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Distinguished Delegates, 

 

It is my great pleasure to welcome you to the SPRIMUN 2018 Disarmament and International 

Security Committee (DISEC), the United Nations General Assembly’s First Committee. Also, a 

warm welcome on behalf of my fellow directors Korantin Delogé and Jules Doliget. 

Congratulations on being part of one of the most exciting and fascinating committees in this 

Conference! We are really looking forward to working with you on the topics we have selected 

and we hope that the debate will be both intense and enjoyable for everyone. 

 

The topics you will be discussing, though technical, will raise questions, divide the committee, 

lead to the writing of proposals and hopefully provide realistic answers to the issues at stake 

within the international community. It will be challenging, but we have no doubt that you will 

succeed in shaping relevant solutions to the cybersecurity matters or the drones problematic. 

 

The following Study Guide is here to guide you in your research while you prepare for this 

committee. Your position papers and later, your speeches, will have to reflect the basic 

information that you have been provided here. A careful read and thorough research will be 

needed to be successful in committee and maybe even win awards! Remember that the most 

important part of any MUN is twofold: represent to the best of your abilities the position of your 

designed country and, at the same time, work around this position in order to reach a fruitful 

compromise in the Resolution.  

 

Please note that it is strictly forbidden to bring already written draft resolutions to the Conference, 

as all the working papers and draft resolutions should be only developed during the SPRIMUN, 

not before. 

 

Do not hesitate to contact us if you have any inquiry regarding the preparation of the Conference, 

we will do our best to respond efficiently to your questions. 

 

Best regards, 

 

Erwann Mingant 

Director 
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The Disarmament and International Security Committee is the First Committee of the United 

Nations General Assembly and deals with numerous subjects related to disarmament and 

security such as, but not limited to, conventional weapons, nuclear disarmament, chemical 

weapons, cluster munitions, cybersecurity, improvised explosive devices or drones. It reunites 

every Autumn in New York, at the headquarters of the United Nations, and provide resolutions 

that the General Assembly will use later on. 

 

 

The resolutions adopted by the DISEC are only recommendations and are not compulsory. 

Nevertheless, the United Nations Security Council will have a look at the resolutions passed 

within the DISEC framework. Therefore, the work of the DISEC remains fundamental to enhance 

international security and to promote peace at the highest level. 
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Topic A 
 

 

Nuclear proliferation in the Middle East 

 

Introduction to the topic 

 

I) The Nuclear Weapon 

 

In the early 20th century, physicians revolutionized their science with the developments in the 

understanding of the atom, and it was not long before researches started on the field of the 

military implications of these discoveries. Leo Szilard, a german physicist who fled to London 

after Adolf Hitler was elected as Chancellor, worked as an example on the nuclear chain reaction, 

the basis of an atom bomb. The Second World War set a different speed in the different research 

efforts on the nuclear field. Nazi Germany, USSR, and the USA, all started to focus on this issue; 

however, the USA would be the first to accomplish the successful explosion of an atom bomb on 

a theater of operations: the 6th of August 1945, the world stepped in the nuclear era. With the 

scope of its damages and its impact on the world, this first explosion was to start the non-

proliferation movement, in the United States. The Baruch Plan, named after the first US-

representative to the United Nations Atomic Energy Commission, proposed the first non-

proliferation plan, which became the first nuclear weapons policy of the United States. 

 In his address to the UN, Bernard Baruch said, "Behind the 

black portent of the new atomic age lies a hope which, seized 

upon with faith, can work out our salvation. If we fail, then 

we have damned every man to be the slave of Fear. Let us 

not deceive ourselves. We must elect World Peace or World 

 Destruction.... We must answer the world's longing for 

peace and security."     
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II) Proliferation 

 

