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WORDS OF WELCOME 
Distinguished Delegates, 

Welcome to the GIMUN 2020 Legal Committee! We are looking forward to working with you 

over the week, and hope you enjoy the content we have created for you. Our committee is a 

futuristic one, but it is based on reality: the two topics you will be addressing are natural 

extensions of current political debates and scientific developments.  

We want to tell you a little about ourselves before the conference; like you, we come from a 

diverse range of backgrounds and experiences. 

Ash is a LL.M. candidate at the Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies 

in Geneva. Originally from New Zealand, he has participated in MUN conferences around the 

world and has a wide range of chairing experience. Ash has previously worked as a lawyer and 

interned as a United Nations delegate for a Permanent Mission in New York. 

Damilola recently completed his Bachelor’s degree in Law from the Faculty of Law, University 

of Lagos, Nigeria. He is an International Law and Sustainable Development emerging leader. 

He has participated in several Model United Nations Conferences and Sustainability 

Workshops where he has built up a good reputation in leading both as a delegate at some 

points and a Chair/panellist at others. He believes in youth impact and leadership for 

trailblazing the United Nations Agenda 2030 especially from an innovative legal and policy 

perspective. 

As a passionate 21-year-old law student studying at the KU Leuven in Belgium, Ignace first 

came in contact with MUN-ing at the beginning of 2018 when he joined the organization KU 

Leuven Model United Nations (KULMUN). Ignace is honoured to be able to chair the Legal 

Committee at the 2020 edition of GIMUN. His favourite subject is in fact International Law 

and he hopes to bring his expertise on this matter to the committee in February. 

We are looking forward to welcoming you to Geneva in February, and are excited to see how 

your ideas, innovations and diplomatic intelligence contribute to the solutions you develop. 

We hope your time in Geneva is rewarding, that you make new friends and come up with 

creative solutions to complex problems, and above all that you have fun. 

This is a crisis committee and will develop throughout GIMUN. While updates will be tied to 

issues raised within this study guide, you may find yourself needing to identify national 

positions in uncertain situations. If an update raises issues not explained in this study guide, 

we will provide a brief update in English and French.  



Geneva International Model United Nations 

legal@gimun.org 4 

If you have any questions either before or during the conference, please feel free to contact 

us. 

Ash, Damilola and Ignace  
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1 LEGAL COMMITTEE 

1.1 HISTORY OF THE COMMITTEE 
The Legal Committee is a constituent organ of the General Assembly, established by its rules 

of procedure.1 It meets in New York during the General Assembly from September to 

December each year. 

At GIMUN, the Committee is considering two issues that would ordinarily fall within the 

mandate of the first and fourth committees respectively: the use of AI in warfare, and the 

legal status of extraplanetary colonies. The Committee is focused on the legal considerations 

of each issue with an intention to approve text for a treaty. 

1.2 MEMBERSHIP AND MANDATE 
As a main committee of the General Assembly, every Member State of the United Nations is 

entitled to representation in the Legal Committee. 

The Committee addresses any legal questions arising before the General Assembly, providing 

it with a wide mandate. It therefore covers a variety of issues. In 2019 it addressed, among 

other topics:2 

● The report of the International Law Commission 

● State Responsibility for internationally wrongful acts 

● Transboundary harm from hazardous activities 

● International terrorism 

● Transboundary aquifers 

● Observer status to the General Assembly for a number of different organizations. 

The Legal Committee has oversight functions for the Committee on Relations with the Host 

Country, the Special Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the 

Strengthening of the Role of the Organization, United Nations Commission on International 

Trade Law (UNCITRAL), United Nations Administration of Justice, and the International Law 

Commission (ILC). 

The Committee does not provide legal advice to the United Nations; this function is fulfilled 

by the Office of Legal Affairs. 

 
1 United Nations. 2016. Rule 98 of the General Assembly Rules of Procedure. 
https://www.un.org/en/ga/about/ropga/ 
2 United Nations. 2019. Reports to be considered by the General Assembly on the basis of recommendations of 
the Sixth Committee. https://www.un.org/en/ga/sixth/74/action.shtml  

https://www.un.org/en/ga/about/ropga/
https://www.un.org/en/ga/sixth/74/action.shtml
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2 TOPIC A: THE LEGAL STATUS OF EXTRAPLANETARY COLONIES 

UNDER THE OUTER SPACE TREATY 

2.1 INTRODUCTION 
Space law encompasses a wide expanse of discrete yet interrelated areas. It touches on legal 

issues including, but in no way limited to: sovereignty, jurisdiction, self-determination, 

responsibility, infrastructure management, environmental protection, the conduct of 

hostilities, navigation and resource exploitation. The discipline is underdeveloped: there is 

limited law on the matter, primarily driven by a small number of States. The prospect of 
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extraplanetary colonies and the exploitation of celestial bodies is an issue that will become 

prominent in the next few decades. 

This study guide briefly introduces you to the relevant international customary and treaty law. 

You will see that much of the law reflects specific historic developments; it is not a future-

oriented area. We then provide guidance on key legal issues that you may address in this 

committee, and an indicative reading list of relevant handbooks and articles. This topic is lex 

ferenda - future law - and you have flexibility in how you choose to approach issues and how 

you draft resolution(s). 

While this is a legal committee, some aspects of the topic are scientific in nature. If you need 

clarification at any time during the Committee, you are welcome to contact the Chairs. 

2.2 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

Earth is the cradle of humanity, but one cannot live in a cradle forever.  

- Konstantin Tsiolkovsky, 1911 

Although space has always captured the human imagination, space law as a distinct legal 

discipline first emerged in the mid-20th century. The development of rocket technology during 

the Second World War evolved into the creation of rockets capable of leaving the Earth's 

atmosphere. 1957-1969 saw rapid technological development with the launch of Sputnik, the 

successful pioneering of manned spaceflight, and the first human to stand on another celestial 

body.3  

This rapid technological progress also drove innovations in law. From 1958 to 1967 the United 

Nations affirmed the philosophy that space should only be used for peaceful purposes and 

formed a permanent body to this end,4 affirmed the application of international law to outer 

space, and declared that outer space was exploitable but not able to be appropriated by 

States.5 In 1967, States successfully concluded and ratified the Outer Space Treaty.6  

