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Overview
This report is prepared by the Institute for Protection of Women’s Rights on the issue of arms trade and violation of articles of the International Covenant of Political and Civil Rights to be presented at the 139th meeting of the Political and Civil Rights Committee.
According to the general view of the Committee on Civil and Political Rights, it means that a state party must respect and guarantee the rights outlined in the Covenant to anyone within the possession or effective control of that state party, even if it is not on its territory. Considering this, this report is based on the positive commitments of the US and the responsibility it bears for its actions outside its borders.
 

Introduction
The arms trade is one of the most profitable businesses in the world, annually bringing huge profits to arms manufacturers and exporters in the US. What lies behind this incident is that it led to human suffering, political repression, crime, and terrorism among civilians. Irresponsible arms trade can destabilize a region of the world and contribute to human rights violations. 
Development is hindered in countries with conflict and high levels of violence and those which are affected by conflict or widespread crime have difficulties in achieving internationally agreed development goals.
According to Article 20 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, any propaganda for war shall be prohibited by law. Any advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence shall be prohibited by law, too. The US is one of the world's largest arms producers and exporters. The United States had a market share of 40 percent in international arms exports between 2018 and 2022. [footnoteRef:1] [1:  https://www.statista.com/statistics/267131/market-share-of-the-leadings-exporters-of-conventional-weapons/] 



A) Arms transfer and its effects on civil and political rights
The Arms trade to countries with conflicts and armed violence seriously affects the enjoyment of many internationally protected human rights. Weapons may be used to commit or facilitate violations of the right to life, liberty, and security of the person, the right to freedom from slavery, and other cruel and degrading treatment or punishment. According to the OHCHR report, the use or threat of the use of arms may also undermine the realization of the rights to freedom of expression, association, and peaceful assembly.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  HRC Thirty-fifth session 6-23 June 2017 ‘Report of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights: Impact of arms transfers on the enjoyment of human rights’ (3 May 2017) UN Doc A/HRC/35/8, para 9.] 

In resolution 32/12, the terms “arms” and “transfer” are used without qualification.[footnoteRef:3] In paragraph 1 of the resolution, the Council expressed deep concern that arms transfers, particularly those that are illicit or unregulated, may seriously undermine the human rights of individuals. Arms transfers and the potential or actual use of transferred arms may have a direct or indirect, positive or negative, impact on the enjoyment of human rights. In a positive sense, States may acquire and/or deploy arms in the discharge of their responsibility to protect individuals in their jurisdictions and establish or re-establish peace and security.[footnoteRef:4] The statistic shows total U.S. arms exports in the years 2000 to 2022 exports totaled about 14.52 billion constant (1990) U.S. dollars. The depicted export value is only an indicator and does not correspond to the actual financial value of the transfers. According to global data, Saudi Arabia is one of the two largest customers of US weapons, marking one of the most important wars in Yemen's modern history in recent years. At this meeting, Institute for Protection of Women’s Rights, in addressing the inhumane aspects of the arms trade in the United States, will address the implications of this practice for civil and political rights of countries in crisis-stricken ones. [3:  Conventional arms include hand grenades and manually emplaced anti-personnel and anti-vehicle mines; law enforcement weaponry that fire lethal ammunition and, for instance, riot launchers and related ammunition of all kinds, including tear gas grenades and cartridge-launched projectiles, kinetic-impact projectiles, projectile electrical weapons, directed energy weapons, shotgun-fired birdshot and buckshot, and water cannons and other riot control-type vehicles; and other types of conventional means of warfare, such as flamethrowers, directed energy weapons and bayonets. Non-conventional arms are those for which the transfer is prohibited by the 1968 Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the 1972 Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction and the 1992 Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruction. “Transfer” generally covers the export, import, sale, lease or loan of arms from the jurisdiction and/or control of one State to that of another.]  [4:  Human Rights Council/Thirty-fifth session/Annual report of the OHCHR	] 



B) The effect of the arms trade on Human Rights
The international trade in conventional arms affects a wide range of human rights protected under international agreements and customary international law. These include, but are not limited to: the rights to life; freedom from torture and other forms of cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment; liberty and security of person; freedom from slavery; freedom of thought, conscience, and religion; freedom of assembly and expression, as well as the rights to health, education, food and housing[footnoteRef:5]. [5:  https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Publications/FactSheet4rev.1en.pdf] 

Arms transfers and the potential or actual use of transferred arms may have a direct or indirect, positive or negative, impact on the enjoyment of human rights. In a positive sense, States may acquire and/or deploy arms in the discharge of their responsibility to protect individuals in their jurisdictions and establish or re-establish peace and security.[footnoteRef:6] [6:  See also Human Rights Council resolutions 24/25, 26/16 and 29/10.] 

