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TEXT OF ARTICLE 11 
 

 
1. The General Assembly may consider the general principles of cooperation in the 

maintenance of international peace and security, including the principles governing 

disarmament and the regulation of armaments, and may make recommendations with 

regard to such principles to the Members or to the Security Council or to both.  

 

2. The General Assembly may discuss any questions relating to the maintenance of 

international peace and security brought before it by a Member of the United Nations, or 

by the Security Council, or by a State which is not a Member of the United Nations in 

accordance with Article 35, paragraph 2, and except as provided in Article 12, may make 

recommendations with regard to any such questions to the State or States concerned or to 

the Security council or to both. Any such question on which action is necessary shall be 

referred to the Security Council by the General Assembly either before or after discussion.

  

 

3. The General Assembly may call the attention of the Security Council to situations which 

are likely to endanger international peace and security.  

 

4. The powers of the General Assembly set forth in this Article shall not limit the general 

scope of Article 10. 

 

 

I. INTRODUCTORY NOTE 
 

 

1.  The structure of the present study predominantly follows that of the previous 

corresponding study of Article 11, as found in Supplement No. 10.  The major headings 

and subheadings of the previous study have been retained, with the exception of certain 

subheadings that have been added or amended where necessary. Except where otherwise 

noted, all references are to actions, activities and events that took place during the period 

under review, 2010 to 2015.  

 

2.  This study does not incorporate a listing of resolutions in annexes. In lieu of 

annexes, resolutions pertaining to general principles of cooperation in the maintenance of 

international peace and security as well as those bearing upon the principles governing 
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disarmament and the regulation of armaments are referred to in the footnotes.   

 

3. As Article 11 is closely related to Articles 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 17, references 

may be made to studies relating to these closely linked Articles in pursuance of a more 

comprehensive view of the constitutional issues with regard to the respective competence 

of the General Assembly concerning the maintenance of peace and security.   

 

4.  Decisions undertaken by the Security Council will not be analyzed in this study as 

the activities of the Security Council on the subject of disarmament are covered under 

article 26 of the UN Charter. Similarly, activities of the Security Council about peace and 

security are covered under Chapters VI and VII of the UN Charter.  

 

 

II.  GENERAL SURVEY 
 
 

5.  The General Assembly adopted many resolutions pertaining to the maintenance of 

peace and security as well as on disarmament, as provided for in section A below.  

 

6.  Amongst the resolutions adopted, 16 resolutions of the General Assembly            

explicitly refer to Article 11. Notably, these resolutions focused on four subjects 

specifically pertaining to disarmament matters. The topics of the resolutions included:       

the revitalization of the work of the General Assembly1, revitalizing the work of the 

Conference on Disarmament and taking forward multilateral disarmament negotiations2, 

the United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa3   and taking 

forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations 4   

 

7   In accordance with paragraph 1 and 2 of Article 11  the General Assembly discussed 

many topics on the maintenance of international peace and security and made 

 
1 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 65/315, 66/294, 67/297, 68/307, 69/321. 
2 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 65/93, 66/66. 
3 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 66/58, 67/69, 68/61, 69/74, 70/66.   
4 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 67/56, 68/46, 69/41, 70/33.   

https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/315
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/294
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/297
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/307
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/321
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/93
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/66
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/58
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/69
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/61
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/74
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/66
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/56
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/46
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/41
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/33
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recommendations to all States  The topics included  inter alia  the Implementation of the 

Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples by the 

Specialized Agencies and the International Institutions Associated with the                     

United Nations5; Use of Mercenaries as a Means of Violating Human Rights and Impeding 

the Exercise of the Right of Peoples to Self-Determination6 and the General Assembly also 

made requests to all States with regards to the Dissemination of Information on 

Decolonization 7    

 

8   Further  the General Assembly continued its consideration of the general principles 

of cooperation in the maintenance of international peace and security  including principles 

governing disarmament matters  No recommendations were made to the Security Council 

during the period under review on the question of disarmament  

 

9.  The General Assembly achieved a number of important accomplishments and 

resolutions. Notably, in 2010, the General Assembly acknowledged the successful renewal 

of the New START Treaty between the United States and the Russian Federation.8 In April 

2013, the Arms Trade Treaty was adopted through resolution 67/234B of the General 

Assembly.9 In 2010 at the first Nuclear Security Summit, the president of Kazakhstan 

presented a Universal Declaration for the Achievement of a Nuclear-Weapon-Free world. 

Subsequently, in 2015, the Declaration was adopted by General Assembly resolution 

70/5710. Pursuant to the adoption by consensus of the Programme of Action (PoA) to 

prevent, combat and eradicate the illicit trade in Small Arms and Light Weapons in All Its 

Aspects on 20 July 2001 at the United Nations Conference on the Illicit Trade in Small 

Arms and Light Weapons in All its Aspects in New York11, the UN has hosted Biennial 

meetings, including in 2010 and 2014, one Preparatory Committee in 2012 and one Review 

 
5 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 67/127, 68/89, 69/99, 70/96, see para 2.  
6 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 67/159, 68/152, 69/163, 70/142.    
7 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 64/105, 65/116, 66/90, 67/133, 68/96, 70/103.   
8 GA Resolution 65/61. 
9 GA Resolution 67/234B, para 1. 
10 GA Resolution 70/57, Annex. 
11 A/CONF.192/15 

https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/127
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/89
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/99
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/96
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/488/14/pdf/N1248814.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/448/57/pdf/N1344857.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/706/44/pdf/N1470644.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/440/40/pdf/N1544040.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N09/468/13/pdf/N0946813.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/519/50/pdf/N1051950.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/464/22/pdf/N1146422.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/486/58/pdf/N1248658.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/445/21/pdf/N1344521.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/418/03/pdf/N1541803.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/516/20/PDF/N1051620.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/282/23/PDF/N1328223.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/412/63/PDF/N1541263.pdf?OpenElement
https://www.un.org/events/smallarms2006/pdf/N0150720.pdf
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Conference in 2012, during the period under review. These topics will be covered 

extensively in the analytical section of the supplement.  

 

A. Summary of the activities of the General Assembly on the maintenance of 

international peace and security 

 

10.  The General Assembly adopted a number of resolutions implicitly invoking 

paragraph 1 of Article 11. These resolutions contained various aspects bearing upon the 

general principles of cooperation in the maintenance of international peace and security, 

including promoting the cooperation between the United Nations system and regional and 

subregional organizations or agencies 12 , advocating for multilateral relationships and 

strengthening of cooperative efforts among States in support of peace and security 

objectives 13 . Moreover, recommendations on general principles of cooperation in the 

maintenance of international peace and security were addressed to certain States, all States 

or Member States.14  

 

11. The General Assembly considered the annual reports of the Security Council six 

times. 15  In the course of discussion of these reports, some States emphasized the 

importance of enhanced dialogue between the Security Council and the General Assembly. 

Further, the General Assembly continued its consideration of ways and means of 

strengthening its relationship with the Security Council and with other main organs of the 

United Nations. Moreover, many Member States emphasized the importance of enhanced 

dialogue and cooperation between the General Assembly and the Security Council on the 

subject of peace and security. Notably, during this period, reform of the security council 

was discussed on a regular basis by the General Assembly.16  

 
12 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 65/46, 65/47, 66/38, 67/62, 68/56, 69/46, 70/42. 
13 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 66/32, 67/38, 68/38,  69/41, 70/31.   
14 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 70/96, 69/163, 70/142 , 68/96 , 70/103.   
15 See Reports: A/66/2, A/67/2, A/68/2, A/69/2, A/71/2.   
16 With adoption of decision 62/557 in 2008  entitled “to commence intergovernmental negotiations (IGN) 

in informal plenary of the General Assembly”  discussions shifted from oral exchanges of views to focus on 

seeking text-based discussions. From 2009 to 2014, the IGN negotiations were chaired by Afghanistan, 

followed by Luxembourg in 2015. IGN meetings were convened each spring, discussions centered on the 

categories of membership and proposals for enlargement of the Council. However, no text obtained the 

support of all member states. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/515/30/PDF/N1051530.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/515/36/PDF/N1051536.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/461/10/PDF/N1146110.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/482/32/PDF/N1248232.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/442/81/PDF/N1344281.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/664/89/PDF/N1466489.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/410/77/PDF/N1541077.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/460/74/PDF/N1146074.pdf?OpenElement
https://daccess-ods.un.org/TMP/5277086.49635315.html
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/441/73/PDF/N1344173.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/664/36/PDF/N1466436.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/409/81/PDF/N1540981.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/96
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/706/44/pdf/N1470644.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/440/40/pdf/N1544040.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/445/21/pdf/N1344521.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/418/03/pdf/N1541803.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/572/96/PDF/N1157296.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/579/83/PDF/N1257983.pdf?OpenElement
https://daccess-ods.un.org/TMP/8070559.50164795.html
https://daccess-ods.un.org/TMP/147542.962804437.html
https://daccess-ods.un.org/TMP/3049621.28400803.html
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12. In 2015, Jamaica presented the “Framework Document” outlining the pillars of the 

proposed reform, which the then president of the General Assembly named “a sound basis 

upon which Member States can engage in text-based negotiations during the next phase of 

the IGN”  Thereafter  members continued discussions on the subject based on the 2015 

Framework document. Further, in 2015, the Chair of the Intergovernmental Negotiations 

(IGN) on Security Council Reform placed forth a Framework Document which “outlined 

the broad approach moving forward with the reform”17.  

 

13. In addition, a number of resolutions were adopted in reference to the reform of the 

Security Council, entitled “Report of the Special Committee on the Charter of the United 

Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization”18 which took note of 

“the report of the Open-ended Working Groupon the Question of Equitable Representation 

on an Increase in the Membership of the Security Council and Other Matters Related to the 

Security Council”19.  

 

14. The General Assembly also focused on strengthening the relationship between the 

Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly. The General Assembly 

recognized the role of the Economic and Social Council for peace and security. In a number 

of resolutions regarding  the “Second United Nations Decade for eradication of poverty”20, 

“United Nations Conference on the Least Developed Countries”21  and the “United Nations 

Conference to support the implementation of Sustainable Development Goal 14”22, the 

General Assembly highlighted the interdependence and the Economic and Social Council’s 

role in addressing the link between security and development in relation to attaining 

sustainable peace.  

 

 
17 Chair of the Intergovernmental Negotiations (IGN), Framework Document, 2015.   
18 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 66/101, 67/96, 68/115, 69/112, 70/117, 65/31, 64/115.   
19 Ibid. 
20 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 65/174, 64/216, 66/215.   
21 See i.e., GA Resolution:  65/171.   
22 See i.e., GA Resolutions: 65/152, 70/226.   

https://www.un.org/en/ga/president/69/pdf/letters/20150327-seccouncilreform.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/464/88/pdf/N1146488.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/484/36/pdf/N1248436.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/446/35/pdf/N1344635.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/687/89/pdf/N1468789.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/428/83/pdf/N1542883.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/514/40/pdf/N1051440.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N09/468/73/pdf/N0946873.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/522/98/pdf/N1052298.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N09/474/79/pdf/N0947479.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/471/72/pdf/N1147172.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/522/80/pdf/N1052280.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/521/66/img/N1052166.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/452/34/pdf/N1545234.pdf?OpenElement
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15. Further, enhanced cooperation between the Security Council and the General 

Assembly was discussed during this period  In 2015  the resolution on the “Revitalization 

of the work of the General Assembly”23, referred to more effective cooperation between 

the Council and the General Assembly, regarding the process for selection of a new 

Secretary-General. General Assembly Resolution 69/321 for the first time envisaged joint 

activity by the Council and the General Assembly, by inviting both principal organs to 

begin the selection process by “circulating a joint letter inviting candidates to be presented 

in a timely manner and to circulate joint information on candidates on an ongoing basis” 24  

 

16. Moreover, with implicit reference to paragraph 2 Article 11, the General Assembly 

also discussed a range of specific questions and situations relating to the maintenance of 

international peace and security and made recommendations thereon. These questions 

included, inter alia, the situation in Afghanistan25; The Israeli settlements in the Occupied 

Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and the occupied Syrian Golan26; Peaceful 

settlement of the question of Palestine27; 

The Situation in the Syrian Arab Republic28; The Occupied Syrian Golan29; Zone of peace 

and cooperation of the South Atlantic30; The ending of economic, commercial and financial 

embargo against Cuba31; Effects of atomic radiation32; International cooperation in the 

peaceful uses of outer space33; Assistance in mine action34; University for Peace35; themes 

related to Non-Self-Governing Territories 36 ; Dissemination of information on 

decolonization37; Declaration on the Granting of independence to Colonial Countries38; 

 
23 See GA Resolution: 69/321.   
24 Ibid. 
25 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 65/8, 69/18, 70/77.   
26 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 70/89, 69/92, 66/78.   
27 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 65/16, 66/17, 68/15, 70/15.   
28 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 67/262, 66/253A, 66/253B. 
29 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 67/122, 68/84, 69/94, 70/91. 
30 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 69/322, 65/121, 65/121.   
31 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 66/6, 67/4.   
32 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 66/70, 67/112, 68/73.   
33 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 67/113, 69/85, 70/82.   
34 See e.g., GA Resolution:  70/80.   
35 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 67/111, 70/79.   
36 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 70/94, 70/95, 70/97.   
37 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 65/116, 66/90, 67/133, 68/96, 70/103. 
38 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 66/91, 68/89, 70/96.   

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/278/35/PDF/N1527835.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/8
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/18
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/77
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/89
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/92
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/78
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/513/50/PDF/N1051350.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/459/84/PDF/N1145984.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/440/35/PDF/N1344035.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/390/36/PDF/N1539036.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/494/32/PDF/N1249432.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/474/00/PDF/N1147400.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/452/69/PDF/N1245269.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/485/92/PDF/N1248592.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/444/49/PDF/N1344449.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/675/30/PDF/N1467530.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/417/18/PDF/N1541718.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/322
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/121
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/121
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/6
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/4
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/463/02/PDF/N1146302.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/485/32/PDF/N1248532.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/443/83/PDF/N1344383.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/113
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/85
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/82
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/416/26/PDF/N1541626.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/485/26/PDF/N1248526.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/416/18/PDF/N1541618.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/94
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/95
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/97
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N10/519/50/PDF/N1051950.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/464/22/PDF/N1146422.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/486/58/PDF/N1248658.pdf?OpenElement
https://daccess-ods.un.org/TMP/3011225.46195984.html
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/418/03/PDF/N1541803.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/91
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/89
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/96
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United Nations public information policies and activities39; Comprehensive review of 

special political missions40; Effects of armed conflict on treaties41; Prevention of armed 

conflict42; Comprehensive review of the whole question of peacekeeping operations in all 

their aspects43.  

