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Sub-working Group on current and emerging implementation issues focusing on the "Role of Industry
Thank you, Mr. President,
[bookmark: OLE_LINK4]Maat appreciates the efforts made in drafting possible elements that seek to link human rights and international humanitarian law due diligence to the responsibilities of both states and the industry.
We believe these guidelines must reflect the legal reality that corporate responsibility is complementary, not a substitute for state obligations under Articles 6 and 7 of the Arms Trade Treaty, to prevent weapons from reaching human rights violators.
During the conflict in Sudan, arms from companies such as:
· Norinco (the state-owned Chinese company)
· China Aerospace Science and Industry Corporation (CASIC)
· Serbian company Yugoimport
· Bulgarian company Dunarit
· Lacroix Defense
· KNDS France
· Heckler & Koch from Germany
ended up in the hands of the Rapid Support Forces, which used them to commit violations of international humanitarian law and war crimes.
In the occupied Palestinian territories and Gaza, such destruction and war crimes would not have occurred without the continued flow of arms from several specialized industrial companies to the Israeli occupation forces, such as:
· BAE Systems from the UK
· Boeing from the USA
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK6]Lockheed Martin
· Additionally, shipping companies like Maersk, which facilitated the transfer of arms to the Israeli forces, and AXA from France, which invests heavily in arms companies that fuel the Israeli killing machine in Gaza.
To enhance the responsibility of the industrial sector, we urge that the draft elements for voluntary guidelines for due diligence in the industry should include several points:
1. First, regarding state measures, states should require the submission of due diligence reports as an integral part of the export licensing process; we cannot solely rely on internal compliance programs without strict governmental oversight to verify the accuracy of these data.
2. Second, regarding industry measures and warning signals, we believe that "identifying negative impacts" should encompass the entire life cycle of the weapon, including incorporating "recovery or suspension clauses" in industrial contracts, binding companies to discontinue technical support or spare parts if evidence emerges of the use of the weapons in illegal attacks or serious human rights violations post-transfer.
3. Third, when considering post-transfer monitoring processes, the guidelines should include clear mechanisms for industrial actors to report "red flags" they observe in the behavior of the end user and to share this information transparently with the relevant authorities without fear of commercial repercussions.
4. Fourth, we also encourage the inclusion of civil society as a key information source in the reference materials since field human rights organizations often possess the most accurate information on how weapons are used on the ground.
Thank you, Mr. President.
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