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1. Committee Introduction
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UN Security Council

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) is one of the principal
committees of the United Nations, provided under Article 7 of the United Nations
Charter. UNSC was established in 1945 as a key body of the United Nations, which
was created in the aftermath of World War II. Officially established in 1945, its first
session was held on January 17, 1946. It was created with its main goals to prevent
future wars and maintain international peace and security. It replaced the League of
Nations, which had been ineffective in preventing the war. As one of the most
powerful organs of the United Nations, its primary mission is to maintain
international peace and security. It is the only UN body with authority to issue legally

binding resolutions, authorize military force, impose sanctions, and establish



peacekeeping missions. While other UN organs are partly limited to debate,
recommend, and compromise, the Security Council is the only UN organ with the
authority to make legally binding decisions that all UN member states must follow.

After World War II, the world’s major powers agreed on the idea that a strong
and cohesive institution was necessary to prevent another catastrophic war. Prior to
the UN, the League of Nations failed because major powers were absent or ignored it.
To resolve this issue, the UNSC was designed to ensure that powerful nations were
inside the system, not disregarding or trying to overthrow it. The founders believed
that international peace required cooperation among the major powers. In other
words, peace would only be possible if the most powerful nations agreed on collective
security, working together to stop aggressors and maintain order.

The United Nations Security Council is composed of 15 member states.
Unlike the other committees, where all countries have an equal right to vote, the
UNSC is structured to reflect a hierarchy of power. This hierarchy comes from the
belief held by the founders that international peace could only be guaranteed if the
world’s most powerful nations had a permanent and decisive role in global security
governance. The five permanent members, including the United States of America,
the United Kingdom, France, the Russian Federation, and the People’s Republic of
China, hold permanent seats, as well as political status and privileges. In contrast to
the P5, the ten non-permanent members are elected for two-year terms by the UN
General Assembly. These seats are distributed geographically to ensure diversity. The
intention behind this design is to create a balance between political power and global
representation. While non-permanent members do not hold veto power, they shape

debate, draft resolutions, chair committees, and reflect regional perspectives.



Every month, the presidency rotates among the 15 members alphabetically.
Though it appears mostly procedural, the presidency plays significant roles such as
setting agendas, leading meetings, and influencing which issues receive attention.
Thus, even short-term Council roles carry strategic and diplomatic value. The
structure of the Council embodies the fundamental tension at the heart of the UN,
following both Idealism and Realism within international relations. The Idealistic
principle notes that all states are sovereign and equal (UN Charter Article 2). The
Realistic principle signifies that several states have greater influence in maintaining
peace, and institutions must reflect power realities. Likewise, the UNSC sits at the
intersection of international legal equality and geopolitical inequality.

With the rising number of international conflicts, the Council has been active
in discussions about ongoing security issues. With many more voices from different
countries, it enables countries to call for ceasefires and a call for humanitarian aid. It
held discussions where countries were able to debate and influence one another,
resulting in diplomatic solutions. Furthermore, the Council actively renews mandates
to maintain peace and stability. In the case of the peace mission in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, it was reorganized to expand its mission, preventing violence and
ensuring peace agreements on both ends. These politically divided entities have
increased in tensions due to secession threats and disagreements over the authority of
the Bosnian peace process. Through this reformation, the Council was subsequently
able to renew the European Union Force Operation Althea’s (EUFOR-Althea)
mandate that ensured peace and stability. Additionally, it reaffirmed the international
commitment to ensure the sovereignty of Bosnia. Likewise, the UNSC ensures

international security via maintenance of the system.



The Council expands its agendas outside the security, engaging in
multidisciplinary global issues. Especially, it emphasizes the need for
climate-peace-security action, based on how conflicts drive environmental damage,
including contamination of waters and displacement to fragile environments. During
the 10035th meeting of Climate and Security: Environmental Impact of Armed
Conflict and Climate-driven Security Risks, the UNSC stated that damages to the
environment caused by conflict forces people into “hunger, disease and
displacement”, therefore resulting in insecurity and violation of human rights. This
idea was shown in reality; the Gaza Strip has been affected by extreme loss of tree
crops, polluted fresh water due to conflict. Similarly, in Ukraine, the destruction of the

Kakhovka Dam has led to land floods and damage to natural habitats.

