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A nuclear-weapon-free world:
from non-proliferation to abolition

Unless nuclear weapons are not prohibited by international law, unless they are not totally abolished, the
threat and danger of nuclear weapons cannot be eliminated. Though the size of nuclear inventory has drasti-
cally decreased compared to the Cold War period, the remaining 15000 nuclear weapons can destroy our
planet several times over. The NPT of 1968 played an important role to limit vertical and horizontal prolifera-
tion. Thanks to this treaty, five NWFZs have been established that cover the territories of more than
100 countries. In addition, possibilities of setting up a non-traditional single-state NWFZ have opened thanks
to Mongolia’s efforts to institutionalize its single-state NWFZ since 1992. In the past, the WHO and UN
General Assembly brought the issue of the legality of the use of nuclear weapons before the International
Court of Justice in 1993 and 1996 respectively. Though both attempts were unsuccessful, it gave hope
to many people that the world can one day prohibit nuclear weapons by international law. The last big
achievement on the abolitionist front was the fact that UN General Assembly finally adopted a landmark
resolution on 27 October 2016, to launch negotiations in March 2017 on a treaty outlawing nuclear weapons.
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Introduction

A nuclear-weapon-free world has been one of the biggest dreams of the mankind ever since the USA
had dropped atomic bombs on two Japanese cities in August 1945. In Hiroshima between 80,000—140,000
people, in Nagasaki about 74,000 [1] people were killed and thousands more suffered from radiation sickness
and other injuries as result of the deadliest weapon the world had ever witnessed.

But it is also true that despite the enormous destructive and uncontrollable nature of nuclear weapons,
many countries tried to acquire nuclear weapons in the name of protecting their national security. Within just
two decades after the first nuclear explosion, four countries: the Soviet Union (1949), Great Britain (1952),
France (1960), and PRC (1964) joined the nuclear club. At the same time, the reliance on nuclear arms grew
astronomically. During Eisenhower’s presidency, for example, the US stockpile leaped from 1,400 to 20,000
warheads, while the Soviet arsenal grew from 120 to 1,000 warheads [2].

When the Soviet Union collapsed and the Cold War ended, many people beleived that this was also the
end of nuclear belligerency. But as long as nuclear weapons exist, so does the danger of a nuclear war.
As US president Barak Obama wrote in Washington Postop-ed, Of all the threats to global security and
peace, the most dangerous is the proliferation and potential use of nuclear weapons» [3]. As of 2016, nine
states-the United States, Russia, the United Kingdom, France, China, India, Pakistan, Israel and the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea possessed 15 395 nuclear weapons, of which 4120 were deployed with
operational forces. Roughly 1800 of these weapons are kept in a state of high operational alert [4].
If American president recieves information that says «our country is under nuclear attack», he has just
3 minutes to decide whether or not to press the button® [5].

Threatsand risks of nuclear weapons

Since the end of the Cold War, the number of nuclear weapons has decreased significantly. However,
the decrease in the number of nuclear weapons has not reduced the threat of a nuclear war. As Dr. John
T.Rourke from the Connecticut University wrote «The atomic attacks on Hiroshima and Nagasaki demon-
strate that humans have the ability and the will to use weapons of mass destruction. Therefore, it is naive
to imagine that nuclear war will never happen» [5].

As of January 2016, the USA had 1930 deployed nuclear warheads and 2500 other warheads [6], while
Russia had 1790 deployed warheads and 2800 other warheads [4]. Needless to say that such amount of nukes
can extinguish our planet several times over. As Greenpeace pointed out «There is no such thing as a small
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nuclear explosion, any nuclear explosion will have catastrophic consequences for all living things on the
planet» [7]. The below table shows the inventory of world nuclear forces in 2015.

Table
World Nuclear Forces, 2015
Country Deployed warheads Other warheads Total inventory

USA 1930 2500 7000
Russia 1790 2800 7290
United Kingdom 120 - 215
France 280 10 300
China - - 260
India - 100-120
Pakistan - . 110-130
Israel - . 80
North Korea - (10) (10)

Total 4120 5310 15395

..=not applicable or not available; -=zero; ()= uncertain figure.

All estimates are approximate and as of Jan.2016.

Source: SIPRI Yearbook 2016 [4].