 

B. Summary of the activities of the General Assembly on disarmament and the 

regulation of armaments 

 

17.  The General Assembly adopted many resolutions with regards to the principles 

governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments. The topics of these resolutions 

encompassed, inter alia, Convening of the fourth special session of the General Assembly 

devoted to disarmament 44 ,  Reports of the International Atomic Energy Agency 45 ; 

Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of peace46; African 

Nuclear- Weapon-Free Zone Treaty 47 ; Developments in the field of information and 

telecommunications in the context of international security48; Establishment of a nuclear-

weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle East49; Conclusion of effective international 

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of 

nuclear weapons50; Prevention of arms race in outer space51; Topics on General and 

complete disarmament52; Review and implementation of the Concluding Document of the 

 
39 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 68/86A-B, 69/96A-B. 
40 See e.g., GA Resolutions: 67/123, 68/85, 69/95, 70/92.   
41See e.g., GA Resolution:  66/99.   
42See e.g., GA Resolutions: 65/283,  68/303, 65/7.   
43 See e.g., GA Resolutions:65/310, 68/277, 69/287.   
44 See e.g., GA Resolution:  65/66.   
45 See e.g., GA Resolutions:  65/9, 66/7, 67/3, 69/7, 70/10.   
46 See e.g., GA Resolution:  66/22.   
47 See e.g., GA Resolutions:  65/39, 66/23, 67/26, 68/25, 69/26, 70/23.   
48 See e.g., GA Resolutions:  65/41, 66/24, 69/28, 70/237.   
49 See e.g., GA Resolutions:  66/25, 68/27, 69/29, 70/24.   
50 See e.g., GA Resolutions:   65/43, 66/26, 67/29, 68/28, 69/30, 70/25.   
51 See e.g.,  GA Resolutions on Prevention of an arms race in outer space: 65/44, 66/27, 67/30  

  and GA Resolutions on No first placement of weapons in outer space: 69/32, 70/27.   
52  See e.g.,  Nuclear disarmament: GA Resolutions 67/60, 68/47 , 69/48; Relationship between 

disarmament and development: GA Resolutions 69/56, 70/32, 65/52, Conventional arms control at the 

regional and subregional levels: 66/37, 67/62, 68/56; Special sessions devoted to disarmament: GA 

Resolution 65/66 ; observance of environmental norms in the drafting and implementation of agreements 

on disarmament and arms control: GA Resolutions 66/31, 67/37, 68/36; follow up to the advisory 

International Court of Justice on the legality of the threat or use of nuclear weapons: GA Resolutions 68/42, 

 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/444/61/PDF/N1344461.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/675/44/PDF/N1467544.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/485/98/PDF/N1248598.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/444/55/PDF/N1344455.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N14/675/37/PDF/N1467537.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/417/25/PDF/N1541725.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/99
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/283
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/303
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/7
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/310
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/277
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/287
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/66
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/9
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/7
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/3
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/7
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/10
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/22
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/39
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/23
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/26
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/25
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/26
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/23
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/41
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/28
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/237
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/25
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/29
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/43
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/26
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/29
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/28
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/30
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/25
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/44
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/30
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/32
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/60
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/47
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/48
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/56
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/32
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/52
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/37
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/62
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/56
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/66
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/31
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/37
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/36
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/42
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Twelfth Special Session of the General Assembly53; Review of the implementation of the 

recommendations and decisions adopted by the General Assembly at its Tenth Special 

Session 54 ; The risk of nuclear proliferation in the Middle East 55 ; Convention on 

Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May be 

Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects56; the Strengthening 

of security and cooperation in the Mediterranean region57; Convention on the prohibition 

of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin 

 
69/43, 70/56; Implementation of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, 

Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction: GA Resolutions 70/74, 65/48 ; 

Measures to uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol: GA Resolutions 65/51, 67/35, 69/53: 

Implementation of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfer of 

Anti-Personnel Mines and on Their Destruction: GA Resolutions 65/48, 67/32, 70/55; Treaty on a Nuclear-

Weapon-Free Zone in Central Asia: GA Resolutions  65/49, 67/31, 69/36; Reducing nuclear danger: GA 

Resolutions 69/40, 70/37; The illicit trade in small arms and light weapons in all its aspects: GA 

Resolutions 70/49, 65/64, 67/58; Towards a nuclear-weapon-free world: GA Resolutions 68/39, 69/37, 

70/51 ; Mongolia’s international security and nuclear-weapon-free status: GA Resolutions 65/70, 69/63, 

65/70; Disarmament and non-proliferation education: GA Resolutions 65/77, 67/47, 69/65; Measures to 

prevent terrorists from acquiring weapons of mass destruction: 65/62, 68/41; Confidence-building measures 

in the regional and subregional context: GA Resolutions 68/55, 69/46, 70/42 ; The Hague Code of Conduct 

against Ballistic Missile Proliferation: GA Resolutions 65/73, 67/42, 69/44 ; Information on confidence-

building measures in the field of conventional 

Arms: GA Resolutions 69/64, 65/63; Problems arising from the accumulation of conventional ammunition 

stockpiles in surplus: GA Resolutions 66/42, 68/52, 70/35; Transparency and confidence-building measures 

in outer space activities: GA Resolutions 68/50, 69/38, 70/53; The Arms Trade Treaty: GA Resolutions 

68/31, 69/49, 70/58; Preventing the acquisition by terrorists of radioactive sources: GA Resolutions 65/74, 

69/50; Compliance with non-proliferation, arms limitation and disarmament agreements and commitments: 

GA Resolutions 66/49, 66/49; Women, disarmament, non-proliferation and arms control: GA Resolutions 

67/48, 69/61 ; Follow-up to high-level meeting of the General Assembly on nuclear disarmament: GA 

Resolution 68/32 ; Countering the threat posed by improvised explosive devices: GA Resolution 70/46; 

Humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons: GA Resolutions 70/47, ; Ethical imperatives for a nuclear-

weapon-free world: GA Resolution 70/50 ; Implementation of the Convention on Cluster Munitions: GA 

Resolution 70/54.   
53 See .g., United disarmament fellowship, training and advisory services: GA Resolutions 65/82, 67/68, 

69/75; Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons: GA Resolutions 65/80, 66/57, 67/64, 

68/58, 69/69, 70/62 ; United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa: GA 

Resolutions 66/58, 67/69, 68/61, 69/74, 70/66;  United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament 

and Development in Latin America and the Caribbean: GA Resolutions 65/79, 66/54, 67/66, 68/60, 69/72; 

United Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the Pacific: GA Resolutions 

65/83, 66/56, 67/65, 68/59, 69/68, 70/65; Regional confidence-building measure: activities of the United 

Nations Standing Advisory Committee on Security Questions in Central Africa: 65/84, 66/55, 67/70, 68/62, 

69/73, 70/64; United Nations Disarmament Information Program: GA Resolutions 66/57, 68/58 , 70/62; 

United Nations regional centre for peace and disarmament: GA Resolutions 65/78, 66/53, 67/63, 68/57, 

69/70, 70/61.   
54 See e.g., Report of the Conference on Disarmament: GA Resolutions 66/59, 68/64, 70/67; Report of the 

Disarmament Commission: GA Resolutions 66/59, 68/63, 70/68. 
55 The risk of nuclear proliferation in the Middle East: GA Resolutions 69/78, 70/24.   
56 See e.g. GA Resolutions 65/89, 69/79, 70/71. 
57 See e.g. GA Resolutions 65/90, 68/67, 70/72. 

https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/43
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/56
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/74
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/48
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/51
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/35
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/53
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/48
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/32
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/55
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/49
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/31
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/36
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/40
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/37
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/49
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/64
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/58
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/39
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/37
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/51
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/70
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/63
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/70
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/77
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/47
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/65
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/62
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/41
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/55
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/46
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/42
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/73
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/42
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/44
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/64
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/63
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/42
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/52
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/35
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/50
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/38
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/53
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/31
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/49
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/58
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/74
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/50
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/49
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/49
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/48
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/61
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/32
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/46
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/47
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/50
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/54
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/82
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/68
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/75
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/80
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/57
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/64
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/58
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/69
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/62
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/58
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/69
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/61
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/74
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/66
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/79
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/54
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/66
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/60
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/72
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/83
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/56
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/65
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/59
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/68
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/65
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/84
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/55
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/70
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/62
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/73
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/64
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/57
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/58
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/62
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/78
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/53
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/63
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/57
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/70
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/61
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/59
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/64
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/67
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/59
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/63
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/68
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/78
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/24
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/89
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/79
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/71
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/90
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/67
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/72
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Weapons and on Their Destruction 58 ; Revitalizing the work of the Conference on 

Disarmament and taking forward multilateral disarmament negotiations59.  

 

18.  The Conference on Disarmament convened annual sessions throughout the period 

under review,60 starting in  January, May and August in 2010 61, January, May and August 

in 2011 62,,  January, May and July in 2012 63, January, May and July in 2013 64, January, 

May and July in 2014 65, and January, May and August in 2015 66. From 2010 to 2015 the 

Conference adopted the same agenda, with the items:  

 

“1  Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament  

2. Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters. 

3. Prevention of an arms race in outer space. 

4. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States 

against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

5. New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such 

weapons; radiological weapons. 

6. Comprehensive programme of disarmament. 

7. Transparency in armaments. 

8. Consideration and adoption of the annual report and any other report, as 

appropriate  to the General Assembly of the United Nations ”67 

 

19.  The Disarmament Commission convened four times. Notably, amongst the subjects 

discussed, the topic of the objective of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation of 

nuclear weapons was extensively considered by the Conference. This shall also be covered 

extensively in the analytical section of this supplement.  

 
58 See e.g., GA Resolutions 66/65,  68/69, 70/74. 
59 See e.g., GA Resolutions 66/66, 68/38, 70/33.   
60 Supra note 20. 
61 A/65/27 
62 A/66/27, GA Resolutions 66/21, 66/59 
63 A/67/27, GA Resolution 67/72 
64 A/68/27, GA Resolution 66/59  
65 A/69/27, GA Resolutions 69/27, 69/76 
66 A/70/27, GA Resolution 70/67 
67 See CD/1884, CD/1902, CD/1928, CD/1946, CD/1965, CD/2008 

https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/65
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/69
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/74
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/66
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/38
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/33
http://undocs.org/A/65/27
http://undocs.org/A/66/27
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/21
https://undocs.org/en/%20A/RES/66/59
http://undocs.org/A/67/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/72
http://undocs.org/A/68/27
http://undocs.org/A/69/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/69/76
http://undocs.org/A/70/27
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/70/67
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III.  Analytical SUMMARY OF PRACTICE 

 

A. Advancing Multilateral Nuclear Disarmament Negotiations 

 

20.  The Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons was adopted in 2017.68 A series 

of three international conferences on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons, 

convened in 2013 and 2014 respectively in Norway, Mexico and Austria, sought to present 

a facts-based understanding of the short- and longer-term effects of a nuclear weapon 

detonation. These conferences played an important role in building demand for urgent 

action to advance nuclear disarmament negotiations.  

 

21. In 2012  the General Assembly adopted its resolution 67/56  entitled “Taking 

forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations” 69  This resolution established “an 

open-ended working group to develop proposals to take forward multilateral nuclear 

disarmament negotiations for the achievement and maintenance of a world without nuclear 

weapons” 70 The resolution directly refers to Article 11 in the preamble, which recalls that 

“Article 11 of the Charter of the United Nations concerning the functions and powers of 

the General Assembly to consider and make recommendations, including 

recommendations with regard to disarmament”71.  

 

22.  Pursuant to the resolution 67/56, the General Assembly decided to convene the 

Open-ended Working Group in Geneva in 2013 for up to 15 working days.72 In addition, 

it was also decided that “the working group shall submit a report on its work reflecting 

discussions held and all proposals made to the General Assembly at its sixty-eighth session, 

which will assess its work  taking into account developments in other relevant forums ”73 

 
68 Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, 2017. 
69 GA Resolution 67/56, para 1, The resolution was adopted by a vote of 147 States in favour, 31 States 

abstaining and 4 States against the adoption of the resolution.69 Amongst the 4 States against the resolution 

were France, Russian Federation, the United Kingdom and United States of America, see also A/67/PV.48 

p.21. 
70 Ibid. 
71 Ibid. 
72 GA Resolution 67/56, para 2.   
73 Ibid, para 3. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/442/21/PDF/N1344221.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/624/40/PDF/N1262440.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/442/21/PDF/N1344221.pdf?OpenElement
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The Working Group met in 2013 and produced a final report which listed “Approaches on 

how to take forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations” as well as “Elements 

to consider in taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations”74. However, 

no recommendations were made in the final report.          

 

23.  Following the final report of the 2013 open-ended working group, the General 

Assembly adopted its resolution 68/46,75 which considered that the Open-ended Working 

Group constituted a step “towards taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament 

negotiations, engaged in discussions in an open, constructive, transparent and interactive 

manner”  The General Assembly also welcomed “the report of the Working Group on its 

work, reflecting the discussions and proposals made during its deliberations to take forward 

multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations”76. 

 

24.  Following the failure of the 2015 NPT Review Conference to adopt a substantive 

final document, the 2015 session of the General Assembly First Committee subsequently 

carried forward a number of new resolutions emanating from those seeking to being greater 

awareness to the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons. In accordance with its 

resolution 70/3377, the General Assembly established an Open-ended Working Group with 

a mandate to:  

“substantively address recommendations on other measures that could contribute 

to taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations, including but not 

limited to (a) transparency measures related to the risks associated with existing 

nuclear weapons; (b) measures to reduce and eliminate the risk of accidental, 

mistaken, unauthorized or intentional nuclear weapon detonations; and (c) 

additional measures to increase awareness and understanding of the complexity of 

and interrelationship between the wide range of humanitarian consequences that 

 
74 Open-ended Working Group to develop proposals to take forward multilateral nuclear disarmament 

negotiations for the achievement and maintenance of a world without nuclear weapons, Report, Geneva 

2013.   
75 GA Resolution 68/46, para 1. 158 votes in favour, 20 abstentions and 4 votes against, see also 

A/68/PV.60 p.28.   
76 Ibid. 
77 GA Resolution 70/33, para 3. 

https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/OEWG/Documents/finalreport.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/OEWG/Documents/finalreport.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/442/21/PDF/N1344221.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/592/26/IMG/N1359226.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/409/95/PDF/N1540995.pdf?OpenElement
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would result from any nuclear detonation;” 78 . 

 

Further, the resolution decided that the Open-ended Working Group “shall convene in 

Geneva  in 2016”79.  

 

B. 2010 Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) Review 

Conference 

 

25.  The 2010 NPT Review Conference adopted a Final Document containing a 64-

point action plan aimed at progressing implementation of the three “pillars” of the NPT 

(nuclear disarmament, nuclear non-proliferation and the peaceful uses of nuclear energy), 

as well as steps to implement the 1995 Resolution on the Middle East. The document also 

contained an overview of major concerns facing the NPT. However, many were 

disappointed that the goal of a legal framework with specific timeline towards the 

elimination of nuclear weapons could not be agreed80. Following the Conference, the 

General Assembly adopted resolution 66/2881 entitled “Follow-up to nuclear disarmament 

obligations agreed to at the 1995, 2000 and 2010 Review Conferences of the Parties to the 

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons” which welcomed the “adoption by 

the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 

Nuclear Weapons of a substantive Final Document containing conclusions and 

recommendations for follow-on actions relating to nuclear disarmament”82 

 

 
78 Ibid. 
79 Ibid. 
80 Ibid. 
81 GA Resolution 66/28, paras 1-4.   
82 Ibid. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/460/50/PDF/N1146050.pdf?OpenElement
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C. Preparatory Committee 2012, 2013, and 2014 for the 2015 Review Conference 

  

 

26.  The Preparatory Committee convened on three occasions, in 2012, 2013 and 2014, 

to undertake preparatory work leading to the 2015 Review Conference. 

 

27.  The first session of the Preparatory Committee for the 2015 Review Conference 

was convened in Vienna, Austria, from 30 April to 11 May 2012. At this first session of 

the Preparatory Committee, procedural issues including the date, venue and financing of 

the 2015 Review Conference were addressed, as was the nomination of the provisional 

Secretary-General of the 2015 Review Conference83, though the date and venue of the 2015 

Review Conference were decided at the second session of the Preparatory Committee84.  

