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	 БЕЛАРУСЬ


Конференция ООН по разоружению

Заседание РГ КР по пунктам 5, 6, 7 Конференции
14 августа 2017 года

Ваши превосходительства! Уважаемые дамы и господа!
Открывая наше второе заседание, посвященное пунктам 5, 6 и 7 повестки дня, позвольте обратить внимание собравшихся на следующее.

Сегодня утром мною было распространено письмо, в котором я постарался кратко подвести итоги обсуждений, имевших место в пятницу, 11 августа, и сформулировал вопросы для обсуждения в ходе заседаний сегодня и завтра.

Чтобы зачитать выдержки из этого письма, я перейду на английский язык.

On August 11 the Working Group held a meeting, aimed to survey submitted initiatives under agenda items 5, 6 and 7, and exchange of views on their topicality and relevance.

The delegations received a comprehensive overview of initiatives, submitted to the Conference from 1979 to 2016, prepared by the Secretariat.

The afterwards discussion outlined the following.

On agenda item 5.

One delegation proposed to consider issues, related to the ICT use in the security context, under this agenda item in order to elaborate legally binding instrument, preventing the use of the cyber weapons, destroying its potential and reducing risks.

Another delegation outlined primary necessity to focus on responsible state behavior in cyber sphere before discussing any legal instrument.

One delegation raised the issue of discussing legally binding instrument on prohibition of development and production of new types of the weapons of mass destruction and systems of such weapons. This delegation offered the Conference to consider the possibility of creating an informal ad hoc working group to discuss possible object, purpose and scope of such international treaty.

Regarding the issue of radiological weapons one delegation informed about readiness to support either elaboration of comprehensive treaty to ban radiological weapons or drafting of a sectoral agreement, e.g. on non-weaponization of the radiological sources.

On agenda item 6.

Several delegations favored elaboration of the main elements of the International Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Chemical and Biological Terrorism (ICCBT) by the CD. It was noted that such proposal doesn’t affect any national substantial security interest.

One delegation doubted the need to draft such legal instrument within the CD and called upon strengthening the work to counter chemical and biological terrorism on other platforms, including UN SC 1540, BWC and OPCW.

On agenda item 7.

One delegation stressed the need for the Conference to address issues of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems (LAWS). It was admitted, that development and use of LAWS must be banned.

Other delegation expressed the view that the CD should continue to work on this agenda item with a focus on identifying legal gaps and responding to new challenges and threats to the global system of international security.

Irrespective of agenda items one delegation also raised question on the understanding of the negotiation mandate by the Conference and expressed the view, that the Conference should not limit itself to a rigid framework, referring the negotiating mandate only as the final stage of the negotiation process, where a common formula and details of the agreement are developed.

I kindly ask delegations, in case they feel the need to update this summary with some details, to contact my delegation.

Distinguished colleagues!

In my letter of June 15, 2017, I expressed intention to dedicate meeting of the Working Group on August 14, 2017, to identify initiatives, possible for further negotiations within the Conference, to survey possible topics to be explored under Agenda items 5, 6 and 7 and on August 15, 2017, – to discuss possible recommendations and steps forward, which the Working Group may recommend to the Conference.

Summing up the outcomes of meeting on August 11, 2017, and wishing to foster the discussion I would like to propose the following questions to be considered by the Conference:

1. During the meeting we’ve learned about big amount of initiatives on radiological weapons, proposed by various delegations, like US – USSR, Hungary, Germany, Australia and Ecuador. Nevertheless, I’ve heard almost nothing about the possible ways to deal with this issue. 

Therefore I ask, if Member States are willing to establish an ad hoc working group or any other mechanism to discuss and elaborate possible legal measures, aimed to lower the risk of proliferation of radiological weapons, either based on joint US-USSR proposal or other proposals, e.g. on non-weaponization of radioactive sources?
2. Many delegations expressed concerns regarding addressing new risks and challenges for international security. 

Threats of development and use of new types of weapons of mass destruction, cyberwarfare, LAWS, possibilities for terrorists and other non-state actors to own and use WMDs and other emerging challenges were outlined by the majority of delegations.

Notwithstanding different approaches to address these issues within this room, I feel strong demand from the delegations to do this.
Therefore I ask you: 

What measures can the Conference take to address threats of development and use of new types of weapons of mass destruction, cyberwarfare, LAWS, possibilities for terrorists and other non-state actors to own and use WMDs and other emerging challenges? 
May the Conference wish to establish a review mechanism (formal or informal) to identify legal gaps and elaborate measures of response? 

3. Our discussion on Friday revealed different approaches to address issues under agenda items 5, 6 and 7. To find the way ahead delegations need to elaborate consensus. In my view, delegations may try to do this by broadening the use of informal mechanisms. There were examples of informal ad hoc working groups, informal consultations and even informal meetings outside the CD on CD matters, exercised by delegations in the past. And I assume such practice is useful to bring consensus to this room.

Therefore I ask you, if the Conference wishes to broaden the use of informal mechanisms, including informal consultations, informal meetings outside the CD on CD matters or informal working groups, to address the issues under a.i. 5, 6 and 7 and elaborate consensus approach?

Благодарю за внимание!