 
3 Diederiks-Verschoor, I. H. Philepina, and Vladimír Kopal. 2008. An Introduction To Space Law. Alphen aan den 

Rijn, the Netherlands: Kluwer Law International. 
4 “COPUOS”. 2019. United Nations Office for Outer Space Affairs. 
https://www.unoosa.org/oosa/en/ourwork/copuos/index.html 
5 Diederiks-Verschoor, I. H. Philepina, and Vladimír Kopal. 2008. An Introduction To Space Law. Alphen aan den 
Rijn, the Netherlands: Kluwer Law International. 
6 “Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including 

the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies,”opened for signature on 27 January 1967, United Nations Treaty Series 
Online, registration no. I-8843, https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20610/volume-610-I-
8843-English.pdf  

https://www.unoosa.org/oosa/en/ourwork/copuos/index.html
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20610/volume-610-I-8843-English.pdf
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20610/volume-610-I-8843-English.pdf
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TREATY LAW 

The Outer Space Treaty lays out 12 important principles according to Diederiks-Vershoor and 

Kopal. These are that:7 

- Any exploration and use is for the benefit of all humankind 

- All States may explore and use outer space 

- No State may appropriate outer space, including celestial bodies 

- Exploration and use of outer space must comply with international law 

- Weapons of mass destruction may not be placed in space 

- Celestial bodies may only be used for peaceful purposes 

- International cooperation should be promoted 

- States have a duty to assist astronauts 

- International responsibility for national activities in space 

- States have an obligation to register space objects, which confers jurisdiction and 

control over said objects 

- Dangerous activities in space trigger mandatory consultations 

- States have a reciprocal obligation to keep all stations and installations open to other 

State representatives. 

These treaty obligations reflect the time period in which they were negotiated. In 1967, the 

development of rocket technology was rapid due to the cold war: a rocket capable of reaching 

the Moon and conducting a precise landing was equally capable of being used as a ballistic 

missile. Similarly, the ability to place weapons of mass destruction in orbit necessarily implied 

an ability to use those weapons at any time or place. Daniel García San José argues that these 

security threats drove the development of early space law, and that there was no way for 

States to predict the rapid development of space technology.8 He applies the same criticism 

to the majority of the treaty corpus of space law. When considering treaty law on outer space, 

 
7 Diederiks-Verschoor, I. H. Philepina, and Vladimír Kopal. 2008. An Introduction To Space Law. Alphen aan den 

Rijn, the Netherlands: Kluwer Law International, 24-25.  
8 García San José, Daniel. 2018. Interstellar Law. Murcia: Ediciones Laborum. 58-60  



Geneva International Model United Nations 

legal@gimun.org 9 

you should bear this historical context in mind and be aware no space treaty has been 

concluded since the end of the cold war. 

Other relevant treaties include the 1968 Rescue Agreement,9 the 1972 Liability Convention,10 

the 1975 Registration Convention,11 and the 1979 Agreement Governing the Activities of 

States on the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies.12 Combined, these represent the treaty law 

on space. The first three are narrow in their scope; the Moon Agreement is the subject of 

significant debate.13 

The Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies 

states that the Moon and its resources are the common heritage of mankind, and commits to 

the formation of an international regime for the exploitation of the Moon's resources.14 Such 

a regime would mirror the concept of the Enterprise in the law of the sea, which was intended 

to administer seabed mining on behalf of the international community and share the profits. 

The phrase "common heritage of mankind" has a specific meaning in international law and 

suggests that an object should only be exploited in a way that benefits all of humanity.15 The 

Moon Agreement purports to represent a clarification of the laws of space, but in a cruel irony 

no spacefaring nation has ratified it. Because of this, there is no clear or universal rule 

governing the exploitation of resources in outer space. This is a notable legal gap and one 

which risks a tragedy of the commons.16 

SOFT AND CUSTOMARY LAW 

 
9 “Agreement on the rescue of astronauts, the return of astronauts and the return of objects launched into 

outer space,” opened for signature 22 April 1968, United Nations Treaty Series Online, registration no I-9574, 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20672/volume-672-I-9574-English.pdf  
10 “Convention on the international liability for damage caused by space objects,” opened for signature 29 

March 1972, United Nations Treaty Series Online, registration no I-13810, 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20961/volume-961-I-13810-English.pdf  
11 “Convention on registration of objects launched into outer space,” opened for signature 14 January 1975, 

United Nations Treaty Series Online, registration no I-15020, 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201023/volume-1023-I-15020-English.pdf  
12 “Agreement governing the activities of States on the moon and other celestial bodies,” opened for signature 

18 December 1978, United Nations Treaty Series Online, registration no-23002, 
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201363/volume-1363-I-23002-English.pdf  
13 For a comprehensive commentary of these agreements, refer to: Schmidt-Tedd Bernhard and Schrogl Kai-

Uwe (eds) 2015 Cologne Commentary on Space Law (volume II)   Verlag Carl Heymanns: Cologne. 
14Agreement governing the activities of States on the moon and other celestial bodies, Art. 11(4). 
15 Egede, Edwin. 2017. "Common Heritage Of Mankind - International Law - Oxford Bibliographies - Obo". 

Oxford Bibliographies. https://www.oxfordbibliographies.com/view/document/obo-9780199796953/obo-
9780199796953-0109.xml  
16 A tragedy of the commons is when a resource is unregulated and available to all; with no system to protect a 

public good, it will inevitably be overused and destroyed. One concrete example is overfishing on the high 
seas. 

https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20672/volume-672-I-9574-English.pdf
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20961/volume-961-I-13810-English.pdf
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201023/volume-1023-I-15020-English.pdf
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%201363/volume-1363-I-23002-English.pdf
https://www.oxfordbibliographies.com/view/document/obo-9780199796953/obo-9780199796953-0109.xml
https://www.oxfordbibliographies.com/view/document/obo-9780199796953/obo-9780199796953-0109.xml
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Alongside the development of treaties, soft law and customary principles have shaped 

modern space law. The General Assembly has passed a variety of resolutions purporting to 

declare principles of law concerning outer space. These resolutions include principles on 

nuclear power, cooperation, and remote sensing.17 While these are not legally binding, they 

do provide an important clarity to international law and could become hard law: for example, 

the principle of no sovereignty over outer space was originally stated in a General Assembly 

resolution.18  

Although customary international law is conceptually a possible source of obligations for 

space law, it is difficult to point to many generally accepted concepts that have emerged 

independently from the treaty framework. One example is the right of overflight by satellites: 

the relevant customary rule is that because sovereignty does not indefinitely extend upward, 

at some point satellites must be free to navigate space.19 Without such a rule it would be 

impossible to operate a satellite in anything other than a geostationary orbit, since their orbit 

necessarily involves flying above other States. This is reflected in, but predates, the treaty 

rules about preserving the rights of exploration and against appropriation.20  

2.3 CURRENT ISSUES 
To date, 18 nations are spacefaring. Only three of these are capable of sending a human to 

space: the United States of America, the Russian Federation and China. The European Union 

and others send astronauts via other spacefaring powers. 