Further, the Committee decided to hold its second session in 2013.85 The second session 

of the Preparatory Committee was convened in Geneva, Switzerland from 22 April to 3 

May 2013. During this second session of the Preparatory Committee, States Parties 

acknowledged some progress in the implementation of the commitments contained in the 

action plan adopted by the 2010 Review Conference.86 However, States Parties recalled 

that greater implementation efforts were required.87 Further, the second session of the 

Preparatory Committee decided to convene the third session of the Preparatory Committee 

in New York from 28 April to 9 May 2014. At this third session, the Preparatory Committee 

considered a “Draft recommendation” document which recalled “the importance of the full 

implementation by all States parties, especially the nuclear-weapon States, of article VI of 

the Treaty on the Non- Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons” and it was suggested that the 

2015 Review Conference should consider a number of steps towards that goal.88  

 

 
83 NPT/CONF.2015/PC.I/14, para 19. 
84 NPT/CONF.2.2015/1, para 22. 
85 Ibid. 
86 NPT/CONF.2015/PC.II/WP.49. 
87 NPT/CONF.2015/PC.II/CPR.2 
88 NPT/CONF.2015/PC.III/WP.46.   

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/343/31/PDF/N1234331.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/NPT/CONF.2015/PC.II/WP.49
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/prepcom13/documents/CRP2.pdf
https://undocs.org/NPT/CONF.2015/PC.III/WP.46
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D. 2013 UN High Level Meeting on Nuclear Disarmament 

 

28.  Pursuant to UN General Assembly Resolution 67/3989, to aid in the pursuit of 

complete nuclear disarmament, the General Assembly convened its first high-level meeting 

on nuclear disarmament on 26 September 2013. The purpose of the meeting was “to 

contribute to achieving the goal of nuclear disarmament”90. The meeting aimed to provide 

an opportunity for heads of States and other high-level officials to outline their policies and 

priorities regarding nuclear disarmament.  

 

29.  During the meeting, as stated in the document containing the Summary of the High-

level Meeting of the General Assembly on nuclear disarmament, many States expressed 

deep concern over the lack of progress in achieving a world free of nuclear weapons.91 

Several States also expressed concern “over reports that some States continue to 

quantitively increase their nuclear arsenals” 92 They also noted that despite the “global 

financial constraints large amounts continued to be invested in the modernization and 

development of new types of nuclear weapons” which is inconsistent with disarmament 

obligations. 93  The President of Austria, in particular, expressed frustration over the 

minimal progress and affirmed that “our collective efforts to move away from the nuclear 

abyss have remained too modest and brought only limited success […] Nuclear weapons 

should be stigmatized  banned and eliminated before they abolish us” 94 These declarations 

echoed the voices of other States demanding for more urgent action on nuclear 

disarmament. 

 

30.  While the main focus of the meeting was on nuclear disarmament, Member States 

could not refrain from also expressing their condemnation of the use of chemical weapons. 

 
89 GA Resolution 67/39, para 1; resolution was adopted by 179 votes in favour, 4 abstention and no votes 

against. 
90 Ibid, para 1. 
91 Summary of the high-level meeting of the General Assembly on nuclear disarmament: A/68/563, para 

22-34.   
92 Ibid. 
93 Ibid. 
94 Statement by H.E. Mr. Heinz Fischer, Federal President of the Republic of Austria at the High Level 

Meeting of the General Assembly on Nuclear Disarmament, New York, 26 September 2013. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N12/480/94/PDF/N1248094.pdf?OpenElement
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/HLM_UNSummary.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Austria.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Austria.pdf
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The Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade of Ireland, for instance, denounced the use of 

chemical weapons by stating that “the international community has recently conveyed  

rightly, its sense of complete revulsion at the use of chemical weapons in Syria, and, for 

the vast majority of UN Member States, the days of chemical weapons as weapons of war 

are over ”95  

 

31.  During the meeting, many heads of States also reemphasized the negative 

humanitarian consequences of the use nuclear weapons. 96  Further, the Irish Foreign 

Minister noted that “Ireland is very pleased to associate itself […] with the humanitarian 

consequences narrative which has re-emerged again within the current NPT review 

cycle” 97 . The statement also declared that the “humanitarian imperative for nuclear 

weapons disarmament is written into the DNA of the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty”98.   

 

32. However, the United Kingdom, the United States of America and France issued a 

joint statement expressing their support for a more “step-by-step” approach. The three 

States noted that while they “are encouraged by the increased energy and enthusiasm 

around nuclear disarmament debate, we regret that this energy is directed toward initiative 

such as the High-Level Meeting and push for Nuclear Weapons Convention”99. In the 

Statement, the States argued that they rather strongly believe “that this energy would have 

much better effect if channeled toward existing processes, helping to tackle blockage and 

making progress in the practical, step-by-step approach that includes all States that possess 

nuclear weapons”100.  

 
95 Statement delivered by Mr. Eamon Gilmore T.D. Tánaiste and Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade of 

Ireland at the High-level Meeting of the UN General Assembly on Nuclear Disarmament, New York, 26 

September 2013. 
96 H.E. Ambassador Mr. Rolf Nikel Federal Government Commissioner for Arms Control and 

Disarmament German Foreign Office on the occasion of The High-Level Meeting of the General Assembly 

on Nuclear Disarmament, September 26,2013.  
97 Statement delivered by Mr. Eamon Gilmore T.D. Tánaiste and Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade of 

Ireland at the High-level Meeting of the UN General Assembly on Nuclear Disarmament, New York, 26 

September 2013. 
98 Ibid. 
99  United Nations General Assembly High Level Meeting on Nuclear Disarmament Statement on behalf of 

France, the United Kingdom and the United States by Minister Alistair Burt Parliamentary Under Secretary 

of State 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 26 September 2013. 
100 Ibid. 

https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Ireland.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Ireland.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Germany.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Germany.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Germany.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Ireland.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Ireland.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ga/68/meetings/nucleardisarmament/pdf/GB_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ga/68/meetings/nucleardisarmament/pdf/GB_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ga/68/meetings/nucleardisarmament/pdf/GB_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ga/68/meetings/nucleardisarmament/pdf/GB_en.pdf
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33.  Other States disagreed with this argument of a “step-by-step” approach and 

expressed that they believe it to be an excuse offered by nuclear weapon possessing States 

to prolong the process in avoidance of complete nuclear disarmament. As noted by the 

Deputy Foreign Minister of the Republic of the Philippines  “assertions on deterrence are 

now archaic and the refusal of some States to set a definitive timeline for total elimination 

of nuclear weapons in favor of a “step-by-step” approach has become synonymous to foot 

dragging” 101 Thus, while many States voiced their frustration at the slow progress in 

nuclear disarmament, certain States still expressed aversion towards taking more urgent 

steps towards complete nuclear disarmament.  

 

34.  Further, during the meeting many States called for the convening of a “high-level 

conference in 2018 to review progress achieved on nuclear disarmament” 102 Many of these 

States considered that this 2018 conference “could identify ways and methods to eliminate 

nuclear weapons with the briefest possible delay, aimed at agreeing on a phased 

programme for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons within a specific time frame” 

in order to ban nuclear weapons.103  

 

35.  Subsequently, the General Assembly adopted its resolution 68/32, by which it 

decided to “convene  no later than 2018  a United Nations high-level international 

conference on nuclear disarmament to review the progress made” 104  The resolution 

recognized the “strong support  expressed at the High-Level Meeting of the General 

Assembly on nuclear disarmament, held on 26 September 2013, for taking urgent and 

effective measures to achieve the total elimination of nuclear weapons”105.  

 

 
101 H.E Mr. Evan P. Garcia Deputy Foreign Minister Republic of the Philippines, On the Occasion of the 

High-Level Meeting of the General Assembly on Nuclear Disarmament, 26 September 2013. 
102 Summary of the high-level meeting of the General Assembly on nuclear disarmament 

Note by the President of the General Assembly, 2013. 
103 Ibid. 
104 GA Resolution 68/32, para 6.   
105 Ibid, see also A/68/PV.60 :This resolution was adopted by 138 votes in favour, 20 votes against and 28 

with abstentions, p.12 

https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Philippines.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/26Sep_Philippines.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/HLM_UNSummary.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/HLM/HLM_UNSummary.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/441/37/PDF/N1344137.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/592/26/IMG/N1359226.pdf?OpenElement
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E. 2015 NPT Review Conference 

 

 

36.   Though outside the immediate scope of the General Assembly, work of relevance 

to article 11 was carried out at the 2015 Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT, 

convened from 27 April to 22 May 2015 at the United Nations Headquarters in New York. 

Despite the extensive negotiations, the Conference was unable to arrive at a consensus for 

the substantive portion of the draft Final Document. During the closing statement, the 

United States of America declared that “the language related to the convening of a regional 

conference to discuss issues relevant to the establishment of a Middle East zone free of all 

weapons of mass destruction and their delivery systems is incompatible with our long-

standing policies”106. Similarly, in the closing statement by the United Kingdom it was 

noted that they were disappointed at not being “able to find common ground on how to 

make progress on the Middle East Zone”107.  

 

37.  A productive discussion ensued during the 2015 Review Conference concerning 

the type of framework for attaining a world free of nuclear weapons. The Conference 

discussed the working paper submitted by the New Agenda Coalition (which consists of 

Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand and South Africa) to the Preparatory 

Committee in 2014 for consideration by the 2015 Review Conference.108 The working 

group suggested four frameworks for complete nuclear disarmament: a) a comprehensive 

nuclear weapons convention, b) a nuclear weapons-ban treaty, c) a framework agreement 

comprising mutually supporting instruments, and d) a hybrid arrangement.109  

 

38.  Pursuant to the discussions in the Conference, these four options were narrowed 

down to two options. The Conference noted that a possible “approach involves the 

negotiation of a stand-alone agreement, whether a comprehensive convention or a ban 

 
106 Remarks at the 2015 Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty Review Conference Rose Gottemoeller, Under 

Secretary of State for Arms Control and International Security United Nations New York City, NY, May 

22, 2015.   
107 Statement by Ambassador Matthew Rowland, UK Permanent Representative to the Conference on, 

Disarmament in Geneva, at the UN 2015 Review Conference of the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of 

Nuclear, Weapons, 22 May 2015.   
108 NPT/CONF.2015/WP.9, para 4.   
109 Ibid. 

https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/revcon2015/statements/22May_US.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/revcon2015/statements/22May_US.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/revcon2015/statements/22May_UK.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/revcon2015/statements/22May_UK.pdf
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/revcon2015/statements/22May_UK.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/064/98/PDF/N1506498.pdf?OpenElement
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treaty (the first and second options[  ])”110. The second preferrable approach consisted of 

“a framework agreement comprising mutually supporting instruments (the third option) 111 

Nevertheless, as no agreed outcome was achieved, the discussions were inconclusive. 

 

39.  As the 2015 NPT Review Conference came to an end, Austria delivered a statement 

on behalf of a group of 49 States 112  expressing disappointment at the inconclusive 

conference. The representative of Austria further stated that the goal of the conference was 

to achieve “a result that would not only be acceptable to all but that would actually advance 

the objectives of the treaty itself ” He emphasized that  “the fact that credible progress 

could not be achieved only underscores that we must continue with urgency in our 

efforts” 113  

 

40. At the 2015 Review Conference of the Parties to the NPT, a majority of States 

advocated for the total elimination of nuclear weapons. A group of 159 States114 submitted 

a Joint Statement on the Humanitarian Consequences of Nuclear Weapons delivered by 

 
110 NPT/CONF.2015/WP.9, para 9.   
111 NPT/CONF.2015/WP.9, para 10.   
112 Afghanistan, Argentina, Austria, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burundi, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, 

Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Guatemala, Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, 

Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Liechtenstein, Madagascar Malaysia, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mexico, 

Morocco, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, San Marino, 

Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, South Africa, Swaziland, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, 

Uruguay, Venezuela, Vietnam.   
113 2015 NPT Review Conference Joint Closing Statement, As delivered by Austria, 22 May 2015.   
114 Afghanistan, Algeria, Andorra, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, 

Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 

Botswana, Brazil, Brunei, Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central 

African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cook Islands, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire  

Cuba, Cyprus, DR Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El 

Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, 

Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Holy See, 

Honduras, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kiribati, 

Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao PDR, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Liechtenstein, Madagascar, Malawi, 

Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Federated States of 

Micronesia, Republic of Moldova, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, 

Nauru, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Niue, Norway, Oman, Palau, State of Palestine, 

Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint 

Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, 

Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, South 

Sudan, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Tanzania, Thailand, 

Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab 

Emirates, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe and Austria.   

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/064/98/PDF/N1506498.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/064/98/PDF/N1506498.pdf?OpenElement
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Austria in support of never using nuclear weapons again, under any circumstances.115 The 

statement reiterated the catastrophic effects of such weapons and affirmed that “all efforts 

must be exerted to eliminate” its threat 116  Nevertheless, this support towards nuclear 

elimination was opposed by a group of 26 States117 including the five-permanent members 

of the Security Council. The 26 States submitted a joint statement expressing the view that 

while acknowledging the consequences of nuclear weapons, they supported a step-by-step 

approach.  The group of 26 States expressed a need to work “methodically” with “realism” 

to “to attain the necessary confidence and transparency to bring about nuclear 

disarmament”.118 The five-permanent members of the Security Council also submitted a 

joint statement  reaffirming their “enduring commitment to the NPT”119.  

 

F. The establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and other 

weapons of mass destruction 

 

 

41. The subject of establishing a nuclear-weapon free zone in the region of the Middle 

East remained an issue of importance in the UN. The General Assembly resolution 50/66 

adopted in 1995 on this subject, calls for taking practical steps to make progress in 

establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.120 At the 2010 NPT Review 

Conference, a consensus action plan to work towards the implementation of the 1995 

resolution was agreed upon. 121  The 2010 NPT Review Conference confirmed the 

importance of maintaining progress “leading to achieving total and complete elimination 

of all weapons of mass destruction in the region” 122 Further, the consensus document 

adopted at the 2010 NPT Review Conference agreed to convene a conference in 2012 on 

 
115 2015 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 

Joint Statement on the Humanitarian Consequences of Nuclear Weapons. 
116 Ibid. 
117 Australia, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, Georgia, Germany, 

Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, 

Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, and Turkey.  
118 Ibid. 
119 Statement by the People’s Republic of China  France  the Russian Federation  the United Kingdom Of 

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the United States of America to the 2015 Treaty On The Non-

Proliferation Of Nuclear Weapons Review Conference 
120 GA Resolution 50/66, paras 1-4.   
121 NPT/CONF.2010/50 (Vol. I), para 7.   
122 Ibid, para 8.   

https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2015/statements/pdf/humanitarian_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2015/statements/pdf/humanitarian_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2015/statements/pdf/P5_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2015/statements/pdf/P5_en.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/conf/npt/2015/statements/pdf/P5_en.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N96/760/39/PDF/N9676039.pdf?OpenElement
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/npt/revcon2010/FinalDocument.pdf
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the establishment of a “Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and all other weapons of 

mass destruction, on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at by the States of the region, 

and with the full support and engagement of the nuclear-weapon states”123. Nevertheless, 

in November 2012, the co-conveners of the Conference issued separate statements on the 

postponement of the 2012 Conference. In a statement, the Non-Aligned Movement 

expressed “their profound disappointment […at] not convening the conference in 2012 as 

scheduled in accordance with the Conclusions and Recommendations for follow-on actions 

of the Final Document of the 2010 NPT Review Conference” 124As such, although a 

conference was scheduled, the 2012 Conference never took place.   

