definc the boundarics of this issuc in relation to AL However, Al docs
of systems to

aveapy [}
o heirusc.Incertain Tles AT mght seve 10 mbed bas fom taming
Gatases int the unctioning of wedpon systems - which isa particular challenge in
relation to weapon systems that would e p¢eplc o specific groups of people.
A new legal instrument could be & key overarching rules that
DrovHde & Struture for valuain fechmelogeat desclpmencs m he foture.

egal
romot human digity and meingfl buman coniol. Rules should nlu
i

systems).
Positve obligations to ensure meaningful human control, including
requirements that

+ Users sufficiently understand AWS they intend o use, including the.
nditions that would trigger an application of force by the system:.
« Users sufficiently evaluate the context where the system would be
used: and
* sery sffconly it he duation s e of syt funtioning
arder to meaningfully apply existing legal rules.
. be used

» d so are p
the necessary human cantrol

Such a legal structure can then provide a framewark under which specific cases
can be addressed.
“This must be a future orientated instrument against which new technological
processes). Sharing good practices on assessment processes would be valuable
el work onee e ezl iniument b ben ctblished
Regulating autonomous wea riant opportunity (o limit the
negaiive potential of AL without curbing s wider posiive potential

dopting this legal treaty should be recogniscd as a critical action to prevent
neativ eats o ALnthe world. The gt ety would esablish Furdrai ht
prevent the development and adoption of Al functions in some critical roles that
undermine human control and human dignity in the use of force. As such, it points to
one potential mode for regulating Al more broadly which is to limit ts scope of use
in specific roles and manifestations. The key to that regulatory mode is not to regulate
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the AL dietly (which s too morphous)but 0 sstablih the bligatonsfo human
undersanding and o
Stems' issite detence systems 1) shoutd ot be
prnh(blml n..m.m.u Tl within a 1 trument and be used in accordance
@

s e w

Some sues b ied s e sicmt shoukd e i e
scope of conderaton of discussons egerding oo of
dcfcnslvc sy dr e concns e roady oo ysoms o e

ensors and computer-direeted uns 1o deeet and appy Force 1o incoming wenpons
e e masen ke s )

‘These systems fall within the seope of the consideration because they use

ntrs t detstming spesifisaly whoreand when force will e i esponss (o
matching data from the environment ogainsi a generalised rgetprofile. However,
S sysems would  prohibition under a

because:

A they can be used with meaningful human control, appropriate human judgement
i Thewirs of mch st cam e . efesive unersandin o s

e and o ocuton st duruton ooy Foncuonin con e peciclly
controlled by the human operator.
B. they do not target “people” dircetly.

Given this analysis, we do not sc that anti-missile systems could prohibited
under the two-ticr approach.
otems

at would target peopl be a eritical
moral and societal priority.

“The ethical and moral concerns with respect {o autonomous weapons are most critical
in relation t0 systems that would target people direcrly. Allawing systems to be used
1o harm people on the basis of machine processing is dehumanising and should be
considered incompatible with requirements of human dignity. Such systems would
also be fraught with legal risks.
Climing hat systms sould somehow disinguish combatant rom cvilsns
youdbes 8 that should be made
Furthr

ianont de L
S and gende b bt on cortan Al processes

target peaple. The working presumption for future negotations should be that systems
targeting people arc unacceptable.
Alegal instrument should be developed through an inclusive multilateral

o all states but 1 by any one country.

It s urgent t sart negototons and (hat rocess needs 0 start i » orum that can

take place in forums where militarised states are consistently allowed (o prevent the
‘majority from moving forwards.

Energising interational humanitarian law and intemational commitment to

protect civilians requires action in o framework that has the potential o reflect o will

Ao

ey
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of the majority. This issue i too fundamentall important for saciety to continue to
remain constrained by procedural exploitation.

Asociacién TEDIC, Amnistia Internacional Paraguay, Centro de
Estudlos Hefisi, CODEHUPY, Fundacién Vencer y Semills para
Ia Democr:

[18 April 2024
organizaciones no gubernamentales paraguayas abajo  firmantes,

comprometidas con Ia promocion de una cultura de paz, con los derechos humanos y
firmes contra toda forma de deshumanizacion, senalamos cuanto sigue

e L Ia
aplicacin de I fuerza con consecuencas mpredeciblesy devasadoras para [a
bmaida. o i, i coocidos smy=ara el sytnomar”o
“robots asesin
objeives s Inoreepeion bumass dhcot uns Yoz s han st ssivades. Utizan

" ficial (1, deds

objctivos,

Bs imporiant econgee que i d rer reulscione, o necesaro esliar
o de

clplcldudci. mplcaione Cico, iagor y posbes comccusncas o Bsto ecesita
involucra n diversas disciplinas, incluidos cientificos, ingenieros,

Jurita, Hbsofos, cxpenos n i  reprecmanic de 1 soiedad eivi
Enal del sur global, dond: I
o lavnce
al crimen’
eogos srios

i ol
Do negarar una potcrmanis lobal d s tipo dessemas, porguc ok o e
conocimiento de los Estads son dis

Por eso es esencial una regulacion internacional para salvaguardamos contra los
riesgos étcos, logales y plantean
Exigir un control humano significativo y contrarrestar Ia deshumanizacion digital,
aue goanic o responsabildad y I endicin d cueias,enculquir s de 13
fucrza, s de

s6lidos que protcjan I h ‘minimicen cl y
et e

wlobal, hay i v

1. Desigualdad teenologiea: Los paises del sur global enfientan desafios para
desarallr o adquii ecololasobre armas subnomas ebid  imitaciones
103  tecnolgicas. Esto podria crear una brecha
T enel s e o plosdespelos s e desll, Joqu podi
‘aumentar Ia dependencia de estos dltimos en tecnologias militares importadas.

ragusyo, a Coslicion de Datos Personales viene luchand hce sfos por s

oo an o e e meeccon s b

provecto-de-ey-de.proteceion.de-datos persordles



https://www.datospersonales.org.py/comunicado-de-la-coalicion-de-datos-personales-en-respuesta-a-las-publicaciones-y-declaraciones-hechas-en-medios-periodisticos-sobre-el-proyecto-de-ley-de-proteccion-de-datos-personales/
https://www.datospersonales.org.py/comunicado-de-la-coalicion-de-datos-personales-en-respuesta-a-las-publicaciones-y-declaraciones-hechas-en-medios-periodisticos-sobre-el-proyecto-de-ley-de-proteccion-de-datos-personales/
https://www.datospersonales.org.py/comunicado-de-la-coalicion-de-datos-personales-en-respuesta-a-las-publicaciones-y-declaraciones-hechas-en-medios-periodisticos-sobre-el-proyecto-de-ley-de-proteccion-de-datos-personales/
https://www.datospersonales.org.py/comunicado-de-la-coalicion-de-datos-personales-en-respuesta-a-las-publicaciones-y-declaraciones-hechas-en-medios-periodisticos-sobre-el-proyecto-de-ley-de-proteccion-de-datos-personales/
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2. Aumento de a brecha de poder: La proliferacion desigual de SADA p

odia
xacerbar las disparidades en I poder miliar entre los paises del sur wobnl oo

regional y global Ia capacidad de par

proteger sus ntereses nacionals.

Falta de. rquu.m xise una fat de regulacion nternacional solida sobre el

desarroll

Sobre o 10 indiserminado o napropiada e alos sistemas, cspecalmente o

conflstos e o gu o paes dl Sur Gloalpodin sta volucrado. Lo Gl
esulacin también pude exacerbr 1 caters armamentiics s sumentar s

e resiomen

4 jtario: Los o serias
bumanitario y
Tosprincipios - pmlmmmnnlmnd  disincin n ol conlcto armado. Sin

e o s ol e maner e, 1o o podis s

en un aumento de las victimas civiles y dafos colaterales.
L
st s tensones gopolics  aumenar 4 posbildndde conlits o
ono s doputs ol son
comines 5k s de s oy enfrenul:ex una mayor presi

adquirir y antener

of ¥

desplicguede s sstemas podia aumenas o desconfanza e Lo paises

ntar el riesgo de escalada miliar

6.1y ia v Divulga

n: Deb

dival o
uilcen SADA. Esto podiia |mplmnr I lgacin deinfomacin e
desarrollo, despliegue y operacion de estos sistr o T vevacion de
cvalcions de mpacio icoy egl camo moments previo o mplementacion
de este tipo de sistem:

7.¢4 o 1 L cooperacion internacional es esencial para.
sbordar flcuzmete s detalo atoiadosco los SADA. Lus ctados eben
n Ia elaboracion y aplicacion de regulaciones, o

roion i namae s nindars e ondls o r o o
asociados con estos sstemas.

Abordar una " 1 soliday
1 tica y los derechos hy uso de
ares avanzadas.

tecnologias mil

Como organizaciones de la sociedad civil,
 Creemos en la dignidad inherente de todas las personas.

 Creemos en la igualdad y el derecho a controlar nuestras propias identidades
libres de estructuras de discriminacion por motivos de raza, género, capacidad,

sexualidad, estatus socioecondmico y otras etiquetas.

Ao

 Respetamos la diversidad de individuos y comunidades, y creemos que esta

diversidad no debe reducirse a ctiquetas fijas y valores fjos adseritos, sino que
debe informar y desafiar activamente nuestro espacio ético comparida.

ey

 wfuna ()
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B

= CAlDP St
2029

importante que
cletvamente m\pcmzhl:& Y dearollary dar forma o 1as eenologio s
nl ci6n entre nosot

Creemos en Ia bisqueda de soluciones no violentas a los problemas y en ¢l uso
de 1a cooperacién, la negociacion y el activismo para canstruir 1os respuestas
Sociales que se necesitan. Envisionamos un mundo en cl que la tecnologia se

sl witis prs . o
I justicia,los derechos humanos, la petoala ley.

Asumimos i 1
tecnologia cambian las relaciones enire nosotros, individual y colectivamente
Promoxemos la ley como un proceso social, ereado por personas, para personas,

¥ que requicre ¢l compromiso social para garantizar que funcione para ayudar o
Tos vulnerables, no a los que ya sn poderosos. Promovemos el empoderamiento

s personas como autores y conrladores
et la mecanizacion d
ekoton com didoosy 3 worE de sarscrrespoien

Por o tanto,

LENTAMOS al Estado Paraguayo a negociar un instrumento internacionsl
ineulne sore ssmes de s o o echoc n mormtsacon e
Ia matanza y garantice un contral humano significativo sobre el uso de I fuerza
© INSTAMOS a la activacion de procesos internos dentro del Estado Paraguayo
jusiamente permitan un mayor grado de desarrollo y entendimicnio
\nsulucmnul!ub lo lmisydesals de s cnologles diglespars divercs
es,incluido aquellos slacionados dinterna y extema, y la
et b de s e . el e i pemoncs

© HACEMOS un llamamiento a los Estados de todo el mundo para que alienten a
o gobiao  niisr ngocisones sobr n tad nenacionl sbre

sistemas de armas auténom;

El posicionamiento favorable de los paises ayudari a salvaguardar contra los

riesgos éicos, legales y humanitarios que planica Ia autonomia en los sistemas de

armas y promovers un mundo mis pacifico ahora y para las generaciones venideras.

Center for Al and Digital Policy

25 May 2024]
enter for Alland ) an

independent global non-profit research organization based in Washington, DC,
esiabihed o promot  betrsciety e, more us_a worldwher echnlogy
ot brood socalichattn based o1 el s, ot tuions.

and the rule of law. CAIDP serves a5 Al pol o the Council of Europc.

o o Al the GECD. e Porepens Parament s UNESCD,

In our input to the UN. Interim Report, “Governing for Humanity,"23 we urged

UN. members o commence negotiations on an international treaty 10 regulate
hibit LAWS, f

e, UN Interim Repors, UN Interim Report “Governing for Humanity” (30 Mar,
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o with weapons of
principle of human respor of lethal force.

Our overarching recommendations under 78/241 are as follows:

IThe UN. General Avembly must pass  resoluton (0 it he proses of

T ety woud presene hum responsbiy and eeountabiiy Tor any e of
lethal force, and enshrine rigorous safeguards prohibiting the integration of Al-
enabled autonomous systems with weapons of mass.

Human Rights:

Conflicts in Ukraine and Gaza show the extreme risks to human rights and
ccurity posed by the use of Al in warfre. Resoluion 781241 affms that
internaional aw appiesto autonomous weapans systems,paricularly the

arter, ntermationst humanitarian T and inérnational human rights

In 2020 Roadmap for Digital Cooperation, the UN. Secretary-General stated
that “Digital technologies provide new means to advocate, defend and exercise human
rights, but they can also be used to suppress, limit and violate human rights,” noting
with emphasis . weapons and facial tion."24

Concerns over killer robots also arose at the 75th U.N. Assembly.25 Later, at the
2022 UN General Assembly, 70 countries endorsed a joint statement:

International Law and International Humanitarian Lav, including theough
‘maintaining human responsibility and accountabiliy in the use of force.”26

Furthermore, UN Sccretary-General and President of the ICRC jointly called on
States o

systems. o hild fon the
e current sceuiy landscape.sting slar termationl red fnes will
e o St 37

Safety:
Stuart Russell warns that “loitering” AT missile systems can bave both

d ‘making it difficult (0
human or the machine carried out any given attack. 28 Further, a single individual can

un

for Digial
Coopertion TN pd):see also UN Secreary General, The Highest Aspiation - A Call 10 Action
ey
e Highest Asperstion A Call To Acton_ For Human, Right English pd.
B smv Kl Rote 750 UN sy (0 30,200
v stopillerrbors o 2020/ 10/ iplomacy/
e tonomous
th Unied Nations el Dok
Conemtons Wespons (Ot 21 633 s sttemen et artaements
D002 AN GILKL A Sanm

ot cll by he U Natos St Geneland e rsdent of e s
Comm nnc R Cros for Sots v atabh pow ravtion and resictons
0 St Rassoll AT Wospans. Rusia's War i Ukiiae Shows Wy the World Must Enae  Ban”

r doi 1
Shahed, Kargu,lsscis Harpy dronc, Rus

Lancet missile, snd he Chincse Ziyan Blawfish A3

Ao

ey



https://undocs.org/a/res/78/241
https://undocs.org/a/res/78/241
https://undocs.org/a/res/78/241
https://undocs.org/a/res/78/241
https://undocs.org/a/res/78/241
https://undocs.org/a/res/78/241
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launch an unlimited number of weapons. This type of weaponry should be classificd
s weapons of mass destruction.