The current state of space law is, overall, somewhat ambiguous. It 

was designed to regulate the conduct of States in a world where 

there was no realistic prospect of exploring beyond our solar 

system or, indeed, of colonising and exploiting celestial bodies. 

Whether or not the system established by the Outer Space Treaty 

is still fit for purpose is an ongoing point of contention. Certain 

terms are also not clearly defined, including the exact boundary of 

outer space and what constitutes a celestial body; these could have 

effects on sovereignty and exploitation rights. 

 
17 If you wish to review commentary of specific soft law instruments, we recommend reading: Hobe Stephan, 

Schmidt-Tedd Bernhard and Schrogl Kai-Uwe (eds) 2015 Cologne Commentary on Space Law (volume III)   
Verlag Carl Heymanns: Cologne. 
18 Freeland Steven The role of soft law in public international law in marboe Irmgard ed. 2012 soft law in outer 

space: the function of non-binding norms in international space law bohlau Cologne 
19 Cheng, Bin. 1997. Studies In International Space Law. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 678 
20 This was arguably a customary rule in 1962. Refer as above. 

https://www.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/th

umbnails/image/m19-018.jpg 

 

https://www.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/thumbnails/image/m19-018.jpg
https://www.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/thumbnails/image/m19-018.jpg
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Another potential issue is the role of the UN Office of Outer Space Affairs (UNOOSA).21 While 

it is mandated to promote cooperation for the peaceful use of outer space, UNOOSA's role 

could well change in the context of new developments - in particular, developments 

concerning the administration of extraplanetary colonies.  

The societal context has also changed. Since 1967, spaceflight has become increasingly 

commercial.  The dominance of State-funded programmes has given way to an era of private, 

for-profit companies. While some of these companies are content with contracting to launch 

satellites into orbit, others have much wider aspirations. Examples include SpaceX and 

RocketLab's private commercial launches, and the efforts of Virgin Atlantic and Blue Origin to 

develop space tourism.22 

SCENARIO 

In 2022, a private company offering spaceflight services successfully landed a proof-of-

concept passenger craft on the Moon. Shortly after, it opened applications for participants in 

the first extraplanetary colony, planned for launch to the Moon in 2030.  In 2024, a joint NASA-

ESA space mission successfully intercepted a small asteroid and placed it into orbit. A primitive 

orbital mining operation showed that much of the asteroid's mass was composed of rare 

metals.  

These developments were met with great excitement by some. They were seen as heralding 

a new age of space exploration, and a new stage in the development of human society. These 

missions showed that the international community could - albeit at great financial cost - move 

past fears of resource scarcity and climate change on Earth.  

Others, however, responded with hesitance and trepidation. The limited number of States 

capable of spaceflight, let alone space exploitation, raised concerns about who space 

colonisation and exploitation would benefit. These States pointed to the Convention on the 

Law of the Sea, especially the failure of the Enterprise,23 as an explanation of and justification 

for their fears. Space exploitation, they argued, would further entrench inequality between 

highly developed States and the rest of the world.  

 
21 "UNOOSA". 2019. United Nations Office of Outer Space Affairs. http://www.unoosa.org/  
22 See, for example, von der Dunk, Frans G. 2011. "Space Tourism, Private Spaceflight And The Law: Key 

Aspects". Space Policy 27 (3): 146-152. doi:10.1016/j.spacepol.2011.04.015. 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/251543751_Space_Tourism_Private_Spaceflight_and_the_Law_Ke
y_Aspects  
23 The enterprise was an ambitious attempt to regulate deep seabed mining and harness its benefits, and 

profits,  for the common good of mankind. It was never activated and nearly prevented the entire Convention 
from entering into force. 

http://www.unoosa.org/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/251543751_Space_Tourism_Private_Spaceflight_and_the_Law_Key_Aspects
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/251543751_Space_Tourism_Private_Spaceflight_and_the_Law_Key_Aspects
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In 2025, the United States of America declared its intention to exercise jurisdiction and 

sovereign rights over any extraplanetary colony, where the vessel establishing that colony was 

launched from the territory of the United States of America or under any contractual 

arrangement utilising an American spaceflight colony. This was responded to harshly by many 

States and considered a breach of the Outer Space Treaty. The decision heightened existing 

tensions. Despite this decision's arguable illegality, the Russian Federation followed suit at the 

beginning of 2026 and declared its intention to establish colonies of its own. 

At the 82nd session of the General Assembly in 2027, the Legal Committee passed a short 

resolution: 

"Celebrating sixty years since the entry into force of the Outer Space Treaty, 

Acknowledging that the Outer Space Treaty did not and could not contemplate the 

exploitation and colonisation of outer space, 

Noting with optimism the potential of exploitation and colonisation of outer space for 

the economic, social and cultural development of humankind,  

Expressing its desire that exploitation and colonisation be conducted within and 

governed by a modern, fit-for-purpose international legal framework,  

1. Resolves to consider the question of extraplanetary colonisation, resource 

exploitation and  governance of outer space at the 85th session of the General 

Assembly, with a view to negotiate a binding Convention to supplement and 

modernise the Outer Space Treaty; 

2. Invites the International Law Commission to report an indicative sample of 

relevant legal issues to the Committee at its 84th session".  

In 2028, joint NASA-ESA missions placed one skyhook24 in orbit around Earth and another in 

orbit around Mars. They declared that this infrastructure would be accessible only to their 

space programmes and space programmes operated by companies headquartered within 

their jurisdiction. 

In 2029, the International Law Commission advised that it considered the following issues 

relevant: 

- The status of the Outer Space Treaty and related instruments; 

 
24 A skyhook is a satellite with a long tether on it that continually spins. They can be used to reduce the 

difficulty of reaching orbit and travelling between celestial bodies. 
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- Jurisdictional limits of the State; enforcement of the law on another planet25 

- Sovereignty and territorial rights of the State; acquisition of extraplanetary territory, 

and self-determination26 

- The legal status of inter-State colonisation efforts, including those directed by 

international organisations27 

- Regulation of resource extraction; the proposal of an Enterprise system; protection of 

the common heritage of mankind28 

- Responsibility of States and corporate entities for internationally wrongful acts29 

- Orbital infrastructure: access, use and maintenance.30  

The Commission expressly excluded extraplanetary life from the scope of its 

recommendations, on the basis of no scientific evidence of its existence in the Solar System. 