 

42.  In addition, a number of States attributed the failure of the 2015 NPT Review 

Conference to adopt a substantive final document to the lack of agreement on how to 

address the issue of a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass 

destruction free. According to the closing Statement by the United Kingdom  “this issue 

alone was the stumbling block”  The United States of America further specified in his 

closing statement that “the language related to the convening of a regional conference to 

discuss issues relevant to the establishment of Middle East zone free of all weapons of 

mass destruction […] is incompatible with our long-standing policies” 125  

 

43. According to the United States of America, the final document “set an arbitrary 

deadline for holding the conference” 126 Notably, the final draft document of the 2015 

Conference would have imposed March 2016 as the latest deadline convening a conference 

of the Middle East.127  Canada, similarly rejected to support the draft final document stating 

that negotiations on the topic of the Middle East should include Israel whom is not a party 

 
123 Ibid, para 7. 
124 STATEMENT OF THE NON-ALIGNED MOVEMENT (NAM) ON THE 2012 CONFERENCE ON 

THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A MIDDLE EAST ZONE FREE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND ALL 

OTHER WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION, New York, 29 November 2012. 
125 Remarks at the 2015 Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty Review Conference Rose Gottemoeller, Under 

Secretary of State for Arms Control and International Security United Nations New York City, NY, May 

22, 2015.   
126 Ibid. 
127 NPT/CONF.2015/R.3, para 169. 
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to the NPT treaty.128  Similarly, The United Kingdom stated that they did not believe that 

convening a conference as early as 2016 “would lead to a meaningful conference on the 

basis of arrangement freely arrived at by all states of the region” 129 Thus, on these bases, 

the United Kingdom, the United States of America and Canada opposed the adoption of 

the Final Document in relation to nuclear weapons in the Middle East. In a statement 

delivered on behalf of the Non-aligned Movement  Iran expressed the group’s 

disappointment in that the  

“3 delegations who objected the adoption of your proposal today are conscious of the 

impact of their action on the disarmament agenda in general and on the political situation 

in the Middle East. We are highly surprised to see that 2 depositories of the Treaty are 

ready to block the consensus of the Conference with the high cost, only to safeguard the 

interest of a certain non- party which has endangered the peace and security of the region 

by developing a nuclear weapon program and not placing its facilities under the IAEA 

Safeguards ”130  

 

G. Disarmament Commission 

 

 

44. During the period under review, the Disarmament Commission convened each year 

for a period of approximately three weeks between the March and May to discuss topics 

on disarmament.  

 

45.  Beginning in 2010, the first session convened in accordance with the General 

Assembly resolution 64/65131 which requested “the Disarmament Commission to meet for 

a period not exceeding three weeks during 2010, namely from 29 March to 16 April, and 

to submit a substantive report to the General Assembly at its sixty-fifth session” 132 Further, 

 
128 Canada Joins U.S. and U.K. in Breaking Consensus at 2015 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review 

Conference.  
129 Statement by Ambassador Matthew Rowland, UK Permanent Representative to the Conference on 

Disarmament in Geneva, at the UN 2015 Review Conference of the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons, 22 May 2015.   
130  Statement on behalf of the Group of Member States of the Non-Aligned Movement delivered by H.E. 

Hamid Baedi-Nejad Director General for Political and International Security Affairs Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran at the Closing Session of the 2015 Review Conference of the States 

Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, New York, 22 May 2015.   
131 GA Resolution 64/65, para 8.   
132 Ibid. 
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the General Assembly recommended that the Commission continue its consideration of the 

three items at its substantive session of 2010 which were: 

“(a) Recommendations for achieving the objective of nuclear disarmament and 

non-proliferation of nuclear weapons; 

(b) Elements of a draft declaration of the 2010s as the fourth disarmament decade;  

(c) Practical confidence-building measures in the field of conventional weapons. 

This item will be taken up upon the conclusion of the preparation of the elements 

of a draft declaration of the 2010s as the fourth disarmament decade, preferably by 

2010 and in any case no later than 2011;”133 

 

46. At the 2010 session, the High Representative for Disarmament Affairs, appointed 

by Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon  stated that “the Commission is beginning its work this 

year in an environment quite different from that which existed in past years. A fresh, 

affirmative spirit of multilateralism has been rekindled in disarmament and non-

proliferation deliberations in many arenas”  134  

 

47.  At this session the topic of trade of small arms and light weapons in the African 

region was the subject of extensive discussions. The representative of Nigeria speaking on 

behalf of the Group of African States noted that Africa having perhaps “one of the highest 

number of victims of the illegal trade, circulation and manufacture of small arms and light 

weapons  […] will constructively engage in this work”.135 The representative of Nigeria 

underlined that small arms and light weapons “as a result of the high mobility and lethality 

of these weapons and their destructive effects in most developing countries, […] are now 

being referred to as weapons of mass destruction.”136.  

 

48.   Although much was discussed during this session of the Commission, no real 

conclusions were drawn. As a result, the Chairman in his concluding statement noted that 

“even if this work has proved fruitless  the Commission has the merit of having provided 

 
133 Ibid, para 7.   
134 A/CN.10/PV.303, p. 1. 
135 Ibid. 
136 A/CN.10/PV.305, p. 3. 
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a framework for evaluating the danger facing humankind and of having heightened the 

sense of the urgent need to act to address them”137.  Further, two reports of working groups 

were introduced during this session.  The chair of Working Group I on the 

“Recommendation for achieving the objective of nuclear disarmament and non-

proliferation of nuclear weapons” introduced its report A/CN 10/2010/CRP 3 which 

focused on the objective of reaching consensus on the recommendation of nuclear 

disarmament and non-proliferation. 138  In addition, the Chair of Working Group II, 

introduced the Group’s report on agenda item 5  entitled ‘Elements of a draft declaration 

of the 2010s as the fourth disarmament decade’ as contained in document 

A/CN.10/2010/CRP.4. 

 

49.   Subsequently, the 2011 session of the Disarmament Commission was convened 

pursuant to General Assembly resolution 65/86,139 which requested the “Disarmament 

Commission to meet for a period not exceeding three weeks during 2011, namely from 4-

22 April and to submit a substantive report to the General Assembly at its sixty-sixth 

session” 140 . Further, the General Assembly recommended that the Disarmament 

Commission continue its consideration of the same three substantive items mandated 

previously by the General Assembly resolution 64/65141 of 2009.   

 

50.  In his opening remarks, the High Representative for Disarmament Affairs, stated 

that “the ultimate responsibility for the fate of disarmament initiatives lies at the doorsteps 

of Member States, whose policies, priorities and sheer persistence will shape the contours 

of our world to come  for better or for worse” 142   

 

51.  As with its 2010 session, the commission did not achieve much progress. The 

Chairman of the session noted that “at the end of yet another unsuccessful cycle  Member 

States need to act to restore the important role of the Commission […] in order to ensure 

 
137 A/CN.10/PV.308, p. 4. 
138 Ibid. 
139 GA resolution 65/86, para 8. 
140 Ibid.  
141 GA Resolution 64/65, para 7. 
142 A/CN.10/PV.310, p. 1. 
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that it fulfils its solemn mandates from the General Assembly” 143 . Further, after the 

discussions, in successive statements delegates expressed their regret at the lack of 

advancement of the Commission. 

 

52. In 2012, another session of the Disarmament Commission was convened in 

accordance with General Assembly resolution 66/60 which “requested that the 

Disarmament Commission to “meet for a period not exceeding three weeks during 2012, 

namely from April 2-20”144.  

 

53.  The session began with extensive deliberations on the most appropriate provisional 

agenda for achieving the most progress in the discussions, but consensus on the agenda of 

the session was difficult to attain. Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon stated that “the 

Commission today has only one responsible course to follow. It must focus its deliberations 

on finding common ground for addressing current and emerging global challenges”145. By 

the third day of the session, the Commission was still unable to reach consensus to adopt a 

substantive agenda. Many States146 such as Cuba expressed hope that “the lack of political 

will, which without a doubt has had an impact on the work of this Commission, will not 

prevent us from reaching agreement on a substantive agenda for the upcoming cycle of our 

deliberations”147.  Finally, after three days, two main substantive items were agreed upon 

for discussions  namely: “recommendations for achieving the objectives of nuclear 

disarmament and non-proliferation of nuclear weapons” and “practical confidence-

building measures in the field of conventional weapons ”148  

 

54.  During the session, the Chair of Working Group I introduced the group’s draft 

report, which provided general recommendation on nuclear disarmament and non-

proliferation “in the form of a non-paper reiterating elements from work done in 2008, 

2010  and 2011  […] As in the previous years  the draft report was strictly procedural. The 

 
143 A/CN.10/PV.317, p. 7. 
144 GA Resolution 66/60, para7-8. 
145 A/CN.10/PV.319, p. 2. 
146 Benin, Kazakhstan, France, Cuba, Russian Federation, United Kingdom, Viet Nam, Switzerland. 
147 A/CN.10/PV.323, p. 3. 
148 A/67/42, p. 2. 
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https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N11/462/42/PDF/N1146242.pdf?OpenElement
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lack of time — not the lack of effort — led to the lack of consensus ”149. In addition, the 

Chairperson of Working Group II introduced a “non-paper and two revised version based 

on last year’s text”150.  

 

55.  In 2013, the Disarmament Commission was convened in pursuance of the General 

Assembly resolution 67/71151   which requested “the Disarmament Commission to meet 

for a period not exceeding three weeks during 2013, namely from 1 to 19 April, and to 

submit a substantive report to the General Assembly at its sixty-eighth session”152. Further, 

the General Assembly requested that the Commission continue its work and make 

recommendations on the topics of: “recommendations for achieving the objective of 

nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation of nuclear weapons” and “practical confidence-

building measures in the field of conventional weapons”153. 

 

56.  At the beginning of the session, the High Representative for Disarmament Affairs 

stated that a goal would be to “revive the productivity of the Disarmament Commission as 

an international resource for cultivating what might be called the seeds of future global 

disarmament norms — guidelines, standards and recommendations that someday have the 

potential to flourish into customary practices observed by all States”154. Throughout the 

debates in the Commission, State representatives stressed the importance of nuclear 

disarmament as the top priority. The representative of Bangladesh, for instance, 

“underscore[d] the need for the conclusion of a universal, legally binding instrument on 

unconditional negative security assurances to all non-nuclear-weapon States as a matter of 

high priority”155. 

 

57.  In 2014, pursuant to General Assembly Resolution 68/63 156  the Disarmament 

Commission was convened to “meet for a period not exceeding three weeks during 2014  

 
149 A/CN.10/PV.328, p. 1. 
150 Ibid. 
151 GA Resolution 67/71, para 8. 
152 Ibid. 
153 Ibid. 
154 A/CN.10/PV.330, p. 3. 
155 A/CN.10/PV.333, p. 6. 
156 GA resolution 68/63, para 8. 
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namely from 7 to 25 April”157. Further, the General Assembly recommended that the 

Disarmament Commission continue the consideration of the same substantive items as in 

2013. At the beginning of the session the Deputy Secretary-General expressed the hope 

that this year would be different from the previous years characterized by lack of consensus. 

The Deputy Secretary-General noted that “It is still possible for 2014 to be a year for the 

diplomatic bridge-builders of this world to carry the day”158.   

 

58.  In the course of this session of the Commission, a number of States stressed the 

importance and urgency of unlocking the state of inaction and deadlock impeding the 

forum.159  

 

59.  Nevertheless, despite the urgency with which many States expressed their concern 

in moving towards nuclear disarmament, the 2014 Disarmament commission like its 

previous sessions concluded without an agreed outcome. The High Representative of the 

Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs expressed regret, believing that the 

“Commission missed a good opportunity to build on the positive developments witnessed 

during the past year and to send a clear signal that the period of stagnation that had troubled 

the disarmament debate was over” 160 

 

60.  General Assembly resolution 69/77161 requested the Disarmament Commission to 

meet from 6 to 24 April 2015.162 On 7 April the Commission succeeded in approving a 

provisional agenda which included the items: “Recommendations for achieving the 

objective of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation of nuclear weapons”  “Practical 

confidence-building measures in the field of conventional weapons”  and “Report of the 

Disarmament Commission to the General Assembly at its seventieth session”  163 

 

 
157 Ibid. 
158 A/CN.10/PV.337, p. 2. 
159 A/CN.10/PV.339, p. 3. 
160 A/CN.10/PV.342, p. 4. 
161 GA resolution 69/77, para 7. 
162 Ibid.  
163 A/CN.10/2015/L.1. 
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61.  During this session, many States supported the prohibition and elimination of 

nuclear weapons through a legally binding instrument. 164 Although many discussions 

ensued during the session, no tangible progress was achieved.  

 

H. The Conference on Disarmament 

 

 

62.  Similarly, little progress was made in the Conference on Disarmament. In 

accordance with resolution 65/85 of 2010, the General Assembly noted with concern that 

“the Conference on Disarmament has been unable to commence its substantive work, 

including negotiations, as envisaged by the General Assembly in its resolution 64/64” 165 

of 2 December  2009, or to agree on a programme of work.  

 

63.  Furthermore, on 20 July 2010, Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon wrote to Member 

States to invite them to a high-level meeting on “revitalizing the work of the Conference 

on Disarmament and taking forward multilateral disarmament negotiations”166. During the 

event many issues were discussed, such as the implementation of the 2009 programme of 

work167  “the necessity of addressing procedural matter by consensus”168. In addition, many 

Member States “expressed support for the convening of the fourth special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament to revitalize the work of the Conference on 

Disarmament”169. In the General Assembly resolution 65/93170 entitled “follow-up to the 

high-level meeting held on 24 September 2010: revitalizing the work of the Conference on 

Disarmament and taking forward multilateral disarmament negotiations”  the General 

Assembly decided “to include in the provisional agenda of its sixty-sixth session an item 

entitled “Revitalizing the work of the Conference on Disarmament and taking forward 

multilateral disarmament negotiations”171. 

 

 
164 A/CN.10/PV.350, p. 10. & p. 14 
165 GA Resolution 65/85, para 1. 
166 A/65/496. 
167 Ibid, para 12; see also CD/1864. 
168 Ibid, para 9. 
169 Ibid, para 7. 
170 GA Resolution 65/93, para 1. 
171 Ibid. 
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64. Further, in 2011, following the General Assembly resolution 66/66172, entitled 

“Revitalizing the work of the Conference on Disarmament and taking forward multilateral 

disarmament negotiation”  the General Assembly decided to convene a “follow-up plenary 

meeting of the General Assembly, held from 27 to 29 July 2011, to address the need to 

advance multilateral disarmament efforts”173. Subsequently, in its resolution 66/59174, the 

General Assembly expressed its concern that previous work had not resulted in sufficient 

progress and “called upon the Conference on Disarmament to further intensify 

consultations and explore possibilities with a view to adopting a balanced and 

comprehensive programme of work at the earliest possible date during its 2012 session, 

bearing in mind the decision on the programme of work adopted by the Conference on 29 

May 2009” 175  

 

65.  The 2012 session of the Conference ended without much progress. Consequently, 

in its resolution 67/72, the General Assembly noted “with renewed concern that  despite 

the efforts by States Members and successive Presidents of the Conference on 

Disarmament in the 2012 session to reach consensus on a programme of work on the basis 

of relevant proposals and suggestions, the Conference on Disarmament did not succeed in 

commencing its substantive work, including negotiations, as called for by the General 

Assembly in its resolution 66/59 of 2 December 2011, or in agreeing on a programme of 

work”176. 