‘Waging war through autonomous weapons will not protect military lives.

New Al-based weapons systems are probabilistic, introducing a degree of

dagafins cn behcked, ncrsing e
likelihood of accidents and preventable. onflct. Professor Lucy
Suchman highights hat he “satomation of daa amalysis under thesgn of AL can
only ser ations that a their
lince on proflng and other techaioes of prjudicial casification 30

for
Unisersal Guidelines for Al; Oblgatons o Ascountl

ieers to ongoing need
the risks during design, development, and implementation.
blgationt] presumcs ysems mas e o, 1t o

possible, the system should be terminated. Obligations of Public Safety requires
ublic safety risks Isystems and

implement safety controls.

Ethics:

Algrithms ae ncapable of deterinin wha s leal or i

al. The rinciple of

human responsibility and accountability must be preserved. “Human life would be

devatued T robos ake f-or-desh decsions, ssing moral and jutes concerns™32

1n2023, the UN. Secretary-General's New Agenda for Peace called for the

prohibition of LAWS. UN has a clear mandate to unite all st
long-term global risks. V

insufficient and provide no restraint.

In “Killer Robots, 33" Robert Sparraw warns that conditions for just wars cannot

eholders around the

be met by autonomous weapons systems and that it “would be unethical to deploy
Such systems in warfare.

(he ot pace s puh o h b give comrel over wheh areets o atack and
hen 1o apen i Idecd, a3 A technology improves, & buman operaor may prove
[ time

al deciions willofienbe s i e e requived

nvmlable o make survival crit
for & human being to make them.”
Legal:

‘The main components of a UN. legally binding instrument should be proportionality,
Human ovright, hnan rponsbily Tk st nd g s soud
be among the main components of the Tre

CAIDP's annual Al & Demacratic Values Index (AIDV) highlights srong
support among democratic nations for limits on LAWS. AIDV Index notes “one of

5 CAIDP Statemens, On the Occasion of the 75th Aniversary o th Universal Declaration of
Human ighs (D 10, 202

“ Luey S Ao vt nd the i of sy Crcal S

s 12020y 1751187, BOL. 10 108031634887 20301760587

et oz
Roben Sparon. ki
Sparow (21

Rebots Journal of Applied Phiosophy, Vel 24, No.1, (2007): 6277



https://www.linkedin.com/posts/center-for-ai-and-digital-policy_caidp-statement-on-ai-based-weapon-systems-activity-7140430101116092416-rzEI?utm_source=share&utm_medium=member_desktop
https://www.linkedin.com/posts/center-for-ai-and-digital-policy_caidp-statement-on-ai-based-weapon-systems-activity-7140430101116092416-rzEI?utm_source=share&utm_medium=member_desktop
https://www.linkedin.com/posts/center-for-ai-and-digital-policy_caidp-statement-on-ai-based-weapon-systems-activity-7140430101116092416-rzEI?utm_source=share&utm_medium=member_desktop
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the s AL aplcations o ocus theakinion ofsobal polcymakerswas th us of
Al for 1 More than 0 ot signed the Polieal Decanin on
chmmblc Mmmy Use of Al and Autonomy,” noting “miliar of Al
o e Sccounabier nduding hrough s wke duing mltary
Cpertons whthn 3 esponsioe human chan of command nd conrol. 56

Civil Affairs Institute
[20 May 2024]

I The aacement and depoyment of oo g s
W securiy.

challnges. St s caemil thit e mermtionsr cnmmnm!y adops a lgalybinding
framework to regulate these systems. This document consolidates key perspetives
A recommendations for e Secreary-Gentra's rport

‘The Russian invasion of Ukraine in February 2022 has significanly influenced
ihe andscape of mder wafue ith bothsids izing drones extensivey. This
lopm:

e e gt e Tt el oot et cclation

and ensure compliance with humanitarian principles.

The conestofthewar inUktin s cruial for heway forvard foratonomons
eapons in Europe and the world. There is a nced for global awareness and atiention

o e potenil tompon 1y vt s eigenee oy seloone, senty

unregulated by international law.

Fegal and Exhical Concerns:

Meaningful Human Control: AWS should be designed 1o ensure that humans retsin

siifican coniol overal decisions involingth e of force, T incudes by
coniextm

i s  ppid Syt st o ot o frsch ool hod b s

challenges in atribut for
2. unlawful actions. Legal frameworks must ensure clear accountability
ncshanis for vilations o nrmational v, prcvetingan acountabilty gap
that undermines justice and human rights.
Human Dignity: Delegating life-and-death decisions to machines undermines
3

Human dignty and iolates tical norms. Machins Lk te capaityfor morst
which are essential the

S e

Ethical Context and Asimox’s Laws:

The deleyment of AWS conrdics e el princpescutined vy s Asr i i

Jnws of oot patiully th st I, iich s it s ot may

ing o, trouth nacion. allow 5 human beng 1 o 6 T, Taplementing WS,

‘ichcan potniallycau b foomeusly,sarky conmts thse ctica guidlines
poses severe moral dilemmas,

Deparimen of S -Polea Dt
i e oy e of e Comtl eomne,

csponsible Milary Use of Acif
Sy (o 5.2025),

and-sutonomy

Ao

.



https://www.caidp.org/reports/aidv-2023
https://www.caidp.org/reports/aidv-2023
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Humanitarian and Sccurity Risks:

Ciin am: KAWS pos  igh sk ofbam 0 civilan due t i nabiiy 1
relibly disinguish between combatans and pon-somba

ot o i Kiinge and eseesive. orcer ioaing_ pmccs of
interational humanitarian law (IHL).

2. Proliferation:
about their proliferation, particularly to non-state actors and regimes with poor
human rights records. This could destabilize regions and escalate conflicts. Arms.

3. Race: The development of AWS could spur an arms race, leading.

ml:rca)cd ol insabily and lowerin he thrshold for cring confits The
id, ties o

naking conflics more voale and et o o

Prohibitions and Regulations:

Twe-Tir Approac: A comprshesive sty should comiine probibiions on
et ANS b esltonson s 0 o ey e under g
i conol Specspc

o Prohibitons: B

‘without meaningful human intervention, especially those targeting

humans direc

through design, testing, and operational procedures that guarantee
compliance with IHL and human rights standards

Human Rights Implications:
1 Right o it AWS must comply with the right not 1 b rbitarly derived of
Nife, ensuring that force is used only when necessary, pro

e The shscnce of hotos Juqgmont m AWS chlnges compldnee wihthese
principles.

2. Non-Diserimination: AWS must be free from algorithmi biases that could lead
practices. par roups. Strong
data and processes.

Conclusions Th adation of s Igaly bindin Inscument on AWS is e o
address the e g

W
‘maintaining meaningful human control ove the us of lehal force.

ECPAT Guatemala, Pert por el Desarme, the Feminist AT
Research Network - Latin America Chapter, Anderson Henao and
Jesiis Martinez

25 April 2024
“This is & summary of a dncumem that emerged from a collaborative effort with
experswho s membersof ECPAT Gustemals i Evgena Villreay: o por
cwrme (Gisela Lujén) e Pt Al s e America
o (b R, sieo Feusdo, i Dios o Wands \u\al.

Mico: i detson Horae (Colombi, et Narine (1 Samadory expers
" ights of persons with isablices and inemational hamanitaron v,
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The purpose of this summary is to cncourage further reflection on bath the
tional and iternationa lvel rgarding th chalenges iheren (o auonomous
weapons systems (AWS), underlining the urgent need to_ begin negotiations to
Codlish & binding legal framework in  truly nclusive and representative forum
“The full, original text in Spanish with references can be found here.

Our report consists of tw sections: 1) Challenges and concerns with respect to

AWS from humanitarian, legal, and ethical perspectives: and 2) Ways to address these
challenges.

1. Challenges and concerns
1 will have

Fespet to autonomous weapons systems

particularly women,
. children, and

Ppersons with disabilitis, among others.

+ There are several examples from the civilian sector that show that not only do
emerging technologies pose risks, but that they have already caused damage
and violated human righis.

ap

damage to the aforementioned populations,

. difficulties and impact of artificial
intelligence systems is eritical (0 analysing AWS, since these are the types of
problems that could be replicated with the use of Al and emerging technologies
the military sector.

il

+ Additionally, it is important to consider the risk of transferring autonomous

thologies 0o of o nd e i could coneibute il rofling
in surveillance, and even to poli

2 Autonomous weapons will increase the barriers 10 accessing justice and

compensation for victims of violations of human rights and  International

Humanitarian Lav.

" The charcterisies of AWS _nclding those rlated to he lck of preicabiliy
nd splnbilty of eneryng technologes nd o sppliatons of e
melligince. amons oo’ il frthrhinder sceou reps
Compersaon, e senraly ckes o o, Pty o m.rgmn.m
‘eroups already face difficultcs in this area, and are the most affected by Al bias.

roups. Not
Kronngwhsn ot an ik will o orwho might e 3 st fscing
different groups in different ways, and those cffects are exacerbated in persons

With 3 combinaion of marginaised Kentiis and harscersis.
1.3 Autonomy in weapons systems is increasing and is already being used. a case in
point being Isracl in Gaza.

Emerging technologies are already having a specific negative and differentiated
impact in conflict zones. Similarly, autonomy in targeting and attack decisions s
increasing.

. The most recent and flagrant case is unfolding in the context of the destruction
of Gaza by Isracl3.

on the situaton
occupied since 1967, Francesca Albancse®: Anatomy of a Genocide: UN Doc. AMRCISS73

Ao

e



https://peruporeldesarme.org.pe/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/1104-Final-AGNU-78-241_final.pdf
https://peruporeldesarme.org.pe/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/1104-Final-AGNU-78-241_final.pdf
https://peruporeldesarme.org.pe/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/1104-Final-AGNU-78-241_final.pdf
https://peruporeldesarme.org.pe/wp-content/uploads/2024/04/1104-Final-AGNU-78-241_final.pdf
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/55/73
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/55/73
https://undocs.org/en/A/HRC/55/73
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+ During the first months of the campaign, the Isracli army used 25,000 tons of

technology has led fo attacks against 11000 targets in Gaza since the
beginning of the most recent conflict on October 7, 2023

. Al
(“Gospel™) and Lavender systems, which use Al and automation to identify and
Soncene arets en e

2 Ways ofaddresing the challnges and concerns of sutonamons
3 esnatioal trumanitarian ta and ntrmational fuman Rihts Lo apply 10
autonomous. weapons sysiems (AWS). and a legally binding instrument (LBI)
Speciicall adréssing autonoms n weapoms systems is needed.

 Cumnty, here is 2 lealy inding nemational amework speific to uch
systems that ensures meaningful human control over the use of foce, This s
Seious Tegal vacuum Tor two reasons: o) It allows the develop

accountability, guarantees of non-repeition, and compensation for damages.

. From our perspective, the only credible way to address autonomy in weapons
Systems is through adopting a new LBI. The fundamental goal would be to
regulate the autonomy of weapons sysiems in keeping with International Human
Rights Law, International Humanitarian Law, and International Criminal Lav

22

challenges of AWS.
A LBI on AWS must include clear prohibitions and regulations, aim to maintain
meaningul human contol over fore, and nclude effective implemertaton,
‘monitoring, and accountability measur

+ This regulatory instrument must prohibit those weapons systems that: a) would
delegate targering and attack decisions 10 autonomous functions: b) would target
human beings and civilian infrastructure; and ¢) would profile humans s targets

+ Regulations must refer to autonomy in other functions. Said instrument must
recognize the differentiated and disproportionate impat
Tt the weapons would hae an GiTerent populaton groups.

23 of the forum where negoriated.

* United Narions General Assembly (UNGA) Resoluton AIC.I/TBL 56 is clear
evidence of the majority opinion —146 States— on the “urgent need for the
intemtiont community 10 addrss the Chaenges and concers sased by

utonomous weapons systems

i make itself heard in & democratic and part
Space such as the UNGA.
However, this has not been possible in the CCW —where the topic of AWS has.

been addressed for more than a decade— among other factors, because that forum
allows the exereise of a veto under disguise of consensus

(Advance unedied version), 25 March 2024,



https://undocs.org/en/A/C.1/78/L.56
https://undocs.org/en/A/C.1/78/L.56
https://undocs.org/en/A/C.1/78/L.56
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+ It s necessary 1o Shift the deliberations on AWS 10 other forums, particlarly the
¢hose rules facilitate more equal participation of a greater number of
countries.

Recent regional meetings (Costa Rica, Trinidad and Tobago, the Philippines,
Sierra Leone) show that it is possible 0 make progress in inclusive forums, and

st it s important to create spaces that truly allow, reflect, and value diverse
pepesines

ensure the meaningful, free, and informed participation of civil society in al its
diversity, partcularly organisations representative of marginalised groups. It is
necessary to advocate the inclusion of military and defence topics in UN.

work on artificial ntelligence and other technologies, and in the framework of
other Conentions on Human Rights and regional bodics.

Concluding thoughts

vegotaionsfor s
sl e Mnn ool v et e e proibing sy
attacking humans, nnly beneis gy izt counres or industries

‘We consider it unaceeptable that a minority of countries can obstruct the start
o thess negtitons,which leady bar hos ffected by inreased utonomy n
Wweapons, a seen in G

Future of Life Institute
[23 May 2024]
The Future of Life Instiute (FLI) is a global nonprofit working primarily on the
governance of emering technology. Th tion is the UN Seeretary-General

civil society co-champion for Artificial Intelligence under the UN's Digital Roadmap
and is best known for developing the Asilomar Al principles. FLI has long promoted

ovemance s
founding.FL s ecntly mos known for havingpublished anap e, ined by
aver a thousand leading Al rescarchers, that sparked a global public debate on the

development of advanced artifiial ntelligence.