Although gaining international support, the plan didn't manage to reach the UNAEC, due to 

fears of a Soviet veto. However, General Dwight D. Eisenhower, President of the United States, 

moved for the creation of a specialized body on the matter with the goal of allowing to countries 

the mastering nuclear energy, along with his “Atoms for Peace” program, aiming at promoting 

the civil nuclear programs in the world. The International Atomic Energy Agency was therefore 

created in 1957. But the Atoms for Peace program also allowed countries to develop covered 

nuclear weapons program. Other countries didn't wait for this opportunity: the USSR (1949), the 

United Kingdom (1952), France (1960) and People's Republic of China (1964) joined the “Nuclear 

Club”. The expansion of the nuclear weapon, coupled with the technological developments of 

the bomb (Hydrogen-Bombs), and fears of a global crisis led to a new international negotiation 

regarding non-proliferation in the 60's. In 1968, governments represented at the Eighteen Nation 

Disarmament Committee (ENDC) finished negotiations on the text of a Non-Proliferation Treaty. 

In June 1968, the U.N. General Assembly endorsed the NPT with General Assembly Resolution 

2373 (XXII), and in July 1968, the NPT opened for signature in Washington, DC , London, Paris, 

Moscow, and Beijing. The NPT entered into force in March 1970 (precisions on the role of the 

NPT in Part. II). 

 

III) The Middle-East, conflicts and nuclear proliferation 

During the Cold War, which marked the second part of the 20th Century, the world became the 

field for the opposition between the United States and the Soviet Union, and Middle-East was no 

exception. As part of this conflict, one of the most tensed situation was regarding the State of 

Israel. Along with the first wars in Palestine, it started to develop a military nuclear program, in 

order to ensure its safety in the region. 

In addition to the development of the civil programs, other countries in the region were suspected 

of starting a military phase: Hafez el-Assad in Syria and Saddam Hussein in Iraq are examples of 

suspects. More recently, it was the Islamic Republic of Iran which was at the center of the attention 

(for further developments read the others parts of this guide). 

However, the only country which has a proved military nuclear capacity in the region has been 

present since the Cold War: the United States possess tactical nuclear warheads in a Turkish 

NATO Base, near the Syrian border. The installation of these tactical missiles caused turmoil in 

the region, with the first assumed presence of the supreme weapon in the Middle-East due to the 

US’ Weapon-Sharing system within the NATO. 

The Baath Regime in Iraq led by Saddam Hussein from 1973 to 2003 was at the center of many 

controversies regarding its production of Weapons of Mass Destruction, including a suspected 

military nuclear program. 
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The oppositions between actors in this region has changed over the years, with countries 

changing their leadership. The Islamic Revolution in Iran in 1979 caused a twist in alliances, and 

the rise of a new security situation with the conflict between Shias and Sunnis being brought to a 

state-level. The fall of the Baath Party in Iraq also changed the implication of the United States in 

the region, and more recently, the Syrian crisis paved the way for a new Russian presence in the 

Middle-East. In this region more than in any other, conflicts have marked the recent history and 

the risk of a nuclear proliferation has been at the center of the security talks with major actors 

being implicated. 

The first nuclear bomb was dropped by the United States of America on to Hiroshima, Japan 

August 6th 1945 followed by the second one on August 9th 1945 on Nagazaki, Japan. These two 

bombs resulted in the death of approximately 200.000 people. A race to the atom bomb began 

right after that moment and the USSR (1949) followed by the United Kingdom (1952), France 

(1960) and China (1964) respectively created their own. 

  

Aiming to avoid nuclear proliferation and under the pressure of the scientist such as Albert 

Einstein (Russel-Einstein Manifesto, London, 1955), treaties were slowly put in place by nuclear 

countries to promote a safe use of nuclear energy and restrict the development of nuclear 

weapons. 

  

The first step toward regulating the use of nuclear energy was the creation of the International 

Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), established in 1957 under the mandate of the United Nations to 

encourage peaceful nuclear technologies and provide safeguards against misuse. 

  

Then, treaties were slowly put in place such as: 

·   In 1963, the Partial Nuclear Test Ban Treaty aimed to restrict all nuclear testing 

underground. 