In 2015, the Nuclear Threat Initiative (NTI) defined several factors that contributed to the likelihood
of accident or miscalculation that could lead to nuclear use. The list included:

» A severe deficit of trust,

* Irreconcilable narratives and threat perceptions,

* Domestic political imperatives,

» Broken channels of communication,

* Alliance politics,

 Failing safeguards to prevent nuclear use,

» Conventional force disparity, and

* Eroding nuclear expertise [8].

Other risks such as technical failures, human errors, threats from hackers and terrorists can be added
to the list. In short, we must bear in our mind that one of the above risks may lead to nuclear use which will
bring catastrophic consequences to the humanity. In fact, there have been many close calls in the past. Since
1950, for instance, there have been 32 nuclear weapon accidents, known as «Broken Arrows». A Broken Arrow
is defined as an unexpected event involving nuclear weapons that result in the accidental launching, firing,
detonating, theft or loss of the weapon. To date, six nuclear weapons have been lost and never recovered [9].

In addition, some nuclear powers are shifting to a new nuclear doctrine which classifies nuclear weap-
ons as a part of regular weapons arsenal to be used whenever there is a «justification». USA, Great Britain,
France and to some extent Russia have declared these new doctrines. China has not followed this move and
keeps its No First Use doctrine. A few years ago, US leaders talked openly of a possible «preventive nuclear
wary, for instance against Iran [10].

Nuclear non-proliferation efforts

Nuclear non-proliferation treaty

By the 1960s, both horizontal and vertical proliferation of nuclear weapons, alarmed the international
community to take concrete measures against that dangerous course. In 1963, in a press conference, US
President John Kennedy warned «I see the possibility in the 1970s of the president of the United States hav-
ing to face a world in which 15 or 20 or 25 nations may have nuclear weapons. I regard that as the greatest
possible danger and hazard». In fact, Kennedy made this statement one month after a secret Department
of Defense memorandum assessed that eight countries — Canada, China, India, Israel, Italy, Japan, Sweden,
and West Germany — would likely have the ability to produce nuclear weapons within 10 years. The study
also calculated that, due to diminishing costs of nuclear programs, several more states would likely be able
to acquire nuclear weapons, especially if unrestricted testing continued. The risks of such proliferation,
which the existing nuclear powers sought to curtail or prevent, largely served as an impetus for drafting
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the NPT. Today the IAEA assesses that nearly 30 states are capable of developing nuclear weapons, but only
nine states are known to possess them thanks to the NPT [11].

The ideas that formed the basis of the NPT were first laid out in the UN General Assembly Resolution
1665 which was unanimously approved on December 4, 1961. The resolution was based on the earlier Irish
draft resolution and called for negotiations to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons to additional states.
The resolution says that countries already having nuclear weapons would «undertake to refrain from relin-
quishing control» of them to others and would refrain «from transmitting information for their manufacture
to States not possessing» them. Countries without nuclear weapons would agree not to receive or manufac-
ture them [11].

After several years of intense diplomatic negotiations, the NPT opened for signature in 1968 and en-
tered into force in 1970. It is a landmark international treaty whose objective is to prevent the spread of nu-
clear weapons and weapons technology, to promote cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy and
to further the goal of achieving nuclear disarmament and general and complete disarmament. In 1995, the
Treaty was extended indefinitely. Currently 191 states have joined the NPT, including the five nuclear-
weapon States [12].

More countries have ratified the NPT than any other arms limitation and disarmament agreement, a tes-
tament to the Treaty’s significance. There is only one country North Korea, which acceded in 1985 but never
came into compliance, announced its withdrawal from the NPT in 2003, following detonation of nuclear de-
vices in violation of core obligations of the treaty. Four other UN member states have never accepted
the NPT, three of which are thought to possess nuclear weapons: India, Israel, and Pakistan. In addi-
tion, South Sudan, founded in 2011, has not joined the treaty.

Nuclear-weapon-free zones

Nuclear-weapon-free zones (NWFZ) play an important role in promotingnuclear non-proliferation and
disarmament, as well as regional and international peace and security. Article 7 of the NPT states: «Nothing
in this Treaty affects the right of any group of States to conclude regional treaties in order to assure the total
absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories». In this spirit, the first NWFZ was established
in Latin America and the Caribbean by the Treaty of Tlatelolco in 1967.