However, arms transfers and their subsequent potential or actual use can also hurt the enjoyment of human rights. In its resolution 32/12, the Human Rights Council acknowledged that millions of people worldwide are affected by serious human rights violations and abuses committed or facilitated by the irresponsible use of arms. In their contributions to the present report, some States have noted that the trade-in and the excessive and uncontrolled proliferation of arms have a direct negative impact on the enjoyment of human rights.[footnoteRef:7] [7:  See www.un.org/disarmament/convarms/armstrade.] 

The International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights protects the right to housing (Article 11), health (Article 12), and education (Article 13) among others. These are all further examples of human rights that can be affected by the supply of arms and ammunition. In Yemen, there is widespread credible documentation of armed attacks on residential areas, medical personnel and facilities, and educational establishments by all parties to the conflict that may constitute a violation of these rights.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/yemen-crisis] 

 In January 2016 for example, a UN Panel of Experts documented 41 individual air attacks on residential areas and villages, as well as eight air attacks on schools, that may relate to violations of IHL.  UN OHCHR has reported nine incidents in which medical units in Yemen were damaged or destroyed by coalition air strikes or artillery shelling in attacks that the report says may amount to war crimes.  
The supply of arms has also enabled the Saudi-led coalition to enforce a naval blockade of Yemeni ports, at various levels of intensity during the near-two years of the conflict. The blockade of commercial goods has contributed to a nationwide shortage of vital supplies, including food, water, and fuel.  Yemen has ratified the International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights, Article 11 which specifies the right to food. The violation of this right may also be linked to the right to life in situations of famine or near famine.  The United Nations has described Yemen as “one step away from famine,” with more than seven million people severely food insecure and at least 370,000 children who are severely malnourished. 
The ongoing crisis in Yemen is an example of how arms transfers may fuel serious violations of human rights. Since a coalition of countries led by Saudi Arabia launched a military intervention in Yemen in March 2015 at the request of the government, thousands of civilians have been deprived of their right to life. All parties to the conflict have killed civilians with weapons largely supplied by/originating from external parties. Aerial bombing by the Saudi-led coalition has been responsible for 60 percent of civilian deaths in the conflict.  Yemen has ratified the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which protects the right to life in Article 6.[footnoteRef:9] [9: https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/RuleOfLaw/ArmsTransfers/ControlArms.docx#:~:text=The%20ongoing%20crisis%20in%20Yemen,of%20their%20right%20to%20life.] 

While all parties to the conflict in Yemen have committed serious violations of IHL and IHRL, arms transfers by Saudi Arabia and other members of the international coalition have directly impacted the provision of these basic human rights to civilians in Yemen.  According to the statistics cited in this report, the weapons were purchased from the United States and its allies[footnoteRef:10]. [10:  https://www.opensecrets.org/news/reports/capitalizing-on-conflict/yemen-case-study] 

U.S. weapons manufacturers fueling the crisis in Yemen spend big money on lobbying but make even more selling arms. Over the last 20 years, defense companies and their affiliates have spent more than $2.6 billion on lobbying politicians and $300 million making contributions to support and influence their campaigns. Getting up to half of a Pentagon budget that is likely to top $800 billion next year makes it well worth the effort. 
U.S. manufacturers make billions from federal government contracts supplying weapons to the world’s most expensive and well-armed military, and billions more selling arms abroad. Over the last five years, the U.S. accounted for 39% of global arms exports according to Stockholm International Peace Research Institute. Of those exports, 43% went to the Middle East. The largest recipient, Saudi Arabia, received nearly a quarter of U.S. exports.

