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Chair, 
 
At the outset of this very last week of the GGE 2020/2021 let me thank you Chair and your 
team for the outstanding efforts, hard work and guidance provided during this session. Let me 
also express my gratitude to the secretariat, which has gone beyond what can be expected so 
to facilitate that we can meet today. We thank you for the new draft, which brings us closer 
to agreement. We need a credible, substantive and outcome oriented result to present to the 
Review Con. Austria wishes to share the following five general remarks on the draft. 
 
First, and this should be our primary guidance, the outcome of this GGE needs to be focused 
on our main raison d´etre: namely the centrality of humans. It is about clarifying the 
relationship between humans and machines in armed conflict. Humans and machines are not 
equals. Technology needs to serve humans, not the other way around. Bearing in mind this 
human centric approach, it should be evident that humans must continue to control systems 
they use. The fundamental issue is, are we ready to accept that AWS without meaningful 
human control decide over the use of force. What would be the consequences of the 
dehumanisation of armed conflict? Certainly the position of my delegation remains firm, 
technology deciding over choosing targets and attacking them without meaningful human 
control is morally, legally and politically unacceptable. To avoid such a scenario new 
international law is urgently required. Work on such an instrument should start without 
further delay. 
 
Giving up human control over weapons systems would open an unpredictable Pandora’s box, 
which would ultimately be in the interest of no one. In order to start addressing the 
humanitarian, legal, ethical and security risks we need to subordinate weapons systems to 
humans. This notion that weapons systems are tools and need be subordinated to humans 
should guide the recommendations. 
 
Second, the document needs a more ambitious forward looking notion and our discussion 
should be guided by the principle to demonstrate that this group can deliver substantive 
results that can provide tangible guidance on what are acceptable uses of autonomy and what 
are unacceptable red lines, which must not be crossed. 
 
Third, my delegation recognizes that the text features a number of elements of a general 
nature, rather than specifically related to AWS. It is important that our outcome document 
respects the mandate of the group and its specific focus on emerging technologies in the area 
of LAWS. We suggest streamlining the text in this regard to make it more relevant to our 
Group`s objective and purpose.  
 
Fourth, the section on risk mitigation measures requires further contextualisation. If we are 
to agree on risk mitigation measures, we also need to be clear what are the risks that should 
be mitigated. Risk mitigation in the absence of naming the specific risks bears little practical 



value. The group has comprehensively analysed the humanitarian, legal, ethical and security 
risks and challenges posed by emerging technologies in the area of LAWS. These legal, ethical 
and security risks need to be adequately reflected ideally in a separate section. 
 
Fifth, we thank you for following up on our first exchange of views on the mandate during the 
last session by proposing concrete language on the potential continuation and mandate of this 
group. We rightly focused the work on substance first as a basis to determine what future 
work should look like. Now the time has come when ita will be important to allocate sufficient 
time during this session to the mandate discussion so we can agree by the end of this session. 
Certainly the mandate should be result oriented. We need to move to the next level and start 
dealing with the most sensitive areas through actual negotiations. Only this will allow the 
necessary focus of this group. Mere discussion will only continue to lead us in circles. 
 
If you allow me one last point, Mr. Chair, we recognize the number of quotes from previous 
agreements in the text. This provides an opportunity for streamlining, by simply referring to 
the outcome documents, so to allow our documents to showcase new areas of agreement 
that the group was able to achieve so to demonstrate the capability of this group to achieve 
tangible results. Maybe this concise straight forward references to previous agreements could 
help to address concerns about cherry picking from previous agreement. 
 
Chair, 
The incorporation of autonomous functions in weapons systems entails fundamental legal, 
ethical and security challenges. This group is now entering its final phase and given the speed 
of technological development we have an opportunity and a responsibility: preventing the 
Pandora’s box of losing control over autonomous weapons systems. 
 