Autonomous weapons systems are ethically wrong: machines and algorithms

o ot ke s st decions. 0l o o e el secomin

for potential war crimes, extrajudical illngs, and unlawful

remendous sloba secuiy ks hey i i sk Funended n:alancn s

warsamd owerth thredhold forwar They can praliferae n he g

Lok e s wespons of s desrucion (sharm). T rscted iines. and on

Create tnstabilty Jading to s increased ikelbood of ucleat weapons being wsed-

Over 15t cxplly bk i biding nrtionl o FL sony

suppors the UN Seeretary-General and International Commitice of the Red Cross”

acro st call o s oot el ey o PromBn and et

026, We call

onomor 2
Pekotaions o soon st st

FLI in line with the ICRC’s recommendations for a legally binding instrument,
Supports a two-tier approach, including:

Ao

1



https://futureoflife.org/open-letter/pause-giant-ai-experiments/
https://futureoflife.org/open-letter/pause-giant-ai-experiments/
https://futureoflife.org/open-letter/pause-giant-ai-experiments/
https://futureoflife.org/open-letter/pause-giant-ai-experiments/

6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Aons

1

d anti-personnel

"
autonomous weapons systems

+ Positive obligations towards all other autonomaus weapons to ensure the
ful wrol, includs has:

o Restricting targets of the AWS to only those which are military objectives

o Limiting the location where, time that and situation in which the AWS s
operating. including to avoid coneentrations of civilians or civilian
objects.

o Limiting the nurmber of engagements that the AWS can undertake.

o Ensing. o e sl he 0ty o e o
effectively ind t0, in a timely manner, intervene, and, w
Spproprisi, deactva operion of the AWS.

Geneva Centre for Security Policy
[21 May 2024]

Global conflicts are accelerating the development of LAWS, with potentially
Severe strategic consequences

The post 10 years v brought il by wey of intenionl ity rmeverks on

ous weapon systems (LAWS) but have brought us increasingly close to
e e, !uollnﬂiy. the echnlogy for a wespon o s slect and engge

3 st aonamouly s e n. with no further human ntervention,
38 Whether of s curent hlg iy tonomous and Al endbled wespon

o vty o igreed upon definition of “LAWS”, or whether or nol
cvery stag of the weapon's eycle was somplecly ully autonomously ithou huran
imervendon should ot detract fom the realiy that ncreasngly auorcrows yeapon
systems (with and without Al) are already on today’s batilefields, and are raising many of
e Tgal, e, and esury soncerns posed by LAWS 39

chhnolngln\ ay this space are by
and mpetition

i gencraics, Unfortmately, LAWS are no oy technologiclly possbe today,but
heopportunities forthein s s slso mulipling. The bl of Ukt and

le both increasing the interest i eding o, suionormous
s o wel i s o oo e concos ke
Sutonomy on the batleild, posing questions ver utomation s, uman control
‘and agency over the use of force.40

Nl Pl Cramy B, Sam. At S “Ascsin Auonomous Wepons 5.3
Fe

iten” oruary
24, i e s e \.mm.m,l plvcr -0
il e, Mol e U ReltyChek o Encring
eva Paper No. 4.

303 e o e b e b s
 Remic, it ke Cimes of Dpasion Astanomons Wespons e o Chnge
of Sysemati Killig.” Evics and Inernational Affirs. Vol 37 (3). 2023 pp. 321-343
e do o 101017 SORSOTOAT300039 Devis, Hays ke | s‘.m,:.mg. o
e Gospl How | L

prestinon



https://static.rusi.org/future-laws-occasional-paper-feb-2024.pdf
https://static.rusi.org/future-laws-occasional-paper-feb-2024.pdf
https://static.rusi.org/future-laws-occasional-paper-feb-2024.pdf
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The prlifeation o such capailies and her - mosty dua-se ~ encbling
chonlogis b rnled o o Redncnlly chased sttt coomnent
hen international discussions began in 2014, worsening the
Combtuncosof iscion wht reupest v he regulaion af LAWS. A widr any of
sate and non-state actors are now capable of developing and  deploying
increasingly autonomous capabilities, and increasingly willing to do so. Absent
regulation, and a global governance frameswork, the current strategic environment
will continue to incentivise and accelerate the development and deployment of
such weapon systems, leaving an increasingly small space for regulation.
‘The question of human control

Tt has become o h both
EANS: it i ity dimensione. e o the Tl complonce, ey i
it L Howecr, ik of et penits belind ot ot by

“This lack
Py o o [ nd
 mpeint st S ot S e s el complon devlopment o
deployment of autonomy on batleficlds.

effects, could however run counter to the desire to accelerate the tempo of military
e algorith various

functions of LAWS.42 Indeed. rescarch has repeatedly shown that humans have a
Toads to highly

especially i times of high stress, cognitive workload and compressed timelines.43 It s

therefore not unreasonable to envision a near-future where humans can no longer

realistically maintain the contextual understanding, cognitive and physical abilitics

necesary for meaninglconrol of wespon ysiems 44 A st ncessoglytrm to

Complex AL systems o rablc LAWS, e capaity fo humans (0 be meaingflly
aeed will mcreasinly be chalenge

Itis primordial for states to define the processes, rules, as well as technical
requirements, which would enable effective human control over LAWS. This should
il chricton s o s restisions i design. captbilii, nd cpeational

his would inevitably entail ort o instances of
so-called “nominal fuman contol”. ines this wouldallow for the maimaiming of

development and use.
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The way forward
The mostselinic way of dlivering on the UNSG and ICRC prsidncs call 1
achieve a legally binding document on LAWS by 2026 is through the Group of
Govemmental Expers (GGE) centd by the High Conrctng Puties 1o the
Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW). While consensus requirements
o Someutat mpeded e work o e_sroup s . e wonps comrpencs
owards the so-caled “two-tir approach ofers the most resistic hance of acheving
alegally binding probibition in the relatively near future.
Aongside the work of the GGE, states must continue to speak, exchange, and
pronounce on the broader issue of the use of artificial intelligence in the military.
domain. Dialogue at the regional, plurilateal, and bilateral level about how humans
of tems will be

‘measures and help in the develaping of codes of conduct and guardrails. The UN
should suppor these endeavours, for example through it regional disarmament
cenires, acting as bridge (o the other discussions on Al governance, helping (© bring
across ideas relevant (o the disarmament and international security communty.
Resolution 78/241 creates the possibility of a new track on LAWS. If the GGE
il t eschconsenus on  eglly binding nstument then s cly tht 3 g
it of sses will suppor satng ncg ral Assembly. Creating
paralel process now. whilst the GGE 1o Sl warking, s unlikely 10 sehicve the
desired autcome o a egaly inding prohoition rtied by al the majorsacs For

tary
the issue is broader than just LAWS.

Human Rights Watch
16 May 2024)
Human Rights Watch appreciates the opportunity to submit s views and
by the United N

Tesponse 1o Resolution 78/241 on “Lothl sutomomas weapons sy’ adopied by
the UN General Assembly on 22 December 2023,

kground Human Righis Wach is an_interational nongovernmental
organization (NGO) that conducts rescarch and advocacy to uphold human dignity and

ghts and international human rights law across the globe. In Oclober
2012, Human Rights Watch co-founded the Campaign to Stop Killer Robots, which
‘advocates for the negotiation and adoption of an intemational treaty o prohibit and
restrict autonomous Weapons systems.

L Challenges and Concerns Raised by Autonomous Weapons Systems

s sbmison s bsed anand infrmed by oty fesarh andadvoacy on i
issue. Since 2012, Human Rights Watch has published more i reports
oo wegons S o i Aot wih e ematora Foren R e
Clinic (IHRC) at Harvard Law School

In November 2012, Human Rights Watch and IHRC released “Losing

Humanity: The Case against Killer Robots,” the first major civil society report to
cxaming the dangersof semoving human conrol o te i of force This report
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and later ones — found that allowing machines to sclect and attack fargets without
further human intervention would be incompatible with fundamental provisions of
international humanitarian law, including the principles of distinction and
proportionality.45
Human Rights Watch and IHRC have detailed the significant hurdles to

wiging pertona accountaily o hesetions undetaken by utonamous weapons
Sysems uader oth criminaland ivllaw
Autonomous weapons systems would alsa contravene basic principles of
humanity and the dictates of public conscience established by the Martens Clause
under international humanitarian lav.

human
rights law t0be used in well as

Farmed conflit, They raise. life
and to remedy.

would undermine the Fdignity, a legal

dmoralconcet, i il vesone b el desrving o et Ao
inanimate obits, machiescannotcomprchend o undeatand e value of human
life or the x\gmfca\\c: aFis los. Allowing them to ke f-and-dea
detrminations thos aips peopls Ao ar being targeted afthei human dgniy. fn

e process of determining hom (0 il aiomomoss weapons systems boi, b
targets down to data pois.
Security concerns include the risk of an arms race, the threat of autonomous
s systms rachin the hands of st o non-stae aiors with 10 regard o
international |
e ko would vt e power 3 ke complex deerminations in less

. their sped could Iead flicts to spiral rapidly out

of control

T Ways t0 Addrss the Chalengs and Concerns Rlsed by Autonomons
Weapons S
W Lovaly Biding tnstrument

Humen Rights Watch calls for the urgen negotiton nd adoption of 8 legally
binding instrument to prohibit and regulate weapons systems. Clear,
strong, and global rules are essential. Only new international law will suffice to deal
i s dangea aised by aatonoraoss weapons ystems.

Alegally hould b ied by national legisl
enforce. m atthe domestic level.

Essential Treary Elements

Hon Rights Waih, IHRC, sad otber bave awlied he e lemeos o 1
intematona fesy on utonomous weapane sysiems, flloving precent provided in
previou disamament reaics, inrnaional humn Aght instraments, and imerational
humanitarian las, which all offer models for the proposed provisions 46

 Please see our fll submission fo links to reevant rports by HRW and IHRC:

ons-syt
T awllllKL e Weopos rovesprcedns: s ofand Mol o o ety on
itr Roboss

e e s o

eaty-Kile-robots.
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A leglly binding instroment should apply to il weapons systemsthat select and
engage fargets based on sensar processing, rather than human inputs. While
reaty's rosiietions will focus oh 8 nareower roup of sysioms, this broad Seope
will help future-proof the treaty and ensure that no systems escape revi

“The new treaty should include: 1) a general abligation to maintain meaml\gful
the use of force; 2) it autonomously
sclctand ngage et and by et pose fndemenal moul and el
roblems: and 3) inelude specific positive obligations that aim to en
el oot s st o At s ot et and
engage targets.

e
because most of the concerns arising from autonomous weapons systems are
mnhmuh!zm ihe ackofsuch bumancontl. Theconcept of meaningfalhuman
trol  combinsionof s, but
imicd o ) Decronekin compareio o xample he sty o underaand
How the system works: 2) Technologiedl components incloding predictabily and
ety nd 3 Operationalcomponent, noably estrictions o i and spce n
which the system aperat

A new treaty should prohibit the development, production, and use of systems
that inherently lack meaningful human control over the use of force. It should also
prohibit autonomous weapons systems that target people in order to prevent the use
of weapans systems that sirip people of their dignity, dehumanize the use of force, or
lad o disrimintion. I shouldcove yeapons tha dvays sl o dt. ik weight
hea, or sound, o select human targes. These prohibitions would help protet

v sng st noa-combatants in smed conflicr i ofigements of
hums They should

ircumstances™ (o cnsre tht 1o provisions Cover mes of pesce and war
The Way Forward

In terms of negotiating fora, the Canvention on Conventional Weapons (CCW) has
run s course after providing 2 forum for useful discussions and the development of
support for a legally binding instrument over the years. I is time to siep outside of
ihat Torum 1 o thtcan i Higher, move str and be moe inlusive of coun
that are not party t W as well as of interational organizations ar
i, Dt peceden shows et snd st nd X Goner Assemy.
initiated processes are viable options in which committed, like-minded states, in
partnership with other stakeholders, can produce strong treaics in 15 months or less.

The word s aproacin  pin oot on i i o siport o sgtiaing

alegally binding syste
vl 47 The St Kl Robt: campst's vt Dmm,. Research project

ora ey on

Homan Rights Wotch affns oursong commitmcn o work with gy and
an interational legal
Tegulate autonomous weapons yeiems.

 Mare

cader Tty et e et e Cofree e g
SonomGs Wespons sytens n Viensa n Apel 2930, Se e char's ey

2024

Chair Sunmary pdt.
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International Committee for Robot Arms Control

[24 May 2024]

“The Intemational Committee for Robot Arms Control (ICRAC) values the

opportunity to submil it views o the United Nations Sceretary-General with respect

to Resaluion 70241 an Lot Avtonomous Wetpo Syt (AWS), Founded n
2009, ICRAC is I committee of experts in

ol iteligence, oot e, imemationd asions, mermitonl sccurity, aims

s law, and

| hilosophyofechnlogy. We have publshed xtnsively o he em.cal. legal.

oy i o sped. Bt on oo expet we o
particlaly onecmmed ot il roboti s il lexd o more froent ™
restrained, and less accountable armed conflict. In light of these risks, we call for an

etionl e 1o oo s el AWS.

‘We note the threat that AWS pose to compliance with international humanitarian
Taw as well a international human ights, partcularly the right to lfe and the human
right o digaity. We thus support calls for a legally-binding instrument to probibit and
restrict the use of AWS, urging the Secretary-General to nitiate a forum within the

the use o al wespons, and adres el humanitarian v 3s well s human
rights concer
Seope

In accordance with the International Committce of the Red Cross (ICRC), we
undersiand an AVS as one that poetialy afes il scivton or aunh by &
uman, selests, (asgts based on sensor das snd engages (atgts without human
Inervention. We endorse fhe recommendations of the ICRC. for a two-ticred
ooneh Tt okt sl e and sy tht hey et
humans, while strictly regulating the use of autonomy in all other systems for he
command,conitl andengagement o ehal for. This includes estsicions o

tame, spce. scope, nd scal of aperatons of uch sysems, s wel s th s of
araet and sitations in which they my e used In vum:uhr. e siongly saree
dhat the only permissible argts of such systems should be miliary objscs b
Tature, and neve €ivilion of Sua-se et whieh should always requie humn

More discussion is needed on the appropriate forms and regulation of the
nd AT et and sutomaticaly sl e more and mre dts. reter iy necded

 how to ensure: " bty for
international law when such systems are uscd.
Key Challenges to Global Peace and Security

 Uncontrolled Escalation and Missed Opportunities for De-escalation and
Diplomacy

uncontrolled escalation at speed. Escalation from crsis 0 war, or escalating a conflict
1o bighe el of violene,coud come abou b eroneousindictionsof sck or

a simple sensor o computer error. Mutual interaction between the control programs

Couldnot b ested i advance. The oucome of s terestion woutd b ety

nprediciable and s excaaiion s possible and Hely. Unprediciable systems will
sive Ieaders .