·   In 1968, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) was established to 

prevent a nuclear weapon proliferation between nations and though set up guidance. 

·   In 1996, Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty was enhanced to prohibit the use of all 

nuclear weapons by 44 specific states. 8 still did not ratified (including India, Pakistan and 

Israel). 
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Current context 
 

The Non-Proliferation Treaty 

The treaty established under the the United Nations supervision aim to limit the proliferation of 

nuclear weapon, to promote the disarmament via ceasing the nuclear arms race and frame the 

right to peacefully use nuclear technology. 

It defines nuclear-weapon states as those that successfully tested their nuclear explosive before 

January 1st 1967. These states promised not to help any other country to acquire nuclear-weapon 

(NPT article I). Non-nuclear-weapon states agreed never to acquire nuclear weapon (NPT article II) 

and the surveillance of the IAEA (NPT article III). 

 

Nuclear-weapon states: 

- The United States of America. 

- The Russian Federation. 

- The United Kingdom. 

- France. 

- China. 

 

Non NPT states: 

- Pakistan. 

- South Sudan. 

- Israel. 

- India. 

- North Korea (resigned from the treaty in 2003). 

 

Non NPT states known to own nuclear weapons:  

- India, Pakistan and North Korea have openly tested and declared the possession of 

nuclear weapon while Israel is also believe to possess it. 

 

Map of Participant Countries to the Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1968 
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 Recognized nuclear-weapon state ratifiers 

 

 Recognized nuclear-weapon state acceders 

 

Other ratifiers 

 

 Other acceders or succeeders 

 Acceder which announced its withdrawal (North Korea) 

 

 Non-signatories (India, Israel, Pakistan, South Sudan) 

 

 Partially recognized state which ratified (Republic of China) 
 

 

Article I: 

“Each nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to transfer to any recipient 

whatsoever nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or control over such weapons or 

explosive devices directly, or indirectly; and not in any way to assist, encourage, or induce any 

non-nuclear-weapon State to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear 
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explosive devices, or control over such weapons or explosive devices”. 

 

Article II: 

“Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to receive the transfer from 

any transferor whatsoever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or of control 

over such weapons or explosive devices directly, or indirectly; not to manufacture or otherwise 

acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices; and not to seek or receive any 

assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices”. 

 

Article III: 

“Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes to accept safeguards, as set forth 

in an agreement to be negotiated and concluded with the International Atomic Energy Agency”. 

 

The situation in the Middle East: 

 

Introduction  

 

A. The war in Syria: 

Since March 2011 a civil war is being waged in Syria between various belligerents, mainly 

the Assad Regime (supported by Russia and Iran), Jihadist groups (such as the Islamic State), the 

Free Syrian Army (supported by western countries) and the Democratic Union Party (Kurdish 

coalition). 

 

B. Nuclear weapons in the Middle East. 

 

 Israel is the only country in the Middle East to possess nuclear weapons. Other countries 

already abandoned the process such as Egypt or lately, Iran (see Iran nuclear agreement). 

  

I. Iran. 

 

The 2015 agreement: 

In 2015, a deal was made between Iran and France, USA, UK, China, Russian Federation and 

Germany. The agreement is based on mutual understanding and benefits. 

 

Main clauses: 

- European, American and United Nations economics sanctions against Iran will be 

removed. 

- Iran’s uranium and plutonium production will be framed. Iran’s uranium enrichment will 

be limited to 3,67% for 15 years and in only one facility (Natanz site). Furthermore, no 

more than 300 kilograms of enriched uranium can be possessed by Iran. 
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- The Arak nuclear site will be modified in order to dismiss its capacity to produce 

plutonium that could have a military use. 

- Iran’s nuclear facilities will be cautiously controlled by the IAEA. 

- The embargo on long range missiles and other offensive weapons are maintained. 

- This agreement has a “snap back” clause meaning that in case Iran is violating the 

agreement, the previous sanctions will immediately be applicable. 