 

66.  Furthermore, pursuant to General Assembly resolution 68/64 177 , the 2013 

Conference on Disarmament was also unable to achieve substantive progress. In the 

resolution  the General Assembly noted again that  “despite the intensive efforts by States 

members and successive Presidents of the Conference on Disarmament in the 2013 session 

to reach consensus on a programme of work on the basis of relevant proposals and 

suggestions, including the revised draft decision of 11 February 2013 submitted for 

 
172 GA Resolution 66/66, paras 1-2. 
173 Ibid. 
174 GA Resolution 66/59, para 2. 
175 Ibid.  
176 GA Resolution 67/72, para 1. 
177 GA Resolution  68/64, paras 1-3. 
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adoption and the draft decisions circulated on 21 June and 13 August 2013, the Conference 

did not succeed in commencing its substantive work, including negotiations, as called for 

by the General Assembly in its resolution 67/72 of 3 December 2012, nor in agreeing on 

and implementing a programme of work”178. The General Assembly further, called on the 

Conference on Disarmament “to further intensify consultations and to explore possibilities 

for overcoming its ongoing deadlock of well over a decade by adopting and implementing 

a balanced and comprehensive programme of work at the earliest possible date during its 

2014 session”179. 

 

67. Nevertheless, very much similar to the 2013 session, the 2014 session of the 

Conference on Disarmament could not approve a programme of work. As per the General 

Assembly resolution 69/76  the Assembly once again noted with concern that “despite the 

intensive efforts by State members and successive Presidents of the Conference on 

Disarmament in the 2014 session to reach consensus on a programme of work on the basis 

of relevant proposals and suggestions, the Conference did not succeed in commencing its 

substantive work, including negotiations, as called for by the General Assembly in its 

resolution 68/64 of 5 December 2013”180. Thus, the General Assembly reaffirmed the 

urgent need for the Conference on Disarmament to commence its substantive work in the 

2015 session and again called upon “the Conference on Disarmament to further intensify 

consultations and to explore possibilities for overcoming its ongoing deadlock of well over 

a decade by adopting and implementing a balanced and comprehensive programme of work 

at the earliest possible date during its 2015 session”181. 

 

68.  In 2015, the same concerns were expressed once more at the lack of advancement 

of the Conference. Specifically, in resolution 70/67, the General Assembly this time 

expressed “renewed concern” at the fact that the 2015 session the Conference “did not 

succeed in commencing its substantive work, including negotiations, as called for by the 

General Assembly in its resolution 69/76 of 2 December 2014, or in agreeing on and 

 
178 Ibid.  
179 Ibid. 
180 GA Resolution 69/76, para 3. 
181 Ibid. 
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implementing a programme of work”182. Again, the General Assembly called upon the 

Conference on Disarmament “to explore possibilities for overcoming its ongoing deadlock 

of almost two decades by adopting and implementing a balanced and comprehensive 

programme of work at the earliest possible date during its 2016 session”183. 

 

69.  Thus, while the Conference on Disarmament met yearly, no negotiations started. 

Despite the High-level meeting convened by the Secretary-General, the Conference 

remained in an ongoing deadlock during the period under review.  

 

I. Resolutions on Nuclear Disarmament in the First Committee 

 

 

70. A wide range of resolutions relating primarily to nuclear disarmament were adopted 

in the First Committee of the General Assembly during this period. On average around 60 

resolutions were adopted each year in the General Assembly on subjects related to 

disarmament including nuclear disarmament. It is possible to notice a growing number of 

First Committee resolutions concerning nuclear disarmament.  

 

71. Member States undertook efforts to set course for convening of the fourth special 

session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament by adopting an eponymous 

resolution184 on 8 December 2010. The resolution was adopted with 178 votes in favor and 

5 abstentions. Among the five abstentions were three permanent members of the Security 

Council. The resolution decided: 

1  […] to convene an Open-ended Working Group, working on the basis of 

consensus, to consider the objectives and agenda, including the possible 

establishment of the preparatory committee, for the fourth special session of the 

General Assembly devoted to disarmament; 

2. Also decide[d] that the Open-ended Working Group shall hold its organizational 

session as soon as possible for the purpose of setting a date for its substantive 

 
182 GA Resolution 70/67, paras 7-8. 
183 Ibid.  
184 GA Resolution 65/66 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/413/73/PDF/N1541373.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/66


32 
 

Copyright © United Nations 

 

sessions in 2011 and 2012, and submit a report on its work, including possible 

substantive recommendations, before the end of the sixty-seventh session of the 

General Assembly; 

 

Subsequently, Member States postponed the convening of the Open-ended Working Group 

to 2015 and to 2016, as contained in General Assembly decisions 69/518185 and 70/551 

respectively186. 

 

72. General Assembly Resolution 68/32  entitled “Follow-up to the 2013 high-level 

meeting of the General Assembly on nuclear disarmament” 187, adopted on 5 December 

2013, declared 26 September as the International Day for the Total Elimination of Nuclear 

Weapons devoted to furthering this objective, including through enhancing public 

awareness and education about the threat posed to humanity by nuclear weapons and the 

necessity for their total elimination, in order to mobilize international efforts towards 

achieving the common goal of a nuclear-weapon-free world. 

 

73. In a resolution adopted on 7 December 2015, entitled “Taking forward multilateral 

nuclear disarmament negotiation”, the General Assembly established an Open-ended 

Working Group “to substantively address concrete effective legal measures  legal 

provisions and norms that will need to be concluded to attain and maintain a world without 

nuclear weapons”188 and further decided that the open-ended working group shall also 

address  

 

“(a) transparency measures related to the risks associated with existing nuclear 

weapons; (b) measures to reduce and eliminate the risk of accidental, mistaken, 

unauthorized or intentional nuclear weapon detonations; and (c) additional 

measures to increase awareness and understanding of the complexity of and 

 
185 GA Decision 69/518 (Resolutions and Decisions adopted by the General Assembly during its sixty-ninth 

session Volume II, page 22) 
186 GA Decision 70/551 (Resolutions and Decisions adopted by the General Assembly during its seventieth 

session Volume II, page 19) 
187 GA Resolution 68/32, para 7  
188 GA Resolution 70/33, para 3. 
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interrelationship between the wide range of humanitarian consequences that 

would result from any nuclear detonation”189.  

 

In addition, the resolution specified that the work of the working group would be 

published in 2016. The resolution was adopted with 139 votes in favor, 34 abstentions 

and 12 against. Among the 12 abstentions were the five permanent members of the 

Security Council.  

 

74.  In 2015, a resolution entitled “Humanitarian Consequences of Nuclear Weapons” 

was also adopted. The devastating humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons were 

discussed by many States at disarmament conferences, the Disarmament Commission, high 

level meetings, review conference and preparatory review conferences.  Nevertheless, prior 

to 2015 no specific resolution had been adopted on the matter. Therefore, in its resolution 

70/47, the General Assembly highlighted many of the concerns expressed by States 

previously. Relevant paragraphs of the General Assembly resolution are as follows:  

“1  Stresses that it is in the interest of the very survival of humanity that nuclear 

weapons never be used again, under any circumstances; 

2. Emphasizes that the only way to guarantee that nuclear weapons will never be 

used again is their total elimination; 

3. Stresses that the catastrophic effects of a nuclear weapon detonation, whether by 

accident, miscalculation or design, cannot be adequately addressed; 

4. Expresses its firm belief that awareness of the catastrophic consequences of 

nuclear weapons must underpin all approaches and efforts towards nuclear 

disarmament; 

5. Calls upon all States, in their shared responsibility, to prevent the use of nuclear 

weapons, to prevent their vertical and horizontal proliferation and to achieve 

nuclear disarmament; 

 
189 Ibid. 
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6. Urges States to exert all efforts to totally eliminate the threat of these weapons 

of mass destruction;”190 

 

75.  In 2015, another resolution pertaining to humanitarian consequences of nuclear 

weapons was adopted entitled “Humanitarian pledge for the prohibition and elimination of 

nuclear weapons”191. In particular the resolution stressed “the importance of having fact-

based discussions and presenting findings and compelling evidence on the humanitarian 

impact of nuclear weapons in all relevant forums and within the United Nations framework, 

as they should be at the centre of all deliberations and the implementation of obligations 

and commitments with regard to nuclear disarmament” and further urged all States “parties 

to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to renew their commitment to 

the urgent and full implementation of their existing obligations under article VI, and calls 

upon all States to identify and pursue effective measures to fill the legal gap for the 

prohibition and elimination of nuclear weapons and to cooperate with all stakeholders to 

achieve this goal”192. Resolution 70/48 was adopted by 139 votes, with 29 States against 

and 17 abstentions.193 All permanent members of the Security Council either voted against 

or abstained from voting. 

 

76.  In addition, the resolution entitled “Ethical imperative for a nuclear-weapon-free 

world” was adopted by the General Assembly in 2015 , In its resolution 70/50 the General 

Assembly declared that:  

“(a) That the global threat posed by nuclear weapons must urgently be eliminated; 

(b) That discussions, decisions and actions on nuclear weapons must focus on the 

effects of these weapons on human beings and the environment and must be guided 

by the unspeakable suffering and unacceptable harm that they cause; 

 
190 GA resolution 70/47, para 1-6. This resolution was adopted by 144 votes for, 22 abstentions and 18 

votes against. China and Canada abstained from voting while France, the United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and the Russian federation voted against; see also A/70/PV.67, p.21. 
191 GA Resolution 70/48, para 3. 
192 Ibid.  
193 A/70/PV.67, p.22. 
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(c) That greater attention must be given to the impact of a nuclear weapon 

detonation on women and the importance of their participation in discussions, 

decisions and actions on nuclear weapons; 

(d) That nuclear weapons serve to undermine collective security, heighten the risk 

of nuclear catastrophe, aggravate international tension and make conflict more 

dangerous; 

(e) That arguments in favour of the retention of nuclear weapons have a negative 

impact on the credibility of the nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation regime; 

(f) That the long-term plans for the modernization of nuclear weapons arsenals run 

contrary to commitments and obligations to nuclear disarmament and engender 

perceptions of the indefinite possession of these weapons; 

(g) That, in a world where basic human needs have not yet been met, the vast 

resources allocated to the modernization of nuclear weapons arsenals could instead 

be redirected to meeting the Sustainable Development Goals; 

(h) That, given the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons, it is inconceivable that 

any use of nuclear weapons, irrespective of the cause, would be compatible with 

the requirements of international humanitarian law or international law, or the laws 

of morality, or the dictates of public conscience; 

(i) That, given their indiscriminate nature and potential to annihilate humanity, 

nuclear weapons are inherently immoral;”194 

 

The resolution was adopted by 132 votes for, 16 abstentions and 36 votes against. All 

permanent members of the Security Council either voted against or abstained from voting.  

 

77.  It has been suggested that the increase in the number of resolutions related to 

nuclear disarmament in this period may be attributable to the lack of progress towards 

reaching a consensus on a multilateral binding agreement on complete nuclear 

disarmament. In addition, the increase in resolutions on nuclear weapons may be equally 

as attributable to the lack of progress of multiple subsidiary bodies of the UN in forming 

 
194 GA Resolution 70/50, para 3. 
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recommendations and unblocking deadlocks in meetings and conferences during the period 

under review. 

 

J. Nuclear Security Summit: Universal Declaration on the Achievement of a Nuclear 

Weapon-Free World 

 

 

78. In 2015 the UN General Assembly approved the Universal Declaration for the 

Achievement of a Nuclear-Weapons-Free World put forward by Kazakhstan. The 

declaration was adopted through resolution 70/57195. The declaration was first proposed by 

the President of Kazakhstan at the first Nuclear Security Summit in April 2010. The 

declaration figures in the Annex of the resolution, which contains three main elements. 

Firstly, it underlined the total elimination of nuclear weapons as the only absolute 

guarantee against their use or threat of use: 

“1  We  the States Members of the United Nations  declare our shared commitment 

to the goal of achieving a nuclear-weapon-free world.  

2. We reiterate our grave concern at the danger to humanity posed by the existence 

of nuclear weapons and reaffirm that their total elimination remains the only 

absolute guarantee against their use or threat of use.  

3. We call upon all States to promote an atmosphere of confidence and trust to 

further comprehensive, sustainable international security and stability so as to 

contribute to a nuclear-weapon-free world.  

4. We reaffirm that any use of nuclear weapons will be in contravention of the spirit 

of the Charter of the United Nations and will be a violation of international law, in 

 
195 GA Resolution 70/57, Annex, The resolution was adopted following a vote of 133 in favor, 28 

abstentions and 23 States against. In this resolution as well, all five permanent members of the Security 

Council either abstained from voting or voted against the adoption of this resolution. No explanations were 

offered by any States regarding the motives of their votes  However  “Subsequently  the delegations of 

Angola and India informed the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour”  see A/70/PV.67, p.28 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/412/63/PDF/N1541263.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/406/51/PDF/N1540651.pdf?OpenElement


37 
 

Copyright © United Nations 

 

particular international humanitarian law, and also reiterate that nuclear weapons 

pose a serious threat to the very survival of humankind ” 

5. We emphasize the need to ensure that national policies and practices are 

consistent with the goal of achieving a nuclear-weapon-free world ”196 

Secondly, the determination to adopt a non -discriminatory, multilateral, legally binding 

instrument for the total elimination of nuclear weapons was reaffirmed in the declaration: 

“12  We reiterate that each article of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons is binding on its States parties at all times and in all circumstances and 

call upon the nuclear-weapon States to implement their obligations under the Treaty 

and commitments made at the 1995, 2000 and 2010 Review Conferences.  

13. We reaffirm our determination to implement nuclear disarmament 

commitments and obligations and to advance additional measures to strengthen the 

rule of law in disarmament, including the negotiation and adoption of a global, non-

discriminatory, multilateral, legally binding instrument for the total elimination of 

nuclear weapons.  

14. We recognize that achieving a nuclear-weapon-free world will be realized 

through a phased process that should have an agreed timeline.  

15. We call upon all States to take further practical steps leading to nuclear 

disarmament in accordance with the principles contained in the Final Document of 

the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly of 30 June 1978.  

16. We reaffirm that disarmament measures concerning nuclear weapons should 

satisfy multilaterally agreed criteria of strict verification, irreversibility and 

transparency and be undertaken through legally binding commitments to achieve 

the total elimination of all nuclear weapons ”197 

 
196 Ibid. 
197 Ibid. 
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Thirdly, the declaration stressed the importance of investing resources in strengthening 

peace and security and sustainable development and lifting the lives of millions of people 

out of poverty:  

7. We reiterate our concern at the human and economic resources that continue to 

be dedicated to the development, maintenance and modernization of nuclear 

weapons, and stress the need to invest those resources in strengthening peace and 

security and sustainable development and lifting the lives of millions of people out 

of poverty.  

8. We reaffirm the central role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament, 

non-proliferation and arms control processes.  

9. We reaffirm multilateralism as the core principle in negotiations in the area of 

disarmament and non-proliferation and recognize the urgent need to achieve 

progress towards multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament, in particular to 

enable the Conference on Disarmament to perform its mandate as set out in the 

Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly of 30 June 

1978.  