A

1.



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241

6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Aons

e

cocounging prompive atacks. Morove, wiomaied_stacs, repomses, and

exclations will make i moe Sl o eaders 0 iterpret he intentons,decisions.
and actions of their udvcmanci ‘and will limit their options for response. The overall

et Wil b 1 el o vemiesand opportniie o awid s, 10 dessclte

Confcte and o fnd means o end hotltes

 Moral responsibility

No machine, computer, or algorithm is capable of recognizing a human as &
human being, nor can it respect humans as inherent bearers of rights and dignity. A

it means to h

H
]
]
H
H

accountability alone s not sufficient for moral respansibility. This also requires the
recognition of the human, respect f i right to life and dignity, and
reflection upon the value of lfe and justifications for the use of violent force.
 Meaningful Human Control

Much binges on he degte o wich AWS can be meaningflly coneoled by
ans. Scientific scholarship on human psychology sugzesi

Expesicace sutomation i, 3 condiion it cogniively hire. thte iy 10

develop sulficient contextusl understanding 1o intervene in fully autonomous

systems that operate at speed. In order to safeguard meaningfl human control (not

ind.reset fo, changes or unanteipaed.situatons. thal arse, ensure achve. and
deliber pariipaon in the ston; eve seficen aining and undrvandng of
the system and s lksly sctons; hve sdoquate time for meaningful control and

e means and knowledge requied for 8 rapid suspension of a For

s S s n positc. Meamnglo b comvat s Fndamentt 10t
laws of war and the ethics of war.

Moving Forward: A Treaty to Prohibit and Regulate the Use of AWS
‘We support calls from States, as el us the UN Secretary-General and the President of he
ICRC, for an intemational legally-binding traty prohibiting and regulating the use of AWS.

Such a treaty would obligate States to adhere to prohibitions and regulatory
Hmitwion o AWS Codsof ondet and ol dclaraions v ot crouh o0
systems that ol

complance ith substantive rgulations orth use o forc in ll case. I should
aplyto all il uses of AWS and system that generat o slectagets, s well

1 police, borde secuty and other ciilia applcatons ha automats he wse
atfoce

“The weaty should prohibit AWS that are echiclly o legally unacceptable, such
as systems whose operation o effects cannot be sufficiently understoad, predicted, or

explained:
designed to target human beings.
The treaty should include pasitive obligations for States to use AWS that arc
permitted only within the bounds of clearly stipulated regulations that ensure
erence to international human rights and the key principles of international
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d meaningful human control can
e et snd e ough ey egotton 3 s st loes S
ustry and te the Secr

e ot o i o i o ot A and ok e o o
expertse o those discussions.

InterAgency Institute
125 May 2024

Introduction

The nterageney Tsite i  digital (i tank focused on gobal scuity nd loc
development with @ human-centered approach. We have advocated for  treaty.
Roving Atonomous Weapons Sy o et e yers. Cromed by scndemics
from the Global South, it has members with diverse backgrounds in 7 countries,
‘mainly in Brazil, Portugal and Angola

submit th aspects related to
(b e contined i operiv paragaph 2 of ARESW241 e it hoes
stress the need to create new standards for the prohibition and regulation of

Autonor well as t0 point t0

dimension of the problemd9.
el e st develo th fout i spests e 0 AWS it e bl

should be taken into account by the Secretary-General’s Repy
Jumanitarian Asp

The exising olgationsof ntemadonl umaniarian L and i
Internat i Righis Syaem should ony serve as an ad hoe framework,since
ey ety rzgulll:> ihe mair. Th new Lcchmological paradigm render

1

b tich as automation
replacing th s of fore by human beings,wer ot part Ceati hen he main
reaties of it tarian law were formulated. The possibility
omaton nhe ol oncions afapesonnl wespons mes it crmes,

responsibility for these crimes.
. Security Aspects

“The proliferation of autonomous weapons has unpredictable consequences for armed
conflt Despie this exemaies hav aready been idntifie,suh s incrasing
the asymmetry of armed conflict, reducing the necessary threshold for violence an
he ol or rom e acor 1 posken hes wenpone and e wncomrlied
proliferation.
“The bigeer the distance g the operator and the machine, the more.

prababls the e of volnseS0. n aonomous wespors, hoss who evelo and i

the ol oot ko it consequencee, o actons the mmlw.u follow after

being launched. i

e i oupemo. hs s v i o sy o

Ths rses et was adaped o Polcy iy P bl by s e eney
ostiate in March 2023
 Gullo, . (2016 Mar 2.0 Drone.Disane nd eat. o
7021, 6176 do o710 4015 IT 2016070104

ionsl Journalof Technoethic,

Ao

1o
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intervention, ity of ssomating hese uncions entie sccuiy riss and
R viTation of imaoral umaniaog s wat oy becavs of e Pty of
biases i the algorithm, but abo because of the afnmncmmncd distance between the
persan who ereates the algorithm (and docs not know what implications it wil have
e el waldy and the deiberiu use of hese algoriame 1o perecuie people
basd onthei pherotype, genderor clohing.

3. Technologic Aspect

Macine Learing (ML) ussinputdata o iy 3 mode 0 ecopioepters
0 s male prdicion b would 1t e b1 51, ML cn b superisds
Semi-superviscd o unsupervised, Supevision soncers te labeling of the

entered dum\g inining, Anothr imporan division s tht of dymamie (or i) and

static ne) models: while dynamic models are trained frequently (or
cnmmuously) Saie models are rained bofore e The exemaliis ofwsing ML 10
et selection algorithms are not restricted 1o just one of the models, but cut

Soros he diffrent enegories. The passibiliy of raoing these modcls i labels
that correspond to people can deepen social biases, which means

el sspot o he it sspetcar b issonsed. Whie 1 s imporat
o highlight that online and unsupervised models exacerbate the social dimensions of
the risks identified, they can also oceur in offline and supervised models.

4. Ethical Perspec

Technology is not neutral. Technology sorts and ranks scenarios, based on the
possbilis of ation that t s, shapin i sontent, regardls of how they e

usedS3, Digitalization rinforces the tendency o make cost-benefit (utiit) analyzes
{0 decimine an ge's morait, accentuating he endency of opimizingprocedures34
In the context of miliary technologies, this utlitarianism can come with the trade-off

of nereasing deatitols and violations of THL. princples. Despite algorithms
sceming objective and neutral are buil according to arbitrarily established crieria for
the desired result, reinforcing biasesss

Digital dehumanization is the act o reducing human beings to data, then used
to make up decisions/actions that negatively affect thei livesS6. This is a central part
of the implications that such weapons have for international securiy.

Conelusion

A
weapons. Anti-pers

- involving

not -

ipsdevelopers gaogle commachine-earming glossery
+ b

(2021, 1s technology value-neutal? Science, Technology. & Human Values. 46(1), 53

5 50 dokory/10.1177/0162243919900065.

ML GIED Mok The i of Dt Techaloi QUL Short Cors Rerined
from hpss gl sk shortsweck-2-th-ct cchnologics

 Oeil, ¢ ano. Wekpon o mth dercion: Hon s s mrese sty nd raiens
democracy. Crov

“ Stap Killer Robots. (n.d). Digis] Dehumanisation. Avalable st



https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/stop-killer-
https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/stop-killer-
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without human control by 2026, ss suggested by the United Nations and the
International Committee of the Red Cross, is a crucial step in this direction.

International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War
[24 May 2024]

reated o lethal atonomous wespons ystms and th ol of b n the e of
fore.Because o our expets o the catastophic humaniaia impacs of nuleat
apons. PPNV« parsculaly concermed with the dager of noclen csalation
rising T he uke af it imeiigence (A and mchine sutonomy i uelea
‘command and control.
IPPNW is profoundly alarmed by both the growing risk of the use of nuclear
weapons, whether by accident, design or miscalculation, and the simultaneous rapid
Al he

incgrion of Al nd stomation it nuclear command an conrl would mark
2w cra of exponential risk o humankind.
‘We underscore the warnings of experts in the fild that an Al arms race s alrcady
underway. According to Connor LeahyS7, “Whocver has the least humans i the loop,
they can act the fastest...giving more and more to the machines, il one day we're
justnot in control anymore. I’ a race to the botiom. There can be no winner - and
the only loser is r..mmny -
el the et n 1963 when ne ma, St LiwtenantColone
Stanistay Ptrov efuned toreapond 10 e naming ofan mcoming US ICANISS
Wi s fow el s, b merened an. xeresing i diseenon. broke with
“launch on attack” protocol. His reasoned judgment likely saved human civilization.
Almost 80 years into the nuclear era, we have survived not because of wise
leaders, sound military doctrine, o infallible technology but because of luck. Recent
events hav d bar bow incrdiby dangerous it 0 ambs the ftrs ofhe word
a hope for indefinite goad luck.

Ao more dangerous fumn: may be st approsching. I human agency is
clear command and control, then the fate of humanity willrest with

g machnes it il make e spa decion whehe 1o e on waring
Turning control of nuclear weapons axer to autonomous Al i irresponsible
madness. We therefore support efforts to regulate, through national legislation and
binding mulifateral agreements, the development, deployment and use of Al and
autonomous weapons systems in nuclear weapons command and control. As we work
ward the universalization of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons

begin the processes of building a permanent frewall between Al and nuclear
weapons.

systems. BBC

News. 2 May 2024
 Stanislav Petrov,The Man Who Saved The World, Dies At 77, NPR 1§ September 2017
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Latin America and the Caribbean Human Security Network,
Fundacién para la Paz y la Democracia, Technology and
Communiry, Centro de Estudios Pliica Iternaclonal,
Universidad de Buenos Ai

[24 May 2024]
“This document outlines the views of SEHLAC on the main risks and concerns
of autonomous weapons systems in Latin America and the Caribbean, as well as the
solutons o addes them. SEHLAC s orgaization ts works o the
ulations,
snenghen omatons Hemantor Lo (L. ertons Fumin Koo Lo
‘and Humanitarian Di in the Lat C

“The members of our network have partcipated in international discussions on
autoromous weapons over the past ten years, secking to understand the relationship
between these emerging weapons and the human sceurity issues affecting the region.
isks and concerns about autonomous weapons

While there is no consensual defini i autonomous weapon is, SEHLAC
ligns with e proposs of the Trarmarons Commtes o e Red Crwsand defnes
ystem that can select and attack a target without significant human

Imerventon.

Significant” implies that a human must be the actual determiner of the critical

funtions of urgetingsndfing. ince s prson s 1t e one mkng the e
decisions, these weapons are in opposition to the main element of IHL ar
umanity. No slement of these ntermational Fameworks can b applid fo 3 weapon

Tt makes the decicion t ke & haman e on 5 own.

Why the concern about the region?
Latin America and the Carbbean is o diverse egion tha shares clual, ni, and
Social elements, but also faces common challenges, such as inequality, poverty,

Comion s a0k of e reschen, e well 3 oxpert iheried o5 Cotonalpoc

h cally

T compleity s manfsed o sty i, whih e
resulted in years of social conflicts and, in some countries, armed conflicts as well
o promiono g and ot s dvclopmene

‘The security problems affecting the region today would be direedly related to
the possible use of autonomous weapons.

P perpe f pes of

violence in the region:

1 In Latin America, the upward trend of contract killings s worrying. Sicariato -
sying to have someone Killed - is gaining ground in the region and costs vary

according to the complexity of the crime. The introduction of autonom

Weapons would expand thi practice, making conract Klings more aceessible

and quicker. Also, achieving justice would be nearly impossible because these

; aifficult
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2 Drug aficking. s the axs of mst of the violence that oceus in the rgions)
could be fav these weapons as these systems would facilitate the surveillance
g prducnon aborsoric s el o v and rovetion ofSxport o,

3. Wars between gangs and/or armed groups outside the aw are another
phenomenan of violence in countries such as Haid, Guatemala, F1 Salva

Honduras, Mexico, Colomba. Ecuador, and Brazl among others. Th case nd

costsfectvenes of using ailonomaus wespons boldsase s volne o

spread to areas and countries where it is still precarious or non-existent, enabling

Chiminalnetworksto expand e power nd inflence

4. Using autonomous weapons as personal and private properly proteetion, of even

‘means of combating rural and urban erime, could lead to massacres and

indiscriminate killings, as these weapons would use force against any person o
object deemed a potenial enemy.

por ould
vielaion of e, il and wuxl righsofsayon opposig the govemne,
making it vict ¢ due t the technology's lack of
et espomail and sccoumiblin. This. i n woubeenconegs
impunity and further undermine confidence in law enforcement institutions. 6. It
should be noted that the use of autonomous weapons could increase.
ittt impact of e, manlyon wamen, peope wihdivrse

ized individuals, and indigenous peoples, among others
In addition to the dangers posed by autonomous weapons, it is also crucial to

biometric

without adequat reatment and, in some countrics, without personal data protection60.

“The lack of explicit regulations that enable or restrit use of these technologics
and the misuse of personal data ereate serious risks, as public security decisions arc
de without sgnican human averight compromising Homan Rights, The
situation is already observed and begins public discussion with the implementation
of mass :urvellhnce technologies in Latin America and the world, eading to liigation
inseveralcases to protee ivlliberies 6162, Therefre it is 1ot nly ecessry
" that

it these
Ertet prvscy ani pesonl o o vt

dco a Ecuador y de Costa Rica a Urug i e o
Améies Lot [From Moxiet o Ecusdo and foom Covt Ric o Uy
s Crue, 2022,

0 sc exiende en
o ralicking

“Sequr B, M. Caril . Gimes B

T

[Debis, e

nemcnion i hamn nghu ,m i mr.En oty [

Purguay 2023 (M13328) Asueion, Parepusy: Codehuny.

hir U1 Reconeimim i Ambcs L. cndncissc 1 implemenaciinde uns
rends n

Tendenciasn-mplementacion-una-tecnologis
e ow (021 Tl et o Amiris Lo ek o o exrirwiiznds
2 [Survellnce tchaology in Latin Armrin:made soron, seed ot homl

Ao
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How o aveld a umaltarian catustrophe caused by the deslopment and
proliferat iomomous weapons sstems?

