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for the assumption that if the disaster exceeded the affected 
State’s capacity, the affected State would not seek or accept 
assistance from any external actor arbitrarily and would let its 
citizens suffer indefinitely. 



3 

�

it on the provision of external assistance are vital for all forms of 
cooperation in relief operations. We agree that the affected State 
must indicate the scope and type of assistance sought from other 
States. 

We have also taken note of the suggestion contained in draft 
Article 5 ter to extend the scope of cooperation to
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We agree with the idea that legal framework for preventive 
measures are vital for disaster preparedness. Equally important 
are risk assessments and installation and operation of early 
warning systems. We would infer from the language of Article 
16 that even if prevention and disaster risk reduction might be 
formulated as a legal obligation for each State, the determination 
of the scope of this obligation should be left to the State itself 
because the affected State is likely to have the most authentic 
data about risk assessment and its capacity to prevent it. A broad 
approach towards the obligation of States for prevention of 
disaster in particular and the definition of disaster and the 
consequent obligations in general needs to be avoided. 

 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

 

 