In its Resolution 3472 B (1975), the General Assembly defines a NWFZ as «...any zone recognized as
such by the General Assembly of the United Nations, which any group of States, in the free exercises of their
sovereignty, has established by virtue of a treaty or convention whereby: (a) The statute of total absence
of nuclear weapons to which the zone shall be subject, including the procedure for the delimitation of the
zone, is defined; (b) An international system of verification and control is established to guarantee compli-
ance with the obligations deriving from that statute» [13].

Though each NWFZ has particular characteristics, they have similar goals and objectives:

e To prevent the development of new nuclear-armed states or capabilities in their region, achieved
through bans on production, testing, use, or other acquisition of nuclear weapons.

e To keep nuclear weapons out of the zone (or, in some cases, to allow sovereign decisions by gov-
ernments about whether foreign countries can ship nuclear materials through their territory).

e To prevent nuclear-weapon states from using or threatening to use nuclear weapons against countries
in the zone.

Currently, there are five NWFZs, covering territories of more than 100 states in the world. The follow-
ing treaties form the basis for these zones:

1. Treaty of Tlatelolco (Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear in Latin America and the Caribbean);

2. Treaty of Rarotonga (South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty);

3. Treaty of Bangkok (Treaty on the Southeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone);

4. Treaty of Pelindaba (African Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty);

5. Treaty of Semiplatinsk (Central Asian Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty).

The Treaty of Tlatelolco of 1967 entered into force in 1969. It has served as a model for all future
NWEFZ agreements. On 23 October 2002, the Tlatelolco Treaty came into full force throughout the region
of Latin America and the Caribbean when Cuba, the only state which had not ratified the treaty, deposited its
instrument of ratification. Currently, all 33 states of the region have signed and ratified the treaty.

The Treaty of Rarotonga, which has 13 member states, entered into force in 1986. Three dependent ter-
ritories not located within the zone (Marshall Islands Republic, Federated States of Micronesia, and Palau)
are not parties to the Treaty although eligible to be Parties. If these territories decide to join the SPNFZ Trea-
ty in the future, the SPNFZ area would be enlarged to incorporate the territory of each new party.
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The SPNFZ contributes to limiting the threat posed by nuclear weapons and serves to strengthen the NPT
regime and nuclear non-proliferation [14].

The Treaty of Bangkok of 1995 entered into force in 1997. All 10 member states of ASEAN have
signed and ratified the treaty, which obliges its members not to develop, manufacture or otherwise acquire,
possess or have control over nuclear weapons. The treaty includes a protocol under which the five nuclear-
weapon states recognized by the NPT (who are also the five permanent members of the UN Security Coun-
cil) undertake to respect the Treaty and do not contribute to a violation of it by State parties. Currently, none
of the nuclear-weapon states have signed this protocol [15].

The Treaty of Pelindaba was signed in Cairo on 11 April 1996 by 47 of the 53 African states. The pro-
tocols were signed at the same time by the nuclear-weapon states except for Russia, which sought clarifica-
tion on the status of the Indian Ocean island of Diego Garcia (controlled by the United Kingdom and former-
ly used as a base for nuclear weapons by the United States). The Treaty entered into force on 15 July 2009
when Burundi became the 28" state to deposit its instrument of ratification or accession.

The Treaty of Semiplatinsk of 2006commits its 5 signatories (Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan) to refrain from developing, acquiring or possessing nuclear weapons.
The treaty entered into force in 2009. All five nuclear-weapon states signed the Protocol to the treaty on May
6, 2014, which provides legally binding assurances not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
CANWFZ Treaty parties.

© Central Asian Nuclear-
Weapon-Free Zone Treaty
(© Mongolia's Nuclear-
- Weapon-Free Status

@ Treaty of Tlatelolco | 5 W F) Treaty of Rarotonga

@) Treaty of Rarotonga

1] S Tr .
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—

MAP LEGEND
B Land territory covered by nuclear-weapon-free treaties
Sea territory covered by nuclear-weapon-free treaties

Map. Nuclear-weapon-free areas (Demarcation of nuclear-weapon-free zones,
nuclear-weapon-free status and nuclear-weapon-free geographical regions) (Source: UNODA)

Other NWFZs have been proposed for such regions as Central Europe, Northern Europe, the Baltic re-
gion, the Middle East, South Asia and Northeast Asia, but have not been materialized yet. However, in terms
of horizontal proliferation, NWFZs have dramatically reduced the areas of potential nuclear weapon prolifer-
ation.