The only possible way to avoid the damage caused by autonomous weapons
systems is o prohibit those systems that select and atiack targets without
significant human intervention.

At this point, it is essential to emphasize that autonomous weapons are not a
specific categary of weapons per sc. Any type of weapon, from a small dronc to a
‘uclear missile launcher, could potentialy be cquipped with autonomous capabilitcs,
mcaning that th conre syser can make cruca decsions withowt reqirig huma
intervention.

s important to make this point because any negotiation process that makes

I carried that it wil apply
applicable to any type of weapon. Thus, these discussions must establish the level of
e rsenson e enifion end exconton of the shot cnin st n
0 scenario is an algorithim the one deciding whom o shoo

Final thoughts

1t is important for States to honor the commitments made in the Belén Communiqué and
ther egonal greements and delarations tha call o urgen negotation of  eglly
binding instrument on autonomous weapons sy:

States must act decisively and with political will o address the humanitarian
threat posed by autonomous weapons systems. The time for action is now!

Norwegian People’s Aid and Mines Action Canada
[24 May 2024]
Mines Action Canada (MAC) and Norwegian People’s Aid (NPA) appreciate the
opportunity to input in response to Resolution 75/241. As members of the Stop Killer

Robots (SKR) ampais, we lgn ourselves il s submision by SKE. bt wold
‘make a contribution in our own capacity.

focuses D peopl

makes an analogy to the work on probibiting anti-personnel landmines. Both MAC
3 NPA have worked for decades on rducing e sffring caused by ani-personnel

fon the Anii-

I’clsonnc\ Minc Ban Canvention (APMBC). We have sen it and he mpactof

ersonnel weapons that are activated by the

ted
rtof a legally binding instrument with prohibitions and regulations, anti-

pesonneh vionomaus s shos il wihin the categors, of rhibitons. Thete

i welldeveloped mral. el and ethical arguments or Wiy Suth weapan systems

Autonomous weapon systems that target humans should be prol

well as risking direct and systematic humanitarian harm to civ

Jh the doption and the
APMBC. States have, in policy and practice, recognized that victim-activated



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1OqzLnw5IDJo4_D2r27yxjo8b2wabFJW3/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1OqzLnw5IDJo4_D2r27yxjo8b2wabFJW3/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1OqzLnw5IDJo4_D2r27yxjo8b2wabFJW3/view
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1OqzLnw5IDJo4_D2r27yxjo8b2wabFJW3/view
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‘capons with an anti-personnel target profile, such as anti-personnel landmines, are
parieulany problmate
would like to encourage states o be reminded about this when
developing nem L' 0 cotret autonems 1n wenpon symems.

personnel landumines,in contrast o anti-vehicle mines, which are not subject 10 a ban

ety but s regulaid. The iffrence i targes profie made  sigifian irnce
(0 states negotiating the APMBC, which to us illustrates that specifically tareting

Rumans should be 3 disinel coneern whet i SomE 16 stonomous wcapon sysiems as
well

could target and fire on peaple automarically in their autonomous modes. While such
systms xitand canbe applied, hers secms o bean cxiting oo onlavin -
death decisions to machines, with states I ractice,their current
uch systems. This from legal
Considerations and he deliberae application o some b prneple of 1L o

Siniin tmmenton bonomout wespon st
Like anti-personnel landmines, autonomous weapons systems cannot account

for the potential shifts between combatant and civilian status. Autonomaus weapons

systems programmed to target a specific sensor profile will be unable to assess if the
target s i the process of surrendering. il, injured or otherwise hors de combat. Tt
transient nature of combatant status i incompatible with weapons that target people
sed on tteeriteiasuch 9 woigt for ant-possonnel landmines o ter sensr
data for autonomous weapons system
Though s been s ndiscusions, e v son o gondcidencs it

fea

uld sibl

Consistenly and estvely integrate indications of hanges in ombatant staus into

s andclulton procsis and ety o xpr ninion 1 ould st
i combatants is a tas

o kg by o, who e reSponsie o pplin e b 5 st bve

long recognised. legal decisions cannot be left o a machine.

A human combatant will always have the possibility to refrain from using force,

even though it would be legal under THL. On the other hand, an autonomous weapon

system A

landmine e

a iviln o n nimsl. Vnchimen g of i e sopivcsaton il oot
ars our undersnding of wat i uman, and will niy seve h word i ol and

hamane fashio

IHL compliance is not the anly consideration when we call for a prohibition on
sstonomouswespons rgetingbumans. Rejig e tamionof iling n
cthical e civiian

domain

Therefore, autonamous weapon systems should not be allowed to target people.

A the priniple of bunning ati-prsonne andminesshows, more conrl over the
s

pres
oo mere ol et e
“The way to safeguard human control over the use of force is by starting
negoriations on a new legally binding instrument that prohibits autonomous weapons
p a

A
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and regulates the use of all other autonomous weapons systems through positive.
abligations to ensure meaningful human control.

PAX

123 May 2024]
‘The urgent need for  treaty on autonomous weapons
Incrsasingly we are seing weapons systems with auonomous. funtons being
deeloped nd ued inongoing confcts. i i extrenely concening i the abence
OF clese rles and e tha pecifically appy 1o hese wespons Fapecaly a5

ticl norms. Tis demonstaes the urgnt ned (o develop a lgal nsirument
laed 1 suionomous wespons. A sty should prbibit fandamcntally unaccepuble
utonomons weipons systme, ind reguac the s of oher asonomous Nespons
Systems. Meaningful human control over the use of force should be u central clement
of & treaty. This means the human user must be able to make a legal and moral
judgement regarding the ffeets of an attack, as well as being accountable for any.
vielaions oflegal d wors norms. o tau this thebman e sbould b able i
Tty prcict the o ke a legal and cibical
gt T e 5or shotd s b bl v it et o e wspont
Stem and he human ol e cngageenthusaken placs, This o sentl to
ensure accountability. Based on certain positive obligations can be developed. These
Couhtnchd that he unr should be Shi o
* Have a functional understanding of how the weapons system works, specifically
what willtrigger an application of force
B the context where the will be
deployed. For example, being aware of the presence of civilans and civilian
Structures. Limit the functioning of the Wweapon system. For example they should

Tt e duration and geographicl st ofoperaton and the ype of targets than
can be engaged.

Followin from s sstomcmous wespon e tht s bewad n e

bepr
e it tge peope st e o There s Lo pmlcmd persons
ples’status under
he i i Usig et profes that can ieer an wnllcxuan force, bas.
Also algonmm
i Souid ereas e ik o i e sscures of meguilty

Due 10 the serious legal, ethical, security and humanitarian conceras related to
sutonomns vsapan, b ngotaonof gl bininginsrument o utonomous
ould
e he o tht b ot Ty o e o sl 5 v cloping
atreaty. Currently the General Assembly in New York seems to be the best forum to
s useful
muliltrs fora o they can be mtually reinforin.

ata crucial moment in the history of humanity. We need to do all w
o vetin human Contrl ver fhe use of force and prevent digial dehumanisatin, for
ourselves as well as future generations. The time is now.
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Peace Movement Aotearoa and Stop Killer Robots Aotearoa
New Zealand

[25 May 2024]

Peace Movement Aotcrosand St Killer Rots Avcurn New Zeland

rspor. Our o ey oo o ol ement i e e s e
ctons summnaising ourpoiion o ) h urgentnee for 8 new ntenational

strument: by Koy foe international instrument; and ¢) scope of a new

mtrmatonal st The poite blow are bsed on iscussions i ou member
a Jbout th 9

Introduction

Peace Movement Aotearoa i the national networking peace organisation in Aotearoa New
Zealind, St 0 199 and gl s ot Sty in 982 0t e
s networking and providing information and _resour pesce,  humanitarian
sarmamen, bunan ights and socal HSues: i we have extesive aional newOrS of

et porting groups and individuals. We are 3 founding mersber of the Stop
Killer Robots campaign and coordinate the national Stop Killer Robots Aotearoa New
Zealand (SKRANZ) campaign.

SKRANZ was launched in April 2013 to support the global campaign, with a
specific national focus on urging New Zealand to take national action to probibit the
development.prodction and us o atonomous weapon ysiems in New Zedland:
4 to ke ntemaioal scton 1o sppor goatinson B ew ety o robibi
ooy 1 wepon

A new nterntionlInstrament on autonomy i weapon sysems i

urgently necd

advances in the usc of force and increasing autonomy in weapon systems fowards

0 the Toundations of intermational human rights and humantarian law, which are

‘The serious ethical, humanitarian, legal, and sccurity concerns posed by these
devlopmentshave been discused for more than s Gecade within United Nations
bodies - including the Human Rights Council, meetings related to the Convention on
Cert lm(‘nnvcnlmnu\w om e ON Conerl sy <o el
regional and national governmental and non-governmental forums.

Even as these discussions have taken place, some states have increasin

ey
incorporated autonomy ino iy use of frce it disasttus consequencesfor
. in ways that

pop
violations [ absent
Jaw on autonomy in weapon systems, and with diffring lnlcmrcuuonhywmcsulcs
o vt e sy g doveomen, e Ao

Wincesing
rapidly.

“The need for urgency for new international law has recently been highlighted
again by military use of Al for example, Isracl’s use of Al-powered target suggestion
systems in Gaza to make high explosive strikes on numerous targets possible in &
short time frame, resulting in indiscriminate slaughter of civilians and systematic

Ao
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destcion of e sstaing it The ey of digtal dehummisain vith
catastrophic consequences is now very evident, as is the increasing tent
e devclopment nd e of :nmnummn il A
remaining vestige of humanity from w
A intermational insirument on autonomy in weapon systems is necessary o

ity and stengthenexsting o, is ey long overdue. The nsiument must
ot bt s and scmiatons. 5 oot oon

‘multilateral forum where states can come together to work constructively free from
th et of e, whers o vois of thoss whos v v lady b impacied

casing ymy in weapon systems can be heard, and where UN agencics,
e el ot o et Croms (CR, and NGO8 e st
participants.

Key focuses of a new international instrument

While much of the work around autonomous weapon systems has focused on the

s of meaningfl human contol ovr he useof force, it s our view that the Ky
underlying ethi s preventing machines using sensors and digital code
om trgeing and /o atacking hamans. A pohibidon on mutonomy it weapons

e e Gegned o o 1 v ges P b s e e Sarig

Meaningful human control over the use of force docs have an ethical companent
o course, but it is also a practical and legal means to ensure accountability for any
autonomy in weapon systems that breach the key dictates of humanitarian lav.
Scope of a new international instrument

It is our view that it is not necessary for a new intemational instrument to

probibit or regulte specifc weapons, parly because it would rapidly become
outdated and also because it is not specific weapons that are the p

P A" Shouid Sachode overaening rles o b+ Tramevor o

evaluating current and future technological developments, while promoting
increased compliance with international human rights and humanitarian law.

Such overarching rules would prohibit autonomous weapon systems that are
designed o used to target humans, and lay out specific obligations 1o ensure

‘meaningful human control aver other systems: for example, that the human operator/s
undesiand hecapsilis snd Im\vlu\mm of the system, are able (o fully evaluate
the context i will be used,

Todhe than asuming th ceehnology i accrse - hs would et regulat sutonomy
in wsapon syt would be el 0 specity it ecsons mads by st on

systems that

features or functions must b transparen.

Ve referred above to.a ot AL

the seape of a be wider ful

atonomous weapon sy, it i, wespon s i b s sl o
attack decisions bas  processing of data from sensor inputs autonomously

piritestripastitemert Rt it

apparent that there is @ spectrum of harmful military use of autonomy, ranging from

target d some have described 'as Lavender),

dat-bused argeing ystems, enertion of rget s by algorith o AL senor.

targeting systems, systems that combine
incorporats vaigtag degeces O mashine Jeraing o ake arge elocion dcisions
and attack autonomously.
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@ Join call by the

‘We note last year's Joint Call by the UN Seeretary-General and ICRC President stated

The autonomous targeting of humans by machines is a moral line that we must not
eross 63, yet that appears o have already happened,
s therefore our view that a new instrument must cover systems that automate
it decio lingin espons e such o gt gecrtion, s

and engagement, a5 well as autonamous weapon

Finaly, although e have e n s submision 0 m.nmy use of
autonomy in weapon systems, prohibitions and regulations in a new international
instrument must also apply to all coercive agencies of the sate, including those used
for policing and internal security, for border control, in corrections facilities and in
places of detention.

Peace U nland, Finnish Peace Committee, Committee of
100, Technology for Life, Women for Peace, and the Union Of
Conscientious Objectors

[24 May 2024]

Finnish civil society organizations Peace Union of Finland, Finnish Peace
Committee, Commiteee of 100, Technology for Life, Women for Peace, and the Union
Of Conscintious Objctors appreiae he apportniy o submi urviews (0 the
UniedNations Scretary-Genea n esponse o Resolution 79241, nied “Letal

Roborsid meiwork. we are o 1o Avocaing for 2w scrmationst o on
autonomy in weapons systems.

Four views on thi i
specifichumanitaian, tical, and securitychallenges relied 1o sutonomous
d outlines these et

binding instrument.
Ethical concerns

Increasing autoriomy
decison making of humans i the e of force. Mashings are incapbl of making
complex ethical evaluations or understanding the value of human life. A machine does
ot anderaand hat ' 1 Kiling. and hrefoe e and deth decsons showd nevr be
delegated to machines.

As anifcial intelligence develops, systems become increasingly difficult to

undersand o o predict. Humanscn' inuence he rpid dcisions xceted by
wer, who would be responsible for a possible war crime commiticd

S ionamoes wespon sy Hokin » e renponsitle o he sciom o

weapon system they can't adequately conirol would be problematic, leaving victims

and heir

injstice Concerns posed by a lack ofrsponsibily or accountabilty for vioatons

of law must not be accepted or ignored.