 

The IAEA current position: 

- Iran is fulfilling its part of the 2015 nuclear deal, as stated on October 30th 2017 in Abu 

Dhabi by IAEA current Director General, M. Yukiya Amano. He told the press “Iran’s 

nuclear-related commitments are being implemented”. 

 

The United States of America’s position on the Iran agreement: 

- President Trump stated that the agreement was “the worst deal ever”. The United States 

believe that the deal is not restrictive enough and only limits Iran nuclear weapon 

development but does not hold any clause that actually stop it completely. 

- America is currently putting pressure on European states signatories of the deal (France, 

the United Kingdom, Germany) in order to promote a new deal with Iran that would be 

more restrictive and implement sanctions. 

 

Iran’s position in the Middle East: 

- Iran supports the Syrian regime with military advisers known as Sepah-e Qods [Jerusalem 

force]. These special advisers are known to be members of the Islamic Revolutionary 

Guard Corps. 

- Iran supports the Hezbollah and its action in Syria, Hamas in Gaza and Houthis in Yemen. 

- Iran supports the Hamas in Gaza. 

- Religious and political situation : Iran (chiism) is opposed to Israel (jewish) and Saudi 

Arabia (sunnism). 

 

II. Israel position in the Middle East. 

 

Political situation: 

- Israel is isolated in the Middle East. Its contestants are mainly Iran, Saudi Arabia and 

Egypt. Israel is especially worried about Iran’s actions and influence in Syria (linked to 

Hezbollah) and Gaza (Hamas). 

 

Regarding nuclear weapon: 

- Israel is especially worried about Iran’s increasing power in the Middle East, especially 

over Syria. 
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- Israel is suspected to be a nuclear weapon state.  

 

III. Egypt. 

 

Current political position: 

- Once the leader of the Islamic world, Egypt is worried about jihadists establishment in 

Sinai and Libya. 

- Egypt economy is pretty weak and politically weakened. Saudi Arabia is currently taking 

the lead of the Sunni countries over Egypt. 

 

Egypt current situation regarding nuclear weapon: 

- It seems that if Iran or Saudi Arabia get a nuclear weapon, Egypt has all the capacity to 

get its own shortly after and would probably do so.  

- Egypt owns two experimental nuclear reactor (in Inshas). These two facilities produce 

nuclear fuel since 1998 and could have enough nuclear ore to produce and achieve a 

nuclear weapon program.  

- Egypt signed a partnership with Russia (on December 17th 2017) to build a new nuclear 

power plant in El-Dabaa by 2022.  

 

IV. Saudi Arabia: 

 

Current situation: 

- Saudi Arabia is waging war in Yemen against the Houthis since 2014. This war weakened 

Saudi Arabia’s political position in the Middle East. 

 

Current situation regarding nuclear weapon: 

- Saudi Arabia has its own nuclear energy institute since 1988 and a nuclear department at 

the King Abdul Aziz University (1977) and 4 other laboratories that could produce 

military use plutonium. 

- Saudi Arabia own Chinese CSS-2 missiles bought in 1988 that could carry a nuclear load.  

- Since 2003, Saudi Arabia has close ties with Pakistan which could be very helpful for Saudi 

Arabia to get the technology needed or the nuclear load to develop its own nuclear 

weapons. 

 

V. Syria. 

 

Current situation: 

- Since March 2011, a civil war is waging in Syria between the Assad regime, Jihadist 

groups, the Free Syrian Army and the Kurds. The result of the war will probably set up a 
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new paradigm in the Middle East and could play a key role in the nuclear proliferation in 

the region. 

 

Current situation regarding nuclear weapon: 

- Syria possesses a wide number of phosphate deposits, in which uranium can be extracted 

on a large scale. 

- Syrian nuclear power plant of Al Kibar located close to Dayr az Zawr  was destroyed by 

Israel in 2007. It was built with North Korean assistance. 

 

 

Questions a resolution must answer 

 

1)   How can the DISEC prevent the diffusion and dissemination of nuclear material in the 

Middle East ? 