Mongolia’s Nuclear-Weapon-FreeStatus

On 25™ September, 1992 at the United Nations 47" General Assembly Ochirbat Punsalmaa, President
of Mongolia declared Mongolia’s territory a single-state nuclear-weapon-free zone and announced that
Mongolia would work to have that status internationally guaranteed [16]. The objective of the initiative was
to ban stationing of nuclear weapons or parts of such weapons system on the Mongolian territory and, in re-
turn, acquire security assurances from the five nuclear-weapon states [17].

This was the first bold move of Mongolia’s new independent foreign policy, which had been dictated
by Moscow for 70 years for the sake of «socialist commonwealth».The fact that at the height of Sino-Soviet
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split over 100 000 Soviet troops were stationed in Mongolia, also pushed the idea of being free from the risks
of being drawn into possible conflicts of its nuclear-armed neighbors [18].

Thefirst National Security Concept of Mongolia,adopted in 1994, defined one of the ways and means
to ensure the security of the existence of Mongolia is «fo ensure the nuclear-weapons-free status of Mongo-
lia at the international level and make it an important element of strengthening the country's security by po-
litical means»y.

As noted Mongolian scholar Enkhsaikhan Jargalsaikhan: «When Mongolia’s single-State NWFZ status
is internationally recognized and legally guaranteed, it would in fact be its internationally accepted regime
with all the benefits that come with NWFZ status, including security assurances, more rigid than NPT
verification regime, support in peaceful uses of the achievements of nuclear energy and science. As such,
it could also serve as an example for some other states that due to their geographical or geopolitical location
cannot form part of traditional NWFZs [19]. Moreover, Mongolia’s NWFZ status can be an important ele-
ment of Northeast Asia security» [20].

In 2000, the State Great Hural (parliament) of Mongolia adopted the Law of Mongolia on its Nuclear-
weapon-free Status as well as Resolution 19 on measures to be taken in connection with the adoption of the
law [21]. The law reinforces commitments of Mongolia, undertaken by the NPT. Moreover, it also commit-
ted Mongolia to prohibit stationing or transporting nuclear weapon and its components, transiting it or dump-
ing nuclear weapons grade radioactive material or their dangerous wastes on the territory or in the vicinity
of Mongolia.

In 1998, thanks to Mongolia’s tireless diplomatic efforts, the UN General Assembly adopted the Reso-
lution 53/77D, entitled «Mongolia’s International Security and Nuclear-Weapon-Free Status», which wel-
comed Mongolia’s initiative and invited member states, including the five nuclear-weapon states, to work
with Mongolia in taking the necessary measures to consolidate and strengthen its status. This was followed
by theGeneral Assembly adopting successive resolutions that recognized Mongolia’s NWFS and aimed
at consolidating this status in every two years. In addition, the UN Secretary General submitted a biannual
report to the General Assembly on the implementation of these resolutions.

Another important milestone towards institutionalizing Mongolia’s nuclear-weapon-free status
(NWFS) took place in October 2000, when five nuclear-weapon states (P5) issued a joint statement provid-
ing nuclear security assurances to Mongolia in connection with its NWFS [22]. In this statement the P5
pledged to refrain from using or threatening to use nuclear weapons against Mongolia, and to come to Mon-
golia’s assistance in case such use or threat occurred [23]. Mongolia welcomed the statement as a manifesta-
tion of political will on the part of the P5 to implement the provisions of resolution 53/77D and as a first im-
portant step in institutionalizing its nuclear-weapon-free status.

On 17 September 2012, the Permanent Representatives to the United Nations of the five nuclear-
weapon states — the United States, Russia, China, United Kingdom and France — and the Permanent Rep-
resentative of Mongolia to the United Nations signed parallel political declarations regarding Mongolia’s
NWES. As a part of the declaration, the P5 reaffirmed the joint statement on security assurances they made
in connection with Mongolia’s NWFS at the UNGA on 5 October 2000. In addition, the P5 also affirmed
their intent to respect Mongolia’s NWFS and not to contribute to any act that would violate it. As a part
of the parallel political declaration, Mongolia confirmed that it has and will continue to fully comply with its
commitments as a non-nuclear-weapon state (NNWS) party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nucle-
ar Weapons (NPT) and pursuant to its own domestic law of 3 February 2000, has the domestic legal status
of being nuclear weapon free. Mongolia welcomed the 2012 P5 joint declaration as a valuable commitment
tailored to its geopolitical location and relevant to its actual security needs. When providing the assurances,
however the P5 have pointed out that they would have difficulties in providing legally based assurances,
since that would set a precedent [17].