Commitiee ofthe
onomes eapon Sy, Ocobr 2023
“Stop Killer

Systems tht ensures mesningfal human control e the use of orse and recets the automation
ofkilng

A
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https://www.undocs.org/Home/Mobile?FinalSymbol=A%2FRES%2F78%2F241&Language=E&DeviceType=Desktop&LangRequested=False
https://www.undocs.org/Home/Mobile?FinalSymbol=A%2FRES%2F78%2F241&Language=E&DeviceType=Desktop&LangRequested=False
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Sezuvi': concerns

he development and prolfrtion f stanemous wespons sysems pose sigifcnt
s o Hobal sty and i The vt oF ek wy Wi scvancng
miliry mchnolngy Wl Tiely realt n o Wigeer 5 desupiliing e race. The

ing arms race increases the likelihaod of conflicts and endangers international
m..my T the wort e seenarl, a escalation of the auonomous o e ight
lead them to be equipped with nuclear warheads, when the decision to annihilate the
ord ol b 1 0 o, Th ok of e ot ot e Emore,

is likely to

10 20 t0 war. When risks to human soldiers are perceived to be lower, states may

became les nclined t sk poliial soutons. This woukd maks armed conflcts
walies, sflring

e T pabtems cnocid with remote

The rapid speed and subsequent errors from autonomous decision-making, as
well as the weapon's malfunction could increase the risk of conflict escalation, or
I 0 other upredictale consequence, Arifiial ntellgene, for instance, can
generate incorreet and potentially harmful information or detect things that are not
ki thls range, leading to unexpecied outcomes. In Ilfc-nr death sitons, the
ccesary systom ieting t coreet these rtos would

xperimentaion, AWS e vulncrdble 1o hacking and can be manipelaied to trn on
friendly forces

would also pose an existential threa to every human being.

Alegally binding treaty is crucial for cnsuring a future for humanity

Thte e et v fr e et of tamsnos wesposs syt o o e
accelerated advancements in artificial inteligence and increasing with
{hse sysems Theirablty 1 apersi without o conrol and rCsvonslblh!y raises
signficant concenstht demand wgen ation from he inermatonal communiy. To

these concerns, it is imperative 10 cstablish 2 legally binding international
ey Tt ezt he devclopment. deployment 4nd s of utonomaoos weapons
systems.

‘There is growing international support for new rules regulating autonomous

implementation of the treaty and want 1o address the threat posed by the development

of autonomous weapons systems. A common approsch, often referred o as the two-

e apprsch, sugests hat sty shuld grobibl atonmous wespons ytms
sysi

should be subjec 1o leguhnnn through psiive nbllganom o ensure meaningfol
human control over the use of fort

tech workers, eigious leader,and

s utomatedreseset rg/stue-posiions

d cannot b
and legally e nd
AN arc used in

line wit lgal aad etbical noms.



https://automatedresearch.org/state-positions/
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We need to act now
Time b roming ot il eligence s sdvancing ot n crssingpuc and
military. applications are all_branches of weaponry. A treaty
Tumink 08 IS Siomemous weapons sysems wold o e e fo
‘zovernments and companies as to what is acceptable and what i not.
‘We need a reaty even if not allstaes decide to joinit, Global instability ..m the
ambitions of a handful of militarized states alrcady investing in the development of
tonomn echlofcs houintctc ot Totrt o des e g
b

‘The prohibition of autonomous weapon systems should not be left outside the

considerations within the broader regulation of artificial inteligence. We must ensurc

that militaristc objectives or arms indusiry interests do not dictate Al development,
I

automated killing.

PEAC Institute
[8 February 2024]
esponse to the request from Ms. Nakamitsu for comment regarding
[T — weapons systems”, 1 offer this opinion bascd
on working from 2002 to 2013 forthe ity of Hioshim and Mayors for Pac the
campaigning NGO of Hirashima and Nagasaki. For six years 1 was chairman of the
Hiroshima Peace Cultre Foundation. Hiroshima's organizaion mnaging pesce
programs and international relations.
‘What the UN decides regarding autonomous weapans systems is irrelevant. As
with nuclear weapons, the problem is not the weapons. The problem s the mindsct,
the atitudes and thinking behind the weapons. The UN was created to prevent war. It
has been unable 10 do that for allthe reasons you know much better than 1. However,
we are entering an extremely dangerous, possibly lethal time in human history.
‘White people in the Global North have been dominating the Earth and its
resourses for five hundred ycars. Now, he US nd Europ arscapidy weskening
while China a luding Rus: ingsronger, Whethrthe ey
oo ik, it o b S s domaanct e sy
invalve violence.

Right now. we are witnessing many of the phenomena that preceded World Wars
One and Two. The tensions are greatly intensified by a wide array of completely
catastrophic weapon systems, by dwindling resources, by escalating independence
‘movements, and by existential threats to Earth's ability t sustain us

i o, the ikt competion o th US, Euope, i, Rusis

Asia, et s the problem. Who wins is ireclevant. As long as the competition remains
s povemay e himany Wi e ety oo 10 espond v

iny of the lobal theais we face. Th oniy competition that can posibly et the
outcome, tha s, enhance the chances of Homo sapiens surviving in(o the

century, is the competition between war and peace.

The UN's dialogue, d

benefitand satsfy all partis. From this point of view, the UN should ot roube iself
with the details of weapons or weapon sysiems. The UN should focus intently and
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fundamcta mesning, purpos, and ot of the U The UN e o sand 1o

for the peaceful resolution of conflict. The UN also nceds 1o stand uy

inermationa v, cxprssing i i and vsing overy ol st b iporal v
rogue nationsand orher lavlss lemencs nctuding members of the Security

Coune

ity despertly eeds the UN to prsvent var, That means we ned the UN

10 stand up for nternational law and for iself as the proper, international forum for

LL

veaton s beyond th ple, and any people,natio, ororgaization tat st o

violence s 3 ogue comniting acrime aganst hunanity. Uil the UN accepts s
ity o confron and Tree Tty oppone ser o .ot violence. the U 3
crmasonal o el smount o stk on it

“The elimination of war is the goal, but nuclear weapons are the place to start
No one wants a nuclear war. The case against nuclear weapons is extremely casy to
ks and el wespons € he it gl problen ve e Nie cunircs

it. A campaign
Somoemuten weipnmw ldberelanvely casy, and when humanity decides 10 st
aside i doomsday machins, it wil be taking  gant step o cosperting for
Sarvival Once Mumant decdes t coopeate for il esce eulure ot around
T cornse, The ey et 1 4enity e e violen mericsaf iy who
refuse to abide by Article V1 of the NPT and 2) spend millions of dollars informing
the global public exactly who i stealing what from them, what the culture of
perpetual war s doing to them, what the constant threat of annihilation is doing to
them, and what nuclear weapons will actually do to them if anyone is stupid cnough
10 start a nuclear war.

Unfortunately, this process will require the UN (o identify and defeat its most
ot enic anddongdat il b e gt of e ey As cidnced by he

weaponswil put the ery existonce of the UN at ik Thi batile ca only be won by

fobal public, and that
iz oot o dofae spoess s ou n elog the poople the s
il he expectation hat thy il choose el hesth and welloin over muciar
war and total environmental collapse. The battle will be dangerous and difficult. The
UN might go bankrupt and fal for lack of funding, but i humanity fais to abandon
violence as a legitimate method of conflit resolution, our specics will soon be cxfin.

Project Ploughshares

[24 May 2024]

Project Ploughshares, a Canadian peace rescarch institute, has focused advocacy

and sscarh ot o th ssu o auonomous weapons o he past ine ycar.
While there hrological nifi

i roboiesndthse technelogen e mow belng e i ot ronc,

inemtional goverance ameworks bave ot kept pase, AL he ame ime groving

scopoliicl ompetivin s nersusingthe koo ofdepoyment o echnologie
Hhatar 1ot rendy o complex and ynamic stings;uch e could e o reaching
m\phcalmn! Torivlians, What is nceded mow fosdhess the growing use of merging

mologies in wartar s legally binding nstrument on sionomOUS Weapans

Such an instrument must be future-proofd to respond to cvolving—cven
revolutionarytransformative—uses of technology. In our view, it is crucial that this

overnance mechanism operates on two tiers: prohibiting certain uses and providing
restrictions based on risk categarizations.
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‘This submission does not indicate all the factors that states should take into
Instead, we would like to raise
ed to ensure human control over
targeting of humans, and protect civilian infrastructure and the environment needed
10 sustain human life

. Ak be placed | autonomy
i weapons of mass destruction (WMD), such as nuclear weapons. While WMDs
arc P

st should oo casgonss of isk and concurten evels of resrction. For
cample, a high-risk category would be one that impacts the health and safety of
Ciilions Incladed n hi caegory would b system that are esslethalbut i1l

nvirnmen. Moderate-rik systms would be regued o ensr he
Low-risk systems could
Riies The proposed imsirament should be based on meaningful necessary
control over weapons systems. Demonsirable human conirol in time and space is
required for all high-risk systems; human control over moderate- and low-risk
Systems must be clear. Systems that cannot meet the human control requirements
o the appropriate risk category should be prohibited. Decision-support systems
o targe-gencraion systcms ca b suiably adressd by cnsurin fhat rgeting
e B h

at vrious level, and hersfore should ocus on crucia aspects necessarly

d wil
already have other forums at which to exchange
bes e 5 vlutary s T imof i e insmnent s 2
provide the necessary legal commitments on human accountability

A forum tht sllows Al s prie o paticpat and melodes
s h ks posed by these weapon systems.

‘Without a global regulatory framework and specific prohibitions on certain

sutonomeus systems, i scoms ineiabl ha over more autonemous sysems il

oon e devlapedand cployed by many it andtecame el avalale
st iy, Countrie ned

0 beginseious negenaions mmedistly 1o avoid {hes consequences.

Protection
124 ay 2024
5l Sl i S T S e

e e e T SR e
SO o 05 200 e el 81 s e

5300 ol e g 6 JuL,W\._u-MJs\-‘ e o 65 20m
,ﬂ,mv).,w.l,“,, PRV 3 0 3 ke
SRS

) ey D AL S 1 ) il D g e oSS s
S it b FRePaoriiesd
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SafeGround
[25 May 2024]
Sectean-Gene,inlation o rsolton 74241 Lot awonomouswespon
syste by eneral Assembly on 22 December 2023. The resolution
e o Bty snerh o sk viows o soutres o skl e on
“ways to address the related challenges and concerns raised[d] from humanitarian,
legal, security., technological and ethical perspeetive and on the role of humans in the
of force,” posed by autonomous weapons

SafeGround works to reduce harms of legacy and cmerging weapons through
ouresch an eucation n Ausiralia g h Pciican fids i sentil autonomous
eapons ar reulated through new nemadonal o o ensre the nrntio
commniy responds o these concens, i ubmisson Hghlihis lh:mon legal
humanitarien imperatives and briefly discusses national, regional ar
mrmonss securi comsderaione. The sabmition e phevents v egaly
elements such as

ccifc prohibitions and obliga
Jurﬂm'étmxn Totonomaus weapons systems: moral, legal, huma
imperaiv

SaeGround frst formed as pan of the Inatonl Canmpaign 1 Ban Landines,

advocatng  ban an nt-personnel andiines wich rs it s1d ohoren:

‘Autonomous weapons, pariulary wied againt humans, have been called moraly
.

o Spblying 1L and the challenges to L complince are one reason by
inemationa s should b adopied t sirenghen existing undesadings ad st new
precedents based on legal and moral c

The delegation of the decision over lfe and death to machines is a key moral
sk raised by autonomous weapons. This would cross a moral red line and, along with
digital b "

with

Furthermore, aulonomous weapons pose new humanitarian risks, already

increasing autonomsy is transforming how wars are fought, and Al-enabled targeting

systems used in Gaza are facilitating unprecedented speed and scale of killing. There
humanitarian ned to ensure meaningful human control is maintained over the

use of any weapons systemms.

Security considerati

Autonomous weapons pose an acccleration of conflet and higher risk of escalation.

Theprolfraton ofthes weapors, epecially f ursglated, and withow ety

for_ meani rol will be destabilising. The Indo-Pacific region, for

namee s o seoury e and nkias nd mtsing et

human control over autonomous weapons s important 1o manage these security risks.

Avtonomens wespons bave -mpv-mm, for arms racing and regulation is an importani
ardrails and

‘mechani

Based on historical trends, there s also a danger of these weapons proliferating
globally, being used by non-state actors, in conflict and for other criminal activitcs.
Misuse by non-state actors, for drug trafficking, illegal fishing, and political unrest,

is pariculaly conceming for out regin. Thes sk ar hfghtencd for Paifc smal
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many of which only small

pescekeeping forces.

Autanomous weapons systems also have environmenal security risks. The use

of landmines, . chenit, bicogia pons have had
and sccurity of

Auneons by
ing human oversight when selccting and engaging targets. While the energy cost

nhnmmgxnd operating AWS is not fully known, studies indicate that the carbon

footprin

S Ground Tnde i enio o promets h responsble evelopment o sse of sny

weapons system that takes into account the environmental security impacs.

Addressing concerns through a legally binding instrument.

SafeGround calls for the establishment of a legally binding instrument on
avonomous weapons to sddess e lgal, moral, umanitrian and scuriy oncems
New international law is essentia ral
precedents, andlegal clarty.

i Prohibitions

wecall f autonomous
weapons
+ Prohibitions on weapons systems that target people

« Prohibitions on weapons systems that cannot be used with meaningful human
!

i Regulations

tonomaus weapons should also be regulated to ensure those not prohibited
are effectivelycontrolled through obligations related to;

* Understanding the system’s functioning
* Limiting trget types, context of use
* Limiting the duration, area, scope, and scale of operating

sidane, which can be complemenary and mutaly reinforcng

Secire wmvllrru\mm ol hc made a5 o how regulsory pon
-use and environmental

By new el e thse s s s nclude comman pois sdars snd
4 practice

i address

‘We are grateful for the opportunity 1o share our views and recommendations on
dsing s ol auonemes wespons o il nd 4 s
perspecive. We must take this opportunity to take collective action with urgency, to
Tespand effctively 10 his challonge 1 out Shared humaniy

Stop Killer Robots
120 May 2024

“The Stop Killer Robots campaign welcomes the opportunity to submit our views

o he United Natons ScrsryGenernrspans t Resoluon 74241

Established in 2012, we are a coalition of more than 250 non-governmental
orgaatons snd csdere poroer working scrns 0 coumtin 61 Tonards oo

Ao

1
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ision and goals 8 we e calng on stas 10 adopt an ol ety o
Sutonoraaus weapons systems that Snsures meaningful human comrol over the wie of
foree and rejecis i automaton of g

 rules are needed:

After ten years of international discussions, a legally binding instrument is the
nly lietvewty o st to et i,k iy, ekoolgin!

and cthical chall e Rl
o cxbin o fose L nt o e, e coniutons o stis and
Eovernmenta sxports 1 discussions have deciivly demonsrated hs. Specife rules

and egal carty ar needed to draw clear Hines t protect humanity
There is now a critical mass of support:

Around the world, momentum continues to build behind the call for a reaty.
- More than 115 states now support o legally binding instrument.69 States have

- issued regional communiques commilting 10 work for a treaty, and.
convened crucial international and regional conferences in Austria, Costa Rica,
Luxembourg, Trinidad and Tobago, the Philippines, and Sierra Leone. The

* Inermmional Commine of e Red Crosad he Uied Ntions Seretay.