It is 2030, and the Legal Committee is shortly meeting to begin negotiations. The first colony 

vessel has been launched from the territory of the United States of America and is en route 

to the Moon. A second colony ship is due to launch from the Russian Federation, with the 

intention of establishing a colony on Mars. 

2.4 BLOC POSITIONS 

2.4.1 AFRICA 

African States and other members of the non-aligned movement pioneered the concept of 

“common heritage of mankind”, and are fiercely protective of the concept. Generally, they 

continue to believe that space and celestial objects belong to everyone and cannot be subject 

to national jurisdiction.  

Africa has struggled to maintain competitive participation in outer space activities and its 

States have historically been dependent on donor countries to support national space 

 
25 Note that the travel time between Earth and Mars is in the order of months, and that the communications 

delay is at best several minutes. 
26 For self-determination, refer A/Res/2625 and the legal case Canada v Quebec (2003). A brief reading of the 

relevant Oxford Bibliography will also provide you sufficient background. 
27 Note that this is new law. You may wish to consider the administration of Kosovo, East Timor, or the Free 

City of Danzig as examples of multinational governance. 
28 You should consider your State's perspective on the UN Convention of the Law of the Sea. 
29 You may wish to consider the articles on State Responsibility of the International Law Commission. Consider 

also the practical effects of prosecuting private companies whom colonists are dependent on. 
30 Refer to the principle of access in the Outer Space Treaty. 
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operations. The African Union has a common space policy, adopted in 2016 at the African 

Union summit. This policy is primarily focused on supporting the AU-2063 agenda and 

provides no guidance on the issues of extra-terrestrial infrastructure or colonies.  

2.4.2 ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 

The Asia-Pacific region is home to a diverse range of perspectives on the use of outer space, 

including a number of independent space programmes. China, India, Japan, Australia and New 

Zealand are all spacefaring nations. Japan's space programme has been primarily scientific in 

nature, whereas those of both China and India carry a significant element of national pride. 

The two nations compete with one another in some respects, but China remains the only 

nation in the region to have successfully sent a human into space. China has used anti-satellite 

weapons in the past in ways that raise concerns of Kessler syndrome, which is directly relevant 

to the question of colonies beyond Earth as it could have an impact on supply and support 

programmes.31 

Australia and New Zealand's programmes are predominantly commercial in nature and often 

service international clients, including government agencies from the United States of 

America. 

Other countries in the region do not have space programmes and many of them are members 

of the non-aligned movement. The region is home to some of the largest exclusive economic 

zones in the world, and the principle of the common heritage of humankind is of great 

importance; views are divided, however, on how a common heritage object should be 

managed. 

Although New Zealand and Australia are formally part of the Western Europe regional 

grouping, they are addressed above because they are geographically located in the Asia-

Pacific and their interests are closely related to those of their neighbours. 

2.4.3 EASTERN EUROPE 

The Russian Federation has the largest space programme in Eastern Europe and is a key 

partner for other national space programmes, including that of the United States of America. 

The Russian Federation serves as a launch site for spacecraft carrying crew from multiple 

nations to the International Space Station, and will have an interest in retaining its dominance 

over human spaceflight operations. The Russian Federation is also heavily invested in the 

 
31 Kessler syndrome is a situation where the destruction of a satellite creates orbital debris which, in turn, 

destroys other satellites; this cascade eventually creates a cloud of debris around the planet, severely limiting 
the ability to reach or utilise outer space. 
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industrialisation and exploitation of space, although its efforts have primarily focused on 

satellite infrastructure and warfare. 

Other Eastern European States, excluding those in the European Union, have some 

engagement with outer space. In particular, Kazakhstan hosts one of the most-used launch 

sites in the world. Many of these States are members of the Commonwealth of Independent 

States and signatories to the Tashkent Agreement on space programmes, which provides 

some harmonisation of space policy; they operate an inter-State space council and share 

some financial support for space projects. 

2.4.4 LATIN AMERICA AND CARIBBEAN STATES 

Latin America has seen a rapid development in its space capabilities. Peru, for example, 

operates an Earth observation satellite that is important for identifying damage from natural 

disasters, and Bolivia and Colombia have begun the process of using domestically produced 

satellites. However, the region is largely incapable of launching its own rockets, with the 

exception of a launch site in French Guiana (an overseas region of France). The region includes 

many countries who advocated for the common heritage principle, but very few of its States 

are party to the Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and Other Celestial 

Bodies. 

2.4.5 WESTERN EUROPE (AND OTHERS) 

Most States in the ‘Western Europe and others’ group either have a space agency, or are part 

of a regional agency. 

The United States of America is a member of the Western Europe group and is one of the 

most significant players in outer space policy. Many major commercial projects including 

SpaceX, Virgin Galactic and Blue Origin are headquartered there. The United States of America 

pioneered the concept that the seabed could be subject to national jurisdiction and has 

consistently refused to join the Convention on the Law of the Sea; this is relevant because it 

highlights the American position on the "common heritage" principle. 

The European Union is also a major player in outer space via the European Space Agency. One 

of its members, Malta, was the first State to pioneer the concept of the common heritage of 

mankind. Because the European Union operates on a consensus basis for external policy 

decisions, it is not altogether clear whether they would hold a group position on the issue of 

extraplanetary colonies. 
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Israel also has a space programme, albeit less developed than some other States in the 

regional group. In 2019, it attempted a Moon landing which resulted in the probe crashing 

into the Moon's surface. 

Overall, this regional group is home to a number of wealthy, advanced nations who would 

benefit from colonies outside of Earth, but it is also home to significant divergences in 

thought, particularly on the concept of common heritage. One common factor is a general 

rejection of the notion of an Enterprise for common heritage exploitation. 

2.5 GUIDING QUESTIONS 
Your final text should consider the issues raised by the International Law Commission, 

although you are not limited to only considering these points - nor do you need to consider 

them all. You should bear the following questions in mind: 

1. What is outer space, and where does the jurisdiction of a terrestrial State end? 

2. Is the Outer Space Treaty fit for purpose? Does it need to be replaced completely? 

3. Should States be able to claim sovereignty over extraplanetary colonies? If so, how far 

does their sovereignty extend? If not, how should extraplanetary colonies be 

regulated? What law should apply to multinational efforts? 

4. Can an extraplanetary colony legitimately declare itself independent? Is it possible for 

it to constitute a State? 

5. How do we ensure that outer space is used for the common good of humankind? 

Should we create an Enterprise body, and if so, how should it function? 