Though the P5 recognized Mongolia as a ‘unique case’, they were and still are hesitant to acknowledge
it as a single-State NWFZ since, in their view, that might set a precedent that could discourage others from
establishing traditional NWFZs [23]. On the other hand, all NWFZ s have not only fully recognized Mongo-
lia as a nuclear-weapon-free state but also have welcomed it into their ranks.

Abolition ofnuclear weapons

Though the human race has not used nuclear weapons directly against each other since the devastating
atomic bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, a danger of nuclear war will continue to exist unless nuclear
weapons are not completely prohibited and abolished by international law.
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The first step towards abolition of nuclearweapons was taken in 1961, when the United Nations General
Assembly passed a resolution declaring that that the use of nuclear weapons was illegal. 55 states (consisting
mainly of communist and Third World countries) voted in favour of the resolution, 20 states (mainly West-
ern countries) voted against and 26 states (mainly Latin American countries) abstained [24; 346]. A General
Assembly resolution of this type is an evidence of customary law and the voting figures for this resolution
showed the absence of generally accepted custom.

The issue of the legality of the use of nuclear weapons was brought before the International Court
of Justice on the basis of two requests for an advisory opinion, one filed by the World Health Organization
(WHO) in 1993, the other filed by the UN General Assembly in 1996. On 8 July 1996, the Court delivered
its advisory opinion on both requests. The request made by the WHO was dismissed (by 11 votes to 3) with
the reasoning that under the ‘principle of specialty’ which governs international organizations and limits
their powers, the WHO had no competence to deal with the legality of the use of nuclear weapons, even
in view of their health and environmental effects. With regard to the request made by the General Assembly,
the Court found that there is neither a customary or conventional law ‘any specific authorization of the threat
or use of nuclear weapons’ (unanimously), but also no comprehensive and universal prohibition (by 11 votes
to 3).

The court further replied (unanimously) that ‘a threat or use of force by means of nuclear weapons that
is contrary to Article 2, paragraph 4 of the United Nations Charter and that fails to meet all the requirements
of Article 51, is unlawful’. The most controversial finding (by seven votes to seven, by the President’s cast-
ing vote) is rather mysterious:

«lIt follows from the above mentioned requirements that the threat or use of nuclear weapons would
generally be contrary to the rules of international law, applicable in armed conflict, and in particular the
principles and rules of humanitarian law. However, in view of the current state of international law and
of the elements of facts at its disposal, the Court cannot conclude definitely whether the threat or use of nu-
clear weapons would be lawful or unlawful in an extreme circumstance of self-defense, in which the very
survival of a State would be at stake» [24; 349].

If at that time, the ICJwould have been able to rule that the threat or use of nuclear weapons were un-
lawful, it could have been a turning point in the history, making tremendous contribution to protecting inter-
national peace and security, as well as promoting wellbeing and prosperity of the humanity. Because all
15 judges of the ICJ are appointed for nine years mandate, another composition of judges may rule a differ-
ent decision regarding the legality of nuclear weapon [25].

Some peopleargue that although the use of nuclear weapons can bring catastrophic consequences, they
can also give an enormous military advantage. For instance, Dr.Peter Malanczuk from the Erasmus Universi-
ty wrote: «If nuclear weapons had not been used against Japan, the war against Japan in 1945 might have
lasted at least another year» [24, 347]. But like many other people, I think it is immoral and inhumane to jus-
tify the use of nuclear weapons in any circumstance.

In recent years, international civil society has become a powerful force in the fight against nuclear
weapons. One such example is the International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN), a coalition
of non-government organizations in 100 countries advocating for a strong and effective nuclear weapon ban
treaty. ICAN originated in Melbourne, Australia, in 2007. Thanks to their relentless efforts and strong advo-
cacy, the UN General Assembly finally adopted a landmark resolution on 27 October 2016, to launch negoti-
ations in March 2017 on a treaty outlawing nuclear weapons. Despite arm-twisting by a number of nuclear-
armed states, the resolution was adopted in a landslide. A total of 57 nations were co-sponsors, with Austria,
Brazil, Ireland, Mexico, Nigeria and South Africa taking the lead in drafting the resolution. 123 nations vot-
ed in favour of the resolution, with 38 against and 16 abstaining.