General v oty calld on st to gotte sy by 2026, i
iy Sappon. s a1 it ek worker. nd lsders 1 soboics
- n:clmalogy

Al
s well as religious leaders, parliamentarians, a wide range of civl society
ersanisaions, and public opnion in countics across the Elobe also suppart &
treaty.70

Negotiations can and must start:
A stsand staeholders ot sre commited 0 shieing sty st o vork
together in a spirit wine, cross-regional partnership and take concrete stcps
Ry sy oo

- A treaty must be negotisted in a forum that s inclusive of ll states and civil

society, and be ih veto, o
their misuse. Because not all states parties to the Convention on Conventional
- Weapons (CCW)
wish to negaotiate  treaty, progress cannot be made on this in that forum.

B Nations.
General Assembly, as soon as possible, represents the best opportunity o move
forward. From work in the CCW, there is now a broad understanding amongst

states of
‘what autonomous weapons systems are,and that a “two-tir” approach of
hibi d This

can be built on to agree a logally binding instrument,

See wwwsopkillrrobot.orgvision-and-values/
£ s o oo
See ilrsobotsor ush
e siopkenbon g S0



http://www.stopkillerrobots.org/vision-and-values/
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http://www.stopkillerrobots.org/vision-and-values/
https://automatedresearch.org/state-positions/
https://automatedresearch.org/state-positions/
https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/a-global-push/a-shared-movement/
https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/a-global-push/a-shared-movement/
https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/a-global-push/a-shared-movement/
https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/the-story-so-far/
https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/the-story-so-far/
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e treaty on autonomous weapons systems

Stop Killer Robors understands autonomous weapons systems o be those that detect
and apply force to a target based on the processing of data from sensor inputs. In
these systems, after activation by a human user, there is a period of time where the
veapon sysem can aply fre (o3 arget wihou diet human spproval, The
pecific abject to be attacked. and the exact time and place of the attack, rc
iermined by sensor prosssing.not b

- A treaty on autonomous weapons systems must include allsystems that fall within

foree - which raacsacious egal thial, humanitarian, and sccurty concerns
s well a the ethical unacceptability of increasingly automated killing and digital
dehumanisation.

The centrality o the role of humans:

human role must be the central clement of a regulatory framework. Ensuring
‘meaningful human conirol must be a core purpose of a treaty.

A structure of prohibitions and positive obligations:
A

cptable. The use ofall be
coniol,
develo
Meaningful human control requires that a person can make a moral and legal

Judsement on he fTecs of 1 atack, and IRl their ablgaton to apply the Taw.
also means there is  human user who is morally, and legally, responsible for the
effects of an attack.

A treaty’s positive obligations should therefore ensure that a human user is able

1o sufficiently anticipate the effects of an attack, and that afle an attack has taken
sl ey shoud nderand s b bl o cpli i efeces. T ehivs such
Tncaninglal contol. among other requiremen

- “The user should be able to have a suffcient functional understanding of how a
system works.

Systems should be predictable and refiable.

- The user should be able 10 have suficient understanding of the context where the
‘weapons system will be deployed, and how it will function in that environmen.

- “The user must be able to limit the functioning of the weapon system in time and
space,

tonemons meapons sytems hat cunnet be wss with mesninfol buman conrol

st be prokiied: Systems whose tcchnical conBgursion of environment of 1se

eans the wer i not able 1o meet ihe eguirmons sbove could not b used in line

with legal and ethical norms, and would raise questions about who was legally and

morally responsible for any violations o the law. They most be probibied

Ao

1679




6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Aons

1

Autonomous weapons systems that target people must be prohibited:

Even i used with meaningful human contol, we consider such sysems unsccepiable
because s

- Au peaple rise the
ethical cone digital
Torcivilian and ml\nary victims alike.

B ed and hiswrically marginalised  populations  are
dnpropurtonsly armod by atomate deciion mong processes - Tor
igontis. Autonomous wespous sysicen ageting pople rum e oo et
eologcs kg e e 1ot o deth. hs
prevented through a categorical prohibition.

The need for action now
Auonomous weapans sytems chang the elaionshipbetwsen people and technlogy.
They disempover, discomec,and dslocate humans in he

capor o To vample i border contot ond
i . Frhemmere,undermine mermatona b e o wnd recdom

Develapmets i weapors ehrology nd v confics o he word
v sy showing e et s for o, Natanlprogmnesfrwespons
amk.,. i by countries such as Russia and the US show countries are
mpeing o mitry et thovgh ihes echnelogen, with srev ks o
ol pece and sseuiy.Recent reprt ofthe e ofdeisonsupport systms by
Istacl in Gaza, though not autonomous weapons systems, show how the quest for
the rosion of meamingiul human comral, and the reduction of
"o dat points can contibute 1 devasiatng humanitarian harm o ivilians.71

s vital that states negotiate a treaty t0 start drawing clear lines for humanity

Stop Killer Robots Youth Network
[21 May 2024]

“The Stop Killer Robots Youth Network welcomes the opportunity to submit

¢ UnitedNatons in

esponse to Resoltion 787241 on “Lethal autonomous wespons ysiems”. Th
Rar. fnd ot ull submission. nloding s 1 of Sgmmorcs. here

‘We interviewed young people from around the world to learn about their views

on pons and pa mean g peopl
and in the future - their words and perspectives are reflected throughout ths.
Submission.

The existeince of autonomous weapons would mean we would be more disconnected
with humanity. ” - Sophie, 16, USA/Tajiistan/Tanzania
sl souhactork working o s s e ofstomatd il

¢ advocatefor thecetion fa new sty on aionomous
CAWS) i paricuir we nsis o ot probibion of - personne stonomous
eeapons 1 e wish t 4 3 word wihot uch dehumanisne weapons. Whie

s



https://www.stopkillerrobots.org/news/use-of-lavender-data-processing-system-in-gaza/
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youlh il insiably fice e riks of new weapons. echnclogies, we remain

ndeneprcented n e decion-naking procens d s fen sdeine in o it
e ou nret, Withcclating conficssnd the i eposmen o

echmologies around the werid, there s an urge n et nicmatonal I
2 measue 1o build trust and ahiete susanable prace and sseuriy. *1 worr aboud
omomous weapons causing harm without haman conirol. leadin 10 more conficns.
eferson, 25, Ghana Youth are disproportionaely conflicts. in
3033 one i s chidren were lving in e conlc72 and st contine 1 v with
the orrendous cansequences of these events73. Children can be di indirect
victims of attacks and methods that are not intended

children?s. In addition, critical infrastructures nocesss development of
children and youth ed or disrupted in current armed conflcts7S.

Sometimes intentionally. As the means and methods of warfare have evolved over time,
Tecemly, with fh evoluion of utomated decions making i s of var,ivlns bave
been icrsasingly impacted by these. new. means and in Gaza, where
il mllgence systems Tave slegedy boen s o |denufy g 0% of
flan caalies have been chidenT. Wi s in as youth, are
ool soprbeie ot o devlopnens of AWS. Sinee 1945, gencritions
e e of being Killd by muciear w:-.ms Let s wtepuard
lumrc gcn:mlol\i fml'l ‘roving under he fear of being il by um
ioke, there woul be conequences fo hem, Bt a lu!ler robor, well.
e i happ [ e 16 lgon Caent conficts hove igniicanly
strained youth confidence in_internation: ing 0 sense
liormen . rusnaion. The-comimots” dnsegad o mermtonl ow and
human rights and a perceived lack of consequences for such actions have left many
fecling hopeless and without adequate international representation or protection.
Conflis n recent years are s a/nun rapidly as never before. and ihis can be
anributed in part 1o ond prolferaon of advaced iechnology and
vt of wercosnt et weapors st st 35 -

Vulnerable young people in conflict zanes, who often bear the brunt of these
inidets, i terseves in o paniulaly prearous posion, with limited
involvement the conflicts that unfold around them i, the
reamg o of st and scimiastion sesn soabrblesouth e
likely 1o worsen with the advent of an autonomous weapons arms race.

ICRC, .
Genet, May 2023

+ ICRC, Chitdhond in Rubble - Th Humonitavian Consequence of Urban Warfare for Chidren,

T
+ UNICEF, Volume 3,
- New York, 2021

n Ukraine in 202,

February 2023
 ICBL N, Lomine monity 2023 Gene, Noncnber 2033555
Thirds of G i Chidren, Brifer S, ax

1 Wipe prsseun org e 2023515503 do. .

A

mam.
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ven weapons s a problem. "
- Danicla, 26, laly

a looming disaster in o
i ey o o rove ot ke momen, T UN s o v
moment with both an opportunity and an obligation fo ensure tha these detrimental
trends do not persist unchecked. Ultimatcly, young people will bear the brunt of
inaction, both now and in the future.

Should intematiorl discsionscominue 0 sall, 3 o sstsopti ams ey
I be ur - Au por

with varying levels of

I af s impctd by srned iy s weapors e o Inl\!cn e
oblem. Counries ae rcing sbead tofed these capabilie nd n

Ty o s apdore vy o machines ng W ndets desisonss.

Weare lready inesing he Pmblzmauc sttecs ol automated decison making and
ethical iss

peiel Complianee wih neemaonal humanitaion o

Toungpeople ke meshoud be abl o e i vord fee fom the fes o eing
turned into numbers and data.” - Hevelyn, 24, Bra:

Planet Earth and its inhabitants are precious, we mustall invest our time and
energy to protect them. Technology should be used to promote peace and human
it not Tt reionof dehumaising weapons. What i we couldcreas

A o elp

nu Pcrsunncl Vine Ban Comvention should be 3 Source of spiration for n t his
‘moment - 25 years aga, the international community agreed upon the ban of anti-
persomncl andminc. i inhuman weapon which ase had dispraportionste impacts
on children and future generationss1.

WS and other

means aimed at killing and dehumanising people. We have the unique opportunity 1o
act before catastrophe aceurs.

ching a iy anewera
Jor imenational coaperaton and disermament-« Vetera, 3. Cosa
g e ettt . v o b e ok globxl

5. We rely.
o ol eader 10 upholdtical dndards, emphasizingte mpertive o
‘meaningful human control aver weapan;

i comprehensie ety woud meon thot he voices s ofthose whoare nd ol e
most

it i v he omasonst matvral e Desordh. 3, Svede

. Researeh, aeh November

202,p3
3972 Wagaine, “Lavender': The Al machine direcing spacl’s bombing spree i Gaza,  Apel
prens

" Research, a
ipsaomatedresearch org wespans-sysiens.

4 Convention on the Proibiton ofthe Use, Stockpiling, Production and Trasfer of Anti-

Personne Mines and o ther Destuction, Prcamble 13 September 1997,
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 Stop Killer

Sustainable Peace and Development Organization
125 May 2024

ustinable Peace and DevlopmentOrganization (SPADO) wlcomes the
‘opportunity to submit views to the United N ry-General in response o
R otution 5241 SPADO, i chil oy orgsion e Pkt a3
‘member of the Campaign to Stap Killer Robots.52 The organization has actively and
redutivly e he discssion an LAWS at the CCW and ot ach
e are commilted to raise awareness and advocate for a legally binding

Snsmenton sanomosswespons Kepire i ow s s R ol
Tegal and sccurity concerns.

“The submission outlines our views on the serious and unimaginable implications
Jobal

pesottons o sl biding st i e LA —
eapons without further delay
rmmmg our Shared I

m-nhy.

he debate over killer robois extends far beyond mere questions of national
security or ethical principles; it speaks o the very essence of our shared humanity.
Allowing machines to arbitrate who lives and who dics risks dismantling the

fandamenal, foundators o our socicty. seleguing smpathy and compasion o
mere trace of our past. The development of lethal autonomous weapans contradicts
T sthical principies and teachings ofal faths which call for compasion,human

judgment, and the preservation of life. The development and use of LAWS will

fead 1o actions that contravene he moral valucs and principles <nshined in our
it o Hutan . This s o uestionofour sared umanicy: hich is at
stake and that of the preservation of human dig

P g
sgulting AL and warmed agint tlying on machines o make moral and sticl
d

iy developmen of aionomous wespons.Poe Fanis rgid hat e,
technology could never be “morally respansible subjeets” and warned it could fall
{ate he wroug hands and wrcsk havos ~ poicailly Kileg ianoeent itzens nd
upending democracies. §3

Global Peace and Security:

‘We have to Jook at the isue of autonomous weapons mre broadly in the context
of gl pesce ndaursard umnity. 1 one county o dcv:lnv& and
itis for sure that low and a new

p

ams e nhe e of TAwS will emere m race will ot stop i o by

iheNon-Sa a postion
. Such

Imimagable W bliore ot revenion s bter o cue and odog e e e

e et s o wne . The arms race will be ke the COVID-

15 Pandemic, which oiginatedfom on locton and the afected he wholeglobl

Lowards an ntermational ety an autonomous weapons

parters warking scross 70 counte

of kilng
1 See hps i theregister.com/2023/12/1S pope_fancis_si reaty

Ao

.



https://www.theregister.com/2023/12/15/pope_francis_ai_treaty/
https://www.theregister.com/2023/12/15/pope_francis_ai_treaty/
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241