6. What is a celestial body? Is it anything in space besides Earth, or does it only apply to 

a particular class of objects in the Solar System? 
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3 TOPIC B: LEGAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE USE OF ARTIFICIAL 

INTELLIGENCE IN SITUATIONS OF CONFLICT, INCLUDING LETHAL 

AUTONOMOUS WEAPON SYSTEMS  

3.1 INTRODUCTION 
The first image that comes to mind when discussing artificial intelligence (AI) in conflict is a 

killing machine. The development of computing technology in the 20th century carried with it 

a growing fear of the future: this manifested in a variety of media representations of 

inevitable conflict between humans and machines and shaped the popular public image of AI.  

While this fear of a war between humans and AI has not materialised, artificial intelligence 

has permeated almost every aspect of our daily lives. Whether in the form of a Google search, 

spell-checking software that learns your writing style, or a phone with a digital assistant, most 

of us use AI every day. 

Similarly, AI has permeated across conflict contexts. It is increasingly being used as a tool to 

increase the offensive capability of States, shape public discourse, and assist in the planning 

of military and humanitarian operations. These developments bring both great opportunities 

and great risks. They are subjected to limited regulation. This session will consider the 

question of AI during conflict and seek to produce guiding principles governing its use.  

This is a highly technical area that combines aspects of law and computer science. While we 

will only address legal and regulatory issues, bear in mind that AI technology is rapidly 

developing and that rigid, tightly defined rules may not keep pace. If you need clarification on 

an issue at any time during the Committee, please contact the Chairs. 

For this topic, the basic principles of international humanitarian law are relevant:32 

- Humanity: that no person affected by an armed conflict is deprived of all protection; 

basic standards of humanity must always apply33  

- Distinction: at all times, belligerents must distinguish between combatants and 

civilians, and spare the civilian population from harm 

- Proportionality: if attacking a military objective (e.g. an army base) would cause harm 

to the civilian population which is not proportionate to the concrete and direct military 

advantage anticipated, it cannot be attacked 

 
32 "Fundamental Principles Of IHL | How Does Law Protect In War? - Online Casebook". 2019. How law project 

in war? https://casebook.icrc.org/glossary/fundamental-principles-ihl  
33 Refer SLIM Hugo, “Sharing a universal ethic: The principle of humanity in war”, in International Journal of 

Human Rights, Vol. 2/4, 1998,  28-48 

https://casebook.icrc.org/glossary/fundamental-principles-ihl


Geneva International Model United Nations 

legal@gimun.org 18 

- Precaution: at all times when conducting military operations, belligerents must avoid 

and seek to minimise harm to civilians and civilian objects 

- Military necessity: belligerents may only take actions that are actually necessary to 

accomplish the legitimate military purpose of weakening the military capacity of other 

parties to the conflict 

In a non-international armed conflict, there are only combatants and protected persons – you 

are either a member of a State's armed forces, or a protected person under humanitarian law, 

including a civilian (who can lose their protection by directly participating in hostilities).34 This 

raises particular issues such as identifying at what point a civilian loses their protected status, 

and means, for example, that a non-State armed group's members are not entitled to 

prisoner-of-war status. 

Key terms: 

- Neural network: a method of computing design that loosely models the brain. These 

are typically designed to "learn" in a specific area, allowing them to improve their 

function over time. One example is a generative adversarial network 

- Generative adversarial networks: two AI systems performing opposite functions – for 

example, faking images and detecting faked images – which learn from one another 

and develop ways to defeat the adversarial system 

- General AI: an AI that can learn like a human, including understanding new areas 

- Weak AI: an AI that is capable of a limited range of functions 

- Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems (LAWS): a machine capable of targeting and 

attacking without human guidance or control 

- International Humanitarian Law (IHL): the law governing the conduct of those fighting 

in a war, and the protection of non-combatants 

- Direct participation in hostilities: when someone who would otherwise be a non-

combatant takes action to directly participate in hostilities, they lose their protection 

and become targets. Determining when someone loses their protected status is a 

controversial task35 

 

 
34 "Rule 3. Definition Of Combatants". 2019. Customary IHL Database. https://ihl-

databases.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/docs/v1_rul_rule3#_noarco  
35 The ICRC has generated interpretive guidance on direct participation in hostilities, available for free in PDF 

at https://shop.icrc.org/guide-interpretatif-sur-la-notion-de-participation-directe-aux-hostilites-en-droit-
international-humanitaire-2605.html Note that this guidance has been criticized by states, particularly because 
it implies a "revolving door" – that somebody can simply stop fighting and regain protected status. As a result, 
State practice on direct participation in hostilities is divergent. 

https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/docs/v1_rul_rule3#_noarco
https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/docs/v1_rul_rule3#_noarco
https://shop.icrc.org/guide-interpretatif-sur-la-notion-de-participation-directe-aux-hostilites-en-droit-international-humanitaire-2605.html
https://shop.icrc.org/guide-interpretatif-sur-la-notion-de-participation-directe-aux-hostilites-en-droit-international-humanitaire-2605.html
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3.2 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
AI has been a focus of computer science since the emergence of the field. As early as the 

1950s, programmes were being developed that could play basic board games.36 Although 

these developments have continued into the modern day, there has been no success in the 

development of a generalised artificial intelligence – instead, researchers have developed 

technology in tightly defined domains, such as engineering design.37 In recent years, these 

tightly defined fields have grown to include identification software such as facial and gait 

recognition.38This identification capability has direct implications for conflict: it could allow, 

for example, the positive identification of persons participating in hostilities who are not in 

uniform or who conceal their faces. It could also contribute to effective and distinguished 

targeting, allowing the distinction of non-combatants in densely packed civilian areas.  

Artificial intelligence is not necessarily intelligent, however. There are no existing general AI 

systems; rather, there are a variety of weak AI systems that are very good at specific tasks. 

They become good at these through training, where they are told by a human or generative 

adversarial network how to interpret a given piece of information. Over time, this creates 

systems that are highly capable at carrying out their specific task. However, an AI is only as 

good as its training data: if provided defective information, they produce defective results. 

Examples range from public chatbots being trained to espouse bigotry to women being 

systematically rejected by screening systems.39  In an armed conflict context, risks include 

training data that falsely identifies civilians as a legitimate target, or that does not properly 

reflect the principle of proportionality. As a neural network or weak AI cannot critically think, 

there is also a risk that it will not fully understand the contextual elements surrounding 

previous military decisions. Additionally, it cannot easily be trained to respond to new 

situations for which there is no training data.  