 

10. We reaffirm that nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation are 

mutually reinforcing processes ”198 

 

K. New START Treaty  

 

 

79.  Pursuant to General Assembly resolution 65/61 entitled “Bilateral reductions of 

strategic nuclear and the new framework for strategic relations ”199 the General Assembly 

welcomed the signing of the Treaty between the Russian Federation and the United States 

of America on Measures for the Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive 

Arms (the New START Treaty).  The START treaty is a bilateral treaty between the United 

 
198 Ibid.  
199 GA Resolution 65/61, paras 1-3. 
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States of America and the Russian Federation pertaining to the reduction and limitation of 

Strategic Offensive Arms 200 .  The treaty was effective December 1994 and expired 

December 2009 but was succeeded by the New START also known as the Strategic Arms 

Reduction Treaty.   

 

80.  Resolution 65/61 further:  

“3. Supports the consistent commitment of the Russian Federation and the United 

States of America to the continuation of efforts for reducing strategic offensive 

arms, and recognizes that the New START Treaty will foster the development of 

more favourable conditions for actively promoting security and cooperation and 

strengthening international stability;  

4. Recognizes the importance of the contributions made by Belarus, Kazakhstan, 

the Russian Federation, Ukraine and the United States of America, as States parties 

to the START Treaty, to nuclear disarmament as part of their commitment to 

fulfilling their obligations under article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear Weapons  

5. Welcomes the fact that the successful implementation of the START Treaty by 

the parties resulted in the reduction of their deployed strategic nuclear weapons by 

approximately 30 per cent during the fifteen-year span of the Treaty, thereby 

promoting security and cooperation and strengthening international stability;”201 

In addition, the resolution also noted with approval that:  

“7  […] The Russian Federation and the United States of America have stopped the 

production of fissile materials for use in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive 

devices, expresses support for the early commencement of international negotiations 

within the framework of an approved programme of work of the Conference on 

 
200 https://www.state.gov/new-start/. 
201 Ibid. 

https://www.state.gov/new-start/
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Disarmament in Geneva for the conclusion of a verifiable treaty to end the production of 

fissile materials for use in nuclear weapons”202. 

 

L. Adoption of the Arms Trade Treaty 

 

 

81.  During this period there was much discussion regarding the adoption of the Arms 

Trade Treaty. In 2006 the UN General Assembly passed Resolution 61/89203 in view of 

commencing work to establish a legally binding instrument. In 2007, the UN Secretary 

General proceeded to establish a Group of Government Experts204. Subsequently in 2008, 

the General Assembly adopted resolution 63/240 which convened an open-ended working 

group” 205 for 2009. 

 

82.  In December 2009, the General Assembly adopted resolution 64/48 which decided 

to “convene a United Nations Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty to meet for four 

consecutive weeks in 2012 to elaborate a legally binding instrument on the highest possible 

common international standards for the transfer of conventional arms”206. In addition, the 

resolution decided to “consider the remaining sessions of the Open-ended Working Group 

in 2010 and 2011 as a preparatory committee for the United Nations Conference on the 

Arms Trade Treaty”207. The resolution further requested that this Preparatory Committee 

convene four sessions “in 2010 and 2011  to make recommendations to the United Nations 

Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty on the elements that would be needed to attain an 

effective and balanced legally binding instrument […] and to present a report containing 

those elements to the General Assembly at its sixty-sixth session”208.  

 

83.  The First Preparatory Committee for the UN Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty 

convened in New York from 12 to 23 July 2010. At the first session the Goals and 

 
202 Ibid. 
203 GA Resolution 61/89, paras 1-2. 
204 A/63/334, p. 4. 
205 Ibid.  
206 GA Resolution 64/48, para 204. Resolution adopted with 151 votes for, 20 abstentions and a vote 

against by Zimbabwe, see  A/64/PV.55 p. 16.  
207 Ibid. 
208 Ibid. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N06/499/77/PDF/N0649977.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N08/491/10/PDF/N0849110.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N08/667/46/PDF/N0866746.pdf?OpenElement
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objectives of the Arms Trade Treaty were established and featured in the Chairman’s Draft 

Paper.209 The Second session of the Preparatory Committee met from 28 February to 3 

March, 2011. During this Second session, the Committee considered the scope, criteria and 

parameters, and international cooperation and assistance. 210  Subsequently, the third 

preparatory committee convened from 11 to 15 July 2011. At the Third session, the focus 

was primarily on the implementation and final provision of the treaty. 211  Finally, the 

preparatory committee held its Fourth session from 13 to 17 February 2012. In this last 

session, the Committee focused on procedural aspects for the July 2012 Conference on the 

Arms Trade Treaty.212 

 

84.  The UN Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty convened in New York City 

between 2 and 27 July 2012, with the participation of 172 States 213 . The Holy See 

participated as a Non-member State having received a standing invitation to participate as 

observer. Palestine was also allowed to participate as an “entity” observer in the 

Conference.214 The Conference thus opened on 3 July when the provisional rules and 

procedure of the Conference were adopted. Subsequently, on 9 July a programme of work 

until 20 July was adopted215 “by which it established two main committees”216. On July 

26th, the draft of the Arms Trade Treaty was presented, but due to divergent views on key 

part of the text, the Conference failed to adopt a treaty.217 In a joint statement, a group of 

90 States stated that “we believe we were very close to reaching our goals  We are 

disappointed this process has not come to a successful conclusion today. We are 

disappointed  but we are not discouraged”218. 

 

 
209 Chairman’s Draft Paper, First Session, 22 July 22, 2010. 
210 Preparatory Committee for the United Nations Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty, Second session, 

New York, 28 February -4 March 2011. 
211 Chairman’s Draft Paper  Third Session, 14 July 2011. 
212 A/CON.217/PC.IV/CRP.1 
213 United Nations Conference on The Arms Trade Treaty, List of Participants, 2012. 
214 Ibid 
215 Programme of work, ATT Conference, 2012. 
216 A/CONF.217/4 
217 Ibid. 
218 Joint Statement by 90 States, ATT Diplomatic Conference, 2012. 
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https://unoda-web.s3-accelerate.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/assets/ATT/docs/2012_List_of_Participants.pdf
https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/att/negotiating-conference/documents/programme-of-work-9-13-july.pdf
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 85.  Pursuant to this conclusion, the General Assembly adopted its resolution 67/234219 

on 24 December 2012 which expressed “disappointment that the United Nations 

Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty, convened from 2 to 27 July 2012, was unable to 

conclude its work to elaborate a legally binding instrument” and noted that “the draft text 

of the Arms Trade Treaty submitted by the President of the Conference on 26 July 2012 in 

conference room paper A/CONF.217/CRP.1 reflects progress in the negotiations, while 

being mindful of requests by some States for further time to consider that document”220.  

The General Assembly also decided “to convene in New York, from 18 to 28 March 2013, 

the Final United Nations Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty” 221. The Conference was 

governed by the rules of procedure adopted on 3 July 2012 and contained in document 

A/CONF.217/L.1, [and] was mandated to finalize the elaboration of the Arms Trade Treaty, 

in an open and transparent manner, utilizing the modalities, applied mutatis mutandis.222  

 

86.  As requested by resolution 67/234, the Arms Trade Treaty Negotiation Conference 

II was convened in 2013, where considerable efforts were made to reach a consensus 

outcome. At the beginning of the conference three draft treaty texts223  were introduced. 

Each text built on the previous draft and represented a “fair expression of negotiations, 

compromise between many different interests in the room”224. However, the second and 

final Conference was not able to arrive at a consensus for the adoption of a negotiated treaty 

text. As reported by the President of the Final Conference, “due to the objections of the 

Islamic Republic of Iran  the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and the Syrian Arab 

Republic”225 the Final Conference could not achieve its goal. 

 

87. In follow up to the Final Conference, as per resolution 67/234A the President of the 

Final United Nations Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty Conference had to “report on 

the outcome of the Conference to the General Assembly at a meeting to be held as a soon 

 
219 GA Resolution 67/234A, paras 3-5. 
220 Ibid.  
221 Ibid. 
222 Ibid. 
223 Report to the General Assembly of the President of the Final United Nations Conference on the Arms 

Trade Treaty, 2 April 2013, New York. 
224 Ibid. para 2. 
225 Ibid. 
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as possible after 28 March 2013”226.  Thus, the negotiated treaty text was brought before 

the General Assembly. The draft treaty text was presented to the General Assembly by the 

President of the Final Conference who introduced the draft text as a “compromise text that 

represents the broadest possible input of delegations” 227  and “would establish new 

common international standard in the conventional arms trade”228.  

 

88.  As a measure of last resort, in resolution 67/234B the General Assembly adopted 

“the Arms Trade Treaty as contained in the annex to document 

A/CONF 217/2013/L 3”229. This 

resolution was adopted by 154 votes in favour, 23 abstentions and 3 votes against.  The 

three states who voted against the adoption of the resolution were the Democratic People’s 

Republic of Korea, Islamic Republic of Iran, and Syrian Arab Republic. Prior to and after 

the vote was taken several States delivered statements explaining their votes. The 

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea  Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Ecuador, and the 

Islamic Republic of Iran were of the view that the Treaty is imbalanced, due to an absence 

of “balance between the interest of exporter and importers”230  “limitations on exports or 

over production”231 and “the absence of legal provision prohibiting the diversion of arms 

to non-State actors”232.  

 

89. A second major point of contention for the States who did not vote in favour of the 

resolution was that the Treaty text failed to “prohibit unauthorized and unlawful non-State 

actors from possessing or using arms as defined in the scope of the arms trade treaty” as 

shipments of arms to non-State actors “is the main cause of the illicit proliferation of 

conventional weapons”233. Indonesia, Syrian Arab Republic, Cuba, Nicaragua, Bolivia 

(Plurinational State of), Russian Federation, Ecuador, India, and Belarus all cited the 

 
226 GA Resolution 67/234A, para 2. 
227 A/67/PV.71 
228 Ibid. 
229 GA Resolution 67/234B para 1. 
230 A/67/PV.71, p.12. 
231 Ibid, p.16. 
232 Ibid. 
233 Ibid, p.15. 
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omission of “non-State actors” from the treaty text as a reason for not supporting its 

adoption.  

 

90.  In addition  the General Assembly resolution 67/234B also requested that “the 

Secretary-General  as depositary of the Treaty  to open it for signature on 3 June 2013”234. 

A total of 67 States signed the treaty on 3 June, 2013 at the Arms Trade Treaty Signing 

Ceremony. 235  Pursuant to its Article 22 the Treaty entered into force 90 days after 

ratification by 50 States,236  which materialized on 25 December 2014.237 In addition, 

Article 17(1) of the ATT stipulates that “a Conference of States Parties shall be convened 

by the provisional Secretariat no later than one year following the entry into force of the 

Treaty”238. Therefore in 2015, the First Conference of States Parties was convened in 

Cancun, Mexico from 24 to 27 August 2015.239 

 

91.  In addition, since the adoption of resolution 67/234B in 2013, there have been 24 

resolutions directly mentioning the Arms Trade Treaty during this period. These 

resolutions referencing the Arms Trade Treaty pertained to the: “Intensification of Efforts 

to Eliminate all forms of Violence Against Women and Girls240, Illicit Trade in Small Arms 

and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects 241 , Regional Confidence-Building Measures; 

Activities of the United Nations Standing Advisory Committee on Security Questions in 

Central Africa 242 , United Nations Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and 

Development in Latin America and the Caribbean 243 , Problems Arising from the 

Accumulation of Conventional Ammunition Stockpiles 244 , National Legislation on 

 
234 GA Resolution 67/234B, para 3.  
235 Opening for Signature of the Arms Trade Treaty United Nations, New York, 3 June 2013, Remarks by 

H.E. Ambassador Peter Woolcott of Australia President of the Final United Nations Conference on the 

Arms Trade Treaty; See also GA Resolution 68/31. 
236 Arms Trade Treaty, 2013.  
237237 ARMS TRADE TREATY NEW YORK, 2 APRIL 2013, ENTRY INTO FORCE. 
238 Ibid. 
239 Arms Trade Treaty, First Conference of States Parties, Cancun, Mexico, 24-27 August, 2015; See also 

GA Resolution 69/49, See also GA Resolution 70/58. 
240 GA Resolution: 69/147. 
241 GA Resolution: 69/51, 68/48, 70/49. 
242 GA Resolutions: 69/73, 68/62. 
243 GA Resolutions: 69/72, 70/63. 
244 GA Resolution: 70/35. 
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Transfer of Arms, Military Equipment and Dual – Use Goods and Technology245, United 

Nations Regional Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Africa246, United Nations Regional 

Centre for Peace and Disarmament in Asia and the Pacific247, Women, Disarmament, Non-

Proliferation and Arms Control248, Assistance to States for Curbing the Illicit Traffic in 

Small Arms and Light Weapons249, and Transparency in Armaments250. 

 

M. Use of Chemical Weapons in the Syrian Arab Republic  

 

 

92.  The Syrian civil war began in March 2011. Since the start of the conflict 14 relevant 

resolutions were vetoed in the Security Council 251. During the period under review, 4 

resolutions252 were vetoed, all by both China and the Russian Federation.  

 

93.  Following requests by the Syrian Arab Republic and subsequently by other 

Member States to investigate separate allegations of the use of chemical weapons in the 

Syrian Arab Republic, the Secretary-General decided to establish on 21 March 2013 the 

UN Mission to Investigate Allegations of the Use of Chemical Weapons in the Syrian Arab 

Republic based on his authority under General Assembly resolution 42/37 C and Security 

Council resolution 620 (1988). The purpose of this specialized and impartial fact-finding 

Mission was to establish evidence related to the allegations of chemical weapons use. The 

General Assembly adopted its resolution 67/262 in May 2013, which expressed grave 

concern “at the threat by the Syrian authorities to use chemical or biological weapons and 

at allegations of their use in the Syrian Arab Republic”253. The resolution also demanded 

that: 

 
245 GA Resolution: 68/44. 
246 GA Resolutions: 68/61, 69/74, 70/66. 
247 GA Resolutions: 70/65, 69/68, 68/59. 
248 GA Resolution: 69/61. 
249 GA Resolutions: 70/29, 69/33. 
250 GA Resolution: 68/43. 
251 SC Resolutions vetoed: S/2011/612, S/2012/77, S/2012/538, S/2014/348, S/2016/846,  S/2016/1026, 

S/2017/172, S/2017/315, S/2017/962, S/2018/321, S/2019/756, S/2019/961, S/2020/654, S/2020/667.  
252 2010-2015 SC resolutions on Syria Vetoed: S/2011/612, S/2012/77, S/2012/538, S/2014/348. 
253 GA Resolution 67/262. 
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12. […] the Syrian authorities grant full and unfettered access to the investigation 

of the Secretary-General into all alleged uses of chemical weapons and calls upon 

all parties to cooperate with the investigation. 254  

 

94.  After its adoption, many Member States supported the resolution. Some States even 

expressed frustration at the text’s reticence to impose further obligations. The 

representative of Brazil for instance noted that “unfortunately  the text still falls short of 

what we consider necessary for a General Assembly message that aspires to bring about a 

positive impact on the ground […] the fact that the text lack an explicit call for no further 

militarization of the conflict is unjustifiable. The General Assembly cannot shy away from 

clearly stating that there can be no military solution to the crisis”255.  In other statements, 

the representative of Costa Rica and Chile welcomed “the fact that the General Assembly 

has once again energetically condemned the systematic and massive violations of human 

rights taking place in the Syrian Arab Republic.”256 

 

95.  Nevertheless, many States who abstained from voting such as India and Singapore 

expressed that they “are not in position to support proposal that confer international 

recognition on any particular opposition group as the legitimate representative of the Syrian 

People”. The representative of Paraguay voiced similar concern and noted that they 

“believe that certain paragraphs of the text contradict clear principles set out in the Charter  

primarily that of non-interference in the internal affairs of States”257.   