6066060606666 060666606606060066060606066606 0 ¢

Ao

1

communiyrespecive of e and reslon whethe dvcope,descloing o wnder
devcloped. Now isthe time (o stop the future pandemic of LAWS.
“The world has already become quite poarized where there s a lack of trust and
‘mutal respeet and undersanding amon sates. The bratol wars are underway where
oflethl foce

the killng of including women and
Cildrn on iy basi. I the midst of hese conficts cra staesarc nreasingly
investing in autonomous weapons and i is unclear to what xtent such veapons ha
heen deployed o used. 1 the us of sueh weapons becomes more eviden: thn the
already stated race i the area of LAWS will become so st which will bo
uncontellabl. Such prolferation willbe hving catastrophic mpacts o the
memational peace and se
ey w2 Yraaaparkaey:

e miliary abjcts and protsc the urmcd foresraisomany Rondament!
questions a
pons i how sn mnanar wcnpon Wil e capable o \denmy e g is
legitimate and not a civilian object. There are higher chances 1
eEapons i el ekl s i e many e and ol &
hich wil compromise th question of human digniy. ‘utonomous robos would
Tack human judgment and the abily (o undersiand context. Ag.a reel, autonomous
weapons would not meet the requirements of the laws of war. Replacing human troops
it machines coud makethe deciion 0 8 10 wr e, which would il he
burden of armed conflict further onto civilians. There are greater chances that
antipesonnel autonomous weapons with deadly elTects an be used by idividuals
Sgainst individuals based on their DN As, nial recognition,biometric data ctc. where
il b xremely diffiut 0 find who developd and deiayed suh wespons.
Urgency is Needed:

Stats have been disussing h isue of LAWS for mre han 10 yeas inthe CCW
whre  large maority of member states were hoping that the discusionswil lad
o prohibiions and regulations of autonomous weapons. The global chil socien
Setlemia, toch cxperts Fuith Teaders and imermations] nm.., stions.

vaming ind showing i concems relaed o the thats o suionomens apom
ind ‘asking for aking argent sieps ot o legaly inding ety However.
despitethe large majority of states in favor of a legally binding treaty, the
O inions AL cotmmie ot gl prahions nd sopustons oy smonomons

“The resolution of Austria on autonomous weapons at the UN General Assembly
s s rgional confeenee n Latin Anericn, Aficsand Ay Bavsprovided an
opportunity o the United Nations to carry forward the discussions into concret

outcomes leding . egaly bindin ety We beleve hat he Secretry General

New Agenda for Peace is the best way forward to build trust, solidarity and
universality, which has also proposed to conelude a legally binding treaty on
by 2026, SPADO is of the.
1d demend the United Natio

conscnpes smong sates snd e the acgofations ofs egally biding raty on
autonomaus weapons.

In conelusion, we would ke to emphasize that there s a dire need 0

collectively utilize our human wisdom and don't just focus our attention about the

present status and scenario of autonomous weapons bu 1o imagine a devastating

future scenario of automated killings where no one will be safe when such weapons
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il prlfrte, Sates o e responsility o et now il e bt
pons. which will eliminate human dignity. the vaue of e and
T moral and ihical valuc whichth slobal commnity posscs

Women's International League for Peace and Freedom
120 May 2024]
P o DN Genrt bl lution 824, WL b ofein thse
rt on autonomous
‘weapon sysems (AWS). More in- i sy o o o e Renebig oo

Will's papers on A\
International peace and sccurity

The use of force has already become too disengaged from human
involvement, through the useofarmed dronesandweapons oper:

with
ereate a perfect killing
machine,siped of empaihy, conlene, amoion. Jgnent, of wdenanding of

human life, AWS would not hesitate to act; they would not take into_account
extenutng ciremuaess, o chllag thir depoyment or “eperaional mandt
Thes would smply do a they hav been programmed 10 do—and if his mludes

massacning evervane na ity hey will do 50 without heiation

AW isk lowering the threshold for war. Thy present a perceprion of “low
risk” and “low cost” to the military deploying the weapon. This perception incrases
the scope for the deployment of yespons nt sitatonsand o cary out tasks hat
might theryise ot beconsidered posible. faving anamoral algoritm dtemine
e meons tht e il Tk 26 o confhc and Kiing. o e

As seen with armed drones, remote-controlled weapons have made war less
“costly” to the user o the weapon. Operators do not face immediate retaliation for
acts of violence. While this is atractive to militaries that do not have 1o risk the lives
of heir soldiers,

K and
‘might have no equivalent means with which to fight back. Thus the burden of risk
‘and harm is pushed onto the rest ofthe world.

War profiteering and global asymmetrics

The Nuodoveapomsdeaditienionar profiteering
O weapons means prORs for corporae CEOS and sharcholders. Corporations
sceking to make money from the development and use of these weapons, umlhlgh—
tech countries will use autonomous weapons to oppress and occupy others

Countres of the Global South may not be he ones o develop and use AWS,

these weapons. 1t il be the rich countries using these weapons against the poor—
210t ih ik counics uing i aginst i own poo, roughs pliing and
internal oppre:

Homan rights abuses

and Al people,
and lead to violations of human rights and interational law. AWS will exacerbate this
further.

Ao

1m0



https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/78/241
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/publications/14975-feminist-perspectives-on-autonomous-weapon-systems
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AWS could be programmed to commit acts of sexual violence. Some people who
suppotthe development o kil robts have rguedtht tss weapons il b ettt

than human,soldies because they wil 1ot raps. But st 3 sexaa violne n onflict
s ondered by sates and by armed roups using human sodiers an AVS could be
Irosrammed o ape. T is sl § .m,.n ot 10 consider the broader culre of rape fn

Kion t weapore and war.Sexudl ilence s uscd 5  weapon - conflct, and the

T o i o vitence -1 heshchen. doing o aher
Gekabises communo and. escaats Srcry oxmiee snder mequais
oppression of women, LGBTQ! people, and others who do not conform o socicties
‘ender norms.

exacerbating policies and practice that count al cisgendered men as militans. In
armed conflict,civilian men ar often tarzeted (or counted in casualty recordings) as
militants only because they are men of a certi acting harm on the basis of

T

‘zender norms. Assuming all miliary-age men to be potential o actual militants
enrenches the idea that men are violent. This devalues men's ives and increases the
vulcraily f men- exacerbalin atherrisks adul civiin men fce such asfocsd
ecruiment, rbitrary detention. and summmary executior

As can be seen by Istacl’s usc of Al technologies that generate farget lsts
(Lavender)and target loatons (Go Daddy).ssel as he us of pedictiv poiing
Software and bord  systems in the United States and other countries, AL
ennbled echneiogy lnds e s Kin o gender.based viknce.Reporedly, e

only human checks on Lavender’s kill lists are to ensure the targets are men.
Autonomous and Al technologies in weapon systems will further cnable police
an 10 target people bsed oy on their gender,appearance,
Indafimmenriiséh of peole il i, rrininl widout any
e process, AWS conld ko bedeliberatly programmedio trset pesple hased on
Sonder ace, sococeonomic status, (dsabilty. and sxual oiemation. Just s AWS
will lower the threshold for armed conflict, they will also lower the threshold for state
visence aganst psops Police forses illbe bl to snd macines to icenly
Suppress protests and to repress certain categories of peaple, exacerbating
nermimanion

In addition, data sets and the training with this data will cause bias.
Parameters, boundarie, labels, and thresholds selected in the design phase
necassarily exclude and include. This both creates bias and replicates existing b
ithindtaand socal sucurs. We aleady see examples i el cchnologies
Facial colour;

gl 6 reapond 1 wamen's voices of son-Norh America sccents: mages of
nyone aanding i Kichen o abeled a4 women: people-s bl s denied becmse s
program deemed a woman of colour more likely 1o reoffend than a white woman:
irams peopl s suvelledonthe basi ofthe lthing they wear I such Vises re
left unchecked. there will be no counteracting human interventio

Recommendations
The bestsoluton i lgally binding inernationaltreaty (o prohibit the

development, production, and use of A

Techmology companies, tech workers, sientists, engincers, acadenics, and

in developing Al or roboti conribute to
The development ofAWS:

 wfuna ()



https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Publications/aws-and-gbv.pdf
https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Publications/aws-and-gbv.pdf
https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Publications/aws-and-gbv.pdf
https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Publications/aws-and-gbv.pdf
https://www.972mag.com/lavender-ai-israeli-army-gaza/
https://www.972mag.com/lavender-ai-israeli-army-gaza/
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Financial institutions such as banks and pension funds should pledge not to
invest money in

Sates. vl soley groups, actvas, el workers, and dharsshould 4o work
to prevent Al-cnabled technologies from being used by mili d pol

renotuAWS that e problemat ot st somatonailence el 5
sensordeived target deteton, algoritimic bis nd sotware-genrted kil s, These
o e nome e e e vt

it P “This system fuels armed conflict and armed violence,
human rights abuses, and other violations of international la. It s therefore important
10 o just ban AWS,but 0 drsananl the Siuetres of st vioence 4  whale

Virtual Planet Africa, Women’s International League for Peace
and Freedom Zimbabwe and Cultural Youth Movement Education
Foundation

(16 May 2024]

utonomous weapons systems present risks and concerns to the security of
st nd commniis ol m e Gioal o

‘meaningful human control as an m!egnl and iinsc concept, (6 sk asseysment
and mitigation, 1 I

for AWS, (@) transpareny and Confdencebulding mensurs ncsm, o

. and (2)
Fomirnion T AMS chaigen o o ermationt o omenoris

B Meaningful Human Control

Heaningful buman conirl of syses reers to the making of rial decions by

umans, - contextualisation, and_ rationalisation by a_human(s) operator in_the.
applcaion of fore. All systems that can make crial dcisions on i se of force
without meaningful human oversight should be banned.

€. Risks and Mitigation Measures
pose several isks, challenges, and concerns. AWS that can result i excessive or

snperﬂnmn injury 10 civilians and civilin objects should not be developed, distributed, or
seting civilian objects like hospials, schools, inter alia using AWS should be

et

AWS have u high risk of being accessed and used by armed non-state actors. A

Igall-indingisrumenton AW shouldconsider vays o safsgardingdevloing

st and would ensarethat amed non-state actrsdo ot asly aeess AWS, This
o ramework for  restrction

i declopment nd rade 1 AWS
Algrithic s s i  maor concern for AWS cpesialy o popl n e

risks of

s, vl and ety o pesced b AWS can e adverse eifcts The

clea

e ot o o g o g s, e s s s
language, location, and other identity categories can be eliminated before a system is
deployed. Protocols should be put in place for the prosceution and punishment for

A

.
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AWS with algorithmic bias and that make mistakes based on

algorithmic bias.

System failure and possible manipulation by malicious actors is another key

onse, Ourappsoach vl e sonrlof syt by human peror t o evls
s <y, sud machine fulrs, hcking, o reprogramming by malicous

Setor can lead to Ioss oF ontrl

D International Humanitarian Law

The nemaona Cout of R Adsiory Opinion on e Legalty o e Thest o Usc

of Nuclear Weapons opincd that all types of weapons, whether from the past or in the

ftur, e govrned by IHL Guldmg Bl oy o i GO on TAWS ahimed t

.m e of It auonomous epons sion” Allhough HL i ust 3 bar minimum
e development, distribution, and use of AWS should ensure that AWS
o e il st o L

Distinetion: AWS should not arget civilians and civilian objects. We suggest
the expansion of the interpretation of this principle i the context of AWS to prohibit
the targeting of human targets by AWS.

Proportionality: AWS must not case excessive, mpﬂﬂlmus and unnecessary
iy in elation o aicputed il advancs “To avoid the killing of
o decmed s hor de omba by AWS. we Sugeent s AWS should not b 1sed 0
{arge o agaost bumans.

AWS 10
conre that ey do ot tack eiviliansand i o, ey do ot conin
algorithmic bias, they will not cause unnecessary damagelinjury, and that they will
ot disregard humanitarian needs in the use of force.

E. Transparency and Confidence Building Measures (TCBM)

‘Tamsparency and Confidnce Builing Messures (TCBM) should be put in place (o

cnsarsthat AWS o na e o n s rce, uinendsd coflts, and misconcepions

oot AW These Shouid neiode e 36 re eapons, transparent isk

assessments at m vl infomaton g nd-nchanae. meronaly mreed
o, sl thgmn, for safty nd risk migton,

etonal - sgionl el sandente Feports on military expendi

R o S st e o of o ettt by

F. Prohibitions and Regulations
In line with the “two-tier” approach, the following AWS should be prohibited:

systems that

@ operate without meaningful human control,

@ with unpredictable or unexplainable actions and outcomes,

@ that cannot distinguish between civilians, civilian objects, and military

abjectsftargets,

@ causc unnceessary o superfluous injurics,

@ cannot fulfil the requirements of intemational law, especially IHL,

@ cannot be terminated by a human user once deployed,

@ contain algorithmic bias and other harmful identity-based risks,
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o canlearn and . parameters,or goals . and
o target humans dircetly without the input of a human operator.
The following positive obligations should be put in place as regulations:

® Limits should be put in place on the geographical and mission-based operation of
AWS,

o The types and nature of argets shall be limited,
o Human supervision must be ensured atall stages of the weapon's lifecycle,

« Mandatory obligations for training of persannel shall be put in place before
system is used,

‘The duration and scale of AWS operations must ot be unlimited,

Clear chains of command and responsibility shall be outlined,

Frameworks for the prosccution and punishment of individuals, entites, o states
who misuse be established

deployed,

o AWS must be traceable, and

o Human users must be able to terminate AWS at any and all times,

G. AWS Trade and Distribution
The fsde ang disbution of AWS mus be sty requed, In sddition to the
provisions of the Arms “Treaty, clear regulations must be put in place to ensure
v KW do s ot the o s

States and companis hat devclop AWS shoud ot b allowed 0 et e i
Security assistance for i

St Wi g e o sccuty shoud ony b don wh AWS whose e

ectiveness,and efcacy has arsady been ested slsewhere. States Should notuse

Security assistance a5 an excuse o test AWS. This should be put in place to ensure the

Safety and dignity of vulnerable communitis.

Industry developers of AWS must have clear guidelines on the development and
dissiburon obligations hey e AWS shouldbe soldanly 0 st particeand
eputabl registered companies, Rules to prosccute developers who sel (0 srmed
o st acors and trroro sroups shatl be pt n pla
AWS shall be sold only to, and used only in,states with existing national ethical
‘uidelines and standards to govern the development, testing, trade, and use of AWS.
‘These ethical guidelines and standards must be in line with the proposed international
legally binding instrument.
H. Other International Law Provisions

International Human Rights Law, International Criminal Law and other Codes

of Conduct shall also guide and support the proposed legally binding instrument.

o

1.