. Agenda Background

Artificial intelligence drives economic growth and improves well-being in
societies however, it could also negatively affect international peace and security.
Through advances in machine learning, technology has made autonomous functions
easily accessible. Lethal Autonomous Weapons (LAWSs) systems, also known as
“killer robots™ are weapons that, once activated, can attack objects and people without
the need for human control. The United Nations has held discussions on a treaty to
ban LAWSs with the support of 30 nations. However, the United States and Russia
have combined to block discussions on a legally binding instrument. In 2021, the
United States pushed for a non-binding code of conduct (The Guardian). These gaps
in the International Humanitarian Law (IHL) make frameworks and policies weak.

The structural sector sheds light on the international rivalry of producing

LAWSs. This phenomenon intensifies an arms race logic, and therefore becomes



rapidly prevalent across militaries. It also showcases how it creates diplomatic friction
rather than consensus among states. The culture of technology and the fear of falling
behind advancements push the deployment of pressure for LAWs. The Armed Forces
want to reduce casualties on the battlefields, encouraging the use of new autonomous
technologies. Thus, once it is frequently utilized and becomes a new norm to rely on
machines during conflicts, it would be further challenging to set limits later on, and
would question the dilemma of morals.

Therefore, it is crucial to address this issue in a preventive manner, as
technology is growing rapidly and is utilized in field operations. A lack of an agreed
international framework may leave big risks to the nations. The later agreements are
formed, meanwhile, as more states adopt and deploy LAWs, it would be harder to set
policies and regulations. The interest of the major military powers of the P5 lies in the
freedom to operate as they have the technological upper hand. On the other hand,
developing states would be concerned about an asymmetrical system, meaning they

could be at a disadvantage in a high-tech arms race.

3. Previous Actions
a. International Level
i.  Group of Governmental Experts (GGEs)
Group of Governmental Experts (GGEs) on Emerging
Technologies in the area of LAWSs held conference sessions in Geneva
on March 3-7 and September 1-5 under the Convention on Certain
Conventional Weapons (CCW). The GGEs are expected to “submit a
substantive report to the Seventh Review Conference of the High

Contracting Parties to the Convention in 2026” (United Nations



General Assembly 12). Although they are currently working on
drafting elements of an instrument, it is yet to be decided. During the
conference, members stated their diverging views on strict control and
regulation. They “suggested that the Group focus on clarifying how
existing law, especially international humanitarian law, applied to
lethal autonomous weapons systems” (12). For context, according to a
report by the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research,

liability and accountability are two drawbacks of LAWs.

b. Regional Level

i.

il

Africa

The African Group, composed of 54 African states, issued a
statement on their support for the urgent need for a legally binding
instrument to regulate these fully autonomous weapons. They noted
that weapon systems that are not under human control should be
banned, since the gap of technology development causes international
distrust and digital dehumanization. The Economic Community of
West African States (ECOWAS) represented the concern of
humanitarianism and peace and security concerns, as the use of LAWs
without meaningful human control dismantles ethics and humanity.
Europe

During the UN General Assembly in December of 2023,
Austria presented the first-ever resolution on autonomous weapons
systems. The Humanity at the Crossroads: Autonomous Weapons
Systems and the Challenge of Regulation conference was held in the

following year in Vienna. The resolution covered the need for support



iii.

through the GGEs on Emerging Technologies in the area of LAWSs. It
notably requests the member states to submit a substantive report on
the views to the General Assembly. According to the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of Austria, the government supports international
regulations that oversee these autonomous weapons, mentioning the
importance of strict human supervision over LAWs.

Asia

During the 77th UN General Assembly First Committee
meeting, Tiirkiye stated that LAWs with no human control are
undesirable and negatively conflict with international humanitarian
law. They remain steadfast on a resolution towards strengthening
international cooperation to combat the illegal trade of Small Arms and
Light Weapons (SALWs). Their stance has had a consecutive
successful agreement in the 7th and 8th Biennial Meetings of States
Parties in 2021 and 2022.