 

96.  States who voted against the adoption of the resolution such as Bolivia and 

Venezuela expressed that the text was unbalanced. The representative of Bangladesh noted 

that upon reading the text of the resolution “the so-called coalition of forces opposed to the 

current Government of Syria apparently bear no responsibility for the atrocities being 

committed day after day in that country”258. Further, the representative of Bolivia noted 

 
254This resolution was adopted with 107 votes in favour, 59 abstentions and 12 votes against. A/67/PV.80 , 

p.24 
255 Ibid. 
256 Ibid. 
257 Ibid. 
258 Ibid. 
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that the resolution came at a time where “Russia and the United States are proposing a 

peace conference and when there is a chance for a negotiated political solution to the 

conflict” and “for Bolivia the draft resolution before it does not seek to reduce or stop the 

escalation of violence […rather] it seeks to put out the conflagration by throwing more fuel 

on the fire”259. Similarly, the representative of the Russian Federation expressed that the 

resolution “seeks to impose on the United Nations one-sided attempts to trample on the 

tenets of international law in order to effect regime change in the Syrian Arab Republic 

and focus on one sided political aim”260 as such they believed that the resolution “raises 

the possibility of a wave of confrontation, introduces division between Member States, 

[and] distracts us from the aim of ending the violence”261. Further, the representative of 

Syria expressed regret over the “adoption of this prejudiced and unbalanced resolution”262.   

 

97. In August 2013, another chemical attack occurred in Ghouta, Syria. In a statement 

on 23 August 2013, the Spokesperson for the United Nations Secretary-General expressed 

the intention of the UN to conduct a “thorough  impartial and prompt investigation on the 

reports of the alleged use of chemical weapons during these attacks” 263 On 14 September  

2013, the United States of America and the Russian Federation reached an agreement 

entitled the “Framework for Elimination of Syrian Chemical Weapons” which detailed a 

plan for the accounting, inspection  control and elimination of Syria’s chemical weapons  

On the same day “the Syrian Arab Republic deposited with the Secretary-General its 

instrument of accession to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, 

Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on their Destruction 

(Convention) and declared that it shall comply with its stipulations […] pending its entry 

into force for the Syrian Arab Republic” 264  

 

 
259 Ibid. 
260 Ibid. 
261 Ibid. 
262 Ibid. 
263 Statement attributable to the Spokesperson for the Secretary-General on the alleged use of chemical 

weapons in Syria, 23 August, 2013. 
264 S/RES/2118 (2013) 
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https://www.un.org/sg/en/content/sg/statement/2013-08-23/statement-attributable-spokesperson-secretary-general-alleged-use
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98.  Subsequently, on 16 September 2013 the Secretary-General transmitted 

simultaneously to the Security Council and the General Assembly the report of the United 

Nations Mission to Investigate Allegations of the Use of Chemical Weapons in the Syrian 

Arab Republic on the alleged use of chemical weapons in the Ghouta area of Damascus on 

21 August 2013265.  

 

99.  Furthermore, on 27 September 2013, the Executive Council of the Organisation for 

the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons adopted decision EC-M-33/DEC.1 entitled 

“Destruction of Syrian Chemical Weapons” with a timeline for destroying Syria’s chemical 

weapons  The timeline specified that “not later than 7 days after the adoption of this 

decision”266, Syria would “submit to the Secretariat further information  to supplement that 

provided on 19 September 2013, on the chemical weapons as defined in paragraph 1 of 

Article II of the Convention that the Syrian Arab Republic owns or possesses”267. Further, 

the timeline specified that Syria would:   

 

“(b) not later than 30 days after the adoption of this decision  submit to the 

Secretariat the declaration required by Article III of the Convention. 

(c) complete the elimination of all chemical weapons material and equipment in the 

first half of 2014, subject to the detailed requirements, including intermediate 

destruction milestones, to be decided by the Council not later than 15 November 

2013; 

(d) complete as soon as possible and in any case not later than 1 November 2013, 

the destruction of chemical weapons production and mixing/filling equipment; 

(e) cooperate fully with all aspects of the implementation of this decision,  

including by providing the OPCW personnel with the immediate and unfettered 

right to inspect any and all sites in the Syrian Arab Republic; and  

 
265 A/67/997, S/2013/553 
266 EC-M-33/DEC.1 
267 Ibid. 

https://www.opcw.org/sites/default/files/documents/EC/M-33/ecm33dec01_e_.pdf
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(f) designate an official as the main point of contact for the Secretariat and provide 

him or her with the authority necessary to ensure that this decision is fully 

implemented.”268 

 

100. On the same day, the Security Council adopted resolution 2118 (2013), in which it 

welcomed the decision of the OPCW Executive Council and decided that “in the event of 

non-compliance with this resolution, including unauthorized transfer of chemical weapons, 

or any use of chemical weapons by anyone in the Syrian Arab Republic, to impose 

measures under Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter”  

 

101. The OPCW-UN Joint Mission for the Elimination of the Chemical Weapons 

Programme of the Syrian Arab Republic was formally established on 16 October 2013. 

The mandate of the Joint Mission for an accelerated programme to completely eliminate 

the Syrian Arab Republic’s chemical weapons programme by mid-2014, derived from 

OPCW Executive Council decision EC-M-33/DEC.1 and UN Security Council resolution 

2118 (2013). The OPCW-UN Joint Mission closed on 30 September 2014, although the 

OPCW continues to undertake the necessary residual activities required to fully implement 

Security Council resolution 2118 (2013). Pursuant paragraph 12 of resolution 2118 (2013) 

the Director-General of the OPCW has the obligation to report to the Security Council, 

through the UN Secretary-General, on the activities related to the implementation of this 

resolution. Accordingly, the High Representative for Disarmament Affairs briefs the 

Security Council Members, on a monthly basis, on the elimination of the Syrian Arab 

Republic chemical weapons programme. 

 

102. On 18 December 2013, the General Assembly also adopted resolution 68/182, 

which strongly condemns “the use of chemical weapons in the Syrian Arab Republic  

which […] prohibited under international law, amounts to a serious crime and has a 

devastating impact on civilians”269. Subsequently, on 18 December 2014, the General 

 
268 Ibid. 
269 GA Resolution 68/182, para 1-5. Draft resolution I was adopted by 127 votes to 13, with 47 abstentions 

(resolution 68/182), see A/68/PV.70, p 26. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/450/37/pdf/N1345037.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N13/624/85/PDF/N1362485.pdf?OpenElement
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Assembly adopted resolution 69/189, by which it again strongly condemned “the use of 

Chemical weapons and all indiscriminate methods of warfare in the Syrian Arab Republic, 

which is prohibited under international law”270 . The resolution also noted with grave 

concern that the Commission of Inquiry’s found “that the Syrian authorities have 

repeatedly used chlorine gas as an illegal weapon, which constitutes a violation of the 

Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of 

Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction and is prohibited under international law”271. 

The General Assembly also demanded that:  

“20  Demands that the Syrian Arab Republic respect fully its obligations under the 

Chemical Weapons Convention, the decision of 27 September 2013 of the 

Executive Council of the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons 

and Security Council resolution 2118 (2013) requiring it to declare its programme 

in full and eliminate it in its entirety, and strongly urges the Syrian Arab Republic 

to provide full cooperation to the fact-finding mission of the Organization for the 

Prohibition of Chemical Weapons looking at the allegations of the use of chlorine 

as a weapon of war and to the declaration assessment team working to verify the 

chemical weapon declarations of the Syrian Arab Republic and seeking to clarify 

the gaps and discrepancies discovered therein;”272 

 

103.  Furthermore, on 13 December 2013, the Secretary-General transmitted to the 

President of the General Assembly and the President of the Security Council the final report 

of the United Nations Mission to Investigate Allegations of the Use of Chemical Weapons 

in the Syrian Arab Republic A/68/663–S/2013/735. The report concluded that on the basis 

of analysis “of the evidence gathered during our investigation between April and 

November 2013 and the laboratory results obtained, the conclusion is that chemical 

weapons have been used in the ongoing conflict between the parties in the Syrian Arab 

Republic, not only in the Ghouta area of Damascus on 21 August 2013 as concluded in 

(A/67/997-S/2013/553) but also on a smaller scale in Jobar on 24 August 2013, Saraqueb 

 
270 GA Resolution 69/189, para 1-3. Draft resolution II was adopted by 127 votes to 13, with 48 abstentions 

(resolution 69/189) see A/69/PV.73, p 23. 
271 Ibid. 
272 Ibid. 
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on 29 April 2013, Ashrafiah Sahnaya on 25 August 2013 and Khan Al Asal on 19 March 

2013 ”  

 

104. The Security Council adopted resolution 2235 (2015) on 7 August 2015, 

condemning “any use of any toxic chemical  such as chlorine  as a weapon in the Syrian 

Arab Republic”  and expressing determination to identify and hold accountable those 

responsible for such acts. In this resolution, the Security Council established the OPCW–

United Nations Joint Investigative Mechanism (JIM) to “identify to the greatest extent 

feasible” those responsible  The JIM succeeded in implementing its mandate to conduct 

impartial, objective investigations and was able to identify those responsible for six cases 

of chemical weapons use in the Syrian Arab Republic. 

 

105. On 23 December 2015, the General Assembly adopted resolution 70/234 which 

recalled many of the resolutions adopted by the Security Council:  

“30  Welcomes the unanimous adoption of Security Council resolution 2235 (2015)  

in which the Council established an Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical 

Weapons-United Nations Joint Investigative Mechanism to identify those involved 

in certain uses of toxic chemicals as weapons in the Syrian Arab Republic, and 

emphasizes the need to hold those responsible to account; 

31. Demands that the Syrian Arab Republic respect fully its obligations under the 

Chemical Weapons Convention, the decision of 27 September 2013 of the 

Executive Council of the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons25 

and Security Council resolutions 2118 (2013) and 2235 (2015) requiring it to 

declare its programme in full and eliminate it in its entirety;”273 

The resolution was adopted with 104 votes in favour, 37 abstentions and 13 votes against. 

After the votes, Syria, which voted against, expressed “its deep sadness at the fact that 

some delegations, including, regrettably, some members of NAM, are repeatedly trying to 

exploit the work of the Third Committee and of the General Assembly in order to advance 

 
273 GA Resolution  70/234, paras 30-31. 
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their interventionist political goals”  While the representative of the United Arab Emirates 

expressed appreciation to “all the countries that voted in favour of the resolution”274. 

 

N. Outer Space  

 

106.  During the period under review attention was given to international outer space 

transparency and confidence-building measures. In December 2010 General Assembly 

resolution 65/68 requested the Secretary-General to: 

“establish  on the basis of equitable geographical distribution  a group of 

governmental experts to conduct a study, commencing in 2012, on outer space 

transparency and confidence-building measures, making use of the relevant 

reports of the Secretary-General, including the final report, submitted to the 

General Assembly at its sixty-fifth session, and without prejudice to the 

substantive discussions on the prevention of an arms race in outer space within 

the framework of the Conference on Disarmament, and to submit to the Assembly 

at its sixty-eighth session a report with an annex containing the 

study of governmental experts;” 275 

 

107. The group produced a consensus report in July 2013 276 , which presented 

recommendations on voluntary measures that could build mutual understanding and trust 

and reduce misperceptions and miscalculations, thereby helping to prevent military 

confrontation and foster stability. In December 2013 the General Assembly adopted 

A/RES/68/50 deciding to “refer the recommendations contained in the report to the 

Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, the Disarmament Commission and the 

Conference on Disarmament for consideration  as appropriate”  and to include in the 

provisional agenda of its sixty-ninth session, 

under the item entitled “General and complete disarmament”  the sub-item entitled 

“Transparency and confidence-building measures in outer space activities” 
277 .  

 
274 A/70/PV.82, p 8.  
275 GA Resolution 65/68, para 2. 
276 A/68/189 
277 A/RES/68/50, paras 3 & 6. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N15/448/58/PDF/N1544858.pdf?OpenElement
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108. The General Assembly reiterated these decisions in December 2014, in 

A/RES/69/38278 and in December 2015 in A/RES/70/53279. Resolution 69/38 also included 

the decision to convene “a joint ad hoc meeting of the Disarmament and International 

Security Committee (First Committee) and the Special Political and Decolonization 

Committee (Fourth Committee) to address possible challenges to space security and 

sustainability, and to include in the provisional agenda of its seventieth session, under the 

item entitled “General and complete disarmament”  a sub-item entitled “Joint ad hoc 

meeting of the First and Fourth Committees on possible challenges to space security and 

sustainability”” 280 . 

 

109. In October 2015, the First and Fourth Committees of the General Assembly held 

their first-ever joint meeting, to address possible challenges to space security and 

sustainability. Resolution 70/53, passed in December of that year, also requested the 

Secretary-General to submit to the General Assembly at its seventy-second session a report 

on the coordination of transparency and confidence building measures in outer space 

activities in the United Nations system, with an annex containing submissions from 

Member States giving their views on 

transparency and confidence-building measures in outer space activities281. 

 

110. Attention was also brought to the topic of an arms race in outer space. In 2013, the 

General Assembly resolution 68/29  reiterated “that the Conference on Disarmament  as 

the sole multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, has the primary role in the negotiation 

of a multilateral agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms 

race in outer space in all its aspects”  In accordance with this resolution the Conference on 

Disarmament was also invited to “establish a working group under its agenda item entitled 

“Prevention of an arms race in outer space”  , However, despite a proposal from the 

 
278 A/RES/69/38, paras 3 & 7. 
279 A/RES/70/53 
280 A/RES/69/38, para 6. 
281 A/RES/70/53, para 8. 
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President of the Conference toward that end, the 2013 Conference on Disarmament was 

unable to agree on the establishment of any such working group entitled.  

 

111.   In January 2013, the General Assembly adopted its resolution 67/112, in which it 

reaffirmed “the importance of international cooperation in developing the rule of law  

including the relevant norms of space law and their important role in international 

cooperation for the exploration and use of outer space for peaceful purposes”282.  

 

112. In June 2014, the representatives of China and the Russian Federation introduced 

an updated text “of the draft treaty on prevention of the placement of weapons in outer 

space and of the threat or use of force against outer space objects (PPWT)”283 to the 

Conference on Disarmament. Following this, resolution 69/32 was adopted by the General 

Assembly in which it urged an early start of substantive work based on “the updated draft 

treaty on the prevention of the placement of weapons in outer space and of the threat or use 

of force against outer space objects submitted by China and the Russian Federation at the 

Conference on Disarmament  under the agenda item entitled ‘Prevention of an arms race 

in outer space’”284. 