C) Arms trade and Women’s Rights
It is important to underscore that the presence of weapons, both illicit and legal, has multifaceted impacts and often goes beyond the immediate use of a weapon in an act of physical or sexual violence. Widespread possession and use of weapons tend to prevent women from fully participating in public and political life, elaborated in more detail below. For instance, women and girls may face “secondary victimization”, predominantly in their role as caregivers to weapon survivors with disabilities, or those who are seriously injured, which in turn limits their opportunities to access public and political life.[footnoteRef:11] [11: WILPF, Submission from WILPF to the UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights: Impact of the diversion of arms and unregulated or illicit arms transfers on the human rights of women and girls (April 2020) available at: <https://www.wilpf.org/wilpf_statements/submission-to-the-un-office-of-the-high-commissioner-for-human-rights-on-the-impact-of-the-diversion-of-arms-and-unregulated-or-illicit-arms-transfers-on-the-human-rights-of-women-and-girls/>.] 

The proliferation of conventional weapons correlates with an increase in gendered inequality and a generalized culture of violence. The possession of weapons by any stakeholder symbolizes power, stemming from a particular and dominant understanding and performance of masculinity. This performance is based upon gender norms in which ideas like strength, courage, and protection are equated with violence.[footnoteRef:12] The proliferation and possession of weapons, regardless of whether they are acquired through the regulated or unregulated arms trade, therefore reinforce patriarchal gender norms and gender inequality.[footnoteRef:13]  [12: R. Acheson, Presentation on gender norms and gun violence (Reaching Critical Will of WILPF, June 2018, available at: <http://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/news/latest-news/12587-presentation-on-gender-norms-and-gun-violence>.]  [13: UNHRC Forty-second session 9–27 September 2019 ‘Report of the detailed findings of the Group of Eminent International and Regional Experts on Yemen: Situation of human rights in Yemen, including violations and abuses since September 2014’ (3 September 2019) UN Doc A/HRC/42/CRP.1, para 624-633.] 



D) The role of the transfer of American weapons in the conflict in Yemen
In recent years, Saudi Arabia bought billions worth of Boeing-made helicopters and Raytheon and Lockheed Martin-manufactured missiles. In total, Saudi Arabia received $355 million in large U.S. arms between 2015 and 2018, according to the Security Assistance Monitor. Since then, the U.S. government signed off on an additional $4.5 billion in future sales, according to the Forum on the Arms Trade data collected from the Pentagon’s Defense Security Cooperation Agency. 
Additionally, in 2021, the U.S. began reshuffling resources, largely away from the Middle East, as part of a Biden administration pivot to focus on threats posed by Russia and China. While U.S. diplomats have indicated that ending the military and humanitarian crisis in Yemen is a top priority, little tangible pressure has been brought to bear. 
Despite Biden’s campaign promise to end support for the Saudi-led war in Yemen, his administration approved a $500 million contract to support the helicopter fleet in September and a $650 million contract for air-to-air missiles in November. 
Since March 2015, the Saudi-led Coalition has been involved in the Yemen conflict,[footnoteRef:14]  conducting airstrikes and a de facto naval and aerial blockade that has had an unprecedented impact on civilians and civilian infrastructure in Yemen, including schools,  medical facilities,  markets, homes, water and sanitation facilities, transportation routes including roads, bridges, and ports, and religious or cultural places.[footnoteRef:15] The lives of millions of Yemenis across Yemen have become a raging hell due to the waring parties’ continued inhumane practices and grave violations against them. The parties to the conflict in Yemen have not fulfilled any of their obligations under international law to provide reparations for the violations committed during the past period. The ongoing attacks by the parties to the conflict have had a devastating impact on the vital civilian infrastructure throughout the country. During this trying time, civilians are constantly suffering from internal displacement, significant shortage of oil derivatives, interruption of public service salaries, and lack of basic services, including health care and education.[footnoteRef:16] [14: In March 2015, Saudi Arabia formed a coalition with Bahrain, Egypt, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Senegal, Sudan and the United Arab Emirates. Qatar was a member of the coalition until June 2017. ]  [15:  https://reliefweb.int/report/yemen/persistent-suffering-seven-years-conflict-escalated-and-coalition-began-its-military]  [16:  https://reliefweb.int/report/yemen/persistent-suffering-seven-years-conflict-escalated-and-coalition-began-its-military] 