When considering artificial intelligence during conflict, it is ordinary to assume we are 

discussing Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems (LAWS). Semi-autonomous weapons 

systems have already been deployed in conflict scenarios and the Korean peninsula, and some 

 
36 Tecuci, Gheorghe. 2011. "Artificial Intelligence". Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Computational Statistics 4 

(2): 168-180. doi:10.1002/wics.200. 
37 Ibid. 170 
38 "Our Approach To Facial Recognition – Google AI". 2019. Google AI. https://ai.google/responsibilities/facial-

recognition ; Kang, Dake. 2018. "Chinese 'Gait Recognition' Tech Ids People By How They Walk". AP NEWS. 
https://apnews.com/bf75dd1c26c947b7826d270a16e2658a  
39 Garcia Megan racist in the machine: the disturbing implications of algorithmic bias World policy journal 

33(4)111-117 2016/2017: 111-112. 

https://ai.google/responsibilities/facial-recognition
https://ai.google/responsibilities/facial-recognition
https://apnews.com/bf75dd1c26c947b7826d270a16e2658a


Geneva International Model United Nations 

legal@gimun.org 20 

States, including Israel and the United States of America, possess assets capable of fully 

autonomous function.40  

Fully autonomous systems present significant opportunities and risks; on the one hand, if they 

are well-trained and effective, they may well be able to distinguish and target better than any 

human ever could. On the other hand, a poorly trained or low-quality system may 

indiscriminately target civilians and be incapable of fully understanding and complying with 

the rules and principles of international humanitarian law.  Semi-autonomous systems are 

less concerning, as they require some degree of human input. 

Given their associated risks, LAWS have been a strong focus of regulation efforts. There is an 

expert working group within the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) which 

considers the issue annually; in 2019 it concluded that human judgement was an essential 

aspect of ensuring that weapons systems were used in compliance with IHL.41  

The proceedings of the working group identify the key ideological difference between States. 

Some States believe that LAWS could assist with following IHL in complex combat 

environments; others believe they would be incapable of functioning in accordance with IHL.42 

Members also raised concerns surrounding the risks of arms races, a lowered threshold for 

the use of force, hacking, terrorism, and the "undermining of confidence in the civilian use of 

related technologies".43 To date, there has been no progress on agreeing on a treaty to 

prohibit or regulate the use of LAWS, although they remain a key focus of international 

discussion. 

There has been considerably less discussion of other forms of AI during conflict, such as 

assistance with military planning. It is important to consider that weak AI systems managing, 

for example, logistical arrangements, can equally contribute to the conduct of hostilities in an 

armed conflict by making an armed force more efficient. As outlined earlier, recognition 

software could also contribute by assisting with the identification of combatants and non-

combatants. 

Although this software has been discussed in the context of the conduct of hostilities, it is also 

of direct relevance for humanitarian relief and human protection. Facial recognition could 

assist with family reunification; planning software could assist with risk mitigation for the 

 
40 Clare, Michael T. 2019. "Autonomous Weapons Systems And The Laws Of War | Arms Control Association". 

Arms Control Association. https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2019-03/features/autonomous-weapons-
systems-laws-war  
41  Report of the 2019 session of the Group of Governmental Experts on Emerging Technologies in the Area of 

Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems CCW/GGE.1/2019/3 (2019) at [17(c)]. 
42 Ibid. [24(a)]. 
43 Ibid. [25(a)]. 

https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2019-03/features/autonomous-weapons-systems-laws-war
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2019-03/features/autonomous-weapons-systems-laws-war
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routing and deployment of humanitarian convoys; and autonomous monitoring systems 

could identify and record the severity of breaches of humanitarian law. Weak AI could also, 

for example, be used to assist with the triaging of patients in field hospitals, or determining 

safe locations for detention and internment camps.44 

The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) has issued an opinion on both the 

opportunities and risks of AI in armed conflict. It believes that decision-making AI is likely to 

have the most wide-reaching effects in armed conflict, by acting as "an expansion of 

intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance tools".45 For the ICRC, there is an essential need 

to retain a human-centred approach, using AI as an augmentation rather than a replacement 

for human judgement, and that humans must control and be capable of intervening in AI or 

machine-learning systems employed as a means or method of warfare.46  

Another relevant issue is digital misinformation. Artificial intelligence systems can be used to 

digitally alter videos and emulate a human voice. Examples of this issue include the voice 

emulation software Lyrebird, and deepfake video editing. Deepfakes use generative 

adversarial networks to produce realistic false videos;47 Lyrebird uses neural networks to 

produce a perfect copy of a human voice.48 AI can also be used to influence discourse on social 

media such as Twitter by, for example, flooding the website with false claims or narratives via 

the use of so-called ‘bots’, or fake accounts run using AI.49 This is not an issue exclusive to 

armed conflict, nor is it necessarily distinct from human-generated misinformation; however, 

it has the potential to escalate existing tensions or to support traditional military operations. 

One issue that has not been fully addressed by the international community is whether any 

specialised rules should apply to psychological warfare, and whether there is any conceptual 

difference between humans and AI conducting it. 

Another key issue is that of an uncontrolled or "rogue" AI system, or an AI that too literally 

interprets its tasks. This is how AI risks are usually conceptualised in popular media: the 

Terminator series, 2001: A Space Odyssey and the video game Horizon: Zero Dawn all grapple 

 
44 "Artificial Intelligence And Machine Learning In Armed Conflict: A Human-Centred Approach". 2019. 

International Committee Of The Red Cross. https://www.icrc.org/en/document/artificial-intelligence-and-
machine-learning-armed-conflict-human-centred-approach (pdf).  
45 Ibid. Point 3.3 
46 Ibid. Point 5.1 
47 Knight, Will. 2019. "Even The AI Behind Deepfakes Can’T Save Us From Being Duped". Wired. 

https://www.wired.com/story/ai-deepfakes-cant-save-us-duped/  
48 "How Lyrebird Uses AI To Find Its (Artificial) Voice". 2019. WIRED. 
https://www.wired.com/brandlab/2018/10/lyrebird-uses-ai-find-artificial-voice/ 
49 See, for example, misinformation in Bolivia: Schiffer, Zoe. 2019. "Bot Campaign On Twitter Fuels Confusion 
About Bolivian Unrest". The Verge. https://www.theverge.com/2019/11/18/20970888/bot-campaign-twitter-
facebook-bolivia-uprising-coup-confusion 

https://www.icrc.org/en/document/artificial-intelligence-and-machine-learning-armed-conflict-human-centred-approach
https://www.icrc.org/en/document/artificial-intelligence-and-machine-learning-armed-conflict-human-centred-approach
https://www.wired.com/story/ai-deepfakes-cant-save-us-duped/
https://www.wired.com/brandlab/2018/10/lyrebird-uses-ai-find-artificial-voice/
https://www.theverge.com/2019/11/18/20970888/bot-campaign-twitter-facebook-bolivia-uprising-coup-confusion
https://www.theverge.com/2019/11/18/20970888/bot-campaign-twitter-facebook-bolivia-uprising-coup-confusion
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with the issue in one form or another. Reality is much less exciting: the most likely risks 

relating to uncontrolled AI are a software bug or a transmitter failure.  While it is conceptually 

possible that a system could become "rogue", the issue is largely hypothetical unless there 

are either rapid progressions toward the development of smart AI or a lack of safeguards built 

into weak AI systems. 