During the Manila Meeting on Indo-Pacific Perspectives on
Autonomous Weapon Systems in 2023, the Philippines urged the
importance of advanced negotiation to ensure the secure control of
growing threats from LAWSs. The nations emphasized the urgent need
to regulate these technologies and create a legally binding instrument
to address the challenges of humanity and international security threats
caused by these LAWs. China emphasized that a “treaty framework is
the appropriate means,” stating a legally binding instrument to regulate
LAWSs, and highlighted the urgent action to adapt to these

technologies. In the UN General Assembly Resolution 78/241, China



requested the UN Secretary-General to prepare a report on the opinions
of other member and observer states on LAWs and their methods to
address the negative issues LAWs affect. Furthermore, China
continued to address those issues by giving a submission to the UN
Secretary General in pursuit of a resolution on LAWS in May of 2024.
¢. Non-Governmental Organizations
i.  Campaign to Stop Killer Robots (CSKR)

CSKR launched on April 23, 2013. It is a collaboration of
NGOs, including Human Rights Watch, International Committee for
Robot Arms Control (ICRAC), International Peace Bureau, and
multiple others, aiming for an international legally binding treaty that
prohibits weapon systems without human interventions and strict
regulation on other autonomous weapons. The committee comprises
Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International, International Committee
for Robot Arms Control, and more.

The campaign engages with nations in diplomatic forums and
pushes the need for treaty negotiation or strong regulation. The
campaign releases petitions and materials to raise awareness regarding
LAWSs. Furthermore, experts and human rights activists, and other
regional organizations cooperate to strengthen global networks. The
Campaign to Stop Killer Robots has areceived the 2024 Golden Dove

International Peace Prize.

4. Possible Actions

a. Suspension of all Lethal Autonomous Weapons (LAWs)



c.

The suspension includes the production and the use of LAWSs before a
fully established framework is discussed. It extremely allows nations to more
practically formulate and better adhere to upcoming frameworks and policies.
Regional Cooperation

Collaborations among regional blocs, including the African Union,
European Union and other blocs, help build better consensus on standards of
deployment of LAWS. Clear communication, sharing knowledge on Al
evaluations, and varying civilian protection protocols maintain transparency
within states and blocs, leading to the prevention of LAWs arms race.
Establishing an International Treaty or Global Policy

This includes the proposal of a strong, legally binding framework that
focuses on the responsible use of LAWSs, and the addition of a region-specific
structured framework. The codification of defined meaningful human control
is necessary. Additionally, mandating reports for openness and ensuring the
verification procedures for the production of LAWs are expected to have the
effect of mitigating indiscriminate proliferation.

Monitoring and Verifying creation of LAWs

Through the establishment of a specialized UN body or a sub-agency,
it is able to focus on the inspection of states declaring the making and testing
of LAWs and the investigation on states that fail to report their production.
Monitoring the deployment and report on any civilian harms or malfunctions
are crucial steps for management. These mechanisms would provide a strict
technical guide for the safe utilization.

Liability Framework

Focusing when states fail to report or cause harm by LAWs would



suffer from legal consequences for misuse and harm to civilians through
negligence. Such frameworks would be needed to insure binding measures to
states or blocs that fail to adhere to policies, this would ensure actors to remain

legally accountable and comply with developed frameworks and policies.

5. Defining of Key Terms
a. Lethal Autonomous Weapon Systems (LAWS)

LAWSs refer to a destructive class of weapon system that uses sensor
and computer algorithms to independently identify a target, engage, and
destroy the target without the need for manual human control.

b. Meaningful Human Control (MHC)

MHC refers to a principle that humans should keep oversight and
responsibility for the decisions made by artificial intelligence systems,
especially in fields that involve the use of force.

¢. Autonomous

To be autonomous represents the ability to control itself and the
independent ability to make its own decisions. In this case, weapons powered
by technology like Al can make their own decisions on targets and
deployment.

d. Legally Binding

To be legally binding involves a formal document or an agreement that
is enforceable by law, meaning the obligation of parties to fulfil and promise
their commitments. If not, they would face legal consequences such as
lawsuits or fines. Considerations of international parties should be agreed

upon by additional stakeholders.



c.

Treaty

Treaties are agreements or arrangements that are formed by a
negotiation between two or more political authorities. These are formally
signed by representatives.
Digital Dehumanization

Digital dehumanization refers to the use of technology to deprive
people of their dignity, turning them into data or stereotypes and treating them

as less than human. This happens through digital abuse and cyber attacks.

6. Key Questions

a.

What are the fundamental reasons behind the rapid growth and application of
lethal autonomous weapons systems?
What are specific legal frameworks or policies needed to ensure that humans
would have the final decision making authority over these LAWS?
How can a legally binding framework that works for all countries be
developed?

1. In contrast to nations that have fewer technological resources, how do

states with advanced military capabilities perceive LAWS?

Which of the following competing interests of international stability, national
security, technical innovation, and humanitarian safety should be given
priority in UNSC recommendations?
In what ways can the UNSC promote global collaboration and transparency

while upholding national sovereignty?
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