2)   On the basis that a nuclear-strong State in the region could escalate the tensions between 

parties, how does the DISEC deter the involved countries from a military nuclear program ? 

3)   Is there a place for inter-state cooperation in the region when dealing with the topic of the 

demilitarization of nuclear States ? 

4)   Can Israel be enticed to drop an unofficial nuclear program ? If not, how do we ensure 

that Islamic countries don’t escalate by considering the development of their own programs (or 

new military initiatives) that could, in their view, “balance the scales” ? 
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Topic B 

 

Unmanned Warfare 

 

Introduction 
 

I) UAVs, first Developments of Unmanned Warfare 

 

Aerial drones, or Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAV), can be defined as “powered, aerial vehicle 

that does not carry a human operator, uses aerodynamic forces to provide vehicle lift, can fly 

autonomously or be piloted remotely, can be expendable or recoverable, and can carry a lethal or 

nonlethal payload”. The difference between missiles and drones is the remote controlling of the 

device (therefore V-2s that were used by Germany in 1944-45 aren't drones). 

 

The first use of UAVs can be traced to the 1930's, with the development of target drones, used to 

train air force fighters in the British Royal Air Force. 

 

However, the first model of a large-scale production of drones was the Radioplane OQ-2, 

manufactured during World War II, with a total of 15 000 drones produced. In addition, more 

developments during the war were made, regarding the technology allowing radio-controlling 

of the aircraft. 

 

The first mission of these UAVs was the training of Air Forces. During the first years of the Cold 

War, recent progress in aerial fighting forced the USA and the USSR to develop various target 

drones; in the US, the MQM-33 was one of the most praised drone, and was used for the rest of 

the century to train the US-AF. 

The Vietnam War gave a new purpose for these drones: tactical reconnaissance. While U-2 

reconnaissance aircraft were used for transcontinental intelligence gathering, the Vietnam War 

offered new developments for tactical-scale intelligence (to prepare a small/medium range 

operation for example). The main perk of the unmanned technology was that it avoided the 

possibility of a pilot being shot down and falling into the hands of the enemy, as occurred in May 

1960. 

The deployment of these drones was via naval and aerial means: on USS Maddox and USS Turner 

Joy and C-130s and C-133s. The first Reconnaissance UAV were modified Firebee target drones, 

with more speed, better propulsion, and reconnaissance tools. 

The usefulness of these robot aircrafts was immediately recognized, as it forced enemies to deploy 

anti-aircraft batteries, or even interceptors, with a lack of precision, making UAVs a very discreet 

and safe force. However, this usefulness was counterbalanced by the fact that they were very 

expensive (for their production and for their use) and mostly unreliable. 
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II) Diversification of their use 

 

The implementation of UAVs in the Air Forces was mainly to support Reconnaissance Forces, 

and Intelligence Agencies. However, the Israeli Air Force defined a new concept of use for these 

drones, with an unprecedented battlefield use. Drones were critical to the victory of the IAF over 

the Syrian Air Force in 1982, with the integration of drones in company of manned aircrafts, 

serving as decoys, helping fighters destroy the enemy forces rather quickly. Other developments 

in the early 1980's on Israeli drones were the disposal of electronic jammers or real-time video 

devices onboard. Drones were therefore used for Countermeasures as well as for Intelligence 

gathering. 

 

 

 

Technological progress helped this diversification. 

Three different topics have always been discussed 

by the designers and researchers: size, endurance, 

and payload. 

The diversification of sizes helped drones to be 

integrated into more and more situations and 

accompany an increased amount of soldiers. 

Miniature UAVs have for example been helpful for 

special forces, as they can be deployed rapidly to 

help a section to see what awaits them, assess their 

targets or prepare their path. 