 

113.  Furthermore, in 2015, the General Assembly adopted resolution 70/27 entitled “No 

first placement of weapons in outer space” which sought interim political measures while 

reiterating the necessity to commence work on a draft treaty for the prevention of placement 

of weapons in outer space285. In the resolution, the Assembly: 

“3  Urges an early commencement of substantive work based on the updated draft 

treaty on the prevention of the placement of weapons in outer space and of the 

threat or use of force against outer space objects introduced by China and the 

Russian Federation at the Conference on Disarmament in 2008, under the agenda 

item entitled “Prevention of an arms race in outer space”;  

 
282 GA Resolution 67/113 
283 A/69/27, p.18. 
284 GA Resolution 69/32, para 3. 
285 GA Resolution 70/27, paras 3-5. 
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4. Stresses that, while such an agreement is not yet concluded, other measures 

may contribute to ensuring that weapons are not placed in outer space;  

5. Encourages all States, especially space-faring nations, to consider the 

possibility of upholding as appropriate a political commitment not to be the first 

to place weapons in outer space;”286 

 

O. Programme of Action to Prevent, Combat and Eradicate the Illicit Trade in 

Small Arms and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects 

 

114.  The Programme of Action (PoA) to prevent, combat and eradicate the illicit trade 

in Small arms and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects was adopted by consensus on 20 July 

2001 pursuant to the United Nations Conference on the Illicit Trade in Small Arms and 

Light Weapons in All its Aspects in New York.287  During the period under review the UN 

has hosted two Biennial meetings in 2010 and 2014, one Preparatory Committee in 2012 

and one Review Conference in 2012.  

 

115.  As part of the follow-up to the United Nations Conference on the Illicit Trade in 

Small Arms and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects, it was agreed upon that a meeting of 

States would be convened on a biennial basis to consider the regional and global 

implementation of the Programme of Action.288  

 

116.  In 2010, the Fourth Biennial Meeting of States on Small Arms convened from 14-

18 June in New York City. In their opening remarks, the High Representative for 

Disarmament Affairs stated that “the global scourge from the illicit trade in small arms and 

ammunition continues to wreak havoc […] is  therefore  highly destabilising  impacting 

security and development in literally all regions of the world  […] Significant progress has 

been achieved […] But serious gaps remain […]” 289 By the conclusion of the meeting, 

 
286 Ibid, p.18. 
287 A/CONF.192/15 
288 A/CONF.192/15, See also: GA Res 62/47 
289 Opening remarks by Mr. Sergio Duarte, High Representative for Disarmament Affairs, New York, 14 

June 2010. 

https://www.un.org/events/smallarms2006/pdf/N0150720.pdf
https://www.un.org/events/smallarms2006/pdf/N0150720.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N07/466/59/PDF/N0746659.pdf?OpenElement
https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/salw/bms2010/statements/14June_Duarte.pdf
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States succeeded in reaching a consensus by adopting a final outcome document. 290 

Notably, the Member States addressed the topics of cross-border illicit arms trade, 

international cooperation, and strengthening of the follow-up mechanism of the 

Programme of Action.  

 

117.  In the section on the cross border of illicit arms trade, States “recognized the urgent 

need to prevent, combat, and eradicate the illicit trafficking in small arms and light 

weapons across borders”291 and reiterated that the primary responsibility for containing the 

illicit trade in small arms resides with the Government of States. States recommended 

enhanced “cooperation among national institutions”292 and the “convening of subregional  

regional and interregional meetings of […] relevant enforcement authorities”293. Further, 

Member States encouraged the integration of “coordinated and adequate procedures and 

processes for the prevention of the illicit trade of small arms and light weapons in their 

national border management strategies”294   and “to reinforce inter-agency cooperation 

among customs  border controls  police and judiciary authorities”295. 

 

118.  With regard to international cooperation, States were encouraged to share 

knowledge and expertise. The text also encouraged Member States to “enhance 

cooperation and increase inter-agency coordination nationally, regionally and 

internationally, including by using as appropriate, existing organizations and structures, 

such as the World Customs Organization and INTERPOL”296. States also encouraged 

“further efforts by the Office for Disarmament Affairs […] in preparing project outlines 

identifying country-specific needs”297. 

 

119.  In the section on the Strengthening of the follow-up mechanism of the Programme 

of Action, States noted the “need to clearly define and distinguish the mandates of 

 
290 A/CONF.192/BMS/2010/3 
291 Ibid, p. 7, para 2. 
292 Ibid, p. 8, para 11. 
293 Ibid, p. 8, para 12. 
294 Ibid, p. 8, para 13. 
295 Ibid, p. 8, para 16. 
296 Ibid, p. 12, para 30. 
297 Ibid, p. 12, para 30. 
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Programme of Action meetings” 298  and also “stressed the fundamental importance of 

voluntary national reporting […] which remains a cornerstone of efforts to assess overall 

implementation challenges and opportunity”299. In addition  “States highlighted the need 

to include in the reports information on progress made in the implementation of measure 

adopted in the outcomes of preceding Programme of Action meetings”300. 

 

120.  The consensus text also included in the final document an annex on the outcome on 

the implementation of the International Instrument to Enable States to Identify and Trace, 

in a Timely and Reliable Manner, Illicit Small Arms and light Weapons. This section 

emphasized the importance of adopting greater “practical steps to increase cooperation  

including the dissemination of national marking practices and the identification of points 

of contact”301. Thus, States encouraged the use of the “proposed United Nations template 

and were further encouraged to support the role of INTERPOL”302. 

 

121. In the closing statement  the President noted that the conference has taken “a 

significant step forward […] in addressing one of the most urgent problems of international 

peace and security in small arms and light weapons”303. While the President congratulated 

“all participants for their diligence in reaching this new consensus”304, the president also 

expressed “disappointment over the Conference’s inability to agree […] on language 

recognizing the need to establish and maintain controls over private ownership of these 

deadly weapons and the need for preventing sales of such arms to non-State groups”305.   

 

122. In 2014, the Fifth Biennial Meeting of States on Small Arms convened from 16-20 

June 2014 in New York City. At this meeting Member States reiterated their “grave 

concern about the illicit manufacture, transfer and circulation of small arms and light 

weapons and their excessive accumulation and uncontrolled spread in many regions of the 

 
298 Ibid, p. 13, para 34. 
299 Ibid, p. 13, para 35. 
300 Ibid, p. 13, para 39. 
301 Ibid, p. 18, para 7. 
302 Ibid, p. 19, para 10. 
303 A/CONF.192/15, p. 23 
304 Ibid. 
305 Ibid. 
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world” 306 . Further, the international community renewed their commitment towards 

preventing, combating, and eradicating the illicit trade of small arms and light weapons. At 

the conclusion of the meeting, States adopted a final document by consensus. Notably, 

States addressed the topics of the implementation of the Programme of Action, 

international tracing instrument, international cooperation, and a follow-up to the second 

review conference.  

 

123.  On the “Consideration of the implementation of the Programme of Action in all its 

aspects”307, States reiterated the importance of proper management of “stockpiles of small 

arms and light weapons  in particular in settings of armed violence”308. Further, States 

undertook to take measures “towards the safe and effective management and physical 

security of stockpiles […] in accordance with appropriate national standards and 

procedures”309 and to build, where necessary, “physical security measures  at the national 

and regional levels, including through the development of training on the management of 

stockpiles […] and to provide such training  upon request and where appropriate”310. 

 

124. With regard to the International Instrument to Enable States to Identify and Trace 

Illicit Small Arms, States “noted with concern that developments in small arms and light 

weapons manufacturing  technology and design […] posed new challenges for effective 

markings, record-keeping and tracing” 311  but also “acknowledge the potential 

opportunities for enhanced marking, record-keeping and tracing that could result”312 from 

these developments  States thus encouraged enhanced “information exchange at the 

national  regional  and international level”313 and in particular the “timely exchange of 

tracing results between competent national authorities”314. 

 

 
306 A/CONF.192/BMS/2014/2, p.7, para 2.  
307 Ibid. 
308 Ibid, p.8, para 6. 
309 Ibid, p.9, para 17. 
310 Ibid, p.10, para 17. 
311 Ibid, p.10, para 19. 
312 Ibid, p.10, para 20. 
313 Ibid, p.10, para 27. 
314 Ibid, p.10, para 27. 
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125. In the section on international cooperation and assistance, Member States 

“reaffirmed that international cooperation and assistance were an essential aspect in the 

full and effective implementation of the Programme of Action”315 and “identified the need 

for increased exchange of expertise  techniques and procedures”316. Further, States were 

urged to cooperate and to explore options for the “provision of training and expertise on 

small arms and light weapons stockpile management, including physical security 

measures”317. In addition, States with a capacity to do so were urged “to provide developing 

countries […] with critical equipment essential for the effective implementation of the 

Programme of Action and the International Tracing Instrument”318. Enhanced cooperation 

in “preventing and reducing the devastating consequences of the illicit trade in small 

arms”319 was also encouraged. 

 

126. On the Follow-up to the Second Review Conference, Member States recommended 

that: 

“(a) The implications of recent developments in small arm and light weapon manufacturing, 

technology and design for effective marking, record-keeping and tracing; 

(b) Practical steps to ensure the continued and enhanced effectiveness of national marking, 

record-keeping and tracing systems in the light of such developments, including ways to 

support the transfer, uptake and effective utilization of relevant tools and technologies; 

(c) The transfer of technology and equipment, as well as capacity-building, in particular 

training, for the full and effective implementation of the Programme of Action and the 

International Tracing Instrument.” 

be considered at the open-ended meeting of governmental experts in 2015.320  

 

127. Though the meeting concluded with a consensus adoption, certain States also 

expressed their concern over the absence of reference to the issues of ammunition. In its 

closing statement, the representative of Jamaica on behalf of the Caribbean Community 

 
315 Ibid, p.13, para 28. 
316 Ibid, p.13, para 32. 
317 Ibid, p.14, para 38. 
318 Ibid, p.14, para 38. 
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(CARICOM)  stated that they believe that a “comprehensive approach to stockpile 

management should include ammunition”321.  

  

128. In 2012, The preparatory committee for the Second Review Conference of the UN 

Programme to Prevent, Combat, and Eradicate the Illicit trade in Small Arms and Light 

Weapons in All Its Aspects convened in New York from 19-23 March. By the end of the 

session the Committee succeeded in unanimously adopting a draft report 322 . In their 

opening remarks, the High Representative for Disarmament Affairs noted that “significant 

progress has been achieved, but serious gaps remain regarding the implementation of the 

Programme of Action”323 and stressed the importance of a successful conclusion to “ensure 

that the implementation of the Programme of Action and its International Tracing 

Instrument will be enhanced”324. The High Representative for Disarmament Affairs further 

stated that from the perspective of the UN system that could include an “acknowledgment 

of the inter-connectedness of small arms control issues with development themes”325, and 

addressing the “Programme of Action’s lack of measurability and of specific numerical 

targets, benchmarks of cut-off dates”326. 

 

129. During this session, States suggested many themes for consideration at the Second 

Review Conference and addressed the topics of preventing combat and eradicating the 

illicit trade in small arms and light weapons in all its aspects at the national, regional, and 

global levels. In addition, the committee also discussed international cooperation, follow-

up to the United Nations Conference on the illicit trade in small arms, and international 

instrument to enable States to trace in a timely and reliable manner illicit small arms and 

light weapons.327 

 

 
321 Statement by Permanent Representative of Jamaica on Behalf of the Caribbean Community 

(CARICOM), 20th June 2014. 
322 A/CONF.192/2012/PC/CRP.12/Rev.1 
323 Opening remarks by Ms. Angela Kane, High Representative for Disarmament Affairs, 19 March 2012. 
324 Ibid. 
325 Ibid. 
326 Ibid. 
327 Annex II, Elements for the Second Review Conference.  
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130. In the prevention, combating and eradication of illicit trade, Member States 

suggested themes for the Second Review Conference related to enhancing cooperation with 

relevant regional and international organizations, and strengthening information exchange 

and cooperation between sanctions monitoring groups and peace operations.328  

 

131. With regard to international cooperation, States noted that “they had cooperated for 

purposes of Programme of Action implementation and had provided and received 

assistance in order to build national capacity in implementing the Programme of Action”329. 

Member States mentioned inter alia the themes of “improving the provision of information 

on available resources”330  “strengthening capacity-building and the provision of technical 

expertise” 331   and “developing indicators to determine whether assistance has been 

adequate”332. 

 

132. On the section on the International Instrument to Enable States to Trace, Member 

States noted that progress has been “made in implementing a wide range of specific 

measures, including the marking of weapons held by governments armed and security 

forces  the computerization of small arms record and the provision of tracing assistance”333. 

For the Second Review Conference, Member States thus suggested inter alia “enhancing 

the exchange of information on national marking practices”334  “strengthening measures to 

recover erased or altered markings” 335 , improving inter-agency coordination, and 

“improving firearms identification and the establishment of accurate records”336.  

 

133. The 2012 Second Review Conference of the UN Programme of Action to Prevent, 

Combat and Eradicate the Illicit Trade in Small Arms and Light Weapons in All its Aspects 
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329 Ibid, p. 4. 
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was held in New York from 27 August to 7 September 2012. The Conference succeeded 

in adopting a final outcome document by consensus.337  

 

134. At the opening of the Conference, the President of the General Assembly 

emphasized that “small arms and light weapons outside government control continue to 

cause mayhem in many parts of the world”338 and that “improving the effectiveness of 

cooperation and assistance remains a central theme”339. The President further underlined 

the importance of continued “work on advancing the implementation of the Programme of 

Action”340 so that the “intensive work here in the United Nations are felt by those people 

whose daily lives are affected by the threat of illicit small arms and light weapons”341. 

 

135. In the adopted text, Member States began by renewing their “commitment to 

prevent, combat and eradicate the illicit trade in small arms and light weapons in all its 

aspects”342 and continue to “recognize the primary responsibility of Governments”343. In 

addition, States renewed their “pledge to rid the world of the scourge brought upon it by 

the illicit manufacture, transfer and circulation of small arms and light weapons”344 and 

further committed “to mobilizing the necessary political will and resources to implement 

the Programme of Action and the International Tracing Instrument”345. 

 

136. In the section on the strengthened implementation at the national, regional, and 

global levels, Member States affirmed their support for the “development and 

implementation of adequate laws  regulations and administrative procedures” 346 , the 

enhancement of “synergies between the Programme of Action and relevant subregional 

 
337 A/CONF.192/2012/RC/CRP .3/Rev.3 
338 Statement by the President of the General Assembly at the Second United Nations Conference of the 

UNPoA, New York, 27 August 2012, p.4. 
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343 Ibid, p.2. 
344 Ibid, p.4. 
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and regional instruments”347  as well as “to increase  as appropriate  cooperation with 

relevant international organizations”348. 

 

137. In the Section on the Follow-up of the Second United Nations Conference to 

Review Progress Made in the Implementation of the Programme of Action, States 

reaffirmed “the importance of enhancing the coherence  effectiveness and continuity of the 

Programme of Action” 349  and also decided “to hold  in accordance with the relevant 

provision of the Programme of Action, a one-week biennial meeting of States in 2014 and 

2016, and a one-week open-ended meeting of governmental experts in 2015”350. In addition, 

Sates decided to hold a Third United Conference to Review Progress Made in the 

Implementation of the Programme of Action in 2018351.  

 

138. Further, States also committed to “strengthen national measures on the marking of 

small arms and light weapons”352  “to enhance the procedure for the accurate identification 

of small arms and light weapons”353  and to “enhance the exchange of tracing results, as 

well as other relevant information between appropriate authorities” 354 . On the 

implementation of national measures, States also undertook “to put in place  where they do 

not exist  or strengthen as appropriate […] the laws  regulations and administrative 

procedures needed for the effective implementation of the International Tracing 

Instrument”355. As the previous First Review Conference held in 2006 was unable to agree 

on a final outcome, the adoptions by consensus of an outcome document in 2012 

represented a major achievement.  

 

___________ 
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