Lastly, issues relating to AI do not only arise in international and non-international armed 

conflicts. In the broad sense of the word "conflict", the same issues could also arise in 

situations of heightened civil disturbance. Facial recognition, for example, is regularly used as 

a law enforcement tool, despite its sometimes dubious accuracy.50 Civil disturbances are 

governed by international human rights law, not IHL; certain conduct is permitted which 

would be prohibited in an armed conflict.51 Cases of civil disturbance that do not meet the IHL 

definition of an armed conflict are typically not governed by disarmament treaties. 

3.3 CURRENT ISSUES 
In summary, the following issues are of current and prospective interest in this field: 

- The use of AI in the conduct of hostilities 

o Military planning and deployment 

o LAWS 

o Support of soldiers in the field 

o Information warfare, including deepfakes and Twitter bots 

o Detention planning and implementation 

o Direct participation in hostilities – when, if you can always track and identify 

them, can you attack a non-combatant who occasionally participates? 

- The use of AI in human protection 

o Identifying patterns of abuse 

o Optimising planning for humanitarian aid and support 

o Identifying and collating breaches of IHL 

- The use of AI outside of a war 

o Police enforcement operations 

o Low-intensity conflicts not falling within IHL 

- AI not under the control of a human being 

o How to appropriately respond to systems with no human input 

 
50 Refer: Thomas, Elise. 2019. "How To Hack Your Face To Dodge The Rise Of Facial Recognition Tech". Wired. 

https://www.wired.co.uk/article/avoid-facial-recognition-software Multiple States use facial recognition in 
domestic law enforcement efforts, including China and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland. It has mixed rates of success. 
51 International human rights law is based on the ICCPR and ICESCR and includes rights such as, for example, 

freedom from arbitrary interference in private life. 

https://www.wired.co.uk/article/avoid-facial-recognition-software
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o Accountability for the actions of an uncontrolled system 

SCENARIO 

It is 2030. Resource scarcity and climate change, combined with challenges to the rules-based 

international order, have caused serious global destabilisation.  

From 2025 to 2027, States faced widespread civil unrest. In 2023, a failure to meet emissions 

targets under the Paris Agreement led to a dire conclusion from the Intergovernmental Panel 

on Climate Change: that there was no longer a conceivable route to prevent a global 

temperature rise of up to 3ᐤC. It predicted serious medium-term consequences for both 

developed and less developed countries and that some States, particularly along the Equator, 

inland Asia and Central Africa, were likely to become largely uninhabitable. 

The report was more prescient than its authors could have anticipated. By 2025, access to 

fresh water and arable land was becoming a tangible issue in multiple States, and record 

heatwaves had occurred in Australia and across the Middle East. Popular protest movements 

sprung up across the world advocating for rapid and radical social changes. In some cases, 

these protest movements became violent.  

In the face of violent protest, a small number of States implemented restrictive measures 

against their population. These measures included: the use of facial recognition to identify 

and arrest protestors and activists, the takeover of AI systems designed to monitor traffic 

activity in order to track the movements and patterns of protest groups, and the use of risk 

assessment AI to target individuals and groups before an offence was committed, based on 

their social relationships and personal history. AI risk assessment systems were also used to 

decide when, and under what circumstances, police and locally deployed military would be 

authorised to use lethal force.  

While in some cases these measures effectively curbed protests, in others they resulted in the 

deaths of civilians and contributed to the outbreak of internal armed conflicts. The same 

systems continued to be used in the context of armed conflict; in particular, facial recognition 

was used to target and kill or capture civilians suspected of supporting organised armed 

groups. 

In 2026 a little-known arms manufacturer, Veidt Solutions, made two announcements that 

would change the face of armed conflict. First, it had successfully developed a fully 

autonomous weapons system, the LAW-A3 – an airborne drone capable of identifying, 

targeting and eliminating targets without human intervention. The LAW-A3 would use a high-

definition camera to capture facial and gait data and compare it to an owner-operated 

database, updated every 12 hours by a satellite link. If it identified a positive match, the A3 
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would notify its central command and, if it did not receive a contrary instruction within five 

minutes, would release a targeted missile strike. Veidt claimed a positive detection rate of 

97.5 per cent and asserted this was better than anything a human operator alone could 

achieve. 

At the end of their live-streamed reveal of the A3, Veidt Solutions made its second 

announcement: the presentation was heavily supported by AI. Not only was every human 

voice in the video synthesised, but every human seen in the video had been generated from 

facial and gait information collected during A3 testing.  

The international reaction to Veidt's announcements was starkly divided. On the one hand, 

some States and armed forces hailed its achievements as ushering in a new area of risk 

minimisation in warfare that would allow for true distinction between combatants and non-

combatants. On the other hand, some States – particularly smaller nations – expressed 

significant concern that the A3 would be used as a tool for indiscriminate warfare, and that 

Veidt's progress on audiovisual manipulation would inevitably be abused. The ICRC issued a 

short statement reiterating its belief that human judgement is an essential element of 

international humanitarian law. 

In 2028, The Security Council authorised peacekeeping missions to Guatemala, Iran, and 

Somalia. The peacekeeping missions were authorised to use offensive force, and had an 

identical element in their mandate resolutions: 

"Authorises the use of artificial intelligence systems including planning, logistics and 

medical diagnostic programmes to provide operational support to the peacekeeping 

mission; 

Authorises the use of lethal autonomous weapons systems by the peacekeeping 

mission; 

Affirms that any lethal autonomous weapons system must be used in a manner 

consistent with international humanitarian law and international human rights law 

and, in particular, emphasises the fundamental importance of the principle of 

distinction." 

In 2029, a small-scale armed conflict broke out between the Kyrgyz Republic and the Republic 

of Uzbekistan. During that armed conflict an A3 was used; reports quickly emerged of 

inaccurate and indiscriminate targeting. Veidt Solutions claimed the fault lay with the 

operating State for uploading low-quality photos to the facial recognition system; the State 

said the issue was a failure of the A3's communications link, meaning it did not request 

authorisation before firing. The ICRC has used a cutting-edge monitoring system to assist in 
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identifying potential violations of IHL in the conflict, but requires a human to individually verify 

each possible breach. 