 

 

 

Endurance of UAVs has always been an important matter, as it was for a long time the main 

reason why officers were reluctant to use them. As a result, researchers focused on this aspect, 

and combined this aspect with the altitude factor: an AAI Aerosonde became the first UAV to 

cross the Atlantic Ocean, in 26 hours. Categories started to appear concerning UAVs, as some 

were ranked as “MALE” (Medium Altitude Long Endurance), and more recently “HALE” (High 

Altitude Long Endurance). The first combat use of a MALE drone was during the 1995 Balkan 

War, with the use of the RQ-1 Predator by the US-AF. 

 

With the increasing role of drones in the US-AF, the question of the payload became fundamental. 

As they became reliable and combat-ready, drones had to be equipped with more than 

reconnaissance tools. The term UCAV (Unmanned Combat Aerial Vehicle) was invented to 

qualify drones that were carrying active payloads (bombs): the modifications were made to 

former reconnaissance UAVs, which became UCAVs. For example the RQ-1 was turned into an 

armed drone, with a first firing test on the 16th of February 2001, with anti-tank missiles. 

 

The conversion of drones into active military force was confirmed. And with this conversion 
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started research on drones in other fields, in order to help the other branches of the army. 

 

 

III) More and more various unmanned systems 

 

The other areas of war have always been subject to investments in order to create unmanned 

vehicles: during the Second World War, the USSR developed Teletanks, a remotely controlled 

tank. Later, in the 60s, the USA invested in mobile robot projects that were overviewed by the 

Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency for Artificial Intelligence (DARPA-AI). 

 

Unmanned Ground Vehicles and Platforms: 

 

Two types of UGVs exist: the ones that are remotely controlled, and the autonomous robots. As 

examples one can mention the US-Gladiator TUGV (Tactical UGV), a project initiated by the US 

Marine Corps in 1993. “Crusher” is an autonomous UGV, developped since 2006 in the USA. 

Many applications can be found: Explosive Ordnance Disposal (EOD) is one of the main use of 

these UGVs, for example, the amount of robots used in Iraq increased from 150 in 2004 to 5000 in 

2005. Transport is also a possible use, as well as close-combat, fighting with a superior amount of 

weaponry, with bigger ammunition without soldiers' “problems” (recoil,...) 

 

 

 

 

 

TALON SWORDS (developed in 2004) 

units equipped with multiple weapons. 

The US Army used them in Iraq before 

cancelling their support to the project. 

 

 

 

More recently, other subjects have appeared, with recent developments and deployments of 

Unmanned Underwater Vehicles (along with their Intervention variant), Unmanned Surface 

Vehicles, or even Unmanned Space Vehicles. New actors have appeared also, such as terrorist 

groups or Private Military Companies. 

 

Discussion and information on key elements 

  
As unmanned warfare continued to strive since the early 1990’s, a new question needs answering 

: is the use of drones unethical ? Can we suppose that in the very basic rules of war, the first one 

is the right to face one’s opponent ? The idea of a new arms race, concerning who can develop the 

deadliest weapons or the most accurate ones, is staggering to the mind of the civil population.   
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However, multiple countries have developed their own solutions and even begun to 

commercialize their drones to other countries, less advanced in that particular field. At this time, 

the UAV market in the USA is over 4 billion dollars: in 2025, it should reach the 25 billion dollars 

margin. 

 

As over 80 countries possess developed UAV’s and around 10 countries possess military 

designed drones, we will not consider particular issues or precise countries in this part of our 

Study Guide. However, we will consider the legal implications and past entries of the first 

committee of the UN General Assembly on the matter. 

 

In 2017, a special report for the Human Rights Committee stated that “The use of armed drones 

is not inevitably unlawful, but it must be subject to clear and public principles circumscribing 

their use, particularly in the context of evolving technology, the increasing number of actors 

(including non-State actors) acquiring that technology and the prevalence of drone use in recent 

theatres of war in Iraq, Libya and the Syrian Arab Republic The immediate impact is the loss of 

life of the targeted individuals, and bystanders, but the psychological effect on all communities 

in the affected region can have a serious impact on a number of other economic, social and 

cultural rights and fundamental freedoms.” Before this UN report, the 2016 US report on their 

use of military force detailed why and how the US built their legal framework regarding targeting 

and especially regarding external casualties. 