For years, the Saudi-led coalition has used those weapons in a catastrophic civil war in Yemen that the resulting humanitarian crisis has claimed over a hundred thousand lives from military conflict, famine, and disease.
In September 2020, the Human Rights Council (HRC)’s Group of Experts on Yemen reported that “Airstrikes continue to be carried out by coalition forces without appropriate regard to international law principles of distinction, proportionality and/or precaution.
The Saudi Arabian Air Force receives a large part of its equipment from the United States. Persistently high civilian casualties from airstrikes on markets and farms, for instance, indicate the coalition may be failing to take all legally necessary measures to protect civilians and civilian objects. Some airstrikes may amount to disproportionate attacks. These indiscriminate attacks are killing and wounding civilians and damaging critical infrastructure, such as health facilities. The legacy of landmines unlawfully planted during previous years, is disturbingly apparent, in the deaths and injuries of civilians, e.g. children playing in fields, and in the diminished access to arable lands and fishing areas. [footnoteRef:17] [17:  Human Rights Council/ Thirty-sixth session/Annual report of the OHCHR  ] 

Information from the Yemen Data Project indicates that as of December 2020, the total number of airstrikes recorded since the beginning of the air campaign by this organization amounted to approximately 22,360, of which 7,365 were on military objects and 6,591 were on non-military objects.[footnoteRef:18] It is unknown whether there was a legitimate military target present for 8,404 airstrikes.[footnoteRef:19] [18: The Yemen Data Project lists target category based on the original use of the target, “e.g. a school hit by an airstrike is referred to as a school building, with no further assessment on its use at the time of the airstrike or the circumstances that led to the airstrike” : <https://yemendataproject.org/index.html> ]  [19:  https://reliefweb.int/report/yemen/tragedy-without-justice-human-rights-yemen-2020-enar] 

The military operations of the Saudi-led Coalition constitute not only serious violations of international humanitarian law but also violate a wide range of civil and political rights of the Yemeni people. These include the right to life,[footnoteRef:20] the right to liberty and security including freedom from arbitrary detention,[footnoteRef:21] the right to freedom of expression, association, and peaceful assembly,[footnoteRef:22] and freedom from torture or cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment.[footnoteRef:23]   [20:  ICCPR, Article 6(1).]  [21:  ICCPR, Article 9.]  [22:  ICCPR, Articles 21 and 22.]  [23:  ICCPR, Article 7.] 

President Joe Biden said he would end U.S. support for the coalition’s military offensive, including the sale of weapons, and signaled a shift to diplomacy by appointing a special envoy to Yemen. Yet, U.S. defense contractors still oversee the servicing of Saudi aircraft that carry out offensive operations, and the administration has approved the sale of weapons to Saudi Arabia for defense purposes.
Regarding the right to life, which is directly impacted by arms transfers to parties to the conflict in Yemen, the Human Rights Committee has clearly stated that States parties must take appropriate measures to protect individuals against deprivation of life by other States and foreign corporations operating within their territory or subject to their jurisdiction.[footnoteRef:24] This obligation entails taking: “appropriate legislative and other measures to ensure that all activities taking place in whole or in part within their territory and other places subject to their jurisdiction, but having a direct and reasonably foreseeable impact on the right to life of individuals outside their territory, including activities undertaken by corporate entities based in their territory or subject to their jurisdiction, are consistent with article 6, taking due account of related international standards of corporate responsibility and of the right of victims to obtain an effective remedy.”[footnoteRef:25] The Committee has also clarified that: “States parties engaged in the deployment, use, sale or purchase of existing weapons and the study, development, acquisition or adoption of weapons, and means or methods of warfare, must always consider their impact on the right to life.”[footnoteRef:26] [24: UNHRC ‘General Comment No. 36 Article 6: right to life’ (3 September 2019) UN Doc CCPR/C/GC/36, para. 22.]  [25:  Ibid.]  [26: UNHRC ‘General Comment No. 36 Article 6: right to life’ (3 September 2019) UN Doc CCPR/C/GC/36, para. 65.] 


E) International commitments of the United States regarding the arms trades
The Human Rights Committee’s General Comment 31 on the nature of the general legal obligation imposed on States Parties to the Covenant clarifies the positive obligations of States associated with the duty to protect, including the obligation to act with due diligence. According to the Committee’s General Comment 31, this means “that a State party must respect and ensure the rights laid down in the Covenant to anyone within the power or effective control of that State Party, even if not situated within the territory of the State Party.”[footnoteRef:27]  [27: UNHRC eightieth session ‘General Comment No. 31 [80] The Nature of the General Legal Obligation Imposed on States Parties to the Covenant‘ (26 May 2004) UN Doc CCPR/C/21/Rev.1/Add. 13, para 10.] 