The UN vote came just hours after the European Parliament adopted its own resolutionon this subject
— 415 in favour and 124 against, with 74 abstentions — inviting European Union member states to «partici-
pate constructively» in next year’s negotiations.n Monday, 15 Nobel Peace Prize winners urged nations
to support the negotiations and to bring them «to a timely and successful conclusion so that we can proceed
rapidly toward the final elimination of this existential threat to humanity» [26].

Conclusion

Unless nuclear weapons are not prohibited by international law, unless they are not totally abolished,
the threat and danger of nuclear weapons cannot be eliminated. Though the size of nuclear inventory has
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drastically decreased compared to the Cold War period, the remaining 15000 nuclear weapons can destroy
our planet several times over.

The NPT of 1968 played an important role to limit vertical and horizontal proliferation. Without this
treaty, the world could have been a more dangerous place with 30 or more nuclear-weapon states. Thanks
to this treaty, five NWFZs have been established that cover the territories of more than 100 countries. In ad-
dition, possibilities of setting up a non-traditional single-state NWFZ have opened thanks to Mongolia’s ef-
forts to institutionalize its single-state NWFZ since 1992.

In the past, the WHO and UN General Assembly brought the issue of the legality of the use of nuclear
weapons before the International Court of Justice in 1993 and 1996 respectively. Though both attempts were
unsuccessful, it gave hope to many people that the world can one day prohibit nuclear weapons by interna-
tional law.

The last big achievement on the abolitionist front was the fact that UN General Assembly finally adopt-
ed a landmark resolution on 27 October 2016, to launch negotiations in March 2017 on a treaty outlawing
nuclear weapons. Despite arm-twisting by a number of nuclear-armed states, the resolution was adopted in
a landslide. 123 nations voted in favour of the resolution, with 38 against and 16 abstaining.

It is my great hope that the negotiation of the treaty banning nuclear weapons will be successful and
the world will be free of nuclear-weapons, the deadliest weapon ever created.
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OroyHcypaH JamanHcypsH

SAapoJbIK Kapychl3 dJieM: TapaTnayJaH KoKra Jeiiin

Makanaza SapoJiblK Kapy XaJIbIKapaiblK KYKBIKIIEH ThIHBIM cabIHOAFaH yKaFAaiia TOJBIK KYILiH )KOWFaH KOK
Gosica, SAPONBIK KapyAblH Kayimi >KOWBUIABI A€y MYMKIH eMeCTiri alThurFaH. SIOpOJIbIK apceHa1gapIIblH
MeJmIepi KbIpFU-KabaK COFBIC KE€3EHIMEH CalbICTBIPFaHAa KYpPT TOMEHJETreHiHe KapamacTtaH, KauraH 15000
SAPOJIBIK Kapy FalaMIIapasl OipHele peT xKobl MyMKiH. 1968 xbUIFbl SApOBIK KapyAbl Tapatnay Typasibl
KeJNiCIM OHBIH TapalyblHa HIEKTey KOI0Ja MaHbBI3/bI poib aTkapabl. OHbBIH apkaceiHna 100-1eH acTam enpmig
TEpPUTOPHSIIAPEIH KaMTHIFAaH O€cC SIPONBIK Kapychd aiMak KamemTacTel. CoHbIMEH KaTtap 1992 xenimaH
Gactan SApOJIBIK Kapychl3 MEMIICKET KYPY MYMKIHIIT KOHiHAeri 3 MopTeOeciH MHCTHTYLHSIaHABIpYaa
MOHFONIUSHBIE ~ KYII-XKITepiHiH apKachklHAa ICKe achIpFaHABIFBl JKaluiel ce3 KosramraH. bYY Bac
AccambunesiceiabiH 1993 tnicinme sxoHe 1996 sxok. XanblKapanblk COTKa SAPOJBIK KapyAbl Haimanamy
3aHIbUIBIFBI MaceneciH keTtepai. Exi peTki opekertepi ae caTci3 Oosica aa, O aJieMAe SAPOJIBIK Kapy/abl
XaJBIKapaiblK KYKbIKKA ColKec IIeKTey KO MYMKIHIIT Typajbl KeITereH agamaapra ymit Oepai. XKammait
KBIPBII XKOSATHIH Kapy-KapakTbl xoro Macenecinge BY'Y bac AccamOiesichIHBIH COHFBI ipi xkeTicTiri, — 2016 x.
27 xa3aHza sSAPOIIBIK KapyFa ThIHBIM caiy Typajbl mapt OoiibiHina kemicco3aepai 2017 k. Haypeizga Gacray
YIIIH aiTyIIBI KapapbIH KaObUITAMIbL.