Also in 2029, a commission was formed in the United Nations system to investigate an alleged 

targeting of civilians by an A3 provided and operated by the British military in a peacekeeping 

operation. Pending the results of that investigation, the United Nations issued an operational 

policy instructing peacekeeping operations to in no circumstances use drones with 

autonomous offensive capabilities. 

The year is 2030 and the United Nations Commission report has been released. While it 

cleared peacekeeping forces of any deliberate wrongdoing, it severely criticised the use of the 

A3. It highlighted a lack of encrypted communications between the drone and its central 

command, and a tendency for operators to over-rely on other AI systems – in particular, 

planning and risk assessment AI – when deciding whether to allow a proposed strike.  The 

report recommended the conclusion of an international agreement to strictly regulate the 

use of offensive AI systems. The armed conflict between Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan has 

cooled: AI is being used to support ceasefire monitoring and implementation, as well as to 

identify the missing and dead. 

In light of the rapid developments over the last decade, States have agreed that an annex 

within the CCW framework will not be enough to address general issues relating to AI in armed 

conflict. The topic has therefore been placed on the agenda of the Legal Committee with a 

view to agreeing a binding Convention on Responsible Use of Artificial Intelligence Systems.  

3.4 BLOC POSITIONS 

3.4.1 AFRICA 

The majority of United Nations peacekeeping operations are in Africa and this means that 

policies on the means and methods available to a peacekeeping operation are of particular 

importance. The African Union also runs peacekeeping operations under the authorisation of 

the United Nations Security Council, and many of its members purchase weapons and military 

hardware from developed countries. 

These factors mean that conceptually, African nations should be invested in how we develop 

and regulate AI in armed conflict. However, African engagement with LAWS negotiations has 

been weak, with just four countries engaging with the group of Governmental Experts in 2019. 

Where African States engage, they advocate for weapons being under human control; this 

should not be taken as representative of the entire region. 

3.4.2 ASIA AND THE PACIFIC 
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AI systems are in use across the Asia-Pacific region, along with drones and semi-autonomous 

weapon systems.52 

China makes heavy use of AI systems in non-conflict civil enforcement contexts. Facial and 

gait recognition are widespread, particularly in contexts of civil tension including the Xinjiang 

region. China also has a long-term focus on developing its own autonomous weapons systems 

and has consistently limited progress toward regulation. 

For Middle Eastern States, one issue of key concern is the possibility of an AI system being 

acquired and used by a non-State armed group. The threat of military hardware falling into 

the hands of an armed group is a very real one, and could risk further destabilisation on 

already fragile contexts. Another issue is the complex geopolitics of the region: many States 

align with either the United States of America or the Russian Federation and purchase 

weapons and military hardware accordingly. 

For other Asian and Pacific States, positions vary. Some, such as the Pacific Islands, have little 

stake in the use of AI during conflict; others, such as India, are likely to be directly impacted 

by any development or use of AI. South Korea uses semi-autonomous weapons systems on 

the border of the demilitarised zone, but these require human input. 

3.4.3 EASTERN EUROPE 

The Russian Federation is well-known for its information warfare, and that capability extends 

(to some extent) to the use of AI in disinformation. The Russian State also uses a number of 

semi-autonomous weapons systems, including drones that fulfil the same functions as light 

armoured vehicles. 

Other States in the region vary between a general alignment with the Russian Federation's 

position, to having been on the receiving end of digital and AI warfare. Ukraine, for example, 

has suffered both disinformation attacks and targeted cyber-warfare. This means there is 

some divergence of views across the region. 

3.4.4 LATIN AMERICA AND CARIBBEAN STATES 

Some Latin American States have experienced significant threats from drones, including an 

assassination attempt on Maduro in Venezuela which used commercially available drones. 

While this threat was not from an autonomous weapons system, it highlights one of the 

potential uses that such a system could have: targeted killings or attacks on political leaders 

 
52 Marat, Erica. 2018. "Chinese Artificial Intelligence Projects Expand In Eurasian Cities". PONARS Euroasia. 

http://www.ponarseurasia.org/sites/default/files/policy-memos-pdf/Pepm540_Marat_Sept2018_0.pdf  

http://www.ponarseurasia.org/sites/default/files/policy-memos-pdf/Pepm540_Marat_Sept2018_0.pdf
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without a need for direct human involvement. The region has also suffered from digital 

misinformation campaigns, including in Bolivia. 

Many Latin American and Caribbean States have a shared history of being the subjects of 

interventions by other countries, and this may accentuate concerns relating to the means and 

methods of warfare. 

3.4.5 WESTERN EUROPE (AND OTHERS) 

Positions are divergent across the Western Europe and Others (WEO) group. 

The United States of America is actively pursuing research into autonomous weapons systems 

and AI and makes use of AI systems in conflict. One example of this is the United States of 

America’s autonomous submarine, which serves a reconnaissance function; another is its use 

of a highly classified, fully autonomous orbital spacecraft.  The United States of America legally 

requires a human operator to exercise appropriate levels of judgement over the use of force, 

but its regulations do not define "appropriate". It opposes any attempt at regulation or 

prohibition. 

The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland states it has no intention to develop 

autonomous weapons systems, but has supported research into LAWS. It has also stated that 

existing IHL is enough to manage potential issues. 

The European Union's collective position affirms that human judgement must remain in the 

control chain for AI in armed conflict. They believe that discussion on LAWS should occur in 

the context of the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons, and that policies should not 

hamper dual-use civilian technologies. 

There is little information available on AI other than LAWS in the WEO group because, as with 

other regional groups, this has not been a major focus of discussion. 

3.5 GUIDING QUESTIONS 
Although your agreed outcome document should deal with the issues raised in the scenario, 

you are not limited to these. You may wish to consider the following questions: 

1. Should the same rules be applied to AI with and without a combat function? Is there 

anything conceptually different about, for example, risk assessment AI? 

2. Can a machine effectively understand, interpret and apply international humanitarian 

law? 

3. What level of human supervision, intervention and ability to deactivate is required 

during the operation of LAWS in compliance with IHL? 

4. How should we address the specific sub-issue of AI designed to generate false media? 



Geneva International Model United Nations 

legal@gimun.org 28 

5. Should humanitarian missions and organisations make use of AI? If yes, then how? 

6. What steps can be taken to ensure an AI does not make decisions without human 

input? What if it loses its connection to a control centre? 

7. What level of inaccuracy is acceptable in an AI system? Should it be held to the same 

standard as a person? 

8. In situations not governed by international humanitarian law, what rules should apply 

to the use of AI systems? 
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