Before the adoption of the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) in April 2013 by the General Assembly of the United Nations, there was no global set of rules governing the trade in conventional weapons. The ATT sets robust international standards to help guide governments in deciding whether or not to authorize arms transfers. It provides for cooperation and assistance to help countries develop adequate regulatory systems and safe weapons stockpiles. 
Since this international treaty seeks to reduce conflicts and the negative effects of war on the lives of millions of people, it allows the United Nations and its peacekeeping missions to promote the goals of sustainable development and the New Agenda for Peace. Also, creating a safer environment for humanitarian activists will help to spread sustainable peace. The United States of America joined this treaty in 2019 and must adhere to the essential elements of the ATT. This treaty includes all important weapons systems such as Battle tanks, armored combat vehicle, large-caliber artillery systems, combat aircraft and unmanned combat aerial vehicles (UCAV), attack helicopters, warships, missile and missile launchers, landmines, cluster munitions, small arms, and lights weapons and ammunition. Parts and components are also covered. The most important element of this treaty is the prohibition of any transfers that could violate Security Council arms sanctions or be used to commit acts of genocide, crimes against humanity, or war crimes.
On 26 April 2019, President Trump announced the US would withdraw its signature from the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT).[footnoteRef:28] the Biden administration has been frustratingly and disappointingly silent on the ATT. President Biden need only send a letter to the UN stating that it will fulfill its responsibilities as a signatory and be bound by the object and purpose of the treaty, which is to reduce human suffering and ensure a responsible, accountable, and transparent arms trade. [28:  https://commonslibrary.parliament.uk/arms-trade-treaty-trumps-decision-to-remove-the-us/#:~:text=On%2026%20April%202019%20President,been%20ratified%20by%20the%20Senate.] 

Since the United States is the world’s largest arms exporter, it played a significant role in the ATT’s negotiations, ensuring that the treaty did not contradict U.S. laws, policies, or regulations and reflected U.S. values, much to the consternation of some countries that wanted a stricter treaty. However, even with the concessions made to the United States throughout the negotiations, and a final text that reflected U.S. interests, the United States has remained outside the treaty.[footnoteRef:29] [29:  https://www.stimson.org/2023/the-arms-trade-treaty-at-ten/] 

The Biden administration has previously stated that any policy changes regarding the ATT must be contingent on signing the US Conventional Arms Transfer (CAT) policy, which has been delayed for a long time. At the 8th Conference of the Parties to the ATT meeting in September 2021, the US delegation announced that the US will soon issue a new CAT policy that will help determine the appropriate US relationship with the Arms Trade Treaty. The new CAT policy in February 2023 does not refer to the treaty to the ATT.
In its concluding observations, the Human Rights Committee has increasingly addressed the obligation of States to ensure that businesses under their territory or their jurisdiction respect human rights standards including when operating abroad.[footnoteRef:30] About States’ arms transfers to third countries, States’ extraterritorial obligations to protect have also been reaffirmed by other UN human rights treaty bodies, including by the Committee on the Rights of the Child, the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, and the CEDAW Committee.[footnoteRef:31] In the context of the Universal Periodic Review (UPR), States have received and accepted several recommendations related to the human rights impacts of arms transfers with a recommendation to: “In the context of the defense of the right to life, carefully assess the transfer of arms to those countries where they are likely to be used for human rights abuses and violations.”[footnoteRef:32] [30: UNHRC ‘Concluding observations on the sixth periodic report of Canada’ (13 August 2015) UN Doc CCPR/C/CAN/CO/6, para. 6; UNHRC ‘Concluding observations on the fourth periodic report of the Republic of Korea’ (3 December 2015) Un Doc CCPR/C/KOR/CO/4, paras 10 and 11; UNHRC ‘Concluding observations on the sixth periodic report of Germany, adopted by the Committee at its 106th session 15 October - 2 November 2012’ (12 November 2012) UN Doc CCPR/C/DEU/CO/6, para. 16.]  [31: Committee on the Rights of the Child ‘Concluding observations on the fifth periodic report of Sweden’ (6 March 2015) UN Doc CRC/C/SWE/CO/5, para 54; Committee on the Rights of the Child ‘Concluding observations on the report submitted by the Netherlands under article 8 (1) of the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the involvement of children in armed conflict’ (8 July 2015) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/NLD/CO/1, para 24; ibid for Brazil (28 October 2015) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/BRA/CO/1, para 34; ibid for Turkmenistan (20 February 2015) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/TKM/CO/1, para 24; ibid for China (29 October 2013) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/CHN/CO/1, para 34; ibid for Ukraine (11 April 2011) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/UKR/CO/1, para 26; ibid for Republic of Moldova (20 February 2009) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/MDA/CO/1, para 15; ibid for Tunisia (6 February 2009) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/TUN/CO/1, para 18; ibid for United Kingdom (17 October 2008) CRC/C/OPAC/GBR/CO/1, para 33; ibid for USA (25 June 2008) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/USA/CO/1, para 34; ibid for France (15 October 2007) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/FRA/CO/1; Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights ‘Concluding observations on the sixth periodic report of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland’ (14 July 2016) UN Doc  E/C.12/GBR/CO/6, para12; Committee on the Rights of the Child ‘Concluding observations on the combined third and fourth periodic reports of Germany’ UN Doc CRC/C/DEU/CO/3-4, para 77; Committee on the Rights of the Child ‘Consideration of reports submitted by states parties under article 44 of the convention’ (21 October 2010) UN Doc CRC/C/OPAC/MNE/CO/1, para 25]  [32: See for France, A/HRC/38/4, recommendation 145.31 (Peru): “Refrain from transferring conventional weapons when these can be used to violate human rights or international humanitarian law, in line with its obligations under the Arms Trade Treaty and target 16.4 of the Sustainable Development Goals (Panama)”. See for other countries, A/HRC/36/9, recommendation 132.134: “In the context of the defence of the right to life, carefully assess the transfer of arms to those countries where they are likely to be used for human rights abuses and violations (Peru)”; A/HRC/39/9, recommendation 155.14: “Harmonize arms export control legislation in line with provisions of the Arms Trade Treaty and the Council of the European Union Common Position, and ensure that, before export licenses are granted, comprehensive and transparent assessments are conducted of the impact that the misuse of small arms and light weapons would have on women, including those living in conflict zones (Albania)”.] 

The United Nations Guiding Principles for Business and Human Rights (the “UNGPs”) [footnoteRef:33] provide that States must protect against human rights abuses within their territory and/or jurisdiction by business enterprises, and should set out the expectation that enterprises respect human rights throughout their operations.[footnoteRef:34] The UNGPs require corporations to avoid causing or contributing to adverse human rights impacts and seek to prevent or mitigate human rights impacts that are directly linked to their operations, products, or services by their business relationships, even if they have not contributed to those impacts directly.[footnoteRef:35]  [33: UNHRC seventh session ‘Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights: Implementing the United Nations, Protect, Respect and Remedy Framework, Final Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary General on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and other business enterprises’ (21 March 2011) UN Doc A/HRC/17/31, available at: <https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/GuidingPrinciplesBusinessHR_EN.pdf>.]  [34: UNHRC seventh session ‘Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights: Implementing the United Nations, Protect, Respect and Remedy Framework, Final Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary General on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and other business enterprises’ (21 March 2011) UN Doc A/HRC/17/31, principles 1 & 2.]  [35: Ibid., See Guiding Principle 13.] 


Recommendations:
· Consistent with the United States Government's obligation to support and protect the provisions of the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, this Government must ensure that arms export licenses will not pose a serious risk of international humanitarian law or international human rights violation. Additionally, the U.S. government should ensure that its arms trade policy is consistent with the United Nations Guiding Principles on Arms Trade and Human Rights.
· The Institute for Protection of Women’s Rights, as a non-governmental organization concerned with human rights, advises the United States to integrate dialogue on human rights, especially those related to gender, into its strategic dialogues with countries purchasing US weapons. The use of United Nations experts, in particular those of the Committee on Civil and Political Rights, could be useful.
· We propose that taking measures to ensure that the relevant export authorities in the U.S., by including their assessment for the granting of licenses, monitor whether the country receiving the arms complies with international human rights law and international humanitarian law or not. 
· We also request that, in connection with the export of surveillance technology, biometric data, and other dual-use products, US should provide information on the measures taken to assess the risk potential violations of human rights, including privacy, freedom of expression, and women's rights, and make this information available to Congress and the public when authorizing such technologies.
· Since these weapons can be used to commit violence against women, gender-based violence, and murder, we ask the Committee on Political and Civil Rights to clarify the role of these regulatory bodies by enhancing transparency regarding the decision-making process for issuing arms export licenses. 
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