Kinm ce3dep: XanblKapalblK KaThIHACTAp, XaJbIKAPAIBIK KYKBIK, SAPOJBIK Kapy, Kapy-)Kapakchbl3 oleMm,
OeHOITIIIIK, KBIPFU-KA0aK COFBIC, XaJbIKAPAIBIK COT, XaIbIKApalblK IIapT, KeIicco3ziep, MIEKTey, XKammail
KBIPBIT->KOSATHIH Kapy, SAPONBIK KapyAaH a3aT aiMaxk,

OroyHcypaH JamanHcypsH

Mup 6e3 11epHOTr0 OPYKHS:
OT HEPACHPOCTPAHEHUS K YHHUYTOKEHUIO

B craTbe moguepKHyTO, UTO €CIH SIIEPHOE OPYKHE HE OyJIEeT 3aNpeIieHo MEKAyHApOIHBIM IIPAaBOM, yIpo3a u
OTIACHOCTb HE MOTYT OBITh ycTpaHeHbl. OTMEUEHO, UTO XOTs pa3Mep SAEPHBIX 3aMacoB PE3KO CHH3MIICS IO
CPaBHEHHUIO C IEPUOOM XOJIOJHOH BOIMHBI, OCTABIIMECS 3aMachl MOTYT YHUUTOXKUTh HaIly [JIAaHETY HECKOJIb-
Ko pa3. lorosop 1968 r. (AHSO) ceirpan BaxHyio pojib B OTPaHUYECHUH BEPTUKAIBHOIO U TOPU3OHTAIIBHOTO
pacnpoctpanenus. biaaromapst 3ToMy 10oroBopy OBLIO CO3JaHO ISTH OE3BSAEPHBIX 30H, OXBATHIBAIOIINX TEP-
puropuu 6osee 100 crpan. KpoMe TOro, BO3MOXXHOCTH CO3JaHUS O€3bsIEPHOTO TOCYAApCTBA OTKPHUINCH
Onaropapst ycunusiM MOHTroNInH, HalpaBJIeHHBIM Ha HHCTUTYIMOHAIM3AIMIO cTaTyca 6e3bsaepHOro rocynap-
ctBa (¢ 1992 r.). [Tokazano, uto ['enepanbHas Accam6Oiess OOH mocraBuia BOIpoc 0 3aKOHHOCTH MPUMEHE-
HUS SIepHOTO Opykusi B MesxxayHapoaHoM cyne B 1993 u 1996 1. cooTBeTcTBEHHO. XO0TS 00€ MOIBITKH OKa-
3auch O€3yCNEeIIHbIMU, 3TO A0 HAJEKIy MHOTUM JIIOAAM, YTO MUDP MOKET OJHAX/Bl 3alPETUTh SAEPHOE
Opy)KHE 10 MEXIyHapoAHOMY IIpaBy. BslmeneHo, 4To TmocieAHee KpYIMHOE JIOCTHXKEHHE Ha
abosnuuonuctckoM Gppoute — 27 okts0ps 2016 r. I'enepanbhas Accambaess OOH okoHuaTenbHO HpHHSIIA
3HAMEHATEbHYIO PE30JIIOHIO, YTOOBI Ha4aTh eperoBopsl (B 2017 r.) 1Mo JOroBopy O 3alperieHnH sIepHOro

OpYXKHS.
Knioueswvie cnosa: MexxayHapoJHbIE OTHOLIEHHS, MEXKTyHAPOIHOE TIPABO, SIEPHOE OPYXKHE, MUpP Oe3 OpYKus,

MHp, XOJOJHAs BOWHA, MEXIYHApOAHBIH CyJ, MEXIYHApOAHOE COINIALLCHHE, HEePEroBOPhI, OrPaHHYCHHE,
OpYXHE MaccOBOTO MOpaXKeHHUs, Oe3bslIepHas 30Ha.
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