The use of lethal drones in accordance with international law requires transparency to the greatest 

extent compatible with national security, as stated by the Rapporteur in 2017. However, it is still 

matter of debate among the member states as to determine the level of detail of such transparency.  

Main bloc positions 
 

USA: The USA are in favor of developing a robust policy process and methodology in order to 

reduce the risks when developing new weapon systems. The 2012 Department of Defence 

Directive 3000.09 has been established with this purpose, as the USA explain in this document 

how they would consider proposals to develop lethal autonomous weapon systems. This 

directive does not have a clear position on whether the US would encourage or prohibit the 

development of these weapons. Nevertheless, the USA show in their interventions that they are 

willing to cooperate with the international community as they asked states to remain prudent 

and to consider incorporating these weapons in their capabilities with a responsible attitude.  

CHINA: The Chinese position on autonomous weapon systems insists on the need to tackle 

this issue gradually, in a progressive manner in order to forge consensus. Nevertheless, the 

Chinese government is known for investing in robotics: China’s aerospace industry is 

https://www.justsecurity.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/12/framework.Report_Final.pdf
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developing tactical missiles with inbuilt intelligence systems that would help seek out targets in 

combat.  

RUSSIAN FEDERATION: Russia has been in 2014 the only state to express « severe doubts » 

regarding talks on these weapons, because the international community will be expecting 

results that will be difficult to ensure. However, the Russian Federation is currently developing 

lethal mobile systems with automatic and semi-automatic control modes. An official has also 

indicated that robotic systems fully integrated in the command and control system are being 

called for.  

EUROPE: Many countries have, in the past, ensured that they do not intend to develop 

autonomous weapons systems. European countries generally support the call for a moratorium 

of fully autonomous weapons, as it needs a meaningful human control to respect international 

humanitarian law. The priority for this bloc is to agree on a solid common basis before deciding 

on how to tackle the matter. Human control cannot be taken out of the process. The United 

Kingdom has nevertheless stated that existing international law should be sufficient to regulate 

of use of systems that operate without human intervention.  

MIDDLE-EAST: Egypt supports the moratorium, explaining that it is more relevant to ban 

weapons before than after they are suitable to use. Each system has to be adapted to the 

diversity of the environment of use. It has also been argued that the development of such 

weapons, even if autonomous, should involve human judgment throughout the process of 

development, testing and decision to use them.  

ASIA: Controls are needed but they should not widen the technology gap among states. This 

could be achieved with systemic controls on international armed conflicts embedded in 

international law. The « human control » definition needs to discussed but not in a way that 

would be legitimizing weapons. Pakistan has furthermore called for a ban on these weapons 

arguing that they would considerably lead to situations of one-sided killing, without the 

protection of the international law on armed conflicts. South Korea has proposed to work on an 

« ethics charter » with provisions on ethical values and a code of conduct on the development of 

such robots.  

LATIN AMERICA: Countries from Latin America have expressed their wish that autonomous 

systems should be given decision-making power to take human life. Cuba has mentioned its 

will to work towards the negotiation of a legally binding agreement to ban these king of 

weapons, explaining that observing and respecting international law regarding autonomous 

weapon systems would be hardly verified. The respect to compliance with international law has 
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also been raised by Ecuador, asking who would be responsible for war crimes or violations, and 

also by Mexico that questioned this particular matter.  

 

 

Questions a resolution must answer 
 

• How do we establish a common international definition of unmanned warfare ? 

• Should unmanned warfare be banned at an international level?  

• Should unmanned warfare be addressed and regulated with specific regulations 

(compared to “traditional weaponry”?) 

• Does unmanned warfare as such violate international Law? 

• If so, is it possible for autonomous systems and programs to be designed as compliant 

with international law principles? 

• Can we classify cyberwarfare as unmanned warfare